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Ld  Jury  Cess  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  14] 

foved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/' — {Mr,  Stacpoole) 
Linendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  the  word  "  now/'  and  at  the  end 
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[dustrial  Schools  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  6]- 

^rder  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"— (7%tf  0' Conor  Don)  . .  . . 

amendment  proposed, 

*o  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  (^ettion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words, "  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee," 
— (Mr,  Vance,) — ^instead  thereof. 

iter  short  debate,  Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  lefb  out 

stand  part  of  the  Question : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  82,  Noes  46 ; 

Majority  36  : — Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 

put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  considered  in  Committee, 
ifter  short  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon 

Monday  next. 

Lcred's  Charity  Bill  [Bill  67]— 

toved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Ifr.  Beresford  Hope) 
amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  now,*'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months," — (Mr,  Shaw- 
Lefevre  :) — After  debate,  Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now'  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :" — The  House  divided;  Ayes  69,  Noes  83;  Majority  14  : 
— Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Seoond 
Reading  pw^  ^for  six  months. 

Ltiny  BiU- 

^rder  for  Second  Reading  read  . .  . .  • . 

.fber  short  debate,  Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow, 

iND   JUBT   PbBSBNTMXNTS  (IbELANI))— 

lovedf  "  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland) 
do  consist  of  Nineteen  Members,"— (i/r.  Vance)  . .  • . 

.fter  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  26. 
ESUsncAL  Titles  in  Qbeat  Bbitain  iin)  Ibelajh) — Moved^ 

|That  a  Seleot  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Operation  of  any  Law  or 
Laws  as  to  the  Assumption  of  Ecolesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ;  and 
whether  any  and  what  Alteration  should  be  made  therein, — ( The  Earl  Stanhope) 

)T  debate,  Motion  agreed  to, 

I,  on  March  80,  Committee  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee 
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Mr.  Disraeli  . .  . .  . .  . .     268 

State   of   Ireland— The    Rey.   Mb.    Wilson — Personal   Explanation,   Mr. 

Gregory  .,  ..    -  ..  ..  ..264 

Sttpplt — Order  for  Committee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Banebuptct  Law — Obserrations,  Mr.  Moffatt ;  Reply,  The  Attorney  General    265 

Motion,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY — Abmt  Estimates — considered  in  Committee  . .  . .     268 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  £823,900,  ClothiDg  EiUbliihments. 

(3.)  £506,300,  Barraok  EiUbliihment. 

(3  )  £36,800,  Difine  Senrioe. 

(4.)  £18,000,  Martial  Uw. 

(5.)  £380,800,  Hoipital  EiUblUhment. 

(6.)  £686,800,  Militia  and  loBpection  of  Retenre  Foiwes. 

(7.)  £58,000,  Teomanry  Cavalrj. 

(8.)  £285,100,  Volanteer  Corps.— After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .      284 

(9.)  £39,600,  Enrolled  Penaioners  and  Armj  Reserre  Foroe.^After  short  debate,  Vote 

agreed  to  .,  . .  . .  . .  , ,      284 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  **That  a  smn,  not  exceeding  £768,400,  be 
granted  to  Her  Miyesty  (in  addition  to  the  snm  of  £300,000  already  voted  on  aooonnt), 
towards  defraying  the  Charge  of  Superintending  Establishment  of,  and  Expenditure  for, 

nr_._i.^    'D_:u:^^_    ._j    n • _*.    tt j      a. j t«_L m     •_     _.     _< 


Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  from  tw         ' 
After  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Item  of  £3,000,  for  Billiard 


lyment  from  the  1st  day  of  April  1868  to  the  31st  day  of  March  1869,  indusire. 


Rooms  in  Barracks,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote/'— (i^.  Lmk)  . .      295 

After  farther  short  debate.  Question  put  :— The  Committee  divided;  Ayei  34,  Noes  73  ; 
Majority  48  :— Original  Question  pnt,  and  agreed  to,  ^ 

Resoltttiong  to  he  reported  To-nwrrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow.  ^^ 


TABLB  or  COKTEEITB. 

I  [iforcA  26.]  i 

piectiou  Petitioiu  and  Oorropt   FraotioM  at  Elections  {re- 
eommitUd)  Bill  [Bill  63]— 
)ri]er  for  Committea  read : — Moved,  "That  Hr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair" 
J  Amendment  propoBed, 

I  To  Icnio  out  Trom  (ha  word  "  Th>t "  to  tlia  end  of  the  Qnettlon,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"thia  llousp,  vhila  euneiUr  dMiring  to  proTJda  the  belt  tribunal  for  the  trial  of  Coti- 
Irorcrted  Electiona.  to  ivdnoe  the  ooit  in  luoh  triala,  and  to  entnn  the  deteation  sud 
puiiiihmeDt  of  briberj  and  oomiptioQ,  ii  not  prepared  to  anent  to  an;  meuure  whioh 
crnns  at  ttio  destmetioo  of  lt>  ancient  right  and  priiilei^  (o  liold  in  iti  own  handi  the 
'  '      niining  wbo  are  it*  Membera,  a  right  which  the  Hooee  hM  auarted  and  ei 


crciied  to  its  great  ^rentage  fbr  HTanil  hundred  rear*,  and  upon  the  posMMlon  of  which 
the  dignity  and  independeDoe  of  tbii  Hoaee  and  tba  constitutional  freedom  of  the  aleoton 
greaclf  depend,"— ('fr.  Ale»aitdtr  iftMett.) 


I  After  long  debate,  Queetian,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  ont  at«nd 
part  of  the  Questioii,"  putt  and  agrMd  to. 
tfain  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  lesTO  the  Chair,"  put,  and  i^f-W  to. 
Bill  eontidered  in  Committee     , , 

Uoved,   "That  tlie  Chairman  report  Progreea,"—(Vr.  J}iirMli :)^Uoiioa 
agreed  lo  : — Committee  report  Progress ;  to  ait  again  npon  iia»da]f  next, 
llutiny  Bill— 
I  Bill  considered  in  Committee 

1  After  short  time  apeot  thetvin.  Sill  rapMtMf ,-  aa  amended,  to  be  oonaidered 
upon  Monday  next. 

ftondon  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Oontinusncs  Bill  [Bill  48 J-— 

1  Order  for  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  read 
1  After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  R-morrow. 
Ecclesiastical  CommlBaloners  Orders  In  Council  Bill  {Lerit) 

[Bill  69]— 

I  Order  for  Second  B«ading  tead  . .  , .  . . 

1  After  short  debate.  Bill  read  a  aecond  time,  and  committed  for  Wedneedajf  next. 

local  OoTenunent  BapplenMOtal  Wl— Ordered  {Kr.  Seetelary  OatHtnu  Sardf,  Sir 

JtuMt  FirguHon) ;  protnted,  and  read  the  flnt  tima    [Bill  TT]  > .  , . 

LOKDS,  FRIDAY,  MARCH  27. 

IcoTLiNs — Poor  A  ssissHEirr— Motion  for, 

Elctum  from  each  Parish  In  the  sovarml  Conntiei  of  Eiit  Lothian,  Hid  Lothiau,  Lanark, 
Rcnrrew,  Ayr.  Aberdeen,  Fife,  and  Forfar,  showing  in  a  tabular  Form  the  Deductions 
nUowed  b;  P.iroohial  Boards  to  the  aerenl  C^asaas  of  Oooujden  of  Lands,  Minerals, 
DwelUng  IJouBcs,  Public  Works.and  Railways ;  and  showing  the  Grosa  Rent  whioh,  lub- 
jeot  to  aueh  Deductions,  is  required  in  order  to  giie  to  eaeh  Class  of  Ooenplers  •  dear 
Rent  of  £12  rated  fbr  Poor  Assessment :  Also,  for  a  RMnni  of  tb*  Parishes  in  SeotUad 
iDTrhiohlbe  Oeonpiars  are  not  rated  lor  the  Relief  of  the  Poor,— (  TO*  JEorl  •/ JM(«) 

Motion  agreed  to. 
fniTED  States— Thb  NKUTBAiriT  Idwa— Thi  "Aiamma"  Ouna— 'Ifonoir 
FOB  Papkks — Mvoed, 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majeit;  for,  Cojdas  or  Eitntots  of  an; 
further  Correapondenoe  that  ma^  have  taken  place  between  Ber  Miyestj's  Goremmcnt 
and  the  GoTprnment  oftbe  United  Stales  in  refbrenoe  to  tb«  jlla&ima  and  other  olaims," 
— (  Tht  Earl  R<M^) 

After  debate,  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  witkdraum. 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  MARCH  27. 
I  Bill  LsantiTioir— Fersoual  Explanation,  Mr.  S.  Cave,  Sir  J.  Hanmor 


1  Chtjroh  (Irxlutd) — Notice  of  Amendment  {Lord  Btanhy)       . .     356 
tns  Pakib  Exhibition — Qnestion,  Ui.  Bayley Fottorj  Answer,  Lord  B.  Montagu    3S6 
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"BxnaMagTAXsom  of  Baiaxoi^-Qiiaation,  Mr.  KeriUe-OreBTilla ;    Answer,  Mr. 
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Wab  nr  Bbahl— Question,  Mr.  Horsman  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  . .    859 

Ajoct — Tboops  nr  Tn  Maubitiub— Question,  Mr.  Otway ;  Answer,  Sir  John 

Pakington       ..  ..  ..  ,.  «.     360 

BxjppLT-^Order  fbr  Gommittee  read;   Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speidier  do  now  leave  the  Chair:  "— 

CoKPULBOBT  PiLOTAGS — RBsoLTJTioir*- Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaTe  ovt  from  the  word  *'  Thmt  **  to  the  end  of  the  Qaeetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<<an  humble  Addren  be  presented  to  Her  Blajetty,  representing  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  moMures  onght  to  be  taken  for  the  early  abolition  of  Oompnltory  Piiotaset 
with  dne  regard  to  existing  interests,  and  for  requiring  Pilotage  Authorities  to  eiamine 
and  lioense  all  oompetent  persons  applying  to  them  for  the  purpose  of  qualifying  to 
aot  as  pilots,"^ilr.  CatuuwA,)— instead  thereof  . .      861 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question : — After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bbitish  Mxtsbux*— Obserrations,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope  \  Reply, 
Mr.  Disraeli       •  • .  •  •  •  •  • .     388 

Ststexs  of  Gk>YEBir]fBRT  nr  IvniA^Obserfations,  Lord  William  Hay^  Mr. 
Smollett,  Mr.  Fawoett  . .  . .  . .  . .     405 

IvBiA — ^Baitk  or  Bombay— Question,  Mr.  Dyee  Nicol ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford 
Korthoote  :— Debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .     426 

Ibjelavd — Impbisokksnt  of  Mbssbs.  SiTLLiTAK  Aio)  PiGOTT — Quostiou,  Mr. 
Maguire ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo : — Debate  thereon  , .     489 

OrzRLOADiire  of  PASSENexa  Stxaiobs— Question,  Mr.  Sinclair  Aytoun ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  • .  . .     450 

Motion,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  by  leayoi  withdrmon  :-^ 
Committee  d$ftrrtd  till  Utmday  next. 

LORDS,  SATURDAY,  MABCH  28. 

Their  Lordships  mat ;  and  haying  gone  through  the  business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate.  House  adijoumed. 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  MARCH  80. 

HoenuTDBs  nr  thi  Riteb  Fiaib — Obsenrations,  Lord  Lyyeden ;  Reply,  The 

Earl  of  Malmesbury  .  •  . .  . .  • .     452 

Poor  ReUef  BUI  [h.l.]  (No.  89)  — 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolye  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said 
Bm,''^Th$  JEarl  of  Dmxm)  ..  ..  ..457 

After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  Leayeof  the  House)  withdrawn;  and  Bill 
refirred  to  a  Sdeot  Committee. 

And,  on  April  2,  Committee  nominaUd  :— -List  of  the  Committee  • .     465 

Sea  FUheries  Bill  (No.  46)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%''— (  Th$  Duke  of  Richmond) 
After  short  debatOi  Motion  agrood  to  ;— Bill  read  2^  aooordingly. 
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Answer,  Mr.  Oathome  Hardy 
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Manners  .  •  •  •  •  •  • .  . . 

Ibslakb—  SsABCHDro  SuepioioTTB  PxBsoKs — Qnestion,  Mr.  Blake ;   Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Mayo 

r — CooxiNe  Appabatus — Qnestion,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey ;   Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington 

rn^CASs  OF  Mb.  Johvsion — Qnestion,  Colonel  Forde;    Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Mayo 


• . 


•  • 


TABLISHXI)  ChTTBOH  (IbBLAND)— 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolre  itself  into  a  Committee  to 
consider  the  said  Acts," — {Mr.  Qladsiane) 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  laave  out  from  the  word  "  Home  "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaeftion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  while  admitting  Ihat  ooneiderable  modifloations  in  the  Temporalitiet  of  the  United  Ohuroh 
in  Ireland  may,  after  the  pending  inquiry,  appear  to  be  eipedient,  ie  of  opinion  that  any 
proposition  tending  to  the  disestablishment  or  disendowment  of  that  Ohuroh  ought  to  be 
reserved  for  the  deoision  of  a  new  Parliament," — (Lord  <Ston2^,)— instead  thereof 

Qnestion  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question :" — After  long  debate,  Debate  adfoumed  till  Tthmorrcw. 

[utiny  BiU— 

Bill,  as  amended,  eonndered     .  •  •  • 

After  short  debate.  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

le  Mutiny  BiU— 

Order  for  Committee  read 
After  short  debate.  Bill  eonndored  in  Committee. 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
Ib-morroio, 

^08  (Frampton  Kaiuel)  "BUL—O^^dered  {Sir  James  Fergutson,  Mr.  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy) ;  preserOed,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  70] 

)ns  (Compensation  to  Officers)  Bill— ^''^'^  (Sir  Jamet  Ferguesen,  Kr.  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  80] 


•  « 


•  • 


LOEDS,  TIJESDAT,  MABCH  81. 

lusiKsss  0?  THX  Hoxrsi — BspoRT  OF  Sklbci  Cohm itibe— Bssoivnoir — 
Moved,  **  To  agree  to  the  Report  of  the  Seleot  Committee  on  Business  of  the 

House,*'— (  The  Lord  Privy  Seal) 
After  debate.  Motion  (by  Leare  of  the  House)  withdrawn, 

>ziBft— BxsoixmoN— 

Resohed,  That  the  following  Order  be  added  to  the  Roll  of  Standing  Orders : 

*'SUnding  Order  XXXIIa.    Ordered,  That  the  Praotioe  of  calling  for  Proxies  on  a 

Division  shall  be  disoontinued,  and  that  Two  Dajs'  Notice  be  given  of  any  Motion  for  the 

Sospension  of  this  Standing  Order." 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAECH  81. 

)I8]CIS8AL  OF  AK    InSPECTOB    OF    THB    SvBBET    COKSTABULABT  —  QuestioU,    Mr. 

Onslow  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 

[Utiny  BiU— 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read  •  • 

After  short  debate,  BiU  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


•  • 
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After  long  debate,  Debate /ttr^A#r  adjourned  till  Thursday, 
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YOL,  CXCL    [thixd  axBas.]  [  «  ] 


•  • 
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on  asking  a  Question  that  Notice  of  the  Question  should  be  gi?en  in  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  and  Notices, — ( The  Lord  Chancellor) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

\Moved,  "That  the  Committee  of  Selection  are  desired  to  exercise  tHeir  Discretion  in  calling 
for  the  Service  of  Lords  absent  from  the  House," — ( The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

\Jimendment  nuwed.  To  leave  out  from  ('*  Selection")  to  the  end  of  the  Motion  for  the 
Purpose  of  inserting  the  Words  following.  ("  should  in  the  Exercise  of  their  Discretion 
call  more  freouently  than  at  present  for  the  Service  of  Lords  absent  from  the  House,") 
— {Lord  Cheimtford.) 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  Hoase)  withdrawn, 

\Moved,  That  the  Absence  of  any  Lord  from  this  House,  except  for  sufBcient  Reason,  ought 
not  to  prevent  the  Committee  of  Selection  from  calling  for  his  Services,"-^  7%«  Viteount 
Halifax.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ttolved.  Thai  in  entering  in  the  Journals  the  Reports  of  Bills  amended  in  Committees  of 
the  Whole  House,  the  only  Name  entered  therewith  shall  be  that  of  the  Lord  who  moves 
the  Reception  of  the  Report  and  takes  Charge  of  the  Bill  in  that  Stage, — {The  Lord 
Privy  Seal.) 

of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Bill  [h.l.]— Pr«t«a«i  ( iTie  Mdrquett  of 

Clanricarde) ;  read  1*    (No.  65)        . . 
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PooB  Law — GaAVESRin)  Boabd  of  Guaboians — Question, Mr.  O'Reilly;  Answer, 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach       , .  . .  . .  . .     704 

Bulb  of  the  Boab  at  Sea^ Question,  Mr.  Holland ;  Answer,  Mr.  S.  Cave  705 

IvsuBBECTiON  IN  Cbbtk — Question,  Mr.  Kennedy ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley      . .     705 

BoDKDABT  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Watkin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy        . .     706 

Elscteic  Teleokaphs  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .  . .     706 

Established  Chctbch  (Ibelano) — The  Approaching  Ditiston —Questions,  Mr. 

Torke,  Yiscount  Cranborne ;  Answers,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  Speaker  . .     706 

Established    Chubcii   (Ibeland)  —  The    Matnooth    Gbant— Question,    Mr. 

Whalley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .     708 

Establisbed  Chuboh  (Ibeland) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [30th  March], — 

^  That  this  House  will  immediatelj  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  the  said 
Acts,"— (Jfr.  GladiUme :) 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leaTe  ont  from  the  word  "  Uouse "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  while  admitting  that  oonsidcrahle  modifications  in  the  Temporalities  of  the 
United  Church  in  Ireland  may,  after  the  pending  inquiry,  appear  to  be  expedient,  is  of 
opinion  that  any  proposition  tending  to  the  disestablishment  or  disendowment  of  that 
Church  ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  decision  of  a  new  Tarliament/' — (^Lord  Stanley,) 
instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question  :  " — Dehate  resumed  . .  . .  . ,     790 

After  long  debate.  Debate  further  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Metropolis  Gas  BiU  [Bill  49]— 

Moved,  •'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"-^(Afr.  Morrison)         . .     798 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com" 
mitted  for  To-morroto. 

SUPPLY— CiTiL  Seevicb  Estimates — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,200,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account, 
for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following  Civil  Services,  to  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  1800  ..  ..  ..  ••      799 

[Then  the  several  Services  set  forth  at  length.] 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 
County  General  Assessment  (Scotland)  Biil— Ordered  {The  Lord  Advoeau,  Mr. 

Secretary  Oaihome  Hardy,  Sir  James  Fergasson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BU184]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     801 

Peerage  (Ireland)  Wl— Ordered  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,  Mr,  MonseU,  Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre); 

presewUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  83]  . .  . .  . .      802 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  APRIL  3. 

Bavkbufxcy  Bill— Question,  Lord  Chelmsford;  Answer,  The  Lord  Chanoellor      802 
Insubrectiov  in  Cbet£— Motion  fob  an  Addbess — Moved, 

**  That  an  hnmble  Address  he  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copy  of  the  Instructions  to 
the  British  Kepresentative  at  Paris  in  reference  lo  the  identic  Note  oroposed  to  be  com- 
mtiniatted  to  the  Porte  by  Russia,  France,  Italy,  and  Prussia," — ( The  Lord  CamfbeU)       803 

After  debate,  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 
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Minate  bj  the  Lords  of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Ooanoil  on  Edde«tion  retpeeting  the 
Scholarihipa  proposed  to  be  foaaded  bj  Mr.  Whitworth :  Prei^nied  (bj  Commaad),  and 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Fartitioxi  fiill  [hx.]— Pret^ntei  ( The  Lard  ChanceOor) ;  read  1>  (No.  67)  . .      825 
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Thb  Eastbb  Rkcksb— Ministerial  Statement  {Mr.  Dimraeli)       . .  • .     826 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  npon  its  rising  should  adjourn  until  Mondoff,  SOth 

April." 
After  short  debate,  Motion  a^resd  to :— House,  at  rising,  to  adjourn  till  Monioff^ 

20th  April. 

Thx  Scotch  Reform  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Craufurd  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  829 

CiTiL  Sebtice  Estimates— Question,  Mr.  Childers;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli       . .     830 

Rbtibement  of  Fiblo  Officebs  of  the  Ikdiah  Abmt— Question,  Mr.  Dimsdale ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  . .  . .  . .     880 

Labi)  Writs  Reoistbatiob  (Scotlabi))  Bill  Fees  —  Question,  Mr.    Childers  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  .  •  . .  . .     830 

Babkruptct   (Ibblakd)  —  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Armstrong;   Answer,  The 

Attorney  Qeoeral  for  Ireland  . .  . .  . .     830 

BoABO  OF  Tbade— Pbiyatb  Bills — Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave-Leslie ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Stephen  Cave  , .  . .  . .  •  •     831 

Member  foe  Thetfoed  —  Titles  of  Diobitt  ^  Qaestion,  Mr.  Darby  Orifflth  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .  . .  . .  . .     831 

Ibelakb — Abbest  of  Mb.  J.  Dowbt — Question,  Mr.  Rearden;  Answer,  The 

Earl  of  Mayo  ..  ..  .,     838 

TuBBPixE  Tbusts — Question,  Mr.  Whalley;  Answer,  Mr.  Oathome  Hardy     . .     838 

Abmt  —  Alleged  Flogging  of  Mule  Dbitebs  nr  Abtsbhtia  —  Question,  Mr. 

Buxton ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  , .  . .     834 

The  Plat  of  *'  Ouveb  Twist  " — Question,  Mr.  Brady ;  Answer,  Mr.  0.  Hardy  834 

Ibelabd — The  Regium  Donitm— Question,  Mr.  Yance  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  835 

Ibelavd — The  Matnooth  Gbabt — Observations,  Mr.  Whalley                        , .  836 

Riots  dt  Belgium— Question,  Mr.  Grant;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley                    . .  837 

Established  Church  (Ibelabd) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [30th  March], 

'*  That  this  Hooae  will  immediately  retolre  itielf  into  a  CommiitM  to  consider  the  said 
Aot8/'~( 3fr.  GladtUme :) 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  Hoase "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  while  admitting  that  oonsiderable  modiflcations  in  the  Temporalities  of  the  United 
Charcli  in  Ireland  may,  after  the  pending  inquiry,  appear  to  be  expedient,  is  of  opinion 
that  any  proposition  tending  to  the  disestablishment  or  disendowment  of  tliat  Charoh 
oaght  to  be  reserved  for  the  decision  of  a  new  Parliament/*— (L<^  5(a}i2sy,)^instead 
tlioreof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  ''—Debate  resumed  . .  . .  • .     837 

After  long  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  330,  Noes  270 ; 
Mnjority  60  . .  . .  . .  . .     941 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . ,  . .  . ,     941 

Main  Qaestion  pat :— The  House  divided ;  Ayes  328,  Noes  272 ;  Majority 
56 : — Acts  eamidered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  27th  April. 

Entail  Amendment  CScotlaild)  BiXl— Ordered  ( The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  Jamet  Ferffottot^ 

Mr*  Secretary  Gathame  Hardy) ;  preeenUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  86]  •  •     946 
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Supply  —  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair  :  " — 

Indii — Irbioation  op  Public  Lakds — Resolution — 

Amendment  proposed, 
To  leaTe  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  advance  of  £600,000  of  public  monej  on  loan 
to  a  private  company  of  adventurers  styling  themselves  the  Madras  Irrigation  Company, 
granted  on  the  15th  day  of  May  1866  for  their  sole  benefit,  and  likewise  the  offer  of  a 
large  loan  on  similar  terms  announced  by  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  20th  day  of 
February  last  as  contemplated  to  be  given  to  the  East  India  Irrigation  and  Canal 
Company,  are  acts  of  impropriety,  are  mischievoos  in  policy,  and  should  be  discon- 
tinued,"—(Jfr.  iSiiioU<;tt,Hiustead  thereof  .•  ..  ••     946 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  tke 
Question  : " — After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Condition  op  Cetlon — Motion  for  a  Sslict  Coxxittee^ 

Amendment  proposed. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
Words  "  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  C^lon  and 
the  action  of  its  6overnment,"--<Jfr.  TTaTib'n,)— instead  thereof    . .  , .     971 

After  short  debate.  Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand 
part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  "That   Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair,''    pat«   and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— Cine  SsBTiOE  Eeuuk'nB^etmeidered  in  Committee  . .     983 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(i .)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £59,030,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  March,  1869, 
for  the  British  Embassy  Houses,  Chapel,  Consular  Offices,  Ae.  at  Constantinople, 
China,  and  Japan." 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Item  of  dSO.OOO,  for  the 
Embassy  House  at  Tberapia,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote," — {Mr.  Monk,) 

After  short  debate,  Question  put:~Tbe  Committee  divid$d;  Ayes  20,  Noes  87;  Minority 
17  : — Original  Question  again  proposed. 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  item  of  £15,000,  for 
Consular  Buildings  in  Japan,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote,"— (Jfi*.  Lutk,) 

After  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived : — Original  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to, 
(2.)  £8,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade. 
(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Questicn  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  eioeedinr  £8,000,  be  granted 
to  Her  Migeaty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the 
year  ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  March  1869,  for  the  purchase  of  Ground  and  for  the 
Erection  of  a  House  for  Her  Majesty's  Mission  at  Teheran  "  «.  • .       997 

After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  Committee  c^tvuied;  Ayes  70,  Noes  25;  Majority 
45  : — Vote  agreed  to, 
(4.)  £103,675,  to  complete  the  sum  for  certain  Harbourtof  Refuge,  ^.  —  After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  •  •     1000 

(5.)  £37,310,  to  complete  the  ram  for  certain  Lighthouses  Abroad,  Ac.— After  short 

debate,  Vote  a^«(f  to  ..  .,  ...  ••     1008 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £51,238,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defiray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1869, 
for  the  Maintenance  and  Repair  of  the  Royal  Palaces"  ..  ..     1004 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Item  of  £5,636, 
for  Palaces,  Ao,  partly  in  the  occupation  of  Her  Majesty,  be  omitted  from  the 
proposed  Vote,"— (Jfr.  Faweett :) — After  further  short  debate,  the  Committee  divided; 
Ayes  8,  Noes  82 ;  Majority  74        . .  . .  . .  . .     1008 

Original  Queetion  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Item  of  £7,313,  for  Hampton  Court 
Palace,  Stables,  and  Outbuildings,  with  Orangery  and  Vinery,  be  reduced  by  the  sum 
of  £5,000,"— (JU^.  Lahouchere :) — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  Rgun^-^Mr,  jyr<<m,)--put,  and  negatived ; — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions    to    be    reported    To-morrow ;    Committee  to  Bit  again  upon 
W^noedof, 
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iBoundary  BlU  [BiU  78]-- 

Movedf  ''That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  seoond  time/' — {Mr.  Gathome  Hardy)  1014 
After  short  debate,    3foved,  "That  this   House  do  now   adjourn/* — {Mr, 
Serjeant   OaeeUe  :)— Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Main  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Thursday,  30th 
April. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  APRIL  21. 

IMairied  Women's  Property  Bill^ 

UoiioTL  for  LesLve  {Mr,  Shaw-Zefevre)  ..  ..  ..   1015 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  the  Property  of  Married  Women, 

ordered  {Mr,  Shaw-Zefetre,  Mr,  Rueeell  Oumey,  Mr.  Stuart  Mitt) ;  presented, 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  89.] 

IPboceedikgs  is  ComnxTEE  of  Supply — Besolution— 

Kesolution  [9th  February  1858]  relative  to  Proceedings  in  Committee  of 
Supply  read,  as  folio weth: — 

*<Tbiit  when  it  has  been  proposed  to  omit  or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Question 
shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  original  Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the  case  maj 
be,  without  amendment "  ..  ..  ..  ..    X025 

Moved,  **  That  the  said  Resolution  be  rescinded,"— -(ifr.  Ayrton) 

After  short    debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till  Tuesday 

next," — (Mr,  Lieraeli :) — Motion  agreed  to  : — Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday 

next. 

ICapital  Puxiishment  within  Prisons  Bill  [Bill  86]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1083 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  Iea?e  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  Ilouie,  it  is  expedient,  instead  of  carrying  out  the  punishment 
of  death  within  prisons,  that  Capital  runishment  should  be  abolished,"^(Jbrr.  (Tt/jn'n,) 
•—instead  thereof. 

After  debate,  Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question:" — The  House  divided;  Ayes  127,  Noes  23  ;  Ma- 
jority 104. 

Main  Question,  '*That  Mr,  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to  : — Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .   1055 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday. 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Bill  [BiU  1]^ 

Order  for  Committee  read  . .  . .  • .  . .   1063 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be  printed,     [Bill  88.] 

I  Bronglity  Perry  ProviBional  Order  Confirmation  Wl—Ordered  ( The  Lord  Advo- 
cate, Mr,  Secretary  Oaihome  Hardy,  Sir  James  Fergutson)  . .  . .    1067 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  APRIL  22. 

I  Burials  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  5]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Monsell)  . .   1067 

After  short  debate,  Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and     ' 

at  the  end  of  the  question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months,''*- 

{ColSnel  William  Stuart,) 
Question  put,  **  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — The 

House  divided;  Ayes  74,  Noes  51  ;  Majority  23 :— Main  Question  put,  and 

agreed  ^o.*^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 
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Sunday  Trading  Bill  [Bill  40]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/' — {Mr^  Thomas  Bughes)     1084 
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Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stapd  part  of  the 
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Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
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PniiAirEKT  Expenses  of  Coxmissions — Resoltjtion— > 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  ItaTO  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
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for  the  speedy  Recovery  of  His  Royal  Highness." 

The  said  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
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lEducation  Bill  (No.  53)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\**—lTh$  Lard  Presidmt) 
Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  and  insert  ("  this  Day  Three  Months,^*) 
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lBMt— Oppicebs  Holding  Civil  ApponrriCEinB  —  Question,  Mr.  White;  An- 
swer, Sir  John  Pakington 

Iabriaoe  op  Pabcels  bt  Railway — Question,  Mr.  W.  E,  Forster;  Answer, 
Mr.  Stephen  Cave 

[is    Royal    Highness  The   Dttke   op   Edinbuboh — Motion  for  an  Address 
(Mr,  JDisraeh) 

After  short  debate,  Reeolvedt  Nemine  Contradicente, 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  to  conTej  to  Her  Majesty  the 
expression  of  the  sorrow  and  indignation  with  which  this  House  has  learned  the  atrocious 
attempt  to  assassinate  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  while  on  a  visit  to 
Her  Migesty's  loyal  Australian  Colonies,  and  of  their  heartfelt  congratulations  to  Her 
Majesty  on  His  preservation  from  mortal  injury ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  of  the 
sympathy  of  this  House  in  Her  Majesty's  present  anxiety,  and  of  their  a«mest  hope  for 
the  speedy  recovery  of  His  Royal  Highness." 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 
lBysstnian  Expedition — Question,  Mr.  Layard;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

pablished  Chubch  (Ibeland) — 

Acts  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . , 

(1.)  Question  again  proposed, 

<'  That  it  is  necessary  that  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  should  cease  to  exist  as  an 
Establishment,  due  regard  being  had  to  all  personal  interests  and  to  all  individual  rights 
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words  "  so  long  as  the  Union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  continues  to  eiist,  it  is 
just  and  consistent  that  the  principle  of  the  Established  Church  should  be  maintained  in 
Ireland,  and  its  endowment  on  a  scale  suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  populatioD/'— (iSiV 
Frederick  BeygaU,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  ^nt  stand  part  of  the 

proposed  Itesolution." 
After  long  debate,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-mwrow, 

iHilitaiy  at  Elections  dreland)  'Wl— Ordered  {Mr,  Serjeant  Barry,  Major  Gavin,  Mr. 

Eemonde) ;  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  96]  . ,  ,    1424 


1337 


1338 


TABLE   OF   CONTENTS. 
lApril  27.]  Page 

Cotton  StatiflticS  Wir-Ordered  (Mr.  BazUy,  Mr,  Milner  Oibson,  Mr.  HortfaU,  Mr. 

Walkin,  Mr.  Ch€itham)  ;  prtterUed,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  06]  . .    1424 

SoGmnontftry  BvidenCO  BiUr-Ordered  (Sir  Jamet  Fergusson,  Mr.  SecreUiry  Gaihome 

Ewrdjf) ;  preierUed,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  97]  . .  , .   1 425 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  APRIL  28. 

SiGULATioir  07  Railwats  Bill*-Thb  Parcels  Clause  —  Question,  Yiscount 

Halifinz ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  . .  1425 

Erabubhed  CHrKCH  (Ibsland)  —  The  Resolutions  —  Question,  The  Earl  of 

Derby ;  Answer,  The  Earl  Russell  . .  . .  . .   1425 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  APRIL  28. 

BuBiALB  (Ibelavd)  Bill — M&.  MoNSELL  AND  THE  Dean  OF  CoBK— Explanation, 

Mr.  Monsell     . .  . ,  . .  1454 

Gkiztavoes  of  Customs  Officebs — Question,  Mr.  Graves  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 

Booth  . .  , .  . .  . .  . .   H55 

Abxt — Woolwich  Abseztal— Question,  Captain  Pack-Boresford ;  Answer,  Sir 

John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .   H55 

Detiies  Gaol— -Question,  Mr.  Marsh;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorue  Hardy  . .   1455 

Abut— FoBTiFicATioNS — Question,  Mr.  O'Beirno;  Answer,  Sir  J.  Pakington  . .   1456 

iBBLAin)— Local  Goyzbithent — Question,  Mr.  Pirn;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  1457 

Case  of  Me.  Coble — Question,  Mr.  Bagnall;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth        . .  1457 

BseniBATioN  of  Eleciobs— Question,  Sir  E.  BuUer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli    . .  1458 

IvBiA — ^Teleobaphic  COMMUNICATION  —  Quostion,  Mr.  Dyce  Nicol;    Answer, 

Mr.  Corry-       . ,  . .  , .  •  •  1458 
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Inbia — CmLiAN  Judges  (Bombay)— Question,  Sir  Robert  Collier;  Answer,  Sir 

Stafford  Northcote  ..  ..  ..   1460 

Abmt  —  The  86th  Regiment  at  the  Maubitius  —  Question,  Mr.  "Whalley; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  .  •  1460 
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[bbland— Repobt  of  the  Ibish  Railway  Commission — Question,  Mr.  Monsell ; 
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CoLUSBY  AodDSRTS— Observations,  Mr.  Greene  . .  •  •   1464 

Fbocbedinos  in  Committee  of  Supply — Resolution — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [2 1st  April], 

*<That  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  the  0th  daj  of  February  1858,  relatiirc  to  Proceed^ 
iogt  in  Committee  of  Supply, — *  That  when  it  has  been  proposed  to  omit  or  reduce 
itema  in  a  Vote,  the  Question  shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  original  Vote  or  upon  tlio 
reduced  Vote,  as  the  case  may  be,  without  amendment,' — be  rescinded," — [Mr.  Ayrton)      1464 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  said  Resolution  be  rescinded." 
After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

1.  Reiolvid,  Thai  when  it  has  been  proposed  to  omit  or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Ques- 
tion ihaU  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  original  Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the 
oaaemay  be. 

9.  Rtidv§d^  That  after  a  Question  has  been  proposed  from  the  Chair  for  a  reduction 
of  the  whole  Vote,  no  Motion  shall  be  made  for  omitting  or  reducing  any  item,  —  (Mr, 
CktrnMcr  of  ike  ExeKe^wr.) 


•   • 


•  • 
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ESTABLISHSD  ChUBCH  (IbELAKD) — 

Acts  etmndered  in  Committee 

(1.)  Question  again  proposed, 

**  That  it  is  ncoessarj  that  the  Established  Ohuroh  of  Ireland  should  eease  to  exist  as  an 
Establishment,  due  regard  being  had  to  iJl  personal  interests  and  to  all  individual  rights 
of  property," — (Mr,  Gladstone  .•) 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  **  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  so  long  as  the  Union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  continues  to  exist,  it  is 
just  and  consistent  that  the  principle  of  the  Established  Church  should  be  maintained  in 
Ireland,  and  its  endowment  on  a  scale  suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  population,"— (5tV 
Frederick  J7<;y^fe,)->instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

proposed  Resolution." 
After  long  debate,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday. 
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COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  APRIL  29. 
Lurch  Bates  Commutation  Bill  [Bill  10]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Newdegate)      . .   1686 
After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum :  —  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time  To-morrow, 

llway  and  Joint-Stock  Companies  Accounts  Bill  [Bill  63]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time."— (iStV  William  Rutt)  . .   1636 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiited 
for  Wednesday  next. 

^unty  Financial  Boards  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  62]— 

Moved,  -'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Jfr.  WyU)  ..  1642 

After  debate.  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTo  out  from  the  word  *<That"  to  the  end  of  the  Qaettion,  ia  order  to  add  the  words 
"  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  present  mode  of  conducting  the 
Financial  Arrangements  of  the  Counties  in  England  and  Wales,  and  whether  any 
alteration  ought  to  be  made  either  in  the  persons  by  whom  or  the  manner  in  which 
such  arrangements  are  now  conducted/'-^  7^0  Judge  Advocate,)— invtMd  thereof       , .    1668 

After  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  '<That  the  words  proposed  to  be 
left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question :" — The  House  divided/  Ayes  46,  Noes 
164;  Majority  108: — Words  added: — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  present  mode  of  conduct- 
ing the  Financial  Arrangements  of  the  Counties  in  England  and  Wales,  and  whether 
any  alteration  ought  to  be  made  either  in  the  persons  by  whom  or  the  manner  in  which 
such  arrangements  are  now  conducted, — {The  Judge  Advocate.) 

'eerage  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  83]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (5fV  Colman  ffLoghlen)  1669 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 

Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months/'^(  Co/on^/  French :) 

— Question    proposed,    ''That    the    word    *  now '    stand    part    of   the 

Question." 
After  short  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — ^Bill 

withdrawn. 

^rtizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Bill  [Bill  88]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered      . .  . .  . .  .  •   1664 

After  short  debate.  Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  next. 

[onicipal  Bate  (Edinburgll)  BUI— Ordered  (Mr.  MLaren,  Mr.  Dunlop,  Mr,  Baxter): 
presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  9S]  . .  . .    1669 

Sjectments    SuspensioIL   (Ireland)    BUI— Ordered   (Mr.    Kemtedt/,    Mr.   Serjeant 

Armetrong) ;  presented,  snd  read  the  first  time  [Bill  100]  . .  ,  .    1570 
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Compulsory  Church  Bates  Abolition  Bill  (No.  55)— 

Moved,  *•  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said 
Bill,"— (JSbr/  Bussell)  . .  . .  , .  . .  1570 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (bj  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn  :  and  Bill 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  May  1,  Committee  nominated: — List  of  the  Committee  . .  1574 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  APRIL  30. 

Passbkgeb  Acts — Question,  Mr.  Graves ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  • .  1574 

Cou.  FOB  THE  Navy — Question,  Mr.  Headlam  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox    1575 

VicTOEiA— Case  op  the  Cokvict  Millab — Question,  Mr.  Hunt;  Answer,  Mr. 

Adderley  , .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1576 

India — ^Fueloughs—  Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote      1576 

Obstbuctioks  iif  the  RrvEB  Thames — Questions,  Mr.   Hardcastle,  Lord  Otho 

Fitzgerald;  Answers,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave     ..  ..  ••  1577 

Slave  Tbade,  Zanzibab— Question,  Sir  T.  F.  Buxton  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley    1578 
Cattle  Plague — Question,  Mr.  Read  ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  . .  1578 

The  Convict  Babbbtt— Question,  Mr.  Rearden;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  1579 
Abmy — Pbohotions  IK  THE  CoLosTBEAH  OuABDs — Quostiou,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakingion  . .  . .  . .   1579 

The  Rotal  Academy — Question,  Mr.  Layard  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners       1580 

Ibbland  — Pbesbyteby  of  Antbiic— Questions,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon,  Sir  Thomas 

Bateson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .  1581 

RoMAK  Catholic  Oath-^ 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Oath  taken  by  Roman  Catholic  Members  previous  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Oath  on  the  30th  of  April,  1866,  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at 
the  TahW'^iMr.  IVeville-Surteee)  ..  .,  ..1583 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Established  Chtjbch  (Ibeland) — 

Acts  coneidered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .   1583 

(I.)    Question  again  proposed, 

"  That  it  if  neoessarj  that  the  Establishod  Church  of  Ireland  ihottld  oeaie  to  tziai  as  an 
Establishment,  due  regard  being  had  to  all  personal  interests  and  to  all  indlTidoal  rights 
of  property,"--(ifr.  GtadtUme:) 

Amendment  again  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  %ord  *'  That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  so  long  as  the  Union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  continues  to  exist,  it  is 
just  and  consistent  that  the  principle  of  the  Established  Church  should  be  maintained  in 
Ireland,  and  its  endowment  on  a  scale  suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  population," — (Sir 
Frederick  Beyr^ate,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  proposed  Resolution  :  " — After  long  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn: — Main  Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  830, 
Noes  265 ;  Majority  65. 
Diyision  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  • .   1675 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Paruameitt— Business  of  the  IIouse— > 

Moved,  *  *  That  the  House,  at  rising,  adjourn  till  Monday  next,' ' — {Mr.  Disraeli)  1 679 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — House,  at  rising,  to  adjourn  till 
Monday  next. 

Sea  Fiaheriea  (Ireland)  "^n.— -Ordered  (Mr.  Blake,  Colonel  Anneeley,  Lord  Clantd  John 

HamilUm,  Mr,  Kavamgh) ;  fn-etented,  and  read  tht  first  time    [Bill  101]  , ,    1681 

Yagrant  Act  Amendment  BJll— Ordered  {Mr.  Pease,  Mr.  Akroyd,  Mr.  Liddell) : 

preeented,  and  read  the  first  time    [Bill  102]  ..  ,.  , ,    1681 
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LORDS,  FRIDAY,  MAY  1. 

InsnrEsa  op  thb  House— Victoria — The  Appropriation  Act — Postponement 
OF  Motion  —  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury :  —Short  debate 
thereon  . .  . .  . .  .  •  . .  1682 

[8  RoTAL  Highness  The  Duke  op  Edinburgh— Tho  Quken*s  Answer  to  the 
Address  [27th  April]  reported  . .  . .  . .   1682 

'he  Public  Offices — New   India  and   Foreign  Offices — Question,   Lord 

Redesdale;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  : — Short  debate  thereon  1683 

Lendly  Societies  Bill  (No.  43)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read  . .  . .   1685 

After  short  debate,  Second  Reading  |»m^  offio  Tuesday  next. 

^UBiic  Pbtitionb — 
Ordered,  That  the  Name  of  the  Lord  presenting  a  Petition  shall  be  written 
thereon  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1685 


LORDS,  MONDAY,  MAY  4. 

[iNisTERiAL  Statement — ^Defeat  of  the  Qoternment  on  the  Irish  Church 
Resolutions— Obserrations,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury:«-Short  debate  thereon  1 686 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  MAY  4. 

'axation  of  Charitable  Institutions — Question,  Mr.  Hadfield ;  An^er,  Mr. 

Disraeli  . .  . .  •  •  . .  .  •  1693 

f^YT — ^Retired  Officers — Question,  Captain  Maokianon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  1693 

JouNTT  Financial  Arrangements— Question,  Sir  William  Gallwey;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  , .  , .   1694 

[is  Rotal  Highness  The  Duee  of  Edinburgh — Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 

the  Address  [27th  April]  reported  . .  . ,  . .   1694 

[iNiSTERiAL  Statement —  Defeat  of  the  Goyernuent  on  the  Ibish  Church 

RESOLUTiONS^Observations,  Mr.  Disraeli : — Debate  thereon  . .   1694 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,*' — (Mr,  Conolly :) — ^After  long 
debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


'AYS  AND  MEANS — considered  in  Committee  ,        . . 

(1.)  Mwedt  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Mtijestj,  there  shall  be  charged, 
collected,  and  paid  for  one  year,  commencing  on  the  6th  day  of  April  1868,  for  and  in 
respect  of  all  Property,  Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned  or  described  as  chargeable  in  the 
Act  passed  in  the  16th  and  17th  years  of  Uer  Majesty's  reign,  chapter  34,  for  granting 
to  Her  Majesty  Duties  on  Profits  arising  from  Property,  Professions,  Trades,  and  Oflices, 
the  following  Rates  and  Duties  (that  is  to  say)  : 
For  every  Twenty  shillings  of  the  annual  value  or  amount  of  all  such  Property,  Profits, 
and  Gains  (except  those  chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of  the  said  Act),  the  Rate  or 
Duty  of  Six  pence. 
And  for  and  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of  Lands,  Tenements,  Ilereditaments,  and  Heri- 
tages chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of  the  said  Act,  for  every  Twenty  shillings  of  the 
annual  value  thereof, 
In  England,  the  Rate  or  Duty  of  Three  pence,  and 

In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  the  Rate  or  Duty  of  Two  pence  farthing. 
Subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in  Section  3  of  the  Act  26th  Victoria,  chapter  22,  for 
the  exemption  of  persons  whose  whole  Income  from  every  source  is  under  £100  a-year, 
and  relief  of  those  whose  Income  is  under  £200  a- year. 

After  long  debate,  Kesolution  agreed  to 
(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorised  to  raise  any  sum  of  money,  not  exceeding  One 
Million  pounds  sterling,  by  an  issoe  of  Exchequer  Bonds  " 


1746 
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WATS  AND  MEANS— GommiUe6--«on<tnu«<i. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  iMTe  oat  all  the  words  after  the  words  "authoriied  to,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
'*  suspend  so  maoh  of  the  payment  of  the  Terminable-Annuities  created  in  1866  till  the 
year  1886  as  may  amount  to  the  difference  of  the  annual  payment  made  on  their  account, 
and  of  the  interest  of  the  £34,000,000  Stock  for  which  they  were  exchanged,  that  is  to 
say,  a  sum  of  £1,005,000,"— (ifr.  Darby  GW^(A,)— instead  thereof   . .  . .    1774 

Qnestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
propos^  Eesolution :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leaye,  mih' 
drawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(8.)  Resolved,  That  the  principal  of  all  Exchequer  Bonds  which  may  be  so  issued  shall  be 

rid  off  at  par  at  any  period  not  exceeding  twelTc  months  from  the  date  of  such  Bonds. 
Resolved^  That  the  interest  of  such  Exchequer  Bonds  shall  be  payable  half-yearly,  and 
shall  be  charged  upon  and  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or 
the  growing  produce  thereof. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  npon 
Wednesday. 

Poor  Law  (Xreland)  Amendment  Bill — Ordered  {Mr.  Serjeant  Barry,  Biajar  Oavin) ; 

jTretefifetf,  and  read  the  first  time    [Bill  108]  ..  ..  ..   1776 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MAY  5. 

The  Eight  Honourable  Sir  John  Trollope,  Baronet,  having  been  created  Baron 
Kesteyen  of  Casewick  in  the  County  of  Linooln, 

Sir  Bbook  Williak  Bbidovs,  Baronet,  having  been  created  Baron  Fitzwalter  of 
Woodham  Walter  in  the  County  of  Essex — ^Were  severally  introduced. 

Friendly  Societies  Bill  (No.  43)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\*'—{The  Earl  of  Lichfield)  ..  1775 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eommiited 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  the  19th  instant. 

EvnowED  Gbaiocab  Schools— Question,  Lord  Taunton  ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of 

Marlborough  ..  ..  ..  ..   1782 

Xarriage  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  BSDr-PreserUed  ( Tke  Marquess  of  CUmricarde)  I 

read  K    (No.  89)  ..  ..  ..  ,.   1788 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAY  5. 

Ibelakd^Cattle  Plague — Question,  Mr.  Gregory;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  1784 

lasLAim — Deaths  fbok  Skall-pox— Question,  Mr.  Gregory;  Answer,  The  Earl 

of  Mayo  •.  ..  .•  ••  ..  1784 

iBELAin) — Habeas  Coepus  Act— Question,  Mr.  Bagwell ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Mayo  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1784 

EsPBESBirTATIOir     OF    THE     PeOPLE     AcT     (1867) — COHPOXTVI)     HOTTSEHOLDEBB — 

Question,  Mr.  Schreiber ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .  . .  1785 

School  avd  TaAiirura  Ships— Question,  Mr.  Whalley ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 

Lennox  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1786 

Debates  nr  the  Hoxtse  op  Lobbs  —  Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;   Answer, 

Mr.  Speaker  . .  . .  . .  . .   1786 

BoTTimABT  Bill — Qnestion,  Mr.  Hibbert ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gbthome  Hardy       . .  1786 

Abut— Besebte  FoBcss^Question,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Answer, 

Sir  John  Faking  ton  ..  ..  ..  ..1787 

MnrisTEBiAL  Statsxevt — Defeat  of  the  Goybbkmekt  oir  the  Ibish  Chxtbch 

BE80Li7noifs--Question,  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . .  1787 

Moved.  ••  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"— (Jfr.  Oladstone.) 
After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  mthirawn. 
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r — MnjTAST  Education — Rssolutiox — 

toved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  a  Hoyal  Com- 
mission composed  of  Military  and  Civilian  Members  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
present  state  of  Military  Education  i&  this  Country,  and  more  especially  into  the  traJDing 
of  Candidates  for  Commissions  in  the  Army,  and  into  the  constitution,  system  of  Educa* 
tion,  and  discipline  of  the  Royal  Military  Academy  at  Woolwich,  and  of  the  Royal  Mill* 
tary  College  at  Sandhurst,  as  well  as  into  the  rules  and  regulations  under  which  Candi- 
dates are  admitted  into  those  Colleges," — (Lord  Euttace  Cecil)  . .  •  •    1 8 19 

.fter  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Ikdia  Civil  Ssbyice — BEsoLunoir — 

tcved,  "  That  this  House,  whilst  cordially  approving  of  the  system  of  open  competition 
for  appointments  in  the  East  India  CiTil  Service,  is  of  opinion  that  the  people  of  India 
have  not  a  fair  chance  of  competing  for  these  appointments  as  'long  as  the  examinations 
are  held  nowhere  but  in  London ;  this  House  would  therefore  deem  it  desirable  that, 
simultaneously  with  the  examination  in  London,  the  same  examination  should  be  held  in 
Calcutta,  Bombay  and  Madras/' — (Jfr.  Fawcelt)  . .  •  •    1838 

.mendment  proposed, 

^0  leave  out  from  the  words  **  open  competition  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  "  as  regards  the  appointment  of  untried  young  men  to  the  East  India 
Civil  Service,  is  of  opinion  that  natives  of  India  who  have  proved  in  the  Uncovenanted 
Service  or  otherwise  their  superior  fitness  for  situations  at  present  held  exclusively  by 
Members  in  the  Covenanted  Service  [should  be  appointed  to  them  without  undergoing 
a  competing  examination,"— (Jfr.  7Vet^«2yan,)— instead  thereof. 

tuestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  "—After  short  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdraum, 

[unidpal  Corporations  (Metropolis)  Bill— 

lotion  for  Leave  {Mr.  J,  Stuart  Mill) 

ifter  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  to  provide  for  the  establishment 

of  Municipal  Corporatioos  within  the  Metropolis,  ordered  {Mr.  Mill,  Mr. 

Thomae  Ilughes,  Mr.  Tomline,  Mr.  Buxton,  Mr.  Layard,) 

ttlon  of  London  Wl^Ordered  (Mr,  MiU,  Mr,  Thomat  HugKe$,  Mr.  Tondim,  Mr. 
Buxton,  Mr,  Layard)  ..  ..  ..   1864 

[brokers  (Lreland)  BJHr-Ordered  {Mr,  Pim,  Sir  Benjamin  Cfuinnest)  . .   1864 


•  • 
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COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAY  6. 

Les  Assessment  Bill  [Bill  11]— 

loved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,** — {Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)    1864 
lAfter  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Wednesday,  20th  May. 

Ivorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court  Bill  [Bill  50]— 

loved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  C.  Foreter)       . .   1873 

short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

^tton  Statistics  Bill  [Bill  96]— 

\Moved  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,''— (i£r.  Ba%ley)  . .   1874 

JMotion  agreed  to  : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Wednesday 
next. 


sans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Bill  [Bill  88]— 

|Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [29th  April], 
"That  the  Clause  (Act  not  to  apply  to  cases  in  which  freeholder  has 
successfully  instituted  proceedings  and  carries  out  necessary  repairs,)— (Sir 
Francis  Ooldsmid,)-^whiQ)i  was  offered  to  be  added  on  Consideration  of 
the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
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Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Friday. 
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BANKRUPTCY  ACTS  REPEAL  BILL. 
( The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

(no.    30.)      6£C0N1)   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

THE  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  in  moving 
that  the  Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal  Bill, 
the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  and  the  Judgment 
Debtors  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said :  My  Lords,  in  asking  your  Lordships 
to  give  a  second  reading  to  these  Bills,  I 

YOL.  CXCI.    ItmxD  smias.] 


will  now  venture  to  submit  the  observa- 
tions which  can  be  more  conveniently  made 
at  the  present  stage  than  they  could  have 
been  at  the  first  introduction  of  these  mea- 
sures. If  I  found  it  necessary  to  go  into 
a  history  of  the  legislation  on  bankruptcy 
in  this  country  at  any  length,  I  fear  that 
the  task  would  be  not  only  most  wearisome 
to  your  Lordships,  but  highly  unprofitable 
in  itself.  I  think  it  sufficient,  in  the  first 
place,  to  remind  your  Lordships  that  the 
last  Consolidation  Act  which  was  passed 
in  this  country  on  the  subject  of  bank- 
ruptcy was  in  the  year  1849.  From  that 
year  to  the  year  1859  the  law  as  to  bank- 
ruptcy, with  very  little  alteration,  stood 
on  that  footing.  In  the  year  1859  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Campbell), 
who  was  then  Lord  Chancellor,  intro- 
duced into  your  Lordshij^'  House  a  Bill 
on  the  subject  of  Bankruptcy  which  was 
called  the  Debtor  and  Creditor  Bill.  That 
measure  contained  in  it  four  important 
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id  novel  elements  in  Bankrnptcy  Law.  It 
roposed,  in  the  first  place,  the  abolition 
[together  of  imprisonment  for  debt.  In 
le  next  place,  it  put  an  end  to  the  dis- 
[nction  for  the  purposes  of  bankruptcy 
rhicb  had  up  to  that  time  existed  between 
*aders  and  non-traders.  In  the  third 
lace,  it  introduced  a  system  which  had 
>tained  great  favour  in  Scotland,  under 
rhich  creditors  in  a  bankruptcy  were  left 

a  great  measure  to  choose  a  trustee  for 
lemselves,  who  was  to  conduct  the  affairs 
ising  out  of  the  bankruptcy.  And,  in 
le  fourth  place,  it  introduced  a  system  of 
>mpo8ition  or  arrangement  deeds.  That 
'oposition  was  based  on  the  Report  of  the 

>jal  Commission  of  1854.  This  Bill, 
rith  these  objects,  received  the  most  care- 
il  consideration  at  your  Lordships'  hands. 

passed  through  a  Select  Committee, 
[here  it  received  suggestions  and  Amend- 
ients.  It  was  afterwards  amended  on 
le  Eeport,  and  it  was  on  the  point  of 
nng  sent  down  to  the  other  House  of 
larliament  when  the  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
lent  took  place.  In  the  new  Parliament 
iy  noble  and  learned  Friend,  who  now 
|ts  on  my  left  (Lord  Westbury),  who  was 
len  Attorney  General;  introduced  into 
le  other  House,  and  succeeded  in  1861 

passing  through  the  Act,  which  after- 
[ards  became  law,  and  which  I  will  refer 

as  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1861.  That 
[ct  of  Farb'ament  contained  these  three 
tnspicuous  features.  It  abolished,  as  the 
|ill  I  have  before  referred  to  proposed 

do,  the  distinction  between  trader  and 
m-trader.  With  regard  to  imprisonment 
|r  debt,  it  did  not  entirely  put  an  end  to 
lat,  but  it  provided  that  any  person 
tprisoned  for  debt  might,  in  a  summary 
id  rapid  way,  apply  for  his  discharge  in 
mkruptcy  ;  and  if  he  did  not  think  fit 

to  apply  of  his  own  will,  it  provided 
jhat  I  may  term  a  gaol  delivery  at  very 
jequent  intervals  for  liberating  prisoners, 
id  under  which  the  Registrars  in  Bank- 
iptcy  attended  the  various  prisons  for 
)bt,  and  liberated  those  confined  whether 
^ey  liked  it  or  not.  In  the  third  place, 
[e  Act  introduced  a  system  of  composition 
ieds,  under  whkh  a  debtor  by  arrange- 
|ent  with  his  creditors,  and  by  tiie  consent 

a  majority  in  number  and  three-fourths 

value,  might  bind  the  minority  of  his 

[editors  to  a  composition,  or  any  other 

jrangement  which  the  majority  might 

;ree  to  with  regard  to  the  estate.    These 

^re  the  main  features  of  the  Act  of  1861. 

is  not  surprising  that,  with  changes  of 

The  Lord  Chancrikr 


such  breadth  and  importance  introduced 
into  the  Bankruptcy  Law,  it  was  found  in 
working  that  various  details  of  difficulty 
and  complication  arose,  which  led  to  some 
embarrassment  and  dissatisfaction  as  the 
results  of  the  measure.  The  difficulties 
that  had  arisen  found  expression,  in  a  Mo- 
tion in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  for 
a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the  working 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Law  as  it  then  stood. 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Commons  sat 
during  1864  and  1865  on  this  subject.  In 
1864  they  were  unable  to  make  their  Re- 
port, and  they  contented  themselves  with 
reporting  the  evidence  taken  before  them 
to  the  House ;  but  in  1 865  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  was  presented.  I  will  ask 
your  Lordships*  permission  to  mention  the 
names  of  those  who  composed  that  Com- 
mittee, because  I  venture  to  think  that  a 
more  important  representation  of  the  mer- 
cantile element  could  not  be  obtained.  The 
names  were — Mr.  Moffatt,  Sir  Roundell 
Palmer  (then  Attorney  General),  Mr.  Roe- 
buck, Mr.  Miller,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Murray, 
Mr.  Malins  (now  Vice  Chancellor),  Mr. 
Goschen,  Mr.  Crum-Ewing,  Mr.  Gathomo 
Hardy,  Mr.  Dunlop,  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Mon- 
creiff,  Mr.  Weguelin,  Mr.  Vance,  Mr. 
Hodgson,  and  Mr.  Cave.  In  1865  the  Com- 
mittee reported  their  opinion  to  the  House 
as  to  the  changes  necessary  to  be  made  in 
the  Law  of  Bankruptcy  in  the  shape  of 
thirty-one  Resolutions;  and  I  think,  with 
one  or  two  exceptions,  the  whole  of  the 
recommendations  of  that  Committee  have 
been  incorporated  in  the  Bill  which  I  now 
ask  your  Lordships  to  read  a  second  time. 
Coming  now  to  these  Bills,  I  have  to 
state  in  the  first  place  that  the  three  mea- 
sures now  before  your  Lordships  will,  of 
themselves,  if  they  become  law,  form  a 
complete  and  entire  code  of  bankruptcy 
for  the  country.  They  are  consolidation 
Bills.  They  repeal  every  measure  of  bank- 
ruptcy passed  up  to  the  present  time, 
and  if  they  receive  the  assent  of  Parlia- 
ment, any  one  who  holds  these  three  Acts 
in  his  hands  will  be  in  possession  of  the 
whole  Bankruptcy  Law  of  the  country.  In 
consolidation  measures  of  this  kind  a  num- 
ber of  provisions  are  necessarily  re-enact- 
ments. But  they  are  re-enactments  in  this 
sense.  The  BUI  contains  between  500 
and  600  clauses.  About  a  quarter  of  that 
number  are  new  clauses,  the  others  are 
re-enactments.  I  am,  however,  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say,  with  regard  to  nearly  every 
one  of  these  re-enactments,  that  the  clauses 
have  been  re-considered,  and  in  many  in- 
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•tuLoes  re-drawn,  in  order  to  simplify,  and, 
if  j^oadble,  to  abbreyiate  and  make  more 
plain  the  enactments  on  the  subject. 

My  Lords,  I  think  the  most  conyenient 
course  I  can  now  take  in  order  to  make 
the  matter  more  intelligible  will  be  as 
briefly  as  possible  to  go  through  the  ya- 
rioui  heads  of  alteration  of  the  law  which 
these  Bills  propose.    In  the  first  place,  I 
will  ask  your  Lordships  to  consider  ^e 
mode  in  which  tbese  Bills  deal  with  the 
important   subject  of   imprisonment   for 
debt    The  present  state  of  the  law  is  this 
—that  no  person  can  be  imprisoned  for 
debt  before  judgment  in  an  action  has  been 
obtained,  unless  it  be  preyed  that  he  is 
about  to  leaye  the  country,  and  become 
what  is  called  an  absconding  debtor.     In 
that  case  only  can  an  arrest  take  place  be- 
fore judgment,  and  then  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  payment  or  security  ftom 
the  person  who  is  about  to  leaye  the 
country.     After  judgment  has  been  ob- 
tained under  the  present  law  the  ordinary 
process  can  be  issued  by  the  creditor,  and 
the  debtor  can  be  taken  in  execution  and 
put  in  prison  as  a  debtor.    When  there 
he  can  apply  to  be  made  a  bankrupt,  and 
if  he  does  not  think  fit  to  do  so  he  would 
be  in  a  short  time  discharged  under  the 
Act  of  1861,  to  which  I  haye  referred. 
The  proposal  which  the  present  Bills  make, 
as  distinguished  from  the  present  law,  is 
this — we  propose  to  abolish  imprisonment 
for  debt  altogether ;   that  is  to  say,  we 
propose  to  abolish  altogether  the  power 
which  the  creditor  has  of  his  own  will  to 
issue    a   process    after   judgment   under 
which  a  debtor  may  be  confined.    Your 
Lordships  will  not  expect  me  at  this  time 
to  enter  into  any  argument  in  defence  of 
the  proposition  to  abolish   imprisonment 
for  debt.    Tour  Lordships  haye  passed  the 
Bill  of  1859,  which  contained  an  enact- 
ment to  that  effect.     The  total  abolition 
of  imprisonment  for  debt  has  further  been 
recommended  by  a  Committee  of  the  other 
House,  and  measures  haye  on  two  occa- 
sions passed  the  second  reading  in  the  other 
House  for  the  abolition  of  imprisonment 
for  debt.     But  your  Lordships  will  na- 
turally ask — Supposing  that  imprisonment 
for  debt  be  abolished,  what  means  can  we 
substitute  in  lieu  of  imprisonment  for  deal- 
ing with  persons  against  whom  judgment 
has  bean  obtained  ?    We  haye  introduced 
proyisioDS  under  this  head  which  haye 
always  been  recommended  to  go  along  with 
the  abolition  of  imprisonment  for  debt— 
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that  is  to  say,  we  provide  that,  if  after 
judgment  the  debtor  against  whom  judg- 
ment is  obtained  is  shown  to  be  about  to 
leave  the  country  without  paying  or  se- 
curing the  debt,  he  may  be  arrested  as  an 
absconding  debtor,  and,  independently  of 
that  process,  there  is  a  power  given  of 
examining  him  in  the  most  stringent  way 
under  what  is  termed  a  judgment  debtor 
summons  as  to  any  property  he  may  possess, 
and   of  requiring   the  discovery  of  any 
documents  which  would  elucidate  his  posi- 
tion, so  that,  if  possible,  payment  may  be 
obtained  by  the  realization  of  such  property* 
In  case  he  is  unable  or  unwilling  to  give 
security  for,  or  make  payment  of  the  debt, 
resort  may  be  had  to  Uie  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy for  adjudication  against  him  in  the 
same  manner  as  at  present.     Imprisonment 
for  debt,  as  a  process  to  which  the  creditor 
may  resort  of  his  own  accord,  will  thus  be 
at  an  end ;  but  there  will  remain  impri- 
sonment under  an  attachment  for  non-pay- 
ment of  money;  by  a  Court  of  Equity  or 
by  order  of  a  Common  Law  Court.     There 
will  remain  imprisonment  such  as  I  have 
described  in  the  event  of  a  debtor  being 
about  to  leave  the  country  and  refusing  to 
pay  or  give  security,  and  there  will  remain, 
finally,  imprisonment   either   by   County 
Courts  or  by  Inferior  Courts,  which  are 
analagous  to  them. 

This  brings  me  to  another  part  of  the 
subject  to  which  I  will  ask  your  Lord- 
ships' particular  attention  —  the  mode  in 
which  imprisonment  for  debt  is  at  present 
dealt  with  by  the  County  Courts.  At  pre- 
sent, in  the  County  Courts,  if  judgment 
has  been  obtained  for  a  debt,  the  debtor 
may  be  called  before  the  County  Court 
Judge  and  examined  as  to  his  means  of 
pajrment,  and  if  the  Judge  be  of  opinion 
that  he  has  means  of  paying  the  debt, 
either  at  once  or  by  instalments,  he  may 
make  an  order  accordingly;  after  which 
the  debtor,  if  he  does  not  pay,  may  be 
imprisoned  by  the  Judge  for  any  period 
not  exceeding  forty  days.  Now,  it  has 
always  appeared  to  me  that  a  very  strong 
and  anomalous  power  is  thus  given  to  these 
Courts.  The  arguments  which  are  com- 
monly adduced  in  support  of  it  are  these  : 
— In  the  first  place,  it  is  said  that  we 
have  to  deal  with  men  who  live  by  their 
labour,  and  that  since  there  occasionally 
come  times  of  want  of  employment  or  of 
illness,  such  men,  unless  they  can  got 
credit  during  these  intervals,  will  suffer 
very  considerably,  and  that  they  cannot 
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It  oiedit  unless  their  creditors  are  aware 
t  they  haye  the  power  of  imprisoning 
m  in  the  event  of  not  paying.     In  the 
xt  place,  it  is  alleged  that  if  credit  is 
en,  and  if  the  person  of  the  debtor 
not  b^  arrested  by  the  County  Court, 
creditor  will  immediately  seize  the 
iture  or  the  other  contents  of  the 
tor's  house,  and  that  it  would  be  a 
ater  loss  to  the  family  of  a  working 
n  that  his  home  should  be  thus  broken 
than  that  he  should  undergo  temporary 
prisonment.     It  is  also  said  that  this 
cess,  as  shown  by  its  results,  operates 
eflPectively    in    terrorem,    for    that 
ereas  a  great  number  of  warrants  of 
t  are  issued  there  are  comparatively 
instances  in  which  the  warrants  are 
ly  executed.    I  may  refer  to  statis- 
s  upon  this  point  which  appear  to  me 
possess  considerable  interest.    Taking 
eight  years  from  1859  to  1866,  both 
usive,  there  were,  in  round  numbers, 
,000  judgment  summonses  issued  in  the 
unty  Courts.    Of  that  number  54,000 
actually  heard;    but  only  26,000 
Ited  in  warrants  of  commitment,  and  of 
only  7,800  were  actually  carried  out 
the  consigning  of  the  debtors  to  prison, 
us  out  of  the  108,000  judgment  sum- 
uses  issued,  only  7,800,  or  about  7  per 
t,   led   to  imprisonment.    It  further 
pears  that  a  few  years  ago  the  County 
urt  Judges  were  consulted  as  to  whether 
|is  power  should  be  retained,  and  I  am 
und  to  say  that,  with  very  few  exceptions, 
|eir  opinion  was  that  this  power  was  of 
greatest  importance,  some  of  them  even 
ng  that  were  it  given  up  the  system 
recovering  debts  in  the  County  Courts 
uld  not  possibly  be  continued.     These 
{e  the  arguments  for  the  maintenance  of 
power  of  imprisonment.     But  it  has 
ays  appeared  to  me  that  by  this  power 
u  continue  a  very  invidious  distinction 
tween  the  case  of  the  small  debtor  and 
at  of  the  large  one.     The  large  debtor 
absolved  from  the  irksomeness  of  impri- 
jnment,  while  the  labouring  man  is  still 
hie  to  it.     It  is  very  singular,  too,  that 
ile  the  hjrpothesis  is  that  you  are  deal- 
with  a  man  who  has  nothing  but  his 
our  wherewith  to  discharge  the  debt, 
u  put  him,  in  order  to  make  him  pay, 
a  place  where  it  is  impossible  for  him 
exercise  his  power  of  labour.    Moreover, 
has  always  appeared  to  me  that  by 
Iding  out  this  liability  to  imprisonment, 
e  probably  engender  or  continue  a  system 
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of  credit  in  itself  vicious  and  undesirable* 
I  remember  very  well  hearing  a  right  hon. 
Friend  of  mine  (Mr.  Henley)  giving  in 
very  graphic  terms  the  results  of  his  own 
observation  in  the  rural  districts.  He 
described  how  the  travellers  of  small 
traders  go  to  a  farmhouse  or  the  cottage  of 
a  labouring  man,  and,  the  head  of  the 
family  being  away  at  work,  a  lot  of  finery 
or  other  goods  are  shown  to  the  wife  and 
daughters,  who  are  easily  tempted  to 
become  purchasers,  and  to  pledge  the 
credit  of  the  head  of  the  family.  This 
practice,  Mr.  Henley  remarked,  and  I 
believe  with  great  truth,  these  travellers 
would  not  dream  of  pursuing  if  they  were 
not  perfectiy  sure  they  could  afterwards 
take  out  a  summons  and,  if  the  man  still 
refused  to  pay,  could  imprison  him  in 
order  to  compel  payment.  Individually, 
I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  a  way  of 
putting  an  end  to  this  power  of  imprison- 
ment for  debt  by  the  County  Courts  and 
Inferior  Courts  altogether;  but  I  am  afraid 
it  would  be  difficult  to  do  so  at  once.  I 
have,  however,  proposed  by  these  Bills  a 
course  which  I  think  will  considerably 
diminish  the  practice  and  before  long  will 
lead  to  its  extinction.  I  propose  in  the 
first  place,  in  one  of  these  Bills,  that  no 
committal  shall  take  place  in  any  Inferior 
Court  except  by  the  Judge  himself  and  in 
open  Court — for  I  find  there  is  too  much 
reason  to  suppose  that  a  great  number  of 
these  committals  are  at  present  made  by 
the  Registrars  or  at  Chambers.  I  also  pro- 
pose that  every  Court  invested  with  this 
power  shall  make  an  annual  Eetum  to 
Parliament  of  the  names  of  persons  com- 
mitted by  it  for  debt,  so  that  Parliament 
may  be  kept  acquainted  with  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  power  is  enforced, 
and  that  if  any  suspicion  of  abuse  arises 
its  attention  may  be  drawn  to  the  subject. 
I  further  propose  an  alternative  which 
I  think  is  in  itself  much  more  sensible, 
and  much  more  likely  to  be  beneficial 
than  the  present  system.  It  is  that  a 
power  should  be  given  to  the  Judge  of 
arresting  the  future  wages  or  earnings  of 
a  debtor  against  whom  judgment  has  been 
obtained,  to  the  extent  of  25  percent; 
that  is  to  say,  a  power  of  serving  an  order 
on  the  debtor's  employer,  under  which 
one-fourth  of  his  wages  will  be  paid  into 
Court  as  they  become  due  for  the  benefit 
of  the  person  who  may  have  obtained 
judgment.  The  machinery  by  which  this 
will  be  carried  out  will,  I  trust,  be  found 
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simple  and  effeotual,  and  I  hope  that  as 
in  consequence  it  would  ho  comparatively 
useless  to  resort  to  imprisonment  to  compel 
payment,  it  will  cause  that  practice  to  full 
into  desuetude. 

The  next  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
your  Lordships'  attention  is  one  of  great 
importance — I  refer  to  the  existiog  power 
of  a  dehtor  hecoming  bankrupt  on  his  own 
petition.     Under  the  present  law  any  per- 
son, whether  in  prison  or  not,  may  present 
a  petition  to  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  stating 
that  he  cannot  meet  his  engagements,  and 
thereupon  he  becomes  bankrupt  on   his 
own  petition  and  obtains  the  protection  of 
the  Court.     The  Keturns  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  laid  upon  the  table  a  few  days 
ago  show  that  the  total  number  of  bank- 
ruptcies last  year  was  8,994,  or,  in  round 
numbers,  9,000.    Now,  of  theee  persons 
no  less  than  6,533  were  made  bankrupts 
on  their  own  petition.     On  the  petition 
of  the  creditors  there  were  only  805— that 
is,  6,533  on  the  petition  of  the  debtor 
himself  as  compared  with  805  on  the  peti- 
tion of  the  creditor.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Westbury)  has  very  properly 
reminded  me  that  I  should  etate  the  num- 
ber of  petitions  in  formd  pauperis,  which 
amount  to  480  and  should  be  added  to  the 
number  I  have  already  given.     There  is 
a  striking  piece  of  information  contained 
in  this  Beturn  upon  another  subject.  How 
many  bankruptcies  do  your  Lordships  sup- 
pose there  were  in  that  year  in  which  no 
dividend  was  paid  ?     No  less  than  5,876  ; 
and,  my  Lords,  I  believe  it  will  be  found 
by  those  who    look    minutely  into    the 
matter  that  it  is  principally  in  those  bank- 
ruptcies which  take  place  on  the  petition 
of  the  debtor  himself  that  there   are  no 
dividends.    Now,  some  propose  that  a  stop 
should  be  put  altogether  to  the  practice  of 
permitting  a  debtor  making  himself  bank- 
rupt on  his  own  petition.  I  doubt  whether 
that  would  be  a  very  desirable  course.    In 
the  first  place,  one  may  easily  conceive  a 
case  in  which  it  is  quite  proper  that  a 
debtor  should  make  himself  bankrupt,  and 
should  do    so   without  any  intention  of 
acting  otherwise  than  would  be  beneficial 
to  his  creditors.     But  there  is  a  still  more 
important  reason  against  taking  away  that 
power.     If  you  take  away  the  power  in 
name,  nothing  in  the  world  is  easier  for 
one  wno  wants  to  make  himself  a  bank- 
rupt than  to  get  a  friendly  creditor  to 
present  a  petition  to  have  him   declared 
bankrupt,  and  so  the  same  thing  would 
be  done  in  another  form.     I  think  the 


present  measure  will  treat  this  evil  in  a 
more  satisfactory  way.  In  the  first  place, 
the  abolition  of  imprisonment  for  debt  will 
take  away  one  of  the  principal  motives 
which  at  present  induce  a  debtor  to  peti- 
tion to  be  made  bankrupt.  In  the  second 
place,  the  course  which  this  Bill  proposes 
of  leaving  the  after-acquired  property  of 
the  debtor  to  a  great  extent  subject  to 
the  payment  of  his  debts  will  take  away 
another  powerful  motive  which  at  present 
operates  in  the  same  direction — that  is  to 
say,  the  inducement  which  there  is  at  pre- 
sent to  the  debtor  to  become  a  bankrupt  in 
order  that  he  may  secure  his  future  pro- 
perty from  his  creditors.  And  more  than 
that,  the  present  measure  will  provide  a 
remedy  by  substituting  another  process 
which  I  will  describe.  Any  one  who  wishes 
to  make  himself  a  bankrupt  must  file  a  de- 
claration of  insolvency,  which  will  be  pub- 
lished. Thereupon  his  property  will  be 
secured  against  execution  and  against  loss. 
For  twenty-one  days  it  will  not  be  compe- 
tent for  the  debtor  to  take  any  steps  towards 
making  himself  a  bankrupt.  For  these 
twenty-one  days  his  creditors  will  know 
that  he  professes  himself  a  bankrupt,  and 
it  will  be  for  them  to  consider  whether 
they  will  put  themselves  in  motion  to 
prevent  him  from  petitioning.  If  after 
twenty-one  days  no  creditor  proceeds  to 
make  him  a  bankrupt,  then,  and  only  then, 
he  may  become  so  on  his  own  petition. 

The  next  important  alteration  which 
this  Bill  proposes  is  to  introduce  to  a  great 
extent  what  I  may  term  the  Scotch  system 
of  trusts  in  bankruptcy — a  system  which 
has  worked  very  well  in  Scotland,  and 
which  the  mercantile  community  in  Eng- 
land are  anxious  to  try.  The  main  cha- 
racteristic of  this  system  is  that,  in  place 
of  having  a  bankruptcy  conducted  with 
forensic  proceedings  through  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy,  the  creditors,  on  the  first 
meeting  after  the  bankruptcy,  may  deter- 
mine for  themselves  the  course  to  be  pur- 
sued in  winding  up  the  afiairs  of  the 
debtor.  They  may,  if  they  please,  have  a 
trustee  to  represent  them  and  wind  up 
the  estate.  They  may  choose  that  trustee 
where  and  as  they  please — ho  may  be  a 
creditor,  or  he  may  not — and  I  anticipate 
that,  as  has  been  the  case  in  Scotland,  it 
will  be  found  that  many  persons  will  be 
anxious  to  show  how  speedily  and  econo- 
mically they  can,  as  trustees,  wind  up  the 
estate,  and  thus  seek  employment  in  a 
legitimate  and  useful  way.  Over  tl ' 
trustee  the  creditors  will  appoint  onAi 
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ro  inspectors  out  of  their  own  number, 
[bo  will  control  tbe  trustee,  and  keep  the 
moral  body  of  creditors  apprised  of  what 
being  done.    And,  besides,  the  Account- 
it  in  Bankruptcy,  who  at  present  does 
»thing  more  than  keep  the  accounts  of 
le  Bankruptcy  Court,  will  perform  the 
jnctions  of  a  general  auditor  of  bankrupt- 
jes,  and  will  be  supervisor  of  the  trustees. 
Scotland,  the  fashion  has  been  not  to 
ive  even  an  official  assignee,  as  we  have 
this  country.     After  the  most  mature 
[nsideration,  we  have  thought  the  best 
mrse  to  take  is  this : — The  present  offi- 
il  assignees  will  be  continued  as  provi- 
>nal  trustees  if  a  necessity  should  arise 
[at  any  person  should  be  put  in  possession 
the  property  before  the  creditors  would 
ive    an    opportunity    of   appointing    a 
istee  of  their  own.    The  official  assignee 
ill  act  as  this  provisional  trustee,  and  he 
|ill  step  in  and  take  possession  if  ordered 
the  Court,  but  not  otherwise ;  and  as 
|on  as  the   creditors  choose  their  own 
istee  the  functions    of  the  provisional 
istee  will  be  put  an  end  to.     Further 
[an  this,  we  have  introduced  a  provision 
lich  will,  I  venture  to  think,  expedite 
|e  distribution  among  the  creditors  of  the 
ite  in  trust.     We  provide  that  the  cre- 
|tors'  trustee  shall  not  in  any  case  be  paid 
ly  remuneration  until  the  accounts  have 
\en  audited  and  the  remuneration  allowed 
the  audited  accounts— -so  that  there  will 
no  retaining  any  sum  for  remuneration 
itil   the  accounts  have   been  regularly 
[dited  and  passed. 

I  now  come  to  what  is  next  in  order 

id  importance — I  mean  the  discharge  of 

|e  bankrupt.     My  Lords,  the  principles 

»on  which  bankrupts   in  this   country 

[ve  been   discharged  have  varied   very 

iterially  from  time  to  time.     I  will  not 

►uble  your  Lordships  with  a  history  of 

|e  alterations  made  at  different  periods. 

le  present  system  is  this : — The  discharge 

the  bankrupt  maybe  altogether  refused, 

it   may  be   suspended   for  a  limited 

|riod,  or  it  may  be  granted ;  but  when  it 

granted  it  frees  him  from  any  claim 

[on   subsequently  acquired   property  — 

tt  is  to  say,  it  leaves  the  property  after- 

irds  acquired  free  from  liability  for  his 

^n  debts,  unless  he  has  committed  some 

the  offences  pointed  out  by  the  present 

mkruptcy  Law.     If  he  has,  a  condition 

ly  be  attached  to  his  discharge,  making 

future    property   liable    by   way  of 

Inishment  for  his  offence.     I  venture  to 

ik  that  in  any  law  as  to  the  discharge 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


of  a  bankrupt  there  are  mainly  three 
things  which  ought  to  be  kept  in  view. 
In  the  first  place,  I  submit  that  no  arbi- 
trary power  whatever  should  be  left  in 
the  Court  of  indefinitely  postponing  or  re- 
fusing the  discharge  of  the  bankrupt  who 
has  surrendered  his  property.  In  the 
second  place,  if  the  bankrupt  has  com- 
mitted any  offence  against  the  Bankruptcy 
Law — and  every  offence  that  can  be  com- 
mitted ought  to  be  clearly  ascertained  and 
defined — in  that  case  you  will  rightly  and 
properly  suspend  his  discharge  for  a  li- 
mited period  by  way  of  punishment,  and 
you  may  also  proceed  to  inflict  punish- 
ment upon  him  in  other  ways  if  his  offence 
amounts  to  a  misdemeanour.  And,  fur- 
ther, I  think  that  whatever  rule  is  to  ap- 
ply to  the  future  property  of  the  bankrupt 
ought  to  be  clearly  defined,  and  to  apply 
in  all  cases  alike.  I  ought  to  state  that 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  which  I  have  referred  made  this  pro- 
posal— that,  for  the  future,  no  bankrupt 
should  be  allowed  his  discharge  unless  his 
estate  paid  68.  Sd,  in  the  pound,  or  one- 
third.  If  his  estate  should  not  pay  Se.  Sd. 
in  the  pound,  they  recommend  that  his 
discharge  should  be  suspended  for  six 
years,  and  that  he  should  receive  it  at  the 
end  of  that  time.  My  Lords,  upon  this 
point  there  is,  as  has  been  represented  to 
me,  a  great  diversity  of  opinion  among 
the  mercantile  community.  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  receiving  a  deputation  from 
the  Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce, 
and  they  stated  that  different  views  were 
taken  upon  this  question,  and  I  think 
several  of  them  said  that  **  a  hard  and 
fast  line"  might  operate  very  unjustly. 
For  example,  it  would  be  very  hard  that 
a  bankrupt  whose  estate  paid  Ss.  6i.  in 
the  pound  should  have  to  wait  six  years 
before  getting  his  discharge  because  he 
could  not  pay  the  remaining  2d.  You 
have  these  difficulties  to  deal  with  when- 
ever you  draw  an  arbitrary  line ;  and,  be- 
sides, they  say  that  the  amount  of  divi- 
dend is  by  no  means  a  competent  test  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  bankrupt  and  his  right 
to  a  discharge.  "W"e,  on  the  contrary,  pro- 
pose that  there  should  be  no  suspension 
under  any  circumstances  of  the  discharge 
of  the  bankrupt  for  more  than  three  years, 
but  that  for  certain  specified  offenoes  there 
should  be  a  right  to  suspend  the  discharge 
for  three  years,  or  any  portion  of  that 
time.  We  propose,  further,  that  there 
should  be  a  power  to  suspend  the  dis- 
charge for  one  year  upon  any  ground  the 
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Court  may  tbiak  sufficient  to  justify  such 
a  measure  oyer  and  above  the  grounds 
mentioned  in  the  catalogue  of  offences. 
Beyond  that,  we  propose  that  the  after- 
acquired  property  of  the  bankrupt  should 
be  subject  to  the  payment  of  his  debts  in 
this  way.  If  it  should  appear  at  a  subse- 
quent period  that  the  bankrupt  has  ac- 
quired property,  after  deducting  what  may 
be  proper  for  the  maintenance  of  himself 
and  his  family,  and  providing  for  debts 
subsequently  contracted  —  for,  of  course, 
they  must  be  provided  for  —  any  surplus 
remaining  may  be  made  liable  by  an  order 
of  the  Court  for  the  payment  of  former 
creditors.  Now  that  the  proposition  is  to 
abolish  imprisonment  for  debt,  there  is  no 
longer  any  reason  why  a  bankrupt  should 
do  what,  unfortunately,  too  many  of  them 
have  done  —  that  is  to  say,  acquire  large 
property  afterwards  and  leave  the  whole 
of  his  debts  under  the  previous  bankruptcy 
unpaid.  With  regard  to  this  after- acquired 
property,  I  should  add  that  power  is  given 
in  tbis  Bill  to  a  specified  majority  of  the 
creditors,  should  they  think  fit,  to  release 
the  debtor  from  his  liability  in  this  re- 
spect, and  he  may  by  their  consent  ac- 
quire an  absolute  legal  discharge  as  to  all 
after- acquired  property. 

I  now  desire,  my  Lords,  to  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  the  offences  for  which 
punishment  may  be  inflicted  upon  the 
bankrupt,  either  by  suspension  of  the  cer- 
tificate of  discharge,  or  by  proceedings  in 
the  nature  of  proceedings  for  a  misde- 
meanour. If  your  Lordships  will  look  at 
the  list  of  offences  which  are  specified  at 
page  35  of  this  Bankruptcy  Bill,  you  will 
readily  follow  the  observations  which  I 
desire  to  make  upon  it.  The  whole  de- 
scription of  these  offences  has  given  me 
great  anxiety,  and  the  specification  of  them 
has  been  drawn  up  in  a  somewhat  novel 
form.  With  regard  to  the  punishment  of 
the  bankrupt  we  get  rid  of  a  part  of  the 
existing  law  which  has  been  found  in 
practice  to  give  some  trouble — the  general 
introduction  to  the  catalogue  of  offences 
declaring  the  intent  with  which  a  thing 
may  be  done.  I  will  give  one  instance, 
which  will  illustrate  what  I  desire  to  say 
on  this  point.  At  present  the  law  is  that 
a  bankrupt  may  be  punished  if  he  has 
contracted  his  debts  without  a  reasonable 
expectation  of  being  able  to  pay  them.  In 
practice  the  way  that  has  worked  is  this  : 
— Creditors  come  to  the  Court  and  say — 
'*  Here  is  a  man  who  owes  £20,000.  He 
never  in  any  year  made  above  £1,000  a 


year.  It  is  quite  clear,  therefore,  that  he 
must  have  contracted  this  amount  of  debt 
without  any  reasonable  expectation  of  being 
able  to  pay."  That  sounds  very  plausible 
at  the  outset.  But  the  moment  you  come 
to  details  you  find  that  you  are  obliged, 
when  charging  a  man  with  misdemeanour, 
to  put  your  finger  upon  some  particular 
debt  and  say,  *'that  debt  was  contracted 
without  any  reasonable  expectation  of  being 
able  to  pay  it ;"  and  experience  shows  that 
it  is  utterly  impossihle  to  convict  any  per- 
son, singling  out  any  one  debt  in  that  way, 
and  the  affirmative  being  on  the  person 
objecting.  Now,  in  order  to  meet  that 
case  we  propose,  under  the  sixth  head  of 
offences,  that  the  Court  may  suspend  the 
order  of  discharge  from  taking  effect  for 
any  time  not  exceeding  three  years  from 
the  date  of  the  order,  if  it  appears  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Court 

"  That  anj  Debt  or  Liability  of  the  Bankrupt 
sabBisting  at  the  Time  of  Adjudication  was  not 
contracted  or  incurred  by  him  with  a  reasonable 
Expectation  (Proof  whereof  shall  lie  on  him)  of 
his  being  able  to  pay  or  discharge  it." 

That  is  to  say,  we  put  the  onus  upon  the 
bankrupt  to  show  that  when  his  debts 
were  contracted  he  had  a  reasonable  ex- 
pectation of  being  able  to  pay  them.  That 
is  a  mode  of  legislation  entirely  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  course  taken  in  many 
cases  in  our  criminal  law,  and  it  com- 
mends itself  to  our  common  understand' 
ing.  If  you  find  a  man  in  a  position  in 
which  a  presumption  arises  that  he  has 
contracted  debts  without  any  reasonable 
expectation  of  paying  them,  and  if  the 
means  of  proof  are  in  his  hands  to  show 
the  contrary,  I  submit  that  it  is  not  unfair 
to  throw  the  burden  of  that  proof  upon 
him.  We  take  the  same  course  with  re- 
gard to  ofibnces  which  shall  be  taken  to  be 
misdemeanours ;  and  although  this  inver- 
sion of  the  burden  of  proof  in  this  way 
may  appear  a  small  matter  in  itself,  I 
venture  to  think  it  will  lead  to  one  of  the 
most  important  changes  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Bankruptcy  Law  of  this 
country.  Beyond  this,  we  provide  that, 
whereas  hitherto  these  offences  have  been 
only  triable  before  a  Judge  at  assizes, 
there  shall  be  a  power  to  try  these  mis- 
demeanours at  Quarter  Sessions  and  by 
the  Becorders— -Courts  in  which  they  may 
be  easily  disposed  of. 

Without  delaying  your  Lordships  by 
any  complete  specification  of  the  enact- 
ments of  the  Bill,  I  ma.^  ^s»^  -^^x«:!\^ 
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Idearoured  in  another  respect  to  make 
alteration  in  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy 
doh  will  be  advantageous.     At  present 
*ioas  questions  may  arise  under  bank- 
»tcy  which  cannot  be  decided  by  the 
|nkruptcy  Court  itself.      Thus  the  va- 
|ity  of  an  adjudication  being  in  dispute 
ly  fall  to  be  decided  by  higher  Courts 
in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy ;  and  ques- 
|ns  may  arise  which  are  now  determined 
the  Courts  of  Common  Law.     I  think 
I  would  be  desirable  to  make  the  Bank- 
)tcy  Court  on  this  head — to  use  an  ex- 
ission  from  Scotland — ''self  containing;' ' 
I  give  it  the  power  of  deciding  once  for 
whether  an  adjudication   is  valid  or 
ralid ;  and  powers  of  that  kind  are  in- 
^ded  in  this  Bill, 
now  come  to  one  of  the  most  important 
^stions  for  consideration  in  connection 
^h  the  Bankruptcy  Law — that  of  deeds 
composition  and  arrangement.     Deeds 
I  this  kind  have  been  a  feature  in  our 
ikruptcy  Law  certainly  since  the  year 
19 ;  but  they  received  a  very  great  ex- 
ision   by  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
il.     Upon  this  point  I  will  not  trouble 
ir  Lordships  by  any  lengthened  statis- 
;  but  there  are  one  or  two  figures  very 
cresting    in  themselves,   and    bearing 
Iterially  upon  the  legislation  now  pro- 
led.     I  want  to  show  the  way  in  which 
[se  deeds  of  composition  and  arrange* 
it  have  grown  since  1861.     In  1862-3 
[re  were  635  of  these  deeds  registered  ; 
1863-4  there  were  1,176;  in  1864-5 
Ire  were  5,204 ;  in  1865-6  there  were 
|58  ;   and    in    1866-7    a    Eeturn   laid 
the  table  a  few  days  ago  shows  that 
|re  were   no  less  than   6,912.      Upon 
[se  7»000  deeds  the  stamp  duty  alone 
£21,842.     The  gross  value— and  I 
^y   your  Lordships'  attention  to  these 
>ssal  figures — the  gross  value  of  the 
ite  and  effects  included  in  the  composi- 
deeds  was  £8,737,100.     But  whatdo 
ir  Lordships  suppose  was  the  amount  of 
^ecured  debt  thus  compounded  for  ?   l^o 
than  £29,642,628.      So  that  nearly 
1,000,000  of  debt  was  dealt  with  and 
ipounded  for  through  the  medium  of 
se  deeds  of  composition  and  arrange- 
it.      Now,   these    being    the  sort  of 
ires  with  which  we  have  to  deal,  and 
being  the  amount  of  interest  at  stake, 
ir   Lordships  will  readily  understand 
the  mode  of  dealing  with  deeds  of 
kind  must  be  a  matter  of  extreme 
>ortance.     I  will  tell  your  Lordships 
general  natu;:e  of  the  complaints  which 
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are  made— and  they  are  loud  and  strong— 
as  to  these  deeds,  which  have  thus  grown 
and  multiplied.     In  the  first  place,  it  is  a 
strong  measure  at  the  least  to  say  that 
the  minority  of  creditors  shall  be  bound 
by  the  resolution  of  the  majority  to  accept 
a  sum  for  their  debt  far  less  than  the  sum 
really  due  to  them.     But  that  is  not  the 
only  diflSculty.     By  the  present  arrange- 
ment, what  are  called  the  secured  creditors 
— that  is,  the  creditors  who  hold  security 
to  the  full  amount  or  to  a  large  amount  of 
their  debt — are  entitled  to  vote,  and  do 
vote,  in  the  majority  ;  so  that  the  result 
may  be  that  that  majority  is  obtained  by 
means  of  the  secured  creditors,  who  bind 
the  minority  of  unsecured   creditors  to 
accept  less  than  is  due  to  them.     The  next 
complaint  is  that  there  are  no  means  of 
ascertaining  that  the  array  of  creditors  set 
out  as  assenting  to  the  arrangement  are 
really  creditors  at  all.     It  is  said  that  such 
things  as  this  happens : — A  man  puts  for- 
ward a  list  of  alleged  creditors  and  shows 
that  a  majority  accept  the  composition 
which  he  tenders.     But  the  complaint  is 
that  a  number  of  these  may  be  sham  cre- 
ditors, who  have  no  real  existence  at  all, 
and  that  the  minority  has  to  find  out  whe- 
ther they  are  bond  Jide  creditors  or  not. 
Further  complaint  is  made  that  under  the 
present  system  there  is  no  mode  by  which 
a  competent  judicial  determination  can  be 
obtained  whether  one  of  these  deeds  is  a 
valid  and  binding  deed,  which  shall  regu- 
late the  rights  of  creditors  without  con- 
troversy.    These  are  the  main  objections 
to  the  present  system   with    regard   to 
deeds.     We  have  dealt  with  these  objec- 
tions in  the  present  measure,  and  I  will 
state  the  five  leading  features  in  the  clauses 
we  propose,  which,  if  adopted,  will  pro- 
vide a   complete  system  of  law  respect- 
ing  these  deeds.      First,   we  require   a 
declaration   from   the  Bankruptcy   Court 
in  the  nature  of  a  judicial  act  that  the 
deed   is    a    complete    and   perfect   deed, 
thereby  stamping   it  with  authority  and 
with    conclusiveness,    and    making    it   a 
deed  which,  when   it   has   received   the 
judicial   stamp    and   approbation,   is  not 
to  be  disputed  elsewhere.     Next,  we  pro- 
vide that  no  person  is  entitled  to  rank  as  a 
creditor  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  ma- 
jority until  he  has  proved  his  debt,  just 
in  the  same    way  as  a  debt  is  proved 
in  bankruptcy.    Thirdly,  we  provide  that 
secured  creditors,  if  they  wish   to  vote, 
must  deduct  the  value  of  their  securities. 
Fourthly,  we  provide  as  to  deeds  what  I 
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maj  term  a  chapter  of  misdemeanours, 
applicable  to  deeds  just  in  the  same  way 
that  similar  offences  are  dealt  with  in 
bankruptcy.  The  result  will  be  that, 
whereas  at  present  the  debtor  thinks  that 
by  resorting  to  a  deed  containing  a  majority 
of  his  creditors  he  can  escape  the  law  for 
any  offence  of  which  he  may  have  been 
guilty  with  regard  to  his  estate,  he  will 
now  find  that,  notwithstanding  that  deed, 
he  will  be  liable  to  be  punished  for  any  of 
these  offences,  just  in  the  same  way  as  if 
he  beldame  a  bankrupt.  A  false  claim  for 
a  debt  under  a  deed  is  also  made  punish- 
able as  a  false  proof  under  bankruptcy. 

It  only  remains  that  I  should  state  our 
proposals  with  regard  to  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy. We  propose  no  new  Courts,  no 
additions  to  our  present  Courts  and  Judges. 
On  the  contrary,  we  propose  that  the  dis- 
trict Courts  of  Bankruptcy  shall  be  gradu- 
ally absorbed,  as  each  Commissioner  dies 
or  retires,  and  that  the  district  Courts 
shall  be  closed.  There  is  at  present  con- 
current jurisdiction  in  the  County  Courts, 
and  they  will  become  the  Courts  of  bank- 
ruptcy for  the  country  districts.  We 
shall  use  the  district  Courts  while  they  re- 
main ;  in  the  meantime  the  County  Courts 
will  be  gradually  familiarizing  themselves 
with  the  administration  of  bankruptcy,  the 
whole  of  which  they  will  ultimately  dis- 
pose of.  There  are  large  powers  of  trans- 
fer from  one  Court  to  another,  or  from  a 
County  Court  to  London,  if  it  should  be 
deemed  desirable  by  the  creditors.  The 
metropolitan  district  will  be  twenty  miles 
round  the  Post  Office,  and  there  will  be 
three  London  Commissioners,  who  will  be 
primary  Judges  along  with  the  Judges  of 
the  County  Courts  in  the  districts.  The 
three  London  Judges  will  also  compose  an 
appellate  tribunal  from  the  County  Courts ; 
and  any  two  of  the  Judges  may  hear  appeals. 
If  an  appeal  relates  to  an  estate  in  respect 
of  which  the  debts  are  under  £300,  the 
judgment  of  the  London  Court  will  be 
final ;  but  in  other  cases  there  will  be  an 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Chancery.  The 
provision  for  appeals  will  be  ample,  for  the 
appellate  business  in  the  Court  of  Chancery 
has  been  for  some  years  easily  disposed  of 
in  one  day  a  week. 

Certain  financial  causes  of  the  Bill  are 
not  supposed  to  be  visible  to  your  Lord- 
ships until  they  come  back  again  from  the 
other  House  ;  but  we  hope  that  arrange- 
ments will  be  made  by  which  establishment 
expenses  of  the  Bankruptcy  Courts  will  be 
charged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fundi  the 


Treasury  taking  the  income  from  the  fees 
which  are  at,  present  applied  to  the  pay- 
ment  of  the  Bankruptcy  Courts  expenses. 
These  are  the  leading  features  of  the 
measures  to  the  first  of  which  I  ask  your 
Lordships  to  give  a  second  reading ;  and, 
if  they  receive  your  approbation,  I  think 
they  will  effect  a  very  important  reform 
in  the  Bankruptcy  Law.  No  point  has 
been  urged  by  the  mercantile  community 
which  has  not  been  attended  to,  and,  I 
think,  effectually  met  by  the  provisions  of 
these  Bills.  I  have  sometimes  heard  it 
said  that  great  desire  has  been  manifested 
for  a  thoroughly  satisfactory  measure  of 
bankruptcy  reform  ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
that  there  ever  can  be  a  thoroughly  sa- 
tisfactory  measure,  because  bankruptcy  it- 
self is  not  a  satisfactory  thing.  It  is  not 
satisfactory  to  the  debtor,  and  it  certainly 
is  not  satisfactory  to  the  creditor,  in  whose 
mind  it  is  generally  associated  with  loss 
and  disappointment,  and  often  with  fraud 
and  imposition.  Under  these  circumstance8« 
it  is  not  surprising  that  there  always  is, 
as  there  always  will  be,  a  disposition  to 
throw  upon  the  law  something  of  that 
blame  and  of  that  discontent  which  arises 
not  so  much  out  of  the  law  as  out  of  the 
subject-matter  with  which  the  law  has 
to  deal.  However,  I  believe  that  these 
measures  will  really  do  the  best  that  can 
be  done  at  present  with  the  law  upon  the 
subject.  I  regret  that,  owing  to  circum- 
stances beyond  my  control,  the  print  of 
these  Bills  has  not  been  longer  in  your  Lord- 
ships' hands.  I  have  been  very  anxious  to 
ask  you  to  hear  the  statement  I  had  to 
make,  because  I  think  that  statement  will 
enable  your  Lordships  to  find  your  way,  so 
to  speak,  through  the  great  mass  of  paper 
which  the  Bills  occupy.  As  to  the  further 
progress  of  these  measures,  I  am  desirous 
to  consult  your  Lordships'  convenience; 
but  I  am  anxious  that  the  measures  should 
as  soon  as  possible  receive  your  Lordships' 
approval,  and  go  down  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  At  the  same  time,  if  it 
be  your  Lordships'  opinion  that  these  Bills 
should  pass  through  a  Select  Committee  of 
this  House,  I  know  so  well  your  Lord- 
ships' energy  and  assiduity,  that  I  shall 
not  be  disposed  to  offer  any  opposition  to 
that  proposal.  The  only  drawback  will 
be  that  the  judicial  business  of  the  House, 
which  is  considerably  in  arrear,  may  be 
interfered  with  for  a  few  days.  However, 
I  am  in  your  Lordships'  hands,  and  I  now 
ask  you  to  give  the  first  of  these  Bills  a 
second  reading. 
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Moved,  ''  That  the  Bankruptcy  Acts  Re- 
[eal  Bill  be  now  read  2\"— (3^  Lord 
fhafweUor,) 


LoKD  WESTBURY  aaid,  he  would  not 
[ow  go  into  the  details  of  these  Bills ;  bat 

more  important  subject  than  the  law  of 
[ankrupt  debtor  and  creditor  could  hardly 
le  taken  into  consideration.  The  past 
fear  had  been  heavily  marked  by  commer- 
pal  disaster^  which,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
jad  largely  affected  the  honour  and  in- 

^grity  of  the  commercial  commuuity.    A 

reat  part  of  this  had  arisen  from  bad  law, 

>r  our  Law  of  Bankruptcy  was  a  reproach 
us,  as  were  our  laws  for  the  winding  up 
If  insolvent  companies,  the  whole  being  in 
|uch  a  state  as  to  excite  the  surprise  of 

itelligent  foreigners.  We  seemed  to  have 
jeen  very  deficient  in  discovering  the  prin- 
liples  which  should  guide  us  in  legislating 
)pon  these  matters,  or  the  rules  which 

light  be  founded  on  a  wise  expediency.  He 

^ould  ask  their  Lordships'  attention  while 
le  pointed  out  some  general  principles 
ipon  which   these    measures  had    been 

lunded,   in  order  that   their  Lordships 

light  determine  whether  they  were  right 
themselves,  and  whether  they  were 
lorrectly  and  wisely  applied.  He  con- 
lurred  in  the  melancholy  reflection  that 
(hose  who  looked  back  at  the  history  of 
|he  question  might  despair  of  satisfactory 

igislation  upon  it.  Lord  El  don,  sizty- 
leven  years  ago,  said  that  the  Law  of  Bank- 
[uptcy  as  administered  in  England  was  in 

self  accessory  to  as  great  a  nuisance  as 
fny  law  of  the  land ;  and  what  had  we 
lone  to  alter  that  in  sixty-seven  years  ?   A 

/onsolidation  Act  passed  in  1825  turned 
»ut  a  failure,  and  another  in  1826,  believed 
\o  be  very  complete,  required  a  supple- 

lentary  measure.  Subsequent  legislation 
|ook  place,  he  believed,  in  the  years  1836 
md  1839  ;  and  at  last,  in  1849,  the  whole 
[ystem  was  entirely  swept  away  and  a  new 
me  introduced.  The  new  system,  how- 
ever, lived  for  a  short  time  only,  and  it 
fell  to  his  lot  in  1860  to  bring  in  a  con- 
jolidation  measure.      That  failed ;  and  in 

.861   another    measure  was  introduced. 

fnfortunately  it  passed  in  an  imperfect 
[brm,  some  of  its  most  material  provisions 

laving  been  struck  out  or  altered  during 
[ts  progress  through  Parliament,  so  that 

rhen  it  came  to  be  put  in  operation,  it 

^as  like  a  watch  from  which  the  main 
spring  had  been  left  out.      This  measure 

lad  likewise  been  condemned,  although  he 
ight  remark  it  had  been  the  parent  of  a 
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mode  of  administration  which  had  been 
received  with  considerable  favour.  The 
measure  introduced  subsequently,  in  the 
year  1866,  proved  equally  unsuocessfnl. 
That  measure  was  followed  by  the  Bill 
now  under  their  Lordships'  consideration. 
"Now,  in  almost  all  these  Bills  there  had 
been  a  wandering  up  and  down,  and  none 
of  the  propositions  had  given  satisfaction. 
Sometimes  the  complaint  had  been  that 
the  creditors  had  too  much  control,  and 
that  there  was  not  sufficient  superintend- 
ing power ;  at  another  time,  the  complaint 
had  been  that  there  was  too  much  official 
influence,  and  that  the  creditors  ought  to 
possess  greater  powers.  But  all  through 
there  was  a  consciousness  of  a  defect  ex- 
isting in  the  law.  It  was  thus  obvious 
that  though  the  existing  system  was  gene- 
rally regarded  as  imperfect  and  unsatisfac- 
tory, people  were  utterly  at  variance  as  to 
what  ought  to  be  substituted  for  it.  He 
j  trusted,  therefore,  that  their  Lordships 
would  agree  with  him  that  they  ought  to 
endeavour  to  And  out  the  true  principles, 
even  though  in  so  doing  they  might  be  led 
into  paths  which  had  been  hitherto  un- 
trodden. The  great  object  of  a  Bankruptcy 
Law  should  be  to  make  an  equal  and  just 
distribution  of  the  property  of  the  bank- 
rupt among  his  creditors.  The  Legislature 
had  no  right  or  title  whatever  to  consider 
the  bankrupt,  or  to  benefit  him  in  any  way 
which  did  not  tend  directly  or  indirectly 
to  the  benefit  of  the  creditors.  The  busi- 
ness of  Parliament  ought  to  be  to  devise 
the  simplest  process  of  taking,  realizing, 
and  distributing  the  bankrupt's  property. 
Of  course,  a  tribunal  must  be  provided 
for  inquiring  into  the  justice  of  the  cases 
brought  before  it;  but  when  this  had 
been  done,  the  Legislature  had  no  further 
duty  to  discharge.  Under  the  existing 
system  it  was  impossible  to  arrive  at  the 
simple  end  in  view  without  the  employ- 
ment of  a  number  of  officers,  and  without 
calling  in  at  every  turn  the  aid  of  the 
attorney,  the  consequence  being  that  the 
estate  was  eaten  up  entirely  by  the  ex- 
pense of  the  machinery  which  had  been 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  collecting 
and  converting  the  bankrupt's  property. 
He  would  now  direct  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  constitution  of  the  tribunal 
which  was  at  present  intrusted  with  the 
duty  of  superintending  and  distributing 
the  bankrupt's  estate.  Was  there  any  se- 
curity that  that  duty  would  be  discharged 
efficiently  and  in  a  manner  calculated  to  com- 
mand respect  for  the  tribunal  on  the  part 
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of  those  who  resorted  to  it  ?  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  proposed 
to  leave  the  chief  tribunal  precisely  in  the 
condition  in  which  he  found  it.  There 
were  three  Commissioners,  two  of  whom 
were  very  aged  men,  and  had,  he  believed, 
held  office  above  thirty  years,  and  therefore 
they  could  hardly  be  supposed  to  be  much 
alive  to  the  necessity  of  adopting  an  en- 
tirely new  system.  He  wished,  of  course, 
to  speak  of  them  with  all  the  respect  due 
to  persons  who  had  been  long  employed  as 
servants  of  the  community ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  must  be  permitted  to  say 
that  they  were  by  no  means  fitting  repre- 
sentatives of  this  important  branch  of  the 
law.*  They  acted  wholly  independently  of 
one  another,  and  were  not  governed  by  any 
one  mode  of  procedure.  Sometimes  they 
differed  among  themselves,  and  there  was 
no  presiding  or  controlling  power.  Above 
all,  the  besetting  vice  in  the  present  con- 
stitution of  the  Court  was  that  adminis- 
ti*ative  and  judicial  duties  were  mixed 
up  and  blended  together.  At  one  time 
a  Commissioner  would  sit  as  a  tribunal 
to  determine  questions  which  might  be 
brought  before  him.  At  another  time  he 
would  proceed  to  hold  a  noisy  and  multi- 
tudinous meeting,  and  would  bring  into 
his  Court  a  rabble,  who  acted  without  any 
considerations  of  decorum  or  decency.  In- 
deed, in  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1864,  the  existing  tribunal  was  spoken  of 
Id  the  most  disparaging  terms.  It  was 
not  fair  that  this  important  branch  of  the 
law  should  be  administered  in  a  hole-and- 
corner  court  in  Basinghall  Street,  in  a 
building  thronged  by  persons  who  flocked 
together  for  the  purpose  of  being  present 
at  meetings  which  had  no  connection  with 
the  judicial  business  of  the  Court.  In  his 
opinion  the  law  of  debtor  and  creditor 
should  be  represented  by  a  Judge,  sitting 
side  by  side  with  the  other  Judges  of 
the  superior  Courts,  and  whose  attention 
should  be  confined  entirely  to  judicial 
business.  There  would  then  necessarily 
be  a  proper  distinction  drawn  between  ad- 
ministrative and  judicial  duties,  and  at 
the  same  time  uniformity  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  would  be  secured.  He 
earnestly  protested,  therefore,  against  con- 
tinuing the  present  mode  of  administering 
the  Law  of  Bankruptcy.  Although  he  was 
only  repeating  an  old  story,  he  must  urge 
on  their  Lordships  the  necessity  and  pro- 
priety of  providing  for  the  administration 
of  that  part  of  the  law  of  debtor  and  cre- 


ditor in  a  manner  correspondent  with  its 
importance  and  its  value  to  the  country  at 
large.  If  they  did  so,  they  might  effect 
read  improvement ;  if  they  did  not,  they 
would  always  have,  if  he  might  so  speak, 
the  dregs  and  foeces  only  of  insolvency 
flowing  into  court,  and  all  the  rest  seeking 
other  channels  and  other  modes  of  ar- 
rangement. What  they  had  to  look  to 
first  of  all  was  not  so  much  any  defect  in 
the  principle  of  the  law  as  in  the  system 
of  administering  it  with  reference  to  the 
collection  and  distribution  of  the  bank- 
rupt's property.  On  examination  of  a 
great  number  of  cases  he  found  that  in 
many  of  them  the  expenses  of  administra- 
tion were  frightful.  He  had  received 
many  letters  from  the  creditors  of  bank- 
rupts informing  him  of  the  amount  of 
their  claims  and  the  extent  of  the  bank- 
rupts' estates,  and  telling  him  that  the 
dividend  they  obtained  was  only  a  few 
pence,  the  great  bulk  of  the  estate  going 
to  the  benefit  of  the  attorneys,  the  ac- 
countants, the  messengers,  the  auctioneers, 
and  other  persons.  He  would  give  one 
case  as  an  illustration,  the  correctness  of 
which  he  had  ascertained.  The  gross  pro- 
ceeds of  the  estate  were  £777  19«.  6d, 
The  solicitor's  bill  amounted  to  £366,  or 
nearly  one-half  of  the  whole  estate,  the 
accountant's  charges  to  £60  lis,  9(^.,  the 
official  assignee's  to  £33,  the  manager's  to 
£37  11«.  Altogether  £523  went  to  the 
various  officials,  and  only  £254  was  left 
to  be  divided  among  the  creditors.  All 
that  waste  of  the  estate  took  place  seeuH" 
dum  legem  in  the  process  of  administration, 
the  creditors  receiving  only  about  one- 
third  of  that  to  which  they  were  entitled. 
In  another  case  the  gross  proceeds  of  the 
estate  were  £250.  The  solicitor's  bill 
amounted  to  £143,  the  manager's  bill  to 
£45  19«.  I0d,y  the  official  assignee's  to 
£12  17«.,  and  after  various  minor  other 
charges,  the  balance  divisible  among  the 
creditors  was  only  £34.  Before  such  a 
state  of  things  could  be  effectually  cor- 
rected they  must  establish  some  office  by 
which  all  bankrupt  estates  could  be  col- 
lected and  distributed  at  a  total  expense 
not  exceeding  10  per  cent  of  the  gross 
value.  Taking  a  number  of  bankrupt 
estates  which  had  been  administered  of  late 
years  with,  perhaps,  exceptional  economy, 
he  found  that  the  expenses  amounted  to 
33}  per  cent  of  the  gross  value.  The 
remedy  for  such  evils  was  to  be  sought  by 
creating  a  species  of  tribunal  charged  with 
the  duty  of  collecting  b^s^kx^ss^^vst^aS^^a^^^s^ 
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[wlucb  would   be  far  better,  more  in 
iordance  with  our  practice,  and  equally 
[ective — by  attaching  the   duty  of  ed- 
iting Buch  estates  to  the  chamber  of  a 
[dge,  and   requiring  the   estates  to   be 
ilized  and  administered  under  his  im- 
^diate  superintendence.     With  what  fa- 
[ity  and  economy  estates  could  be  col- 
!ted  and  administered  in  the  chambers  of 
'udge  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (the 
iter  of  the  Rolls)  could  testify.    He  had 
|d  the  pleasure  of  examining  some  of 
Returns  connected  with  the  estates 
deceased  persons,  and  found  that  such 
ites  could  be  administered  in  the  Master 
the  Rolls'  Chambers  at  less  expense 
in  that  incurred  by  executors  who  did 
work  through  a  solicitor  in  the  ordi- 
Iry  manner.     Then,  why  should  they 
It  let  a  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  do   that 
Ity  in  the  same  way  ?     Why  not  let  him 
[low  in  the  footsteps  of  his  noble  and 
imed  Friend?    If  the  assets  of  a  de- 
person  could  be  collected  in  that 
mner  so  could  the  estate  of  a  bankrupt 
[the  work  in  the  two  cases  was  of  pro- 
nely the  same  character.     He  entreated 
iir  Lordships,   therefore,   to   have   re- 
irse  to  that  mode  of  procedure,  and  not 
|y  longer  to  allow  the    realization  of 
Inkrupt  estates   to  be   committed   to  a 
jmmissioner  who  had  not  the  same  re- 
msibility  or  authority  as  one   of  the 
linen t  Judges  of  the  land.     Let  there  be 
udge  in  Bankruptcy  charged  with  the 
Ity  of  administering  the  law,  and  having 
)der  him   a  great  court  or  chamber  to 
iize  and  administer  the  property  under 
judicial  superintendence ;    and    thus 
jy   would  get    rid   of   the    swarm  of 
;tioneers,  accountants,  messengers,  and 
ler  creatures  who  now  crawled  and  fed 
[on  the  body  of  bankrupt  estates.     At 
isent,   no   sooner  had    there  been    an 
[judication    of   bankruptcy   than    some 
jicitor,  or  firm  of  solicitors,  received  a 
\y  of  a  statement,  probably  from  some 
[erior    oflScer  of  the  Court,  and  then 
communication  was   immediately  sent 
md  to  every  creditor  offering  to  under- 
:e  the  business  of  the  bankruptcy,  and 
{do  all  that  was  necessary  in  the  most 
seditious  and  economical  manner.     The 
editor  was  also  requested  to  sign  a  paper 
jnexed  to  that  communication,  and  when 
it  had  been  done  the  solicitor    went 
Ifore  the  Court,  and  said  he  had  autho- 
|y  to  act  for  the  creditors.     He  accord- 
;ly  chose  an  assignee,  a  creature  of  his 
^n,  and  then  the  estate  was  wound  up 
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in  |the  wasteful  manner  he  had  already 
described.  He  rejoiced  that  the  time  had 
come  when  the  necessity  of  the  abolition 
of  imprisonment  for  debt  was  generally 
acknowledged.  Seven  years  ago,  earnej&t 
as  he  was  on  this  subject,  he  was  obliged 
to  qualify  the  measure  he  brought  in. 
But  while  their  Lordships  were  asked  to 
abolish  imprisonment  for  debt  under  the 
present  Bill,  he  trusted  they  would  con- 
sider the  condition  in  which  the  poor  man 
now  stood,  of  being  imprisoned  under  the 
operation  of  the  County  Courts.  He  had 
before  described  the  hardship  of  the  situa- 
tion of  the  humbler  classes  in  this  respect. 
He  had  given  instances  to  prove  that  the 
poor  man  always  had  to  buy  his  commo- 
dities at  an  expense  of  10  or  20  per  cent 
more  than  if  he  possessed  greater  means. 
He  had  asked  their  Lordships  to  strike  at 
the  present  system,  under  which  the  poor 
were  liable  to  be  sent  to  prison  for  forty 
days  unless  they  were  able  to  pay  their 
former  debts,  as  well  as  to  find  the  means 
of  present  subsistence  out  of  their  earn- 
ings. Under  this  Bill  there  would  be 
bankrupts  who  had  contracted  debts  to  a 
large  amount,  and  the  Court  was  not, 
except  in  certain  cases,  to  consider  whether 
they  had  been  contracted  fraudulently  or 
not.  But,  if  so,  how  could  they  allow  so 
unjust  a  law  as  this  power  of  comoiittal 
by  the  County  Courts  to  remain  in  opera- 
tion against  the  poor  man  ?  He  trusted 
that  their  Lordships  would  approve  the 
measure  which  he  brought  forward  in 
1864.  The  Government  of  that  day  were 
not  quite  prepared  to  accept  it,  although 
he  was  glad  that  some  of  its  provisions 
had  since  become  law.  Another  question 
was,  how  far  they  would  allow  recourse 
to  be  had  to  the  Bankruptcy  Law  where 
the  debtor  had  no  assets  ?  The  Law  of 
Bankruptcy  had  grown,  in  a  great  degree, 
out  of  imprisonment  for  debt,  and  had 
properly  been  described  as  an  execution 
for  the  benefit  of  all  tfie  creditors.  Equal 
distribution  was  the  object,  and  if  there 
were  no  property  bankruptcy  was  useless. 
It  was  proposed  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  the  bankrupt  should  give  a 
certain  notice  of  his  condition  before  he 
applied  to  the  Court,  but  the  notice  would 
be  disregarded,  for  no  one  would  attend  to 
it.  In  fraudulent  cases,  the  common 
course  of  proceeding  was  that  when  a  man 
in  trade  found  himself  involved  in  debt,  he 
generally  made  a  bill  of  sale  in  favour  of 
some  creditor — perhaps  his  father  or  his 
brother  —  and  then    he  went   into    the 
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Bankrnptoy  Court  to  whitewash  himself. 
He  was  whitewashed ;  he  came  out  a  new 
man  ;  and  he  entered  into  possession  of  the 
property  which  had  heen  kept  for  him 
during  his  bankruptcy,  and  this  course  he 
frequently  pursued  four  or  five  times  over. 
But  he  (Lord  Westbury)  said  do  not  let 
the  debtor  be  adjudged  a  bankrupt  unless 
there  was  something  for  the  Bankruptcy 
Law  to  do.  The  object  of  a  Bankruptcy 
Law  was  to  take  the  estate  of  the  debtor 
and  to  divide  it  equally,  speedily,  and 
economically  among  the  creditors.  Why 
should  a  debtor  be  permitted  to  go  into  the 
Bankruptcy  Court,  and  to  put  the  country 
to  expense,  when  he  had  not,  perhaps,  a 
shilling  to  give  up?  He  entreated  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) to  put  a  limit,  and  not  put  the  Act 
in  operation  unless  there  was  a  certain 
amount  of  property  to  be  divided.  It  was 
said  in  the  House  of  Commons  that  such  a 
provision  would  only  act  as  an  inducement 
to  a  debtor  to  get  a  quantity  of  goods  into 
his  hands  upon  the  eve  of  his  bankruptcy 
BO  that  he  might  have  something  to  sur- 
render ;  but  surely  the  Iflw  would  dis< 
cover  and  punish  a  fraud  of  that  kind,  and 
it  certainly  could  be  no  reason  why  the 
general  principle  of  not  opening  the  doors 
of  the  Court  except  to  those  who  honestly 
required  its  aid  should  not  be  carried  out. 
Then  arose  the  question  whether  the 
future  property  of  the  bankrupt  should  be 
liable  to  his  creditors.  A  man  came  to 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  to  be  relieved  from 
the  contract  into  which  he  had  entered  to 
pay  his  creditors  in  full.  He  was  relieved 
accordingly  ;  but  was  he  to  be  absolutely 
and  for  ever  relieved,  or  only  relieved 
under  certain  conditions  ?  This  matter 
was  much  discussed  in  the  other  House, 
and  the  question  was  whether  the  debtor 
was  to  be  discharged  if  he  paid  a  certain 
dividend,  or  whether  they  would  make  his 
future  estate  liable  ?  He  begged  to  call  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  attention  to 
the  very  imperfect  manner  in  which  this 
clause  of  the  Bill  was  worded,  and  the 
impossibility  of  giving  effect  to  it.  There 
was  another  difficulty  in  giving  effect  to  a 
Bankruptcy  Act.  If  a  creditor  thought 
he  could  get  anything  out  of  the  debtor 
he  employed  a  solicitor.  By  doing  so,  and 
by  incurring  an  expense  of  £40,  he  might 
get  a  certain  sum  for  himself,  which,  if 
divided  equally  among  the  creditors,  would 
only  increase  his  dividend,  perhaps,  about 
Is.  in  the  pound.  The  evil  to  be  redressed 
was  that  there  was  no  prosecutori  no  pro- 


visions which  could  be  put  in  motion  by 
the  Judge,  no  mode  by  which  that  could  be 
done  which  justice  demanded.  There  was  a 
clause  by  which  the  debtor  was  to  be  sum- 
moned, and  then  inquiry  would  be  made 
whether  he  was  able  to  pay  any  sum 
towards  the  discharge  of  the  debt.  The 
cost  and  difficulty,  and  the  necessity  of 
emplopng  a  solicitor,  would  deter  creditors 
from  availing  themselves  of  the  process 
proposed  in  the  Bill.  In  framing  his  Bill 
of  1861  he  acted  in  deference  to  the  opi- 
nion of  a  large  meeting  of  Members  of 
Parliament  and  delegates  of  Chambers  of 
Commerce  at  which  it  was  insisted  that 
everything  ought  to  be  given  to  the  cre- 
ditors, who  had  a  right  to  do  what  they 
chose  with  a  bankrupt's  estate.  He  en* 
deavoured  to  correct  the  evils  to  which 
this  system  would  have  given  rise  by  the 
introduction  of  a  Chief  Judge  ;  but  that 
proposal  was  rejected  by  their  Lordships. 
The  consequence  had  been  that  the  Bill 
had  not  worked  satisfactorily,  and  the 
present  and  any  future  measures  would 
prove  equally  unsatisfactory  unless  a 
remedy  were  provided  for  creditors  who 
were  utterly  defenceless,  supine,  or  appre- 
hensive of  incurring  cost.  Were  a  com- 
petent tribunal  erected  to  collect  and  ad- 
minister the  bankrupt's  assets,  the  frauds 
and  plunder  now  complained  of  would  be 
prevented,  and  confidence  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  bankruptcy  would  be  restored, 
for  creditors  would  feel  some  assurance  of 
receiving  what  an  estate  was  capable  of 
producing,  without  being  subject  to  the 
present  enormous  deductions. 

LoBi)  CHELMSB^OED  said,  it  was  a 
striking  proof  of  the  inherent  difficulty  of 
this  subject  that  the  measure  of  1861, 
though  framed  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  had  just  spoken  (Lord  Westbury), 
after  having  directed  his  acute  and  intel- 
ligent mind  to  the  question^  proved  so 
unsatisfactory  that  within  three  years 
fresh  legislation  was  generally  called  for. 
That  demand  led  to  an  inquiry  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  other  House,  and  a  Report 
was  presented  in  1865,  upon  which,  as 
had  been  stated  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  the  present  Bill 
was  founded.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Westbury)  had  attributed 
the  entire  failure  of  the  Act  of  1861  to 
an  alteration  made  by  their  Lordships, 
which  he  had  compared  to  taking  the 
mainspring  out  of  the  works  of  a  watch. 
That  mainspring  was  the  appointment  of 
a  Chief  Judge  in    Bankruptcy,  grafted. 
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Ion  the  esisting  system — ^for  the  Com- 
Issiooers  were  not  to  be  superseded, 
lat  the  functions  or  utility  of  that  Chief 
Ige  were  to  be  it  was  impossible  for 
>se  who  were  conversant  with  the  sub- 
it  to  understand,  and  his  noble  and 
Imed  Friend  (Lord  Cranworth)  and  him- 
|f  were  unable  to  obtain  any  satisfactory 
Sanation  on  that  head  ;    all  his  noble 

learned  Friend  (Lord  Westbury)  could 

was  that  the  Chief  Judge  was  the 
rstone  of  the  arch.     Had  it  been  pro- 
to  remove  the  Commissioners  their 
[rdships  would,  no  doubt,  have  acqui- 
id  in  the  appointment  of  a  Chief  Judge, 

such  a  proposal  would  not  have  differed 
iterially  from  the   present  proposition 

which  the  three  Commissioners  were 
|be  Judges  of  the  Court.  If  it  had  been 
)posed  to  abolish  the  Commissioners,  he 
»rd  Chelmsford)  for  his  own  part  would 
re  seen  no  objection  to  the  appointment 
a  Judge ;  but  he  could  not  see  any 
son  for  the  creation  of  a  new  Judge  if 

existing  Commissioners   were  to  be 

lined.      As  to  the  miserable  dividend 

^ich  had  been   derived  in  many  cases, 

noble  and  learned  Friend  had  entirely 
[gotten  that  this  had  arisen  under  his 
In  measure  of  1861 ;  and  he  made  no 
[erence  to  the  alteration  now  proposed, 
)ioh  would  reduce  the  expenses  to  a 
small  amount,  and  would  leave  ere- 
>rs,  he  believed,  in  every  case  a  con- 
[erable  dividend.  For  many  years  he 
>rd  Chelmsford)  had  thought  thai  the 
[y  mode  of  dealing  with   bankruptcy 

to  encourage  in  every  way  an  arrange- 
|nt  between  the  debtor  and  his  creditors, 

that  if  they  could  not  agree  and  the 
[tter  were  brought  into  the  Court  it 
mid  be  left  entirely  in  its  hands.    Upon 

uderation,  however,  and  ascertaining 

opinion  of  the  commercial  world,  he 
|s  satisfied  that  the  plan  now  proposed 
~  which  was  based  on  the  Scotch  system, 

the  only  one  which  would  prove  effi- 

it   and  satisfactory.     His  noble   and 

|med  Friend  (Lord  Westbury)  had  fallen 

some  misapprehensions  with  reference 
the  Bills  introduced  in  1866  and  1867. 
le  former,  brought  in  by  Sir  BoundeU 
Imer,  then  Attorney  General,  was  mainly 
Inded  on  the  Scotch  system  ;  it  did  not 
We  a  failure,  for  circumstances  pre- 
Lted  its  passing.    In  1867  a  very  similar 

was  introduced,  but,  the  Reform  Bill 
lupying  the  whole  attention  of  Parlia- 
|nt,  it  did  not  pass.     Now,  the  present 

was  founded  altogether  on  the  Scotch 

lord  Chelmsford 


system.  It  would  get  rid  of  the  solicitor, 
the  accountants,  and  the  trade  assignee, 
who  he  feared  had  generally  been  a  mere 
tool  in  the  hands  of  the  solicitor  and 
accountants  :  it  would  give  creditors  what 
the  commercial  world  had  long  desired 
—  control  over  the  bankrupt's  affairs, 
not  only  by  a  preliminary  arrangement 
among  themselves,  but  even  when  the 
matter  had  been  brought  into  Court,  for 
the  Court  would  only  decide  questions  of 
law  which  might  arise.  The  creditors 
would  appoint  thoir  trustee  and  inspectors, 
and  the  latter  would  probably  be  creditors 
themselves,  while  the  former  might  or 
might  not  be  so.  The  trustee  would  be 
checked  by  the  inspectors,  and  they  in  turn 
would  be  checked  by  the  accounts  being 
audited  by  the  Accountant  in  Bankruptcy. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  near  him 
(Lord  Colonsay)  would  correct  him  if  he 
was  wrong  in  saying  that  this  system  in 
Scotland  had  worked  in  the  most  satisfac- 
tory manner  ;  and  he  was  told  that  upon 
an  average  the  creditors  obtained  88  per 
cent  upon  the  gross  assets,  the  expenses 
being  no  more  than  12  per  cent.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  though  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  did  not 
anticipate  that  an  entirely  satisfactory  Law 
of  Bankruptcy  would  ever  be  passed,  that 
the  measure,  which  had  adopted  in  some 
of  its  details  the  system  which  had  proved 
BO  successful  in  Scotland,  would  be  found 
equally  successful  by  the  commercial  com- 
munity of  this  country.  The  measure 
was  so  important  and  so  complicated  that 
its  details  could  not  be  satisfactorily  dis- 
cussed in  that  House ;  he  therefore  agreed 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that  it 
was  desirable  that  it  should  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  where  it  might  re- 
ceive the  attention  of  noble  and  learned 
Lords  who  had  devoted  special  attention 
to  the  subject,  and  who  might  put  the 
measure  in  the  best  possible  shape.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  would  not  think 
himself  justified  in  trespassing  any  further 
on  their  Lordships. 

Lord  ROMILLY  regretted  that  their 
Lordships  should  be  called  upon  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time  so  soon  after  it  had 
been  placed  in  their  Lordships'  hands. 
Through  the  courtesy  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  he  got  a  copy  of  it  on 
Wednesday  last  j  but  in  the  case  of  a  Bill 
of  504  clauses  it  was  impossible  to  satisfy 
himself  thoroughly  about  it.  The  measure 
seemed  to  go  in  the  right  direction,  but  to 
do  so  timidly.    He  agreed  in  all  that  had 
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been  said  Tirith  respect  to  the  defects  in 
our  Bankruptcy  Law  ;  but  the  great  defect 
of  all  he  believed  to  be  the  complicated 
machinery  and  the  enormous  number  of 
officers  created  for  the  purpose  of  its  ad- 
ministration. It  was  unquestionable  that 
much  larger  dividends  were  received  un- 
der the  old  system  of  commissions  directed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  than  under  the 
system  of  Bankruptcy  Commissioners  and 
official  assignees.  The  Bill  ought,  in  his 
opinion,  to  put  an  end  to  the  whole  system 
of  judicial  establishments,  of  course  giving 
proper  compensation  in  the  case  of  exist- 
ing interests.  In  1854  a  Commission, 
composed  of  very  eminent  persons,  was 
appointed  to  inquire,  into  the  Law  of  Bank- 
ruptcy ;  and  a  solicitor  of  great  experience 
gave  evidence  to  the  effect  that  he  had 
administered  an  estate  in  bankruptcy  in 
which  the  dividends  amounted  to  £32,000 
and  the  expenses  to  £880,  and  another  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery  the  assets  of  which 
were  £17,000  and  the  expenses  only  £55. 
There  might  be  some  little  difference  from 
the  one  being  an  insolvent  estate  and  the 
other  not ;  but  the  great  difference  arose 
from  the  circumstances  to  which  he  had 
referred.  There  were  two  branches  of 
every  Bill  on  this  subject — the  one  which 
dealt  with  the  voluntary  system  under 
which  creditors  wound  up  estates  for 
themselves,  and  the  other  with  the  com- 
pulsory system.  If  the  creditors  wished 
to  wind  up  an  estate  for  themselves 
under  deed  of  arrangement,  or  under  the 
trustee  system  of  Scotland,  it  was  quite 
proper  that  they  should  be  allowed  to  do 
80.  But  for  that  purpose  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary to  give  the  powers  of  a  judicial 
establishment.  He  could  not  help  think- 
ing there  was  too  much  in  the  shape  of 
trustees  and  officials  in  the  Bill.  There 
were  very  many  .clauses  of  the  Bill  which 
would  require  great  consideration  in  the 
Select  Committee,  and  it  would  be  neces- 
sary also  to  go  through  the  Bill  in  that 
House  after  it  had  come  from  the  Com- 
mittee. One  great  cause  of  expense,  and 
a  great  evil  in  itself,  was  the  attempt  to 
induce  creditors  to  make  personal  attacks 
on  the  bankrupt  for  the  purpose  of  pun- 
ishing him  because  they  had  lost  their 
money.  But  punishment  was  quite  dis- 
tinct from  the  collection  of  debts,  and  the 
two  things  should  be  kept  entirely  sepa- 
rate. He  was  not  at  all  sanguine  about 
the  success  of  this  measure,  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  right  when  he  said 


that  it  would  probably  be  foun4  not  satis- 
factory— ^it  would  probably  add  one  more 
to  the  list  of  failures  which  had  character- 
ized all  attempts  at  legislation  on  this  sub- 
ject. If  the  Bill  should  come  before  their 
Lordships  from  the  Select  Committee,  he 
would  propose  several  Amendments  which, 
in  his  opinion,  would  be  required  for  put- 
ting the  measure  on  a  better  footing. 

The  LOKD  CHANCELLOE,  in  reply, 
said,  there  were  one  or  two  points  which 
had  been  adverted  to  on  which  he  wished 
to  avoid  misunderstanding.  In  the  first 
place,  he  wished  to  observe  that  it  should 
not  be  supposed  that  the  Bill  had  been  pre- 
pared in  any  haste,  for  it  had  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  draftsmen  for  nearly  two 
years,  and  had  derived  the  advantage  of 
the  considerable  amount  of  criticism  which 
had  been  passed  on  the  subject  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  near  him  (Lord  Westbury)  had  re- 
ferred to  the  manner  in  which  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  bankrupt's  estate  was 
clogged  by  officials,  and  the  expense 
thereby  engendered.  With  every  word 
that  had  been  said  on  that  subject  he 
agreed.  These  things  were  the  scandals 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Court— the  question 
was  how  they  were  to  be  removed  ?  Before 
the  Act  of  1861,  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  made  much  the  same  observa- 
tions as  he  had  done  to-night,  and  they  had 
been  frequently  made  by  the  whole  com- 
mercial community.  But  what  were  the 
remedies  which  the  commercial  community 
proposed,  and  had  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  sufficiently  weighed  those  reme^ 
dies?  Why,  seventy  delegates,  representing 
thirty-six  Chambers  of  Commerce,  had  said 
that  a  thorough  reform  in  the  Law  of  Bank- 
ruptcy was  needed,  with  a  view  to  a  speedy 
distribution  of  the  estate  and  the  suppres- 
sion of  fraud,  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Scotch  Law  had  proved  eminently  satis- 
factory in  accomplishing  those  objects,  and 
that  in  any  measure  for  the  reform  of  the 
Law  of  Bankruptcy  those  provisions  should 
be  copied  as  closely  as  possible.  This  is 
what  the  Bill  proposed  to  do:  all  the 
creditors  would  have  to  do  would  be  to 
bid  the  officials  of  the  court  "  farewell," 
to  appoint  their  own  trustee,  and  make 
their  own  bargain  for  the  collection 
of  the  estate,  and  over  that  trustee  they 
would  have  their  own  inspectors.  The 
expenses  now  so  much  complained  of 
might,  he  thought,  be  reduced  to  the  level 
of  those  in  Scotland.  By  a  very  accurate 
Eetum  it  appeared  that  the  total  ordinary 
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nses  were  about  141  per  cent,  and  if 
e   occasional    and    extraordinary  ex- 
es were  added  the  amount  would  be 
per  cent,  which  was    the    highest 
er  any  circumstances.   The  commercial 
munity  said  —  ''We  desire   nothing 
r  than  to  collect  the  debts  of  our 
tors  on  those  terms;"  and  the  Bill 
posed    to    arm    creditors   with    those 
ers.    But  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
*'  that  will  require  very  little  judicial 
chioery/'     So  said  he;   and  he  hoped 
t  in  a  short  time  the  judicial  machinery 
uld  be  much  less  indeed  than  it  was  at 
sent.     It  would  therefore  be  very  un- 
,  in  the  expectation  of  that  result,  to 
ep  away  the  existing  judicial  machinery 
the  purpose  of  restoring  it  in  another 
Well,   then,  with  regard  to  the 
gestion  of  a  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy, 
thought  that  nothing  could  be  more 
onvenient    than    to    multiply    special 
rts  for  special  purposes.    If  a  first-class 
ge  were  set  up  to  deal  with  the  law  of 
tor  and  creditor  alone,  you  could  not 
sufficient  work  for  him,  unless  you 
centra  ted  all  the  bankruptcy  business 
London.     Such  a  Judge  must  be  oc- 
ied,  not  with  administrative,  but  judl- 
business.     You  would  not  set  him  to 
the  work  of  an  accountant ;  he  must 
with  grave  and  solemn  questions  of 
which  alone  would  not  employ  the 
e  of  a  superior  Judge.     Agaiu,  nothiug 
Id  be  more  delusive  than  to  compare, 
his  noble    and   learned    Friend    (the 
ter  of  the  Rolls)  had  compared,  the  ex- 
se  of  administering  estates  in  Chancery 
of  administering  insolvent  estates  in 
kruptcy.    In  Chancery  there  was  little 
0  controversy  about  debts  or  about  the 
duct  of  a  trader  ;  no  questions  arose 
ecting  a  trader's  discharge ;  and  to  set 
la  sort  of  Vice  Chancellor  in  Bankruptcy 
h  an  army  of  chief  clerks,  who  would 
ome  Judges  themselves  in  a  short  time, 
Id  be,  instead  of  an  improvement,  a 
at  evil.     The  chief  evils  of  the  existing 
tern  of  bankruptcy  were  the  evils  of  too 
ch  official  interference  and  too  great 
ense.     In  that  sentence  all  the  defects 
he  Law  of  Bankruptcy  were  comprised ; 
the  best  way  was  to  make  the  credi- 
themselves  the  masters  of  the  estate, 
|ough  the  intervention  of  a  trustee  ap- 
nted  by  themselves  to  admininter  it. 

otion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
ole  House  on  the  First  Sitting  Day 
the  lUcesi  at  JSaster, 

The  lard  Chancellor   ' 


Baitebttptct  Bill  (No.  31),  and  Juno- 
iCEirr  Dbbtobs  Bill  (No.  32),  read  2*  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  eotnmitted  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
First  Sitting  Day  after  the  Recess  at 
Easter. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  March  23,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — Nbw  Mbicbbb  Sworn— Edward 

Aldam  Leatham,  esquire, /or  Huddersfleld. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee — Abht  Ein* 

MAXES. 

ResoltUions  [March  20]  reported, 

Wats  and  Means — considered  in  Committee — 
Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000). 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered — Perth  and  Brechin 
Prorisional  Orders  Confirmation  *  ;  Petty  Ses- 
sions  and  Lock-up  Houses,  Ac* 

First  Reading — Perth  and  Brechin  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  *  [74]  ;  Pett/  Sessions 
and  Lock-up  Houses,  &o.^  [75]. 

Second  Reading — Land  Writs  Registration  (Scot- 
land) *  [56] ;  Indian  Railway  Companies  * 
[55]  ;  Inclosure  *  [73] ;  Marine  Mutiny  ;  Re- 
gistration of  Writs  (Scotland)  [62]. 

Committee — Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  •  [54} 

Report — Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  *  [54]. 

rAtrdjRea<&'n^— (£362,308  10«.9<f.)  Consolidated 
Fund.* 

THE  IRISH  CHURCH  ESTABLISHMENT. 

NOTICE. 

Mr.  GLADSTOI^E  :  The  Motion,  Sir, 
that  I  propose  to  make  on  the  subject  of 
the  Irish  Church  will  be  in  the  form  of 
three  Kesolutions  to  be  moved  in  Com- 
mittee on  Acts  relating  to  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland,  and  the  terms  of  the 
three  Resolutions  will  be  these — 

"  Resolved, — 

'*  I.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland 
should  cease  to  exist  as  an  Establishment,  due 
regard  being  had  to  all  personal  interests  and  to 
all  individual  rights  of  property." 

^  2.  That,  subject  to  the  foregoing  considera- 
tions,  it  is  expedient  to  prevent  the  creation  of 
new  personal  interests  by  the  exercise  of  any 
public  patronage,  and  to  confine  the  operations  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  of  Ireland  to 
objects  of  immediate  necessity,  or  involving  indi- 
vidual rights,  pending  the  final  decision  of  Par- 
liament/' 

"  3.  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  humbly  to  pray  that,  with  a  view 
to  the  purposes  aforesaid,  iler  Majesty  would  be 
graciously  pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  Par- 
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liament,  Her  interest  in  the  temporalities  of  the 
Archbishoprics,  Bishoprics,  and  other  Eoolesias- 
tioal  Dignities  and  Benefices  in  Ireland,  and  in 
the  costod/  thereof." 

I  give  notice  that  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of  asking  the  Government,  either  to-day 
or  to-morrow,  as  may  best  suit  them, 
"Whether  it  would  be  compatible  with  their 
view  of  the  state  of  Public  Business  to 
afford  any  assistance  for  the  discussion  of 
this  Motion,  and,  possibly,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Pirst  Minister  of  the  Crown 
will  now  be  pleased  to  say  what  view  he 
takes  of  that  matter  ?  In  case  it  should 
not  be  in  the  power  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  afford  such  assistance,  I 
should  then  feel  it  my  duty  to  endeavour 
to  bring  it  on  the  first  day  on  which  I 
could  regularly  propose  it,  and  I  believe 
that  would  be  Friday  next,  and  I  should 
further  give  notice  of  it  as  an  Amendment 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  quite  regular  that  I  should  give 
the  required  information  to  the  House ;  but 
I  apprehend  that  it  is  for  their  conve- 
nience that  I  should  do  so,  and,  with  their 
indulgence,  I  will  do  so  at  once.  I  require 
no  time  at  all  to  consider  the  course  which 
we  ought  to  take  ;  and  I  need  not  tell  the 
House  that  where  Notices  of  this  charac- 
ter are  given  by  one's  opponents,  one's 
natural  feeling  is  to  meet  them  as  soon  as 
we  are  permitted  by  the  state  of  the  Public 
Business  and  other  considerations  respect- 
ing the  convenience  of  the  House.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  state  of 
Public  Business,  as  is  well  known  to  the 
House,  is  not  very  satisfactory  at  present ; 
but  I  will  take  the  House  into  counsel.  I 
feel  that  with  their  assistance  we  might 
be  able  to  do  all  that  is  necessary  and  yet 
meet  the  wishes  and  convenience  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  of  primary 
importance  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  should  take  a 
Vote  for  men  to-night.  If  the  House 
will  grant  them  he  will  be  able  to  bring 
in  the  Mutiny  Bill,  and  then  there  would 
be  fair  time,  without  interfering  with  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
carry  it  through ;  and  Gentlemen  who 
wished  to  enter  into  any  discussion  upon 
the  Mutiny  Bill  would  have  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity when  it  goes  into  Committee.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  House  will  give 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vote  to-night ; 
and  in  that  case  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to 
make  a  fair  and  reasonable  arrangement 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  .  The  day 
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that  I  should  propose  would  be  this  day 
week.  But  on  this  day  week  the  Irish 
Keform  Bill  is  placed  for  a  second  reading. 
Now,  it  has  been  to  me  an  object  of  great 
importance  that  the  second  reading  should 
take  place,  and  that  the  question  should 
be  advanced  with  a  view  of  ensuring— 
with  other  arrangements  in  respect  of  other 
Bills — the  dissolution  of  Parliament  at  the 
beginning  of  the  next  year.  Any  great 
delay  with  the  Irish  Eeform  Bill  would  be 
an  obstacle  to  that  result.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  have  considered  the  subjeot, 
and  though,  if  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  be  not 
read  a  second  time  on  Monday,  it  cannot 
be  proceeded  with  before  the  holidays, 
still  we  should  be  able  to  obtain  that  result 
in  this  manner.  I  assume  that  the  House 
has  consented  to  the  principle  of  Com 
missioners  examining  the  boundaries  of 
boroughs  in  Ireland.  I  apprehend  that 
principle  was  virtually  acceded  to  by 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  of  last  year; 
and  in  that  case  I  would  follow  the 
example  of  1831  and  1832,  and  at  once 
appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  examine 
the  boundaries  of  the  Irish  boroughs. 
They  would  proceed  with  their  labours, 
and  by  that  means  we  should  obtain  such 
progress  that  the  dissolution  would  not  be 
interfered  with.  Although  I  propose  a 
Royal  Commission  for  the  boundaries  of 
the  Irish  boroughs,  I  should  still  not  issue 
it  without  previously  bringing  before  the 
House  the  names  of  the  three  Commis- 
sioners I  propose,  and  without  their  sanc- 
tion I  certainly  should  not  advise  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  insert  their  names.  At  the  same 
time,  the  names  will  be  such  as  I  have  no 
doubt  would  recommend  themselves  to  the 
unanimous  approval  of  the  House.  Well 
then.  Sir,  if  we  can  only  get  this  Vote  to- 
night, and  come  to  this  arrangement  about 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,  we  shall  be 
able  to  give  Monday  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  without  so  far  interfering 
with  the  progress  of  business  as  to  pre- 
vent  those  arrangements  for  the  dissolu- 
tion which  we  have  had  in  contemplation. 
Well  then.  Sir,  there  is  only  one  other 
consideration  that  we  must  not  lose  sight 
of,  and  that  is — that  fair  notice  shall  be 
given  to  the  House  on  a  subject  which 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  is  one  of 
paramount  importance;  a  longer  notice, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  should  be 
given  in  order  that  the  House  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  it,  and 
the  country  should  be  made  acquainted 
with  it.    Butt  looking  at  tJb^^  ^^si^^^d^sisoK.^ 


Ndnfy^Flogging  <m  Board      {COMUONS ) 


^Af'^Afotfrifo." 


the  House,  which  I  think  ought  always 

be  considered.  I  shall  give  Monday  to 

le  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and,  if  the  de- 

ite  terminates  on  the  following  Friday, 

I  shall  propose  then  that  we  adjourn  for 

\e  holidays ;  because  after  a  struggle  of 

tat  kind  there  would,  I  think,  be  no  use 

Ltering  upon  the  next  week  for  business. 

it,  of  course,  I  resenre  to  myself  the 

;ht  of  taking  such  a  course  as  the  state 

business   may  render  necessary ;   and 

Lth  this  explanation,  which  I  hope  will 

>Te  satisfactory,  we  shall  be  prepared  to 

leet  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 

|a]i  on  Monday. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  As  far   as  I  am 

jncerned,  I  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

|an.     The  arrangement  that  he  proposes 

perfectly  satisfactory.     I  presume  that 

he  gets  the  Vote  for  the  men  to-night 

will  go  forward  with  the  Mutiny  Bill 

once,  so  as  to  dispose  of  the  Committee 

the  Bill  during  the  present  week. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  That  is  my  present 

Itention. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  With  regard  to 
lat  has  been  said  on  the  question  of  the 
{"ish  Borough  Boundaries,  we  cannot  ex- 
^ct  that  every  gentleman  will  surrender 
^ery  opinion  he  may  entertain  on  that 
Ibject ;  but  I  confess  it  appears  to  me 
[at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  acting 
lite  within  the  discretion  in  his  province 
id  that  of  the  Government  if  he  thinks 
to  appoint  a  Commission  upon  the  au- 
[ority  of  the  Executive,  and  presents  it 
part  of  his  plan.  I  do  not  conceive 
[at  any  practical  objection  can  arise  to 
|e  course  that  he  proposes. 

:VISION   OF    RAILWAYS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BAZLEY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
|k  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 

iteshead.  If  he  will  delay  any  further 
[oceeding  with  the  Bill  for  the  revision 

Railways  till  after  Easter  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HUTT  was  understood 
say,  that  he  was  anxious  to  proceed 

Lth  the  Bill  as  rapidly  as  possible,  but 

was  in  the  hands  of  the  House. 

InAVY— FLOGGING   ON   BOARD   THE 
'*  FAVOURITE."-.QUESTION. 

Mr.    Serjeant    GASELEE    said,    he 

uld  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 

miralty,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a  sea- 

on  board  the  Favourite  died  under 

Le  operation  of  flogging ;  and,  whether  it 

i  known  to  thi  surgeon  of  the  ship  that 

Mr,  JHtraeK 


he  was  at  the  time  labouring  under  a 
disease  of  the  heart  ? 

Mr.  CO  ret  :  Sir,  in  answering  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me,  as 
it  has  reference  to  a  case  which  has  ex- 
cited a  very  painful  interest,  to  read  some 
extracts  from  documents  which  the  Admi- 
ralty have  received  on  the  subject.  The 
Senior  Lieutenant  of  Her  Majesty's  ship 
Favourite  says  in  his  Official  Report— 

"  In  oomplianoe  with  your  memorandum  of  the 
19ih  of  October,  regarding  the  oircumstaneei 
with  which  I  am  acquainted  of  the  death  of 
George  Addison,  I  have  the  honour  to  report  that 
on  the  evening  of  the  18th  of  October,  about 
6.30  p.m.,  George  Addison  was  reported  to  ma 
drunk,  and  on  seeing  him  on  the  quarter-deck* 
in  the  presence  of  the  officer  of  the  watch  and  the 
master-at-arms,  I  ordered  him  under  the  sentry's 
charge  on  the  starboard  side  of  the  steerage 
abreast  the  mainmast.  His  manner  was  so  vio- 
lent and  noisy  that  1  considered  it  necessary  that 
he  should  be  gagged  (which  was  done  about  6.55 
p.m.)  to  prevent  him  making  a  disturbance  in  the 

ship The  time  that  elapsed  between 

the  gag  being  applied  and  removed  was,  to  the 
best  of  my  belief^  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour.  I 
then  reported  the  case  to  you,  and  you  ordered 
me  to  send  the  master-at-arms  on  shore  to  search 
for  a  man  breaking  his  leave.  The  sergeant  had 
charge  during  the  absence  of  the  master-at-arms, 
and  visited  the  prisoner  in  the  steerage  several 
times.  At  about  8.30  p.m.  the  Assistant-Surgeon 
was  called  away  from  the  ward  room." 

At  nine  o'clock,  when  the  Assistant-Sur- 
geon visited  the  unfortunate  man,  he 
found  that  life  was  extinct.  The  Surgeon 
of  the  ship  reported  as  follows: — 

*'  I  have  the  honour  to  inform  youlhat  the  man 
mentioned  (George  Addison)  was  brought  on 
board  at  6.30  p.m.  on  the  18th  of  October,  1867, 
in  a  violent  state  of  excitement  from  drink.  As 
this  man  was  observed  by  the  sergeant  of  Marines 
to  be  unusually  quiet  the  medical  officer  on  board 
was  called  to  see  him  at  8.30  p.m.,  when  he  found 
that  life  was  extinct.  From  a  reference  to  the 
Sick  Journal  I  find  that  this  man  has  been  nine 
times  on  the  sick  list  for  periods  varying  from  two 
days  to  sixty-two  days,  and  that  ho  had  suffered 
from  scrofula,  and  from  lung  and  heart  disease. 
.  .  .  I  am  of  opinion  that  this  man's  death 
resulted  from  disease  of  the  heart,  accelerated  by 
the  use  of  the  alcoholic  poison  ;  and  probably,  also, 
by  the  use  of  the  gag  employed  to  quiet  him." 

On  the  circumstances  heing  reported  to 
Vice  Admiral  Sir  G.  R.  Mundy  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  was  ordered  to  be  held  by  Captain 
Hamilton,  of  Her  Majesty's  ship  Sphinx y 
and  Captain  Hey  sham,  of  Her  Majesty's 
ship  Fawn,  who  made  the  following  Re- 
port:— 

"  First,  That  there  appears  to  have  been  no- 
thing  unusual,  according  to  the  custom  of 'the 
servioe^  in  giving  the  order  to  gag  the  late  George 
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AddUon  ;  noMid,  thtt  the  medical  eTtdenoe 
point!  direotl;  at  the  impioprietj  of  the  form  of 
the  gag  whioh  wu  uwd,  in  which  ne  fullf  coDOur, 
beiieTing  alio  tliat  the  gag  waa  too  tightly  drawn. 
Third,  That  there  ii  no  reneon  to  attribute  inMn- 
tional  orueltj  or  want  of  canaideratian  to  George 
Addiion  on  the  part  of  Williun  Dawtiy,  the  maa- 
ter-at-anni,  who  applied  the  gig.  Fourth,  That 
no  precautiooary  meaauret  appear  lo  have  been 
neglected  ai  regarda  the  Ti«itslio[i  of  the  priaouer 
b;  the  police.  Fifth,  That  there  ia  no  evidence  to 
ihow  that  anjone  on  board  luapeoted  that  the 
priioner  was  dead  until  the  eergeaut  aeat  for  tbe 
AiitataDt. Surgeon.  Sixth,  That  the  medioal  otB- 
cen  appointed  to  uaiat  ua  in  ttui  inrsatigation 
cmour  in  then  opioioDi." 
Dr.  Kaye,  the  coroner  for  the  island,  who 
attended  the  inquiiy  on  board  the  Favour- 
iU,  by  expreu  inritation,  ezpresaed  him* 
self  satUfied  that  the  endence  adduced, 
and  especially  that  given  by  the  two  me- 
dical officers,  proved  that  the  ratui  having 
died  while  under  restraint  was  a  perfectly 
accidental,  although  untoward,  event. 
Under  these  circumstances.  Vice  Admiral 
Sir  G.  R.  Mundj,  in  reporting  the  ease  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty,  said — 

"  I  beg  to  aute  that  CnpUin  Shcrtt  tuu  in- 
formed ma  that  the  abip'i  oompanf  bare  been 
ntiiBed  vith  the  inqnirf  tvhioh  hai  been  inati- 
luted,  and  truat  their  Lordahipi  will  consider 
tbat  tbe  whole  caae  haa  been  dealt  with  b;  me  in 
a  manner  luitable  to  iti  reqairemeDts." 
But  it  appeared  to  us  that  this  very  pain- 
ful case  required  further  investigation,  | 
and,  accordingly,  a  Court  martial  was  di' 
rccted  to  be  held  on  the  First  Lieutenant 
and  upon  the  master-at-arms  for  thi 
slaughter  of  Addison.  The  result  of  that 
Court  martial,  which  was  held  in  January, 
was  that  both  prisoners  were  fully  acquit- 
ted. I  was  entirely  ignorant  of  the  foot 
that  "gagging"  was  practised  in  the  navy, 
and  on  my  attention  being  drawn  to  the 
subject,  an  Admiralty  Order  was  issued 
prohibiting  tbe  practice  for  the  future,  and 
ordering  that  men  when  noisy  and  violent 
should  be  confined  in  cells. 

ARMY  —  MORTALITY  IK  THE  86Ta  RE- 
GIM  ENT.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  OTWAT  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secreteiy  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  has  received  further  information  re- 
specting the  mortality  in  the  S6th  Regi- 
ment, lately  landed  in  tbe  Mauritius,  and, 
whether  he  has  token,  or  intends  to  take, 
any  steps  for  tbe  removal  of  the  Regiment 
during  the  epidemic  io  that  island  ? 

Sia  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
hoped  to  have  received  the  OfScial  Des- 
patches  from  the  Mauritios  that  morning; 


but  up  to  the  hour  at  which  he  had  come 
down  to  the  House  they  had  not  arrived. 
The  question  was  one  entirely  for  the  de- 
cision of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  but 
doubtless  a  very  strict  inquiry  wonid  be 
made  into  tbe  whole  of  the  ciroumstancea 
connected  with  the  caae.  He  could  not, 
however,  conceal  his  spprehension  that  is 
allowing  the  troops  to  land  when  they  did, 
a  very  serious  error  had  been  committed. 

IRELAND— DUTY  ON  SPIRIT  UOEKSES. 

QUESTION. 

Qenebal  DTJyNE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretory  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther a  lai^  increase  haa  not  been  made 
to  the  Duty  on  Spirit  Licenses  in  Irelandi 
and,  if  so,  by  what  aothorily,  and  under 
what  Act  of  Parliament  ? 

Ms.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Excise  License  Act  required  that 
the  Duty  should  be  charged  according  to 
the  rent  or  annual  value  of  the  house. 
Qreat  complaints  having  been  made  by 
applicants  for  new  licensee,  that  they  were 
charged  on  a  higher  basis  than  the  holders 
of  old  licenses,  inquiry  was  made,  and  it 
was  found  that  publicans  and  spirit  grooeri 
of  old  standing  bad  not  in  many  cases 
been  charged  additional  Duty  from  time 
to  time  in  proportion  to  the  iDcreosed 
I  value  of  property.  The  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Revenue  accordingly  gave  orders 
that  from  October  last  all  holders  of  Ii- 
censes  should  be  assessed  on  what  was 
known  as  Griffiths'  valuation,  with  an  ad- 
dition of  one-fourth.  Complaints  of  over- 
assessment  were  in  consequence  made, 
amounting  to  587,  but  in  342  cases  the 
now  assessment  bad  been  confirmed;  in 
thirty-six  cases  it  had  been  reduced ;  and 
in  209  it  had  been  stiU  further  increased 
— the  rents  actually  paid  having  been 
foimd  to  exceed  the  new  valuation. 

ARMY— MILITARY  PRISONS. 


Ma.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  the  Resolaticn  passed 
by  the  Justices  assembled  at  the  lost  Mi- 
chaelmas Quarter  Besstans  of  tbe  county 
of  Berks  has  been  taken  into  consideration, 
according  to  promise,  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  as  follows : — 

"  Reaolved,  That  it  ia  the  opinion  of  thii  Cotirt 
that  it  ia  uujuat  that  Militarr  pHtonen  be  aant 
to  Reading  Gaol  aa  long  ^  tfaere  ii  tq&til  ^s« 
tbem  Id  ths  MiUtan  ^'nwk*''- "^^^ '"^'''^^  "^ 
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I,  whether,  in  any  case,  if  the  "War 
ice  resorts  to  such  a  practice,  they 
^ht  not  at  least  to  pay  to  the  county 

same  proportion  of  expense  for  the 

and  establishment  of  the  gaol  as  is 
id  by  the  borough  making  use  of  the 
inty  gaol  in  the  same  way  ? 
Im  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
I,  the  rule  of  the  Army  was  that  sol- 
ars sentenced  to  imprisonment  only  were 
ifined  in  the  Military  prisons,  but  when 

sentence  was  imprisonment  and  dis- 
[ssal  from  the  army  at  the  end  of  the 

I,  offenders  in  those  cases  were  always 
it  to  the  county  gaols.     With  respect  to 

amount  paid  for  their  maintenance,  it 
[s  settled  by  the  Act  of  1863.     It  was 

in  his  power  to  authorize  any  depar- 
[e  from  those  rules. 

Irter  king  at  arms.— question. 

[b.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  wished 

|ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
has   any  objection    to  explain   to  the 

[use — seeing  that  the  Government  last 
don  obtained  a  Vote  (Class  5,  Vote  20) 
expenses  of  Garter  King  at  Arms  and 

jcount  Sydney,  in  investing  the  King  of 
Belgians  with  the  Order  of  the  Garter, 

|,020  11«.  td.  Expenses  investing  Kings 
Portugal  and  Denmark  and  Grand  Duke 
Hesse  with  the  Order  of  the  Garter, 

1,537  35.  10(?. :  total,  £3,657  15«.  4ef.— 
he  asked,  on  Monday,  the  17th  in- 
it,  for,  and  obtained,  a  Vote  under 
head  of  Civil  Service  Excesses  (Item 

1. 12,  Special  Missions,  £10,224 17«.  5i.), 

Icribed  as — 

Chiefly  due  to  the  expenses  of  Mr.  Rassam's 
Ision  to  Abyssinia,  and  of  investing  the  Kings 
{Belgium,  Portugal,  and  Denmark,  and  the 
Ind  Duke  of  Hesse,  with  the  Order  of  the 
fter  ?" 

[e.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  in 
mosing  that  a  Vote  for  these  items  wis 
[en  in  the  Estimates  last  year.  An  ac- 
[nt  comprising  those  and  other  items 
the  previous  year's  expenditure  was  ap- 
ided  to  the  Estimate  of  last  year  for 

purpose  of  showing  the  data  on  which 
[t  Estimate  was  baaed.    The  Vote  taken 

Monday,  the  1 7th,  was  for  excesses  of 

year  er'^ing  March  31,  1867—tho  ex- 
Iditure  under  Vote  20.  Class  5,  having 

ceded  the  Estimate  in  that  year. 

[PULSORY  CHURCH   RATES  ABOLI- 
TION  BILL.— QUESTION. 

^'b.   NEWDBGATE  said,  he  desired 
Mr.  Darly  Griffith 


to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire,  If  he  would  fix 
a  time  after  which  he  would  not  bring 
on  the  third  reading  of  the  Compulsory 
Church  Bates  Abolition  Bill  ?  Since  \t% 
second  reading  it  had  undergone  consider- 
able alteration. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  anxious 
that  the  Bill  should  proceed  to  the  House 
of  Lords  at  a  period  when  that  assembly 
was  not  much  occupied  with  other  busi- 
ness. The  discussion  of  the  Estimates 
would  take  some  time,  and  he  could  not 
hope  to  be  able  to  bring  it  on  before  mid- 
night. He  would  promise  in  any  case  not 
to  proceed  with  it  after  half-past  twelve 
o'clock.  If  any  desire  was  exhibited  for 
general  discussion  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  he  could  not,  of  course,  proceed  with 
it  at  that  hour ;  but  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  permit  him  to  go  on  with  it 
that  evening. 

SALE   OF   LIQUORS   ON   SUNDAY   BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  wished  to 
know,  Whether  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chichester  would,  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  propose  the 
appointment  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
this  Bill,  notice  of  which  stood  on  the 
Paper  for  that  evening  ? 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  consult  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's convenience  and  the  convenience  of 
other  hon.  Members  as  far  as  he  possibly 
could;  but  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
knew  as  well  as  he  did  the  difficulty  which 
attended  the  proposal  of  such  a  Motion  at 
an  early  period  of  the  evening.  He  would, 
however,  promise  not  to  bring  it  on  after 
one  o'clock. 


SUPPLY— ARMY   ESTIMATES. 

^v^^j.Y'^  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

"  That  the  sumber  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceed- 
ing 138,691  Men  (including  9,880,  all  Ranks,  to 
be  employed  with  the  DepOts  in  the  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  of  Regiments 
Serving  in  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions),  be 
maintained  for  the  Service  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  from  the  Ist  day  of 

April  1868  to  the  dlst  day  of  March  1869,  inclu- 
•     it 
sive. 

SiE  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
sure  he  should  not  ask  in  yain  for  the 
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kind  consideration  and  forbearance  of  the 
Committee  whilst  he  proceeded  to  fulfil 
the  somewhat  complicated  duty  of  offering 
some  explanation  to  the  Committee  on  the 
subject  of  the  Army  Estimates.  In  the 
first  place  he  wished  to  remove  an  impres- 
sion, which  he  believed  was  very  general 
both  in  the  House  and  out  of  doors,  that 
the  cost  of  the  army  of  England  for  the 
ensuing  year  would  amount  to£  15,455,450. 
There  was  not  a  newspaper  in  London 
that  had  not,  in  the  last  three  weeks,  con- 
tained remarks  upon  the  Army  Estimates 
for  the  ensuing  year,  in  which  remarks 
it  was  assumed  that  the  cost  would  amount 
to  the  sum  which  he  had  mentioned. 
Only  a  few  nights  ago  the  hon.  Member 
for  Truro  (Captain  Vivian)  asked  him  a 
question  as  to  bringing  forward  these  Esti- 
mates, and  said  that  the  army  expenditure 
would  involve  a  sum  of  £15,500,000. 
He  (Sir  John  Pakington)  could  not  won- 
der at  the  extent  to  which  this  belief  had 
been  prevalent ;  and  he  attached  no  blame 
to  the  public  Press  of  London,  or  to  any 
hon.  Member  who  had  been  led  into  that 
belief.  The  amount  put  in  the  first 
column,  showing  the  aggregate  amount  of 
the^year's  Vote,  was  £15,500,000;  and 
this  was  quite  enough  to  have  led  to  the 
general  impression.  He  thought  that 
members  of  the  Press  and  Members  of  the 
House  could  not  be  blamed  for  having  ab- 
stained from  plunging  into  somewhat  com- 
plicated accounts  to  see  whether  there  was 
any  set-off  to  the  amount  so  charged. 
Further  search  into  the  Papers  before  the 
House  would,  however,  show  that  there 
was  a  deduction  to  be  made  to  the  extent 
of  £1,568,000.  As  an  illustration  of  the 
nature  of  these  details  he  might  mention 
the  fact  that  the  Capitation  Grant  for  the 
forces  which  were  supplied  to  India  alone 
accounted  for  upwards  of  £850,000  of  that 
sum.  He  would  venture  to  suggest  that 
it  was  hardly  fair  that  the  public  should 
be  led  to  suppose  that  the  finances  of  this 
country  were  burdened  to  such  a  large 
extent,  when  in  fact  the  sum  should  be  re- 
duced by  a  very  large  amount.  The  re- 
payments into  the  Exchequer  would  re- 
duce the  charge  of  the  armv  to  consider- 
ably below  £14,000,000.  Without  com- 
plaining at  all  of  the  general  way  in  which 
these  Estimates  were  prepared,  he  must 
say  that  he  thought  it  a  subject  of  regret 
that,  in  summing  up  the  total  of  the  first 
column,  the  ;£1, 568,000  should  not  have 
been  *deduc ted  from  it.  But  this  was  not 
fdl.      For  many  years  it  had  been  the 


practice,  of  the  advisability  of  wliich  ho 
had  much  doubt,  to  include  in  the  Army 
Estimates  the  cost  df  certain  stores  for  the 
use  of  the  navy,  while  the  cost  of  certain 
transports  for  the  army  was  charged  in 
the  itavy  Estimates.  This  practice,  which 
had  been  much  discussed  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  present  century,  de- 
prived the  Admiralty  of  any  control  over 
the  charge  for  the  naval  stores,  and  the 
Minister  for  War  of  any  control  over  the 
cost  of  transport.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Huntingdon  (General 
Peel)  in  his  Statement  last  year  said,  if  he 
recollected  right,  that  the  balance  between 
the  cost  of  these  transports  and  stores 
amounted  to  £270,000.  This  year  the 
difference  was  less.  The  cost  of  naval 
stores  provided  for  in  the  Army  Estimates 
was  £494,138,  the  cost  of  army  transport 
included  in  the  Navy  Estimates  £424,791, 
so  that  the  difference  was  this  year  only 
£69,347.  Still,  the  difference  was  very 
nearly  £70,000,  and  that,  he  was  bound 
to  say,  was  a  very  large  amount,  and  the 
system  of  which  it  was  the  result  was  cer- 
tainly open  to  very  serious  objection.  He 
had  been  struck  with  the  anomaly,  while 
preparing  the  Navy  Estimates  of  last  year, 
and  also  while  preparing  the  Army  Esti- 
mates this  year.  He  had  received  a  cer- 
tain account  of  the  transport  of  the  army ; 
but  had  no  means  of  checking  it  and  no 
means  of  controlling  it.  The  matter  had 
been  long  discussed ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  better  course  would  be  to  include 
the  stores  for  the  navy  in  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates, and  the  transport  charges  in  the 
Army  Estimates.  But  the  Army  Esti- 
mates had  also  to  bear  nearly  £120,000 
for  the  cost  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  by  four 
companies  of  Eoyal  Engineers  ;  and  when 
all  items  not  properly  chargeable  against 
the  army  were  deducted  from  the  gross 
total,  the  result  was  a  net  demand  on  the 
country  of  £13,699,455,  an  enormous 
figure,  but  still  greatly  below  the  supposed 
expenditure  of  £15,500,000;  it  might  be 
regarded  as  £1,750,000  less  than  the  sum 
which  the  House  and  the  country  had 
supposed  to  be  the  real  cost  of  the  army. 
Still,  the  expenditure  was  certainly  enor- 
mous, and  imposed  upon  those  who  were 
responsible  for  the  administration  of  the 
army  a  necessity  of  conducting  it  with  the 
utmost  possible  economy,  consistent  with 
an  efficient  service.  He  hoped,  before 
concluding,  to  convince  the  House  that  it 
had  been  his  sincere  desire  to  reduce  the 
expenditure  of  the  ana^  ^>&:^^s^.'^e^ 
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rest  limits.     Whether  the  re-pa3rment8 

which  he  had  alluded  were  deducted 

I  not,  the  Estimates  4for  the  current  year 

|re  not  very  much  larger  than  those  of 

|t  year.     They  exceeded  the  Estimates 

last  year  in  gross  by  £203,200.     That 

accounted  for  by  the  increase  of  the 

>itation  Grant  to  the  Volunteer  force, 

increase  in  the  number  of  the  Militia, 

the  increase  in  the  Survey  Depart- 

|nt.     The  cost  of  Survey  for  the  current 

would  be  £30,000  over  the  expendi- 

of  the  last  year.    The  number  of  men 

very  slightly  increased.     The  number 

[men  voted  last  year  for  the  army  was 

r,245,  which  included  a  certain  force 

the  Straits  Settlements.   The  intention 

raise  that  regimeut  had  been  abandoned, 

instead  of  it  they  proposed  this  year 

I  borrow  from  the  Indian  government 

men,  a  portion  of  whom  would  go  in 

of  our  forces  at  Hong  Eoug.     The 

iber  of  men  he  would  ask  the  Com- 

^tee  to  vote  this  year  was  137,530, 

ig  ouly  285  more  than  last  year.     In 

Ite  3  the  Committee  would  notice  a  de- 

|ase  of  £73,100,  mainly  in  consequence 

le  large  amount  of  goods  in  store ;   but 

would  mention  incidentally  that  the 

)enses  of  the  clothiog  establishments 

being   curtailed.      The  amount  of 

Vote  last  year  was  £496,900,  and 

year  £570,000.     In  Vote  4,  relating 

larrack  establishments,  the  Committee 

lid    notice    an  increase   of   £60,300, 

[sed  by  the  Eenian  alarm  of  last  year. 

te  7,  the  Vote  for  Hospital  establish- 

its,    amounted    to  £380,771— an   in- 

tse  on  last  year  of  £105,200.     This, 

^ever,  was  merely  an  apparent  increase 

[sed  by  the  transfer  of  certain  charges 

Vote  I  to  Vote  7.    These  seven  Votes 

tediately  arose  out  of  the  number  of 

in  the  army,  and  having  disposed  of 

|m,  he  would  proceed  to  a  subject  of 

great  interest  to  all  branches  of  the 

rice — the  subject  of  retirement.     The 

tmittee,  which  was  ably  presided  over 

m  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Childers), 

which  had  dealt  with  this  question  as 

iffected  the  Artillery  and  Engineers, 

made  certain  recommendations  in  their 

)ort  which  he  did  not  feel  justified  in 

iorsing.     He  objected  to  them  for  three 

ions.     If  they  were  carried  out  the 

)en8e  would  be  very  great ;  the  result 

Id  be  to  withdraw  from  the  service  of 

Artillery  and  Engineers  a  great  num- 

of  the  best  ofScers  just  in  their  prime, 

when  most  likdy  to  be  of  service  to 

Sir  John  PaJdngton 


the  country ;  and  a  feeling  of  dissatisfac* 
tion  would  be  engendered  among  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Line.  In  fact,  officers  in  the 
Artillery  and  Engineers  would  be  offered  a 
pecuniary  inducement  to  retire;  and  officers 
in  other  departments  of  the  service  would 
feel  aggrieved  that  they  were  not  similarly 
situated.  It  was  evident  that  the  recom* 
mendations  of  the  Committee  could  not  be 
carried  out  unless  they  were  accompanied 
by  very  extensive  changes  in  the  whole 
system  of  remunerating  the  army,  and  he, 
therefore,  did  not  see  his  way  clear  to 
approve  them.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
was  most  desirable  that  we  should,  as 
soon  as  possible  arrange  some  system  of 
retirement  for  the  scientific  corps,  by 
which  they  would  be  spared  that  stagna- 
tion in  promotion  which  from  time  to  time 
was  inevitable,  from  which  they  had  suf- 
fered before,  and  to  which,  as  matters 
stood  at  present,  they  were  liable  again. 
More  it  was  at  present  impossible  for  him 
to  say,  until  he  had  received  the  opinion 
of  the  actuary  to  whom  he  had  submitted 
the  whole  of  this  matter.  He  hoped  to 
receive  his  calculations  at  an  early  period, 
and  should  then  be  ready  to  bring  the 
matter  before  the  House,  and  to  ask  them 
to  come  to  a  decision.  Another  point  in- 
volved in  the  Beport  of  this  Committee 
was  the  mode  of  recruiting  for  the  army. 
And  here  he  must  offer  congratulations  to 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Huntingdon  (General  Peel) 
on  the  success  which  had  attended  the 
changes  that  he  introduced  last  year.  Out 
of  the  thirty-nine  recommendations  made 
in  the  valuable  Report  of  the  Eecruiting 
Commission,  he  was  in  a  position  to  state 
that  no  less  than  twenty-four  had  been 
carried  into  effect.  Of  those  recommen- 
dations, one  of  the  most  important  was 
that  the  recruiting  should  be  carried  on 
under  the  superintendence  of  an  Inspector 
General,  specially  charged  with  the  con- 
trol of  that  Department.  The  effect  of 
the  changes  which  had  been  introduced 
would  be  apparent  from  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  establishment  voted  and  the 
actual  number  of  men  recruited  in  different 
years.  In  the  year  1861  we  were  only 
129  below  the  establishment;  in  1861-2 
we  were  929  below  the  proper  number ; 
in  1862-3,  8,724;  in  1863-4.  5.606;  in 
1864-5,  5,946;  in  1865-6,  6.884  ;  and  in 
1866-7,  1,358.  In  the  present  year,  on 
the  1st  of  March,  we  were  only  911  men 
below  the  establishment,  and  such  had 
been  the  progress  of  recruiting  during  the 
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present   month  that  not  only  was  there 
reason  to  helieve  that  this  deficit  of  900 
might  he  very  considerahly  reduced ;  but 
he  felt  considerable   doubt  whether  the 
number  would  not  be  above  rather  than 
below  the  Estimate.     Another  still  more 
striking  proof  of  the  effect  of  the  changes 
introduced  by  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  was  afforded  by  the   number  of 
men  re-engaged.     In  the  year  1860-1  the 
re-engagements  were    2,189  in  number  ; 
in   1861-2.2,285;  in   1862-3,  2.750;  in 
1863-4,    2,866;    in   1864-5,    3,970;    in 
1865-6,6,120;  in  1866-7,  3,462  ;  and  for 
the  year  1867-8,  up  to  the  3l8t  of  Decem- 
ber, 1867,  the  re-engagements  had  swollen 
to  the  unprecedented  number  of  26,590. 
In  a  national  point  of  view,   it  might, 
perhaps,   be  a  question,   whether  it  was 
desirable  to  have  a  great  number  of  re- 
engagements  ;  whether  young  men  might 
not  be  better  for  the  State  than  men  who 
had  already  served  some  y^ars.     But  that 
had  not  been  the  poli6y  of  this  country. 
Beyond  all  doubt,  the  policy  of  this  country 
and  the  desire  of  commanding  officers  of 
regiments  had  been  to  obtain  re-engage- 
ments ;  and  that  being  so,  from  the  ex- 
traordinary figures  which  he  had  quoted, 
there  could   be  no  doubt  of  the   signal 
success  of  the  plan  which  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Hun- 
tingdon proposed.      Again,   the   recruits 
enlisted  in  the  last  quarter  of  1866  were 
3,951,  while  the  recruits  enlisted  in  the 
last  quarter  of  1867  were  5,179,  showing 
an  amount  of  increased  activity  and  success 
in  recruiting  which  was  not  to  be  measured 
merely  by  the  number  of  men,   as  the 
Estimates  showed  that  the  amount  ex- 
pended by   way  of  bounty  was  £22,000 
less  in  the   present  than  in  the  former 
year.      A   Eeport    upon    the  subject  of 
Recruiting  had  just  been  presented  to  His 
Eoyal  Highness  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
and  forwarded  to  him  as  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  which  was  in  all  respects  a  most 
satisfactory  document.     One  of  the  recom- 
mendations contained  in  that  Eeport,  which 
he  trusted  would  soon  be  can-ied  out,  had 
reference  to  the  somewhat   discreditable 
circumstances  under  which  of  late  years 
many  of  our  recruits  had  been  engaged, 
especially  to  those  scenes  at  public-houses, 
-which   were   far  from    creditable  to  the 
service,  and  which  every   friend  of   the 
army  must  desire  to  put  an  end  to.   Gene- 
ral Edwards,  of  the  Kecruiting  Depart- 
ment, entered  warmly  into  this  subject, 
and  recommended  the  establishment  of 


recruiting  officers  or  depots  in  most  of  the 
large  towns  in  England.     Two  were  al- 
ready established — one  in  London  and  one 
in  Bristol ;    and  he  was  happy  to  be  able 
to  add  that,  as  far  as  experience  hitherto 
had  extended,  the  recruits  now  being  en- 
gaged were  not  only  more  abundant  in 
number,  but  belonged  to  a  class  of  society 
greatly  in  advance  of  the  recruits  obtained 
in  former  times.      His  hon.   Friend  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  had 
very  much  at  heart  the  carrying  out  of 
one  of  the  recommendations  of  the  Eoyal 
Commission  upon  Eecruiting — that  schools 
should  be  established  in  which  young  men 
might  be  trained  and  reared  for  the  ser- 
vice of   the  army.     The    Commissioners 
dwelt  in  their  Eeport  upon  the  very  great 
success  which  had  attended  the  estaUish- 
ment  of  schools  with  a  kindred  object  for 
the  navy.  But  his  own  opinion  had  always 
been  that  a  comparison  could  not  well  be 
drawn  in  this  respect  between  the  two 
services.    It  was  part  of  the  system  of  the 
navy  that  the  crew  of  every  man-of-war 
should  consist  partly  of  boys;  and  conse- 
quently boys  at  a  very  early  age  were 
admitted  on  board  training-ships,  passed 
from  thence  to  men-of-war,  and,  after  a 
short  period  of  service  as  boys,  entered 
upon  the  books  as  regular  sailors.    In  the 
army,  however,  the  number  of  boys  who 
could  enter  was  exceedingly  limited,  being 
confined  to    drummer-boys,    or  to   those 
otherwise  engaged  as  members  of  the  band; 
and  if  a  school  for  training  boys  in  any 
numbers  were  founded,  the  difficidty  would 
be  to  know  what  to  do  with  them  until 
they  were  of  an  age  to  be  admitted  into 
the  ranks.     The  Eeport  to  which  he  had 
referred  mentioned  two  well-known  estab- 
lishments— the  Eoyal  Military  School  at 
Chelsea  and  the  Eoyal  Hibernian  School 
at  Dublin — and  expressed  regret  that  from 
their  constitution  these  schools  could  not 
be  made  instrumental  in  training  boys  for 
the  army.     He  ventured  so  far  to  differ 
from  the  Eoyal  Commissioners  as  to  think 
that  it  well  deserved  consideration, whether 
it  was  not  possible  to  render  these  estab- 
lishments available  in  training  a  class  of 
young  men  for  the  army,  who  would  make 
most  valuable  non-commissioned  officers, 
adding  very  much  to  the  character,  strength, 
and  efficiency  of  the  service.     No  doubt, 
the  Commissioners  were  quite   right  in 
stating,  that  in  these  two  establishments, 
as  now  constituted,  it  would  not  be  feasible 
to  train  such  a  class  of  young  men ;  and 
I  that  the  boys,  moreoyer,  who  weiAtsAbas^s^ 
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ere  freqaentlj  branched  off  into  various 
rsuits  in  civil  life.  Bat  he  should  cer- 
nly  take  into  serious  consideration,  whe- 
er,  by  changing  the  character  of  these 
ools,  it  might  not  be  possible  to  meet 
ie  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
ssionersy  by  rendering  these  useful 
xiliaries  in  the  supply  of  trained  young 
n  for  the  army  ?  He  now  came  to  touch 

n  another  portion  of  the  subject — that 
ich  had  reference  to  the  auxiliary  and 

rved  forces,  which  consisted  of  the  old 
litia,  the  Yeomanry  Cavalry,  the  Volun- 
rs,  and  the  Enrolled  Pensioners  —  the 
my  of  Keserve.  The  whole  strength  of 
Ie  Militia,  assuming  it  to  be  up  to  its  full 
ota,  was  128,921 ;  that  of  the  Yeomanry 
valry  15,823.  The  number  of  Volun- 
rs  now  enrolled — he  did  not  speak  of 

whole   establishment — was  187,864; 

the  Enrolled  Pensioners,  including  what 

called  the  Army  of  Reserve,  estab- 
bed  by  Lord  Herbert's  Act,  numbered 
,658,  which  would  make  the  number 
0,000.  The  aggregate  of  all  these  forces 

350,658.     In  the  Vote  for  the  Militia 
re  was  an  increase  of  £81,931  on  the 

taken  last  year.  This  increase  arose 
m  two  causes — first  of  all,  following 
t  the  suggestion  made  by  his  right  hon. 
d  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Hunt- 
don  (General  Peel)  last  year,  the  Go- 

ment  had  decided  that  the  Militia 
uld  be  raised  to  its  full  quota.     They 

deemed  it  expedient  to  spread  the 
ition  over  two  years.     They  had  found 

same  facilities  in  recruiting  for  the 
litia  as  they  have  experienced  in  the 
e  of  the  army,  and  nearly  the  required 
mber  of  men  had  come  forward  to  raise 

force  to  the  number  at  which  the  Go- 

ment  had  fixed  it  for  the  present  year; 

second  cause  of  the  addition  to  the 
te  was  that  he  had  determined  that 
ging  money  should  be  given  to  every 
cer  in  the  Militia.  There  had  been  a 
11-founded  complaint  that  some  of  those 
cers  received  lodging  money  while 
ers  did  not ;  and  that  the  apartments  in 
ich  officers  were  billeted  were  not  fit 
ces  to  send  them  to.    He  was  sorry  that 

old  force  was  not  so  strongly  officered 
he  should  wish,  especially  as  regarded 
lower  ranks ;  but  lie  hoped  that  grant- 
lodging  money  to  all  the  officers  would 
e  a  good  efiect  in  the  way  of  filling  up 
ancies.   The  case  of  the  Quarter-master 

been  much  pressed  upon  him  from 
ous  directions,  and  in  a  manner  which 
e  him  feel  that  the  matter  was  one 
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I  deserving  of  his  attention.  He  had  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  those  officers  were 
not  in  the  position    which,   considering 
their  military  rank,   they  ought  to  be, 
and  accordingly  he  had  increased   their 
lodging  money  allowance  from  10«.,  the 
sum  which   Uiey  now  received,  to  14«. 
That  being  extended  to  them  throughout 
the  year  would  put  them  on  a  footing  with 
the  subaltern  officers  of  the  Line.  The  ad- 
ditional expense  incurred  by  these  changes 
raises  the  amount  of  the  Vote  by  the  sam 
of  £81,931.     There  was  another  subject 
with  reference  to  which  he  had  received 
deputations.      Representations    had  been 
made  from  the  counties  of  York  and  Lan- 
caster as  to   a  state  of  things  in  those 
counties,   but  which    he    believed    were 
equally  true  in  respect  of  the  rest  of  Eng- 
land.     He  referred  to  representations  as  to 
the  unsatisfactory,  injurious,  and  demoral- 
izing results  which  followed  from  the  pre- 
sent unsatisfactory  manner  in  which  the 
Militia  were  billeted  in  country  towns. 
He  could  not  imagine  that  there  could  be 
any  serious  difficulty  in  the  way  of  ar- 
ranging that  one  regiment  should  succeed 
another  in  such  a  way  that  accommodation 
could  be  secured  for  the  men  without  re- 
course to  that  very  objectionable  system. 
On  this  subject  it  only  remained  for  him 
to  notice  the  proposals  made  by  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Huntingdon  last  year,  that  30,000  men  of 
the  Militia  should  stand  apart  and  in  ^a 
difierent  organization  from  the  rest,  with 
the  view  of  their  joining  the  Line  when- 
ever it  might  be  necessary  for  them  to  do 
so.     He  begged  to  assure  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  that  he  had  not  lost 
sight  of  the  proposal.     It  was  his  full  in- 
tention to  carry  it  out,  and  the  regulations 
on  the  matter  had  been  drawn  out.    Under 
the  Act  of  last  year  it  was  necessary  that 
those  regulations  should  be  laid  upon  the 
table.      He  was  not  able  to  produce  them 
yet,  and  for  this  reason — the  whole  of  the 
auxiliary  forces  were  about  to  be  placed 
under  the  command  of  one  officer — his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  Colonel  Lindsay ;  and 
he  thought  it  desirable  that  before  those 
regulations  were  laid  upon  the  table,  and 
before  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  com- 
menced his  new  duties  next  month,   he 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  and 
reading  them.     The  regulations  would  be 
laid  upon  the  table  as  soon  as  possible.  As 
to  the  Yeomanry  force,  he  need  not  detain 
the  Committee  by  any  reference  to  that 
branch  of  the  service.  The  next  subject  to 
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which  he  had  to  advert  was  the  condition 
of  the  Volunteer  forcd.  The  Vote  for  this 
force  was  £385,150,  which  was  an  in- 
crease of  £24,150  on  the  Vote  of  last 
year.  The  Capitation  Grants  for  the  Vo- 
lunteers amounted  in  1867-8  to  £205,500 ; 
in  the  current  year  1868-9  they  had  risen 
to  £228,050.  The  efficients  in  1867-8 
were  115,427;  in  the  current  year  they 
were  124,605.  The  extra  efficients  last 
year  were  78,2^5;  this  year  they  were 
90,587.  Last  year  there  had  been  re- 
peated applications  for  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  the  Capitation  Grant  received  by 
each  Volunteer  entitled  to  it ;  and  this 
year  again  he  had  been  pressed  to  make  a 
proposition  on  the  subject.  No  man  felt 
more  highly  than  he  did  the  great  value  of 
the  force,  or  estimated  at  a  higher  value 
the  patriotic  spirit  which  had  called  the 
Volunteers  into  existence,  and  had  since 
maintained  them  at  so  high  a  standard.  A 
number  of  Volunteer  officers  had  drawn 
up  a  Paper  last  year,  in  which  they  ex- 
pressed their  opinion  that  if  the  Capitation 
Grant  were  not  increased  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  force  to  be  maintained,  so 
heavy  were  the  expenses  thrown  on  the 
officers.  He  had  promised  a  consideration 
of  these  representations ;  but  a  few  days 
ago  he  had  been  obliged  to  express  to  a 
large  deputation  his  deep  regret,  after  a 
full  consideration  of  the  question,  the  Go- 
vernment felt  that,  consistently  with  their 
duty,  they  could  not  concede  the  request 
that  had  been  made  to  them.  There  were 
circumstances  which  made  it  impossible 
for  him  to  come  down  to  the  House  and 
apply,  on  the  ground  of  Imperial  necessity, 
for  an  increase  of  the  Capitation  Grant.  In 
1863  the  number  of  the  Volunteers  was 
113,520,  in  1864  it  had  increased  to 
123,707,  in  1867,  133,848,  in  1866  to 
142,849,  and  in  1865  to  155,216.  Again, 
he  found  that  1863  there  were  17  new 
corps  formed  and  28  dissolved ;  in  1864,  6 
formed  and  29  dissolved;  in  1865,  14 
formed  and  18  dissolved  ;  in  1866,  there 
were  12  new  corps  formed  and  9  corps 
dissolved ;  and  in  1867,  there  were  27  new 
corps  formed  and  only  9  corps  dissolved. 
The  only  inference  he  could  draw  from 
these  figures  was  that  the  spirit  which 
laid  the  foundation  of  the  Volunteer  force 
was  still  as  strong  as  ever.  Within  the 
last  fortnight  he  had  been  applied  to  for 
his  sanction  to  the  formation  of  several 
new  corps.  Therefore,  while  the  amount 
received  by  the  Volunteer  force  was 
Bttffioient   to    enable    them   to  maintain 


their  efficiency  and  oarry  on  their  noble 
work  with  vigour,  and  while  the  mem- 
bers of  the  force  were  also  increased, 
he  felt  that  he  should  be  hardly  justi- 
fied in  coming  down  to  the  House  and 
asking  it  to  increase  a  Vote  which  at 
present  appeared  to  be  sufficient  for  the 
purpose  intended.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  had  been  unable  to  increase  the 
Capitation  allowance  to  the  Volunteer 
force.  With  regard  to  the  administration 
of  the  Eeserve  force  he  made  an  alteration, 
which  he  trusted  would  receive  the  appro- 
bation of  the  House.  When  he  came  to 
consider  the  position  of  that  force  he  foijnd 
that  it  consisted  of  four  different  bodies, 
and  was  divided  under  three  distinct  com- 
mands. The  Volunteer  force  was  under 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment, and  subject  to  the  superintendence 
of  one  officer  holding  the  rank  of  colonel 
or  lieutenant  colonel.  The  Militia  was 
under  the  superintendence  and  command 
of  another  officer  of  the  same  position  and 
rank,  and  the  Enrolled  Pensioners  and 
Army  of  Eeserve  were  under  the  command 
of  another  officer  of  the  army.  Thus 
there  were  three  distinct  commands  for 
the  Eeserve  force.  It  appeared  to  him  to 
be  impossible  for  this  force  to  carry  out 
properly  and  legitimately  the  duties  en- 
trusted to  them  in  this  divided  and  un- 
satisfactory state  of  control.  It  seemed 
that  undivided  action  was  desirable,  and 
that  some  greater  and  better  facilities 
for  organization  were  indispensable ;  and 
that  it  would  very  much  tend  to  increase 
the  real  value  and  efficiency  of  these  local 
forces  if  they  were  placed  under  the 
command  of  some  one  officer  of  high  rank 
and  known  military  station,  able  to  regu- 
late and  control  the  whole.  He  received 
quite  lately,  after  having  determined  on 
the  change  he  had  mentioned,  a  letter 
forwarded  from  the  Horse  Guards  strongly 
confirming  the  views  he  had  adopted. 
This  letter  came  from  a  distinguished 
officer,  in  command  of  the  forces  in  the 
northern  districts  of  England — Sir  John 
Garvock — and  was  dated  at  Manchester, 
the  22nd  of  February — 

"  Since  I  assamed  ooromand  of  the  northern 
district,  and  have  become  aware  of  the  large 
number  of  irregular  troops,  Yeomanry,  Militia, 
and  Volunteers,  which  it  contains,  it  has  seemed 
to  me  very  desirable  that  some  plan  should  be 
devised  for  making  them  more  readily  available 
than  they  now  are  in  case  of  emergency.  .  .  . 
The  numbers  approximately  of  the  troops  in 
question  in  the  northern  district  are  as  follows  :-^ 
Yeomanry,  8,000;  MUitia,  26^QQa  \  H^icssBsM**®:*^ 
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1,000  ;  total  86,000.    .   .    .    Orer  these  foroet, 

>wever,  I  exeroiae  no  control,  and  it  is   not 

^cessary,  and   probably  not  desirable,  that  in 

rdinary  times  I  should  do  so.     Assuming,  how- 

l^er,  that  when  called  on  to  act  with  the  regular 

ly  they  would  bo  placed  under  my  command, 

that  of  some  other  selected  ofiBoer,  I  should  be 

to  feel  myself  in  a  position,  if  suddenly 

[rected  to  avail  myself  of  the  general  resources 

the  district,  to  do  so  with  rapidity  and  effect. 

matters  stand  at  present  I  cannot  say  that  I 

feel  myself  in  that  position  ;  I  do  not  think  that 

[ese  scattered  troops  could  be  brought  together 

a  manageable  form  without  very  considerable 

^lay." 

le    circumstance    of   a    general  officer 

iving  the  control  of  all  those  local  forces, 

id  being  fully  able  to  organize  and  place 
lem,  when  necessary,  in  districts  where 
^ey  might  be  made  most  available  for  the 

iblic  service,  would  very  much  tend  to 
[crease  the  value  of  the  forces  on  which 
|e  people  of  this  country  depended  for 

)me  protection.  The  next  Vote  was  one 
the  most  important  in  the  Army  Esti- 
lates.  It  was  the  Vote  for  the  Manufac- 
Iring  Departments  and  the    supply  of 

ilitary  and  Warlike  Stores.  The  amount 
poposed  to  be  voted  under  this  head  was 

,491,370.  The  Vote  had  not,  in  fact, 
langed  in  amount — there  was  an  appa- 
Int  decrease  of  £64,000;  but  it  was  only 
}parent,  for  it  arose  from  the  transfer  of 
jrtain  charges  for  building  to   another 

»te  in  the  Estimates.  The  question  re- 
[ecting  the  supply  of  small  arms  was  one 

lich  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
Huntingdon  explained  last  year,  and  in 

lich  he  took  a  very  vigorous  and  decided 
jrt,  expending  a  large  sum  of  money  in 
Inverting  the  Enfield  rifle  into  a  breech- 

ler  on  the  Snider  principle.  Last  year 
|e  sum  taken  for  conversion  at  Enfield 

18  £90,000,  and  the  sum  expended  for 
|e  same  object  on  the  trade  was  £120,638. 

lis    year    there   would    be   asked   for, 

19,604  for  conversion  at  Enfield,  and 

10,000  for  conversion  by  the  trade.  The 
[neral  result  was  that  last  year  his  right 
In.  and  gallant  Friend  proposed  the 
Inversion  of  221,500  rifles  at  a  cost  of 

110,638,  and  this  year  it  was  proposed 

it  160,000  rifles  should  be  converted  at 
|cost  of  £159,604;  that  would  exhaust 
le  whole  number  of  small  arms  that  we 
|d  capable  of  conversion.     This  led  him 

mention  that  an  important  sub-Com- 

[ttee  sat  last  year,  under  the  presidency 

Colonel    Fletcher,    assisted    by    Earl 

fencer.     The  business  of  the  Committee 

to  decide  to  what  maker  should  be 

"urded  the  prize  for  the  best  arm.   Their 
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Report  would  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  in  a  few  days,  when  it  would  appear 
that  a  large  number  of  the  arms  sent  in 
did  not  comply  with  the  conditions,  and 
consequently    the    prize    had    not    been 
awarded,  and  the  question,  which  was  of 
the  greatest  importance  to  the  country, 
the  best  rifle,  had  not  been  decided.     The 
Committee    had,  however,   consented   to 
renew  its  labours,  which  would  not  be 
confined    to    the    original   conditions    of 
selection;    but  they  would    be    free    to 
consider  and  select  a  more  valuable  nfle, 
if  possible,  than  the  Snider,  which,  how- 
ever, he  believed  to  be  at  present  the 
best   arm  possessed   by  any  country   in 
Europe,  and  which  he  hoped  in  a  short 
time  to  be  able  to  supply  to  all  the  forces. 
From  small  arms  he  now  came  to  artillery. 
The  Vote  for  next  year  in  these  Esti- 
mates   was    £271,144»    including   guns, 
projectiles,  and   targets.     For  the   navj 
the    Vote    was    £494,138.      He    would 
now  ask  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  a  question  of  which  they  had   heard 
very  little  for  some  years — the  wonderful 
advance  which  science  had  been  able  to 
make  in  the  construction  of  heavy  guns. 
Until  last  year  no  attempt  had  been  made 
to  provide  a  new  armament  for  those  forts 
and  defences  in  different  parts  of  the  world 
which  it    had  been   the   policy    of   the 
House  to  adopt.     The  Committee  would 
recollect  that  when  the  Government  of 
Lord  Palmerston  in  1860  determined  to 
adopt  the  system  of  fortifications  which 
was  now  so  frequently  under  discussion, 
it  was  resolved  that  the  home  forts  and 
fortifications  should  be  erected  by  funds 
raised  by  loan,  but  that  the  armament  of 
those  forts  should  be   defrayed  from  the 
Revenue  of  the  year.    The  result  was  that 
the  Kevenue  of  the  year  was  never  asked 
for   those   armaments;    and  he  believed 
that  the  Estimate  of  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Hunting, 
don  (General  Peel)  last  year  was  the  first 
in  which  an  attempt  was  made  to  provide 
an    armament    for    the    fortifications   in 
Bermuda,  Halifax,  and  elsewhere,  which 
had  been  so  many  years  in  construction. 
This  did  not  apply  only  to  fortifications  in 
this    country.      Simultaneously  we   had 
been  erecting  large  works  in  various  parts 
of  the  world  ;  and  both  Malta  and  Gib- 
raltar stood  in  need  of  very  considerable 
strength  in  their  armaments.     Last  year 
the  Estimate  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  provided  ninety-six  guns  for  arma- 
ment purposes,  and  in  the  Estimates  he 
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had  now  the  honour  to  submit  to  the 
House  about  the  same  provision  was  made. 
The  number  provided  this  year  was  ninety- 
seven  guns  of  different  calibre.  But  it 
was  his  duty  to  state  to  the  House  that 
if  we  were  to  provide  adequate  arma- 
ments for  the  fortifications  we  had  created 
in  this  country,  and  in  various  parts  of 
the  world,  we  must  incur  a  very  heavy 
expenditure—  an  expenditure  not  yet  pro- 
vided for,  an  expenditure  not  yet  contem- 
plated. It  would  be  idle  to  pretend  that 
the  Vote  he  had  to  submit  to  the  House 
to-night  to  provide  artillery  for  the  de- 
fence of  this  country  was  even  intended 
to  provide  for  the  requirements  before 
them.  He  must  frankly  state  that  he  be- 
-  lieved  it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  at 
no  distant  day  that  the  armaments  for  the 
fortifications  should  be  made  the  subject 
of  a  distinct  Estimate  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  would  only  now  advert 
for  a  few  moments  to  a  subject  on  which 
his  'hon.  and  gallant  Friend  opposite 
(Major  Anson)  intended  to  found  a  dis- 
tinct Motion.  He  was  so  confident  of  the 
good  object  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
wished  to  accomplish  by  that  Motion  that 
he  would  be  ready  to  meet  him  in  tbe 
fairest  spirit  he  could ;  but  he  did  think 
that  those  immense  manufacturing  estab- 
lishments at  Woolwich  ought  to  be  a  sub- 
ject of  considerable  anxiety  with  the 
House.  They  were  enormous  establish- 
ments, and  involved  an  annual  expendi- 
ture one  year  with  another  of  very  little 
less  than  £1,000,000.  These  establish- 
ments  were  divided  into  four  parts — the 
Gun  Factory,  the  Laboratory,  the  Carriage 
Department,  and  the  Store  Department. 
The  Laboratory  alone  involved  an  annual 
expenditure  of  very  little  less  than 
£500,000.  At  the  head  of  these  four 
establishments  were  four  men  of  high 
scientific  acquirements  and  very  high  cha- 
racter. He  did  not  speak  of  any  one  of 
them  except  in  terms  of  the  highest  re- 
spect, both  for  scientific  acquirements  and 
personal  character;  but  ^om  the  time 
when  he  undertook  his  present  office,  he 
must  confess  he  had  not  felt  satisfied  that 
those  four  establishments  were  subject  to 
a  sufficient  check  and  control^ooking  to 
the  immense  expenditure  with  which 
they  were  intrusted — a  check  such  as  the 
interests  of  the  country  appeared  to  re- 
quire. He  believed  the  public  interest 
would  be  very  much  promoted  if  one 
officer  of  knowledge,  ability,  and  high 
oharaoter  were  placMl  as  the  oommandMit 


^  over  the  whole  four  establishments.  He 
did  not  say  they  were  now  altogether 
without  check ;  but  they  were  not  subject 
to  such  an  amount  of  effectual  check  as  in 
the  interest  of  the  country  or  even  the 
interest  of  the  officers  themselves  they 
ought  to  be  subject  to.  He  should,  there- 
fore, very  seriously  consider  whether  the 
interests  of  the  country  would  not  be  pro- 
moted by  appointing  a  commandant  to 
exercise  control  and  authority  over  the 
whole  of  the  immense  establishments  at 
Woolwich.  With  respect  to  the  cadastral 
Survey,  which  really  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Army  Estimates,  and  concerned 
rather  the  general  interests  of  the  country, 
a  considerable  increase  was  made  in  this 
year*s  Estimates.  It  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  make  that  survey  pro- 
ceed a  little  more  rapidly  than  it  had  done 
during  the  last  few  years,  and  with  that 
view  they  had  decided  to  add  £30,000  to 
the  former  Estimate,  making  it  in  all 
£118,000.  '  He  begged  now  to  reply  to  a 
question  put  by  an  hon.  Member  some 
time  since,  relative  to  the  extension  of  the 
provision  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act. 
The  Act  had  been  found  to  work  benefici- 
ally, and  the  Government  intended  to  take 
a  Vote  in  these  Estimates  for  £20,650  for 
the  erection  of  a  hospital. 

He  now  came  to  the  last  head  to  which 
he  intended  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee,  which  was  Vote  1 8,  for  the 
Administration  of  the  Army.  The  remain- 
ing Votes  related  only  to  the  Non-effective 
Service,  which  did  not  call  for  any  obser- 
vation. The  Vote  for  the  Administration 
of  the  Army  was  £224,000,  being  an  in- 
crease of  £6,000.  A  portion  of  that  in- 
crease arose  from  the  salaries  of  Sir  Henry 
Storks,  £2,000,  and  General  Balfour, 
£1,000,  the  officers  lately  added  to  the 
War  Office,  with  a  view  to  carry  out  the 
Report  of  Lord  Strathnaim.  He  thought 
he  might  say  that  Reform  in  administeriug 
the  Departments  of  the  army  had  been 
more  or  less  a  subject  of  pubUc  attention 
and  anxiety  ever  since  the  Crimean  War. 
It  was  during  that  war  that  the  defects  in 
our  transport  service  and  the  supply 
Department  of  the  War  Office  became 
manifest,  and  they  must  all  remember  the 
anxiety  caused  in  consequence  of  those 
defects.  The  first  occasion  on  which  a 
desire  was  shown  to  alter  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  War  Department  was  when 
Lord  Herbert,  then  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert, 
laid  before  the  Organization  Commission 
of  1860  a  soheme  for  tha  «3^^;kB^s&ssG^^^ 
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officer  to  be  called  the  Director  of  Sup- 
y.  It  was  clearly  the  intention  of  Lord 
erbert,  in  proposing  the  appointment  of 
ch  an  officer,  that  the  supply  Depart- 
|ent  of  the  Army  should  be  placed  under 
e  control  of  one  responsible  officer.  In 
64  a  Committee  was  appointed  to  con- 

er  the  system  of  supply  in  the  army, 
d  before  the  close  of  1865  Lord  Do 
ey  addressed  a  very  able  letter  to  the 
easury,  recommending  a  considerable 
ange  being  effected  in  this  portion  of 
e  administration  of  the  army.  In  that 
|tter  Lord  De  Grey  said — 

The  theory  of  the  present  arrangement  is 
|at  each  local  head  of  a  Department  is  in  direct 
mmunication  with  the  general  oflScer  command- 

;  but  it  would  obviously  work  far  better,  and 
oduce  &r  more  unity  of  action,  both  in  peace 
d  in  war,  if  the  general  ofiScer  commanding 
mmunicated  with  one  head  only,  who  was  ac- 

inted  with  the  organization  of  the  several  De- 
rtments,  and  accustomed  to  control  them.  For 
|ese  reasons,  both  on  account  of  economy  in 
ace  and  cflBciency  in  war,  it  appears  to  Lord 
le  Grey  to  be  necessary  that  the  several  admi- 
jstrative  Departments  should  be  brought  to  a 

us,  both  locally  and  in  this  office/' 

fore  Lord  De  Grey  could  take  any  action 
r  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  these 
ews  he  was  succeeded  in  his  office  by 
e  noble  Lord  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
artington),  who  in  proposing  the  Army 
jstimates  in  1 866  made  the  following  re- 
arks  :  — 

"  I  am  anxious  to  state  to  the  Committee  that 

have  been  for  some  time  convinced  that  the 
iarges  of  some  of  those  establishments  are  no 
|ubt  greater  than  they  ought  to  be ;  but  the 
ily  way  by  which  a  more  economical  system  can 

introduced  is  to  bring  them  more  directly  un- 
|r  the  control  of  one  head.  The  Committee  will 
uierstand  that  the  head  of  a  Department,  such 

the  commissariat,  or  the  purveyor's  Depart- 
>nt,  at  any  particular  station,  although  he  is 
jbordinate  to  the  General  Officer,  corresponds 

m  matters  connected  with  the  Department 
[th  the  head  of  his  Department  at  home.  The 
meral  Officer  at  the  station  has  many  other  im- 
frtant  and  arduous  duties  to  perform,  and  con- 
]Uontly  is  not  able  to  exercise  any  very  minute 
Ipervision.  This  is  not  all ;  under  the  present 
rcumstances  it  is  necessary  that  each  station 
lould  have  an  officer,  or  several  officers,  of  con- 
lerable  rank.  We  have,  therefore,  made  a  pro- 
[sal  that  a  superior  class  of  officers  should  be  ap- 
finted  at  each  station,  to  be  called  comptrollers, 

by  some  similar  name,  who  shall  be  placed  at 
|e  head  of  the  administrative  Departments, 
ich  comptroller  will  be  subordinate  to  the  Genc- 
[l  Officer,  and  responsible  to  him  for  the  proper 
id  efficient  administration  of  the  Departments ; 
id  it  will  be  his  duty  to  advise  the  Secretary  of 
bate  upon  the  organization  of  each  Department, 
id  to  point  out  where  economy  can  be  exer- 
led."— [3  Hansard,  clxxxi,  1541-2.] 

}m  this  extract  it  was  clear  that  the 
Sir  John  Pakington 


noble  Lord  opposite  concurred  generally 

in  the  views  which  had  been  indicated  bj 

Lord  De  Grey.     No  direct  steps,  however, 

were  taken  in  order  to  carry  those  views 

into  effect;  but  in  June,  1866,  the  noble 

Lord    opposite    appointed    a  Committee, 

which  had  since  been  known  by  the  name 

of  "  Lord   Strathnaim*s  Committee,"  to 

inquire  into  the  subject  of  army  transport. 

That  Committee  soon  found  that  it  woald 

be  impossible  for  them  to  discharge  their 

duties   properly  if  their  inquiries   were 

limited  to  the  question  of  army  transport. 

and  they  therefore  asked  and  obtained 

permission  to  extend  their  inquiries  into 

the  whole  subject  of  army  supply.     He 

would  read  extracts  from  the  Report  of 

that  Committee,  which  was  laid  upon  the 

table  of  the  House  in  the  course  of  last 

summer.     The  Committee  recommended 

as  the  leading  nieasures  required — 

^  That  a  Department  should  be  organixed  to  be 
responsible  for,  and  to  control,  the  working  of  all 
Departments  of  supply — namely,  1st,  commissa- 
riat, including  store  accountants  for  provisions, 
forage,  fuel,  and  light,  military  accountants  and 
treasurers  ;  2nd,  purveyors  :  3rd,  military  store, 
as  regards  clothing  and  stores  generally,  but  not 
arms,  ammunition,  or  warlike  stores,  herein  sub- 
sequently defined  ;  4th,  barrack,  as  regards  fuel 
and  light  and  straw,  at  home  as  well  as  abroad, 
and  in  camp  ;  and  also  as  regards  cash  and  barrack 
and  miscellaneous  stores,  now  administered  by 
barrack-masters  ;  5th,  army  transport." 

The  Committee  then  proceeded — 

"  Setting  aside  considerations  of  economy  to  be 
effected  by  the  abolition  of  the  superior  officers  of 
the  different  branches,  it  is  difficult  to  over -rate 
the  advantages  which  it  may  be  calculated  will 
arise  from  the  united  action  and  harmony  which 
will  be  produced  by  making  the  several  supply 
Departments  of  the  army  act  under  one  impulse, 
and  subordinate  to  one  chief." 


The  Committee  further  said — 

•'  The  practical  result  of  these  and  other  re- 
commendations in  the  same  sense  will  be  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  at  home,  and  general 
officers  commanding  abroad,  will  have  to  deal,  in 
all  matters  relative  to  the  administration  of  the 
army,  with  one  responsible  department — that  of 
control — instead  of,  as  at  present,  with  five  sepa- 
rate departments.  General  officers  commanding 
will  be  relieved  of  the  details,  duty,  and  corre- 
spondence connected  with  the  supply  Departments 
of  the  army,  as  they  at  present  exist ;  affording 
them  more  time  for  consideration  of  purely  mili- 
tary and  strategical  duties  of  command  ;  and  both 
Minister  for  War  and  general  officers  will  be  able 
to  intrust  greater  powers,  and  give  more  confi- 
dence, to  an  officer  in  the  position  of  controller 
than  they  can  under  the  present  system  to  the 
several  heads  of  Departments,  each  naturally 
anxious  to  secure  the  utmost  advantage  and  in- 
fluence for  his  own  Department." 

It  was  apparent  that  the  intention  of  the 
Committee  was  to  get  rid  of  the  present 
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Bystem  of  diyided  responsibility  in  this 
branch  of  the  army  administration,  and  to 
place  that  Department  under  the  control  of 
a  single  officer.  In  accordance  with  the 
statements  he  had  made  in  answer  to  the 
numerous  questions  which  had  been  put 
to  him  in  the  course  of  last  Session  upon 
the  subject,  he  had  devoted  a  large  portion 
of  the  time  at  his  disposal  during  the 
Becess  to  the  consideration  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee,  and  he  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  carry  those  recommendations  into 
effect.  As  it  would  have  been  scarcely 
just  to  the  gentlemen  engaged  in  the  War 
Office,  who  were  already  fully  employed 
and  whose  position  might  possibly  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  changes,  to  re- 
quest them  to  assist  him  in  drawing  out  a 
scheme  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
meudations  of  the  Committee,  he  had  had 
recourse  to  the  assistance  of  those  who 
had  been  engaged  in  similar  work  in  con- 
nection with  the  Indian  Army.  He  applied 
also  to  Sir  Bartle  Frere  with  a  view  to 
obtaiuing  the  advice  of  an  officer  of  such 
high  character  and  recognized  ability,  one 
who,  moreover,  had  given  so  much  atten- 
tion to  the  economical  reforms  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  Indian  Army,  and  it 
was  to  a  great  extent,  through  the  assist- 
ance of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  and  Sir  Henry 
Storks,  whose  experience  in  connection 
with  the  War  Office  at  home  had  been 
very  large,  and  to  whom  he  had  preferred 
a  similar  request,  that  he  was  enabled  to 
carry  out  some  of  the  recommendations  of 
Xord  Strathnaim's  Committee.  Those  two 
distinguished  officers  recommended,  with 
a  view  to  carrying  out  the  suggestions  of 
Lord  Strathnaim's  Committee  —  sugges- 
tions in  which  they  cordially  concurred — 
that  an  officer  of  known  ability  should  be 
appointed  to  the  post  of  ControUer-in- 
Chief,  and  be  entrusted  with  the  organiza- 
tion of  a  Department.  He  had  then  to 
consider  who  should  be  appointed  to  this 
new  office,  and,  bearing  in  mind  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  that  the 
Controller-in-Chief  ought,  at  all  events  at 
first,  to  be  an  officer  of  high  rank  in  the 
army  and  of  known  administrative  ability, 
he  arrived,  after  careful  consideration,  at 
the  conclusion  that  he  could  not  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  make  a  better  sug- 
gestion than  Sir  Henry  Storks  himself. 
At  his  earnest  request  Sir  Henry  Storks 
acquiesced  in  the  appointment,  and,  with 
the  consent  and  approval  of  that  officer,  he 
appointed    General    Balfour,  whose   ex- 


perience in  India  would,  he  thought,  en- 
able him  greatly  to  assist  Sir  Henry 
Storks  in  effecting  changes  which  con- 
cerned, not  only  the  administrative  De- 
partment of  the  army,  but  which  would 
prospectively  affect  the  constitution  of  the 
War  Office  itself.  The  next  question  which 
arose  was,  in  what  manner  they  should 
proceed  to  carry  out  their  scheme.  Was 
Sir  Henry  Storks  to  be  placed  at  the  head 
of  a  Department?  He  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
decided  that  this  would  be  a  most  unde- 
sirable mode  of  proceeding  ;  and  that  the 
best  course  which  he  could  adopt  was  to 
place  Sir  Henry  Storks  on  the  Board  en- 
tirely free  from  all  entanglements.  He 
requested  him  thoroughly  to  investigate 
the  state  of  the  War  Office  itself,  and  see 
what  changes  were  necessary  in  connec- 
tion with  the  supply  Departments,  and 
make  his  report  from  time  to  time  as  to 
what  changes  he  might  deem  to  be  neces- 
sary. He  (Sir  John  Pakington)  had  reason, 
day  by  day,  to  rejoice  at  this  appointment. 
The  task  had  no  doubt  been  very  laborious, 
and  one  attended  with  much  anxiety  ;  but 
every  day  had  given  him  fresh  cause  to 
congratulate  himself,  not  only  upon  the 
appointment  of  Sir  Henry  Storks  and 
General  Balfour,  but  upon  the  fact  that 
the  former  officer  was  not  embarrassed  by 
the  consideration  of  departmental  details. 
Although  the  appointment  was  but  a  re- 
cent one,  these  officers  had  addressed  their 
attention  to  the  system  of  audit  now  in 
operation,  to  the  question  of  stores,  to  the 
changes  which  might  be  necessary  with 
respect  to  transport,  and  to  the  mode  of 
arranging  the  Department  of  control.  The 
consideration  of  the  question  of  barracks, 
though  one  that  was  the  subject  of  recom- 
mendations by  Lord  Strathnaim*s  Com- 
mittee, was  for  the  present  postponed.  An 
able  and  elaborate  Beport  on  the  subject 
of  audit  had  already  been  drawn  up  and  - 
presented,  and  the  tendency  of  that  Beport 
was,  not  only  to  promote  economy,  but  to 
make  the  system  more  complete  and  effi- 
cient than  it  was  at  present.  It  suggested 
many  practical  improvements — improve- 
ments in  which  he  fully  concurred ;  in- 
deed, he  had  already  made  arrangements 
for  the  duty  of  auditing  being  turned  over 
to  the  particular  Secretary  of  State,  in- 
stead of  continuing  the  present  somewhat 
anomalous  system  of  placing  the  accounts 
and  the  audit  under  the  same  Department. 
He  had  also  received  an  able  Beport  from 
the  auditor.  It  would,  he  thought,  bo 
advisable  to  lay  the  Beports^  ^bNRja.-^^s^^S^ 
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snooesaiTely  reoeired,  on  the  table  of 
House,  althongh,   in  his  opinioD,  it 
mid  be  better  not  to  do  so  immediately 

their  reeeption,  bat  to  wait  until  the 

mded  changes  had  been  considered  as 
jwhole.     The  suggestions  with  regard  to 

Department  of  control  were  now  under 

consideration  of  the  Treasury,   and 

m  the  assent  of  that  Department  being 

nved  he  should  at  once  proceed  to  act 
m  them.  Those  suggestions  would  not 
in  any  very  great  saving  of  expen- 
^ure,  but  the  House  would,  he  trusted, 
Lher  regard  them  as  indicating  the  ge- 
[ral  tendency  of  the  changes  proposed — 
lessened  expenditure  combined  with  in- 
efficiency. If  the  plan  now  sug- 
ited  were  adopted  a  saving  of  £25,000 
mid,  he  believed,  be  ultimately  effected 
m  an  annual  expenditure  of  £175,000, 
die  the  decrease  would  be  attended  with 

best  possible  results  as  far  as  the  effi- 
mcy  of  the  work  was  concerned.     The 

[t  point  to  which  he  would  allude  was 

Department  of  Transport.  A  plan  had 
m  drawn  up  for  some  time.     That  plan 

was  not  able  to  carry  out ;  but  he 
ifidently  hoped  and  believed  that,  when 
)lan  was  decided  on,  a  transport  system 
mid  be  established  which  might  be  bene- 
\idlW  employed  in  times  of  peace,  and  be 
jpabie  of  extension  in  time  of  war.  They 

remembered  the  complaints  that  were 
ide  of  the  transport  service  at  the  time 

the  Crimean  War;  and  whnt  was  it 

ley  heard  now  from  Abyssinia  ?     Every- 

(ing  there,  they  were  told,  went  on  well 

it   the  transport.     But  it   was  obvious 

if  the  transport  were  inefficient  the 

'  could  not  advance,  and  it  was  there- 

re  most  essential  that  they  should  en- 

favour,  if  possible,  to  organize  a  trans- 

»rt  system  on  a  satisfactory  footing.     He 

|as  truly  thankful  to  say  that  when  the 

msport  plans  that  were  under  considera- 

m  should  have  been  fully  matured  they 

have  a  system   of  transport  that 

lould  be  really  worthy  of  the  name — a 

rstem  that  would  be  not  more  than  ade- 

late  to  the  requirements  of  peace,  but 

[at  would  be  capable  of  indefinite  expan- 

m  in  time  of  war.     Another  important 

ity  of  the  Controller-in-Chief  related  to 

)res,  a  Department  which  was  consider- 

>ly  larger   than   hon.   Gentlemen   were 

^are.     He  had  received  no  report  as  yet 

the  subject  of  any  new  arrangement  re- 
irding  the  store  Department,  but  he  was 
repared  to  say  that,  after  mature  consi- 

ration,  the  Government  did  not  intend 

Sir  John  PaHnffUn 


to  carry  ont  the  recommendations  of  Lord 
Strathnaim's  Committee.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  hoped  greatly  to  improvo 
the  transport  service,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  reduce  the  expenditure  of  that  Depart- 
ment. The  Committee  would  be  atmek 
with  the  increase  in  the  stock  of  military 
stores.  On  the  31st  of  March,  1858,  the  ra* 
lue  of  our  military  stores  was  £9,420,000 ; 
on  the  dlst  of  March,  1867,  the  atoret 
at  home  and  abroad  were  valued  at 
£14,601,000.  This  increase  arose  fh>m  a 
great  variety  of  causes,  which  at  present 
engaged  the  serious  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  although  he  was  not  able 
to  state  the  decision  at  which  the  War 
Office  would  arrive,  he  could  assure  the 
Committee  that  it  would  not  only  endea- 
vour to  insure  economy  but  also  improved 
arrangements.  He  believed  that  the  stores 
had  very  unwisely  been  distributed  in  a 
great  variety  of  places  ;  that  the  great  ob- 
ject which  ought  to  be  kept  in  view  was 
their  concentration,  and  to  avoid  that  great 
deterioration  in  value  which  arises  from 
their  frequent  removal  from  place  to  place. 
In  concluding  his  statement  he  thanked 
the  Committee  for  the  attention  with 
which  his  remarks  had  been  listened  to ; 
he  had  been  obliged  to  deal  with  a  great 
variety  of  subjects,  and  had  endeavoured 
to  do  so  as  clearly  and  as  frankly  as  pos- 
sible. He  trusted  the  Committee  would  re- 
member that,  although  great  changes  had 
been  initiated,  a  sufficient  time  had  not  yet 
elapsed  to  mature  them,  and  that  it  was 
impossible  yet  to  estimate  how  far  they 
would  tend  to  a  reduction  of  expenditure. 
He  said  this  in  order  that  the  efforts  of 
those  distinguished  men  who  had  given 
him  their  cordial  and  constant  assistance 
might  not  bo  hastily  judged.  For  himself, 
he  assured  the  Committee  the  whole  sub- 
ject had  received  his  anxious  attention, 
and  he  firmly  believed  that  when  the 
plans  to  which  he  had  alluded  were  fully 
carried  out  they  would  result  in  solid  im- 
provement, both  as  regards  efficiency  of 
the  army  and  a  decided  reduction  in  the 
expenditure. 

1.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

^*  That  the  number  of  Dind  Forces,  not  exceed- 
ing 138,691  Men  (including  0,880,  all  Ranks,  to 
be  employed  wilh  thn  DepOts  in  the  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  of  Regiments 
Serving  in  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions),  be 
maintained  for  the  Service  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  from  the  Ist  day  of 
April  1808  to  the  8  Ist  day  of  March  1869,  inolu- 
sife." 
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The    Mabqtjess    op    HARTINGTON 

said,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  follow  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  FakiDgton) 
through  his  long  and  very  able  statement ; 
but  he  wished  to  make  an  observation  or 
two  on  some  points  that  provoked  cri- 
ticism and  required  explanation.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  informed  the 
Committee  that  the  sum  asked  for  was  to 
all  practicable  purposes  the  same  as  that 
askeid  for  last  year;  but  the  Committee 
would  remember  with  regret  that,  although 
the  Estimate  for  the  current  year  was  oidy 
slightly  in  excess  of  the  year  1867-8,  that 
year's  Estimate  largely  exceeded  the  Esti- 
mate which  it  was  his  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington's)  duty  to  submit  of  the  year 
before.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  wished  the 
Committee  to  pass  an  Estimate  which  ex- 
ceeded by  £1,500,000  the  last  Estimate  of 
Lord  Russell's  Government.  Of  course,  it 
was  easy,  as  he  had  said  last  year,  to  find 
very  excellent  reasons  for  an  increase  of 
expenditure,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to 
place  his  finger  on  any  item  where  a  pro- 
posed increase  should  be  refused,  or 
where  a  Vote  might  be  diminished ;  but 
although  a  good  case  might,  in  mauy  in- 
stances, be  made  out  for  a  proposed  increase 
of  Expenditure,  it  was  very  certain  that 
nothing  but  the  most  constant  supervision 
by  the  Secretary  of  State,  coupled  with  a 
strong  determination  on  his  part  that  the 
Estimate  should  not  be  increased,  could 
insure  economy  and  produce  reduction  in 
the  annual  charge.  The  Committee  should 
not  forget  that  during  the  last  three  or 
four  years  of  the  Administration  which 
preceded  the  present  one  the  Estimates  for 
the  Army  showed  a  decrease  year  by  year, 
while  the  Estimates  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment showed  year  by  year  an  increasing 
sum.  However,  he  joined  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  congratulating  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Huntingdon 
on  the  success  of  his  measures  for  recruit- 
ing and  re-enlistment.  It  might  not  be  an 
unmixed  benefit  that  that  should  re-enlist 
a  large  number  of  men ;  but  it  was  an  un- 
mixed benefit  that  they  should  have  the 
offer  of  them.  He  was  sorry  he  could  not 
extend  his  congratulations  to  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  result  of  their  plan  for  cre- 
ating a  Reserve  force.  Apparently  the 
Government  did  not  expect  any  very  great 
result  from  those  measures,  which  had 
been  introduced  to  the  House  with  some 
little  appearance  of  importance.  This  was 
at  least  the  case  as  regards  the  current 
year.    As  far  as  he  coidd  make  out,  the 


only  money  asked  for  on  account  of  the  Re- 
serve forces  created  last  year  was  £20,000 
in  the  Militia  fund,  and  £7,000  in  the  En- 
rolled Pensioners'  fund,  making  £27,000, 
the  extent  of  the  sum  to  be  taken  on  ac- 
count of  the  Reserve  forces.  It  therefore 
appeared  to  him  that  the  proposed  plan 
was  not  producing  any  very  great  effect. 
Perhaps,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
state,  in  his  reply,  what  numbers  he  anti- 
cipated would  join  the  Militia  and  Army 
Reserves  during  the  year.  The  Committee 
would  cordially  agree  in  approving  the 
appointment  of  General  Lindsay  to  be  In-, 
specter  General  of  the  Reserve  force,  an- 
nounced by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  It 
had,  he  knew,  been  the  intention  of  suc- 
cessive Secretaries  of  State  for  a  consi- 
derable period  that  the  offices  of  Inspector 
General  of  Militia  and  Inspector  General 
of  Volunteers  should,  when  opportunity 
offered,  be  merged  into  one.  At  the  same 
time  he  considered  it  very  doubtful  whe- 
ther any  great  progress  could  be  made  in 
the  way  of  amalgamating  the  Reserve 
forces,  the  Volunteers,  and  the  Militia. 
They  were  bodies  raised  and  organized  on 
entirely  different  principles,  and  a  certain 
amount  of  feeling — he  would  not  say 
jealousy  —  had  always  existed  between 
them.  Even  since  the  appointment  of 
General  Lindsay  he  had  heard  apprehen- 
sions expressed  by  Militia  officers  of  de- 
signs supposed  to  be  entertained  for  alter- « 
ing  the  constitution  of  that  force,  or  for 
assimilating  them  in  any  way  to  the  Volun- 
teers. He  therefore  wished  to  warn  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  proceed  with  very  great  caution  in 
any  scheme  which  he  might  have  before 
him  for  assimilating  or  amalgamating  the 
Militia  or  Volunteer  forces.  It  was  quite 
true,  as  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
that  the  Vote  for  Army  Stores  and  Manu- 
facturing Department  showed  a  slight  de- 
crease, but  the  Committee,  he  thought, 
would  feel  disappointed  that  the  decrease 
was  not  more  considerable.  Very  large 
additions  were  made  to  the  Estimates  last 
year  and  the  year  before  for  the  conversion 
of  army  rifies ;  but  his  impression  had 
been  that  the  process  of  conversion  was  to 
have  been  completed  during  the  present 
financial  year,  and  it  would  cause  some 
disappointment  to  the  Committee  to  find 
that  the  conversion  was  to  be  continued 
during  a  large  part  of  next  year.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated  that  last 
year  was  the  first  in  which  any  provision 
had  been  made  for  supplying  the  &cmAss2kSs&^» 
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rifled  guiiB  suitable  for  the  fortifications 
process  of  erection.      He  would  find, 
)wever,  upon  inquiry  at  the  War  OflBce, 
lat  attention  had  been  steadily  pointed  in 
lat  direction  for  many  years  past.  Changes 
[ere  being  made  so  rapidly  in  the  patterns 
heavy  guns  that  it  would  have  been 
lost  imprudent  to  provide  these  until  the 
(orka  were  ready  to  receive  them.     Up  to 
le  time  that  he  left  the  War  OflSce,  the 
ittems  of  heavy  guns  were  being  con- 
Lually  altered,  and  the  largest  patterns, 
fact,  had  hardly  been  decided  on.  Eapid 
revision  of  the  armament,  however,  was 
>t  nearly  as  pressing  as  the  completion 
the   fortifications  ;   and,   as  far  as  he 
lew,  the  armament  had  been  provided  in 
^ery  case  as  soon  as  the  works  were  in  a 
ite  suflBciently  forward  for  the  purpose, 
le  right  hon.  Baronet  would  find  that  for 
^ars  past  a  large  sum  had  been  annually 
[ken  for  heavy  guns  for  land  service ;  and 
those  made  in  the  Arsenal  which  were 
)i  for  the  purposes  of  the  navy  must,  of 
|urse,  have  been  for  the  purposes  of  for- 
Ications.     A  point,  which  he  was  not 
[epared  to  discuss  at  present,  but  which 
)uld  demand  careful  consideration  by  the 
^mmittee,  was  the  statement  of  the  right 
)n.  Baronet  that  he  intended  to  act  upon 
[e  recommendation  he  had  received,  and 
appoint  a  head  of  the  Arsenal  at  Wool- 
Ech.      That  point  had  been  considered 
|er  and  over  again,  and  was  warmly  de- 
ited  before  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
lesided  over  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
e  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell), 
d  the  subject  was  one  on  which  eminent 
[thorities  held  very  different  opinions, 
admitted  that  there  might  be  many 
[vantages  in  the  plan  contemplated  by 
|e  right  hon.  Baronet.    At  the  same  time 
felt  strongly  that  the  appointment  of  & 
[ad   of  the  establishment  at   Woolwich 
ist  weaken  the  feeling  of  responsibility 
the  part  of  the  heads  of  the  different 
mufacturing  Departments,  thereby  tend- 
to  lessen  their  efficiency.     There  was 
le    Vote  showing  a  very   considerable 
jrease — Vote  14,  for  Works— upon  which 
|e  right  hon.  Baronet   had  not  entered 
any  explanation,  probably  by  accident 
[[Sir  John  Pakinqton  :  Hear!] — and  he 
mid  doubtless   take  an  opportunity  in 
)ly  of  supplying  the  omission.     It  was 
Irdly  possible  to   discuss  satisfactorily, 
|d  without  some  special  opportunity,  the 
>ws   which  had  been  put  before  them 
[th  respect  to  army  and  War  Office  re- 
-anization ;  and  he  accordingly  suggested 
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that  the  discussion  upon  the  point  shonld 
be  taken  either  upon  a  separate  Notice  on 
going  into  Supply,  or  else  should  be  post- 
poned till  they  came  to  Vote  18,  the  Vote 
for  Administration  of  the  Army.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  he  must  admit,  had  made  a 
very  full  and  frank  statement  of  his  inten- 
tions ;  but  some  little  time  was  necessary 
for  considering  the  plan  which  he  hnd 
submitted,  before  its  discussion  could  be 
usefully  approached.  Without  pledging 
himself  to  adopt  the  principles  recom- 
mended by  Lord  Strathnaim's  Committee, 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  admitted 
that  the  intentions  both  of  Lord  do  Grey 
and  himself  had  pointed  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. And  he  wished  to  explain  that  the 
reason  why  nothing  had  been  done  in  the 
matter,  before  he  himself  left  office  was 
that  the  Treasury  recommended  that  the 
scheme  should  not  be  actually  set  to  work 
till  the  details  had  been  thoroughly  exa- 
mined, and,  among  other  matters,  till  the 
financial  bearings  of  the  scheme  had  been 
carefully  investigated,  lie  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  Committee,  presided  over 
by  Lord  Strathnaim,  should  have  found  it 
necessary,  at  the  very  threshold  of  their 
labours,  to  come  to  adccision  upon  the  larger 
question  of  amalgamation.  He  was  of  opi- 
nion that  although  the  Committee  was  one 
admirably  adapted  for  considering  the 
question  of  transport,  he  did  not  think  its 
constitution  was  that  which  would  have 
been  adopted  if  it  had  been  intended  to 
refer  to  the  Committee  the  subject  of 
army  organization  generally,  or  even  that 
of  the  organization  of  the  Civil  Depart- 
ment. The  composition  of  the  Committee 
was  too  purely  military  to  render  its  con- 
clusions such  as  the  House  would  be  wil- 
ling to  accept  without  hesitation.  The 
only  civilian  upon  it  was  Sir  William 
Power,  the  Commissary  General.  He  is  a 
man  of  very  large  experience  ;  but  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  thought  the 
House,  while  agreeing  that  there  should 
be  a  considerable  military  element  in  the 
Committee,  would  be  of  opinion  that  in 
a  matter  of  finance  and  public  credit  there 
should  have  been  much  more  of  the  civi- 
lian element  than  was  possessed  by  tliis 
Committee.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  them  that  the  new  Department 
would  lead  to  economy.  He  hoped  it 
would,  and  possibly  it  might;  but  he  was 
not  without  some  apprehensions  that  ulti- 
mately it  might  be  the  cause  of  increased 
expenditure.  On  this  point,  however,  ho 
had  a  strong  opinion— that  in  any  scheme 
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of  army  organization  the  House  ought  not 
to  lose  any  portion  of  the  control  which, 
through  the  Secretary  of  State,  it  at  pre- 
sent possessed.  Por  that  reason,  he  should 
prefer  to  have  had  the  civilian  element 
more  largely  represented  in  the  Commis- 
sion. He  knew  that  on  the  Army  Esti- 
mates it  was  competent  to  hon.  Members 
to  discuss  any  of  those  subjects  at  length  ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  convenience,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  not  to  go  into  details 
on  the  organization  of  the  army  till  this 
question  came  before  the  House  in  a  more 
direct  form. 

General  PEEL  said,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  had  commenced  by  drawing  a 
comparison  between  the  present  Estimates 
and  those  for  the  last  year  during  which 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  been 
in  office  as  Minister  for  War.  The  noble 
Marquess  was  perfectly  correct  in  saying 
that  the  estimated  military  expenditure 
for  the  current  year  was  greater  than 
the  actual  expenditure  of  1865-6  by 
£1,340,667  ;  but  the  practical  question 
for  the  House  was  what  had  been  the  cause 
of  that  increase.  With  the  expenditure  of 
1865-6,  the  War  Department  of  that  day 
was  not  able  to  fill  up  the  ordinary  casu- 
alties in  the  army;  they  had  not  a  breech- 
loading  rifle  in  the  service.  There  is 
a  great  increase  in  the  Estimates  on 
Votes  12  and  13 ;  but  during  the  time  the 
noble  Marquess  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Department  it  had  not  fixed  upon  a  pattern. 
In  fact,  it  was  at  a  stand-still.  Had  the 
increase  in  the  Estimates  produced  the 
desired  effects  ?  The  increased  pay  of  the 
army  raised  the  Votes  by  the  amount  of 
between  £300,000  and  £400,000,  but  that 
increase  had  put  an  end  to  what  he  con- 
fessed to  have  felt  to  be  a  source  of  great 
anxiety  during  two  years.  Last  year  was 
an  exceptional  year.  No  fewer  than 
82,000  men  were  entitled  to  their  dis- 
charge, and  their  places  must  be  filled  up. 
But  there  was  no  longer  any  anxiety  about 
that,  though  it  had  been  said  that  the  2d, 
and  Sd.  additional  pay  which  he  proposed 
last  year  would  not  prove  a  sufficient  in- 
ducement to  men  to  continue  in  the  service. 
He  hoped  that  the  readiness  with  which 
the  ten  years*  men  had  re-entered  the 
service  would  be  regarded  as  an  answer  to 
much  that  was  said  about  the  treatment  of 
men  in  the  army.  They  found  that  the 
persons  now  offeriug  themselves  were  not 
men  taken  into  a  public-house  and  there 
made  to  enlist,  but  men  who  had  already 
served  their  ten  years  in  the  army.  Within 
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two  years  350,000  breech-loaders  had  been 
got  ready.  He  believed  that  the  100,000 
provided  at  Enfield  had  been  turned  out  by 
the  very  day  named,  and  50,000  had  been 
provided  at  Birmingham.  He  should  like 
his  right  hon.  Eriend  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
to  explain  where  the  remaining  breech- 
loaders had  come  from,  because  there  had 
been  only  300,000  new  rifles  in  store.  With 
reference  to  what  the  noble  Marquess  had 
said  on  the  subject  of  the  great  guns,  he 
thought  it  fortunate  that  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  had  made  no  considerable 
provision  for  them,  because  the  pattern 
had  since  been  altered,  and  because  the 
expense  would  not  now  be  so  great.  The 
original  arrangement  was  that  the  money 
for  the  building  of  the  fortifications  should 
be  raised  by  loan,  and  that  the  armaments 
were  to  be  provided  out  of  the  annual 
Estimates.  The  approximate  Estimate  of 
the  total  cost  for  guns,  projectiles,  gun  car- 
riages and  waggons  for  works  under  De- 
fence Act  of  1860  was  £1,885,000,  of 
which  sum,  the  amount  provided  during 
the  first  seven  years  was  only  £85,000. 
If  they  went  on  at  that  rate  they  would 
not  have  the  necessary  armaments  pro- 
vided before  seventeen  years.  It  struck 
him  that  if  they  could  afford  to  do  with- 
out them  for  seventeen  years  they  might 
as  well  do  without  them  altogether.  On 
the  point  of  the  increased  expenditure 
he  must  remind  the  noble  Marquess  that 
the  Royal  Commission  had  been  appointed 
by  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
Member,  and  in  their  Report  the  Commis- 
sioners stated  that  a  natural  consequence 
of  carrying  out  what  they  recommended 
would  be  to  increase  the  cost  of  the  army. 
There  were  several  points  in  the  speech  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  which  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  advert ;  but  he  wished 
to  observe  that  he  did  not  exactly  under- 
stand how  or  to  what  extent  the  recom- 
mendations which  he  himself  had  made  on 
the  subject  of  the  Army  of  Reserve  were  to 
be  carried  out  by  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
He  thought  it  would  be  advisable  to 
allow  men  who  had  served  two-thirds 
of  their  existing  engagements  in  the  army 
to  commute  for  the  rest  of  their  military 
service  by  joining  the  Army  of  Reserve; 
and  that,  on  similar  conditions,  men  pur- 
chasing their  discharge  might  be  allowed 
to  commute  for  a  portion  of  what  they  had 
to  pay.  With  respect  to  the  manufacturing 
establishments  he  did  not  see  how  it  was 
possible  to  improve  them.  He  should 
attach  more  importana^  V^  *^^  NsjKs:^- 
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lal  selection  that  might  be  made  of  a 
mtroller  than  he  should  do  to  the  scheme 
jself.  He  had  every  confidence  in  the 
)ntroller  and  other  officers  of  the  new 
[epartments. 
LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  desired  to  ex- 

)Bs  the  pleasure  he  felt  at  the  statement 

his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
tate  for  War — that  his  object  was  to  in- 
[oduce  unity  of  action  into  the  adminis- 
itive  Departments  of  the  army.  He 
mourred,  too,  in  what  had  been  said  in 
JTOur  of  Sir  Henry  Storks  and  General 
alfour ;  but,  whatever  the  satisfaction  at 
)hat  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  been  doing 

improve  the  administration  of  the  army, 

confessed  that  with  reference  to  the 
[her  part  of  his  statement — that  bearing 

the  amount  of  our  force — he  did  not 
link  that  our  present  position  or  the  pre- 
ssed changes  could  be  looked  on  with  any 
reat  satisfaction.     His  right  hon.  Friend 
le  Secretary  of  State  for  War  proposed  a 
lange  with  reference  to  the  Reserves ; 
it  even  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
General  Peel)  who  proposed  the  change 
Ist  year  did  not  seem  to  understand  in 
[hat  manner  the  change  was  to  be  carried 
it.     The  House  had,  however,  to  deal 
jith  this  broad  fact--— that  the  Army  Es- 
jmates  were  increasing,  steadily  increas- 
ig.     His  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
id  just  accounted  for  some  part  of  the 
icrease  ;  but  we  had  this  increase  in  the 
[otes  without  any  great  available  increase 

the  number  of  men.     The  Estimates 

lount  to  £13,500,000,  and  after  this 
lormous  expenditure  the  utmost  force  we 
mid  put  in  line  for  the  defence  of  the 
mntry — he  spoke,  of  course,  of  regular 
•oops — was  40,000.  He  ventured  to  say 
lat  this  was  a  result  wholly  dispropor- 
[onate  to  that  enormous  expenditure ; 
id  he  believed  that  the  country  would 
>t  go  on  paying  such  sums  without  a 
lore  satisfactoiy  result.     He.  had  placed 

the  paper  a  Motion  for  to-morrow  even- 
ig,  with  the  object  of  obtaining  a  Com- 
lission  on  an  Army  of  Keserve.  The  Ee- 
ruiting  Commission  did  not  go  into  that 
lestion.     That  had  been  distinctly  stated 

"  another  place  "  by  a  noble  Lord  who 
^as  a  Member  of  the  Commission,  and  who 

ited  that  the  Commissioners  had  not 
mched  on  that  branch  of  the  subject,  be- 
luse  it  was  too  vast  a  one.  He  should 
>stpone  his  Motion  till  after  Easter,  when 
|e  proposed  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
le  House  the  question  of  military  organi- 
^4on,  and  the  means  we  possessed,  under 

General  Feel 


the  present  system,  of  providing,  by  an 
economical  arrangement,  an  efficient  Army 
of  Beserve.  He  believed  that  the  more 
these  matters  were  discussed  the  stronger 
would  become  the  opinion  of  the  country 
that  things  were  not  in  a  satisfactory  oon« 
dition,  and  that  we  had  not  that  strength 
at  home  which  ought  to  be  maintained 
here  for  the  purposes  of  defence. 

Mb.  WYLD  said,  he  would  wish  to 
call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Ordnance  Survey, 
which  was  very  unsatisfactory.  There  was 
great  difficulty  in  obtaining  copies  of  the 
surveys,  and  the  object  of  the  heads  of  the 
Department  appeared  to  be  chiefly  to 
amuse  themselves  with  photographic  par- 
suits.  He  thought  the  people  of  Scotland 
had  the  greatest  possible  reason  to  com« 
plain  of  the  manner  in  which  their  inte- 
rests had  been  neglected,  and  the  back- 
ward state  of  the  survey  as  regarded  that 
country. 

Colonel  OILPIN  said,  he  was  glad 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  adopted  the  sugges- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Huntingdon  (General  Peel), 
which  would  prevent  the  War  Department 
from  calling  on  the  Militia  to  furnish  re- 
cruits to  the  army  during  a  time  of  peace. 
He  did  not,  however,  understand,  what 
advantage  would  be  derived  from  placing 
under  one  command  the  forces  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  to  place  under 
that  able  and  courteous  officer,  Genei*al 
Lindsay.  Was  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Generars  command  to  be  an  actual  one  ? 
The  Militia  were,  under  the  Mutiny  Act, 
to  be  in  time  of  war  taken  up  for  home 
service ;  but  during  the  last  war  they  did 
more — they  nqt  only  filled  up  gaps  in  the 
ranks  of  the  regular  army  on  foreign  ser- 
vice, but  sent  out  a  larger  force  than  had 
been  in  the  first  instance  embarked  for  the 
Crimea.  The  Yeomanry  were  under  the 
Mutiny  Act ;  but  he  did  not  suppose  his 
right  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  put  the 
Volunteers  under  it,  because  they  appeared 
to  dislike  very  much  the  control  of  the 
Horse  Guards.  He  thought  the  proposed 
amalgamation  of  reserved  forces  required 
some  further  information. 

Majob  WALKER,  in  allusion  to  the 
deficiency  of  officers  in  the  Militia  force, 
quoted  from  a  Return  stating  the  deficiency 
in  this  respect  in  various  ranks.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  deficiencies  in  the  rank  of 
lieutenant  were  766,  and  in  the  rank  of 
ensign  and  second  lieutenant  1,219.  With 
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regard  io  the  last  figures,  he  felt  hound 
to  explain  that  the  deficiency  was  caused 
hy  an  Order  issued  some  years  ago  for  the 
cessation  of  the  rank  of  ensign  and  second 
lieutenant;  hut  it  was  notorious  that  that 
Order  was  issued  solely  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  utterly  impossihle  to  fill  up  va- 
cancils  in  that  rank.  This  did  not  repre- 
sent the  full  amount  of  the  deficiency;  for 
it  was  well  known  that  the  first  result  of 
the  permanent  emhodiment  of  the  Militia 
would  he  that  a  very  large  number  of  gen- 
tlemen would  find  it  impossible  for  them 
to  serve,  and  probably  from  300  to  400 
would  at  once  retire.  Those  gentlemen 
held  their  commissions  when  the  duties 
were  confined  to  a  short  annual  training, 
but  the  other  calls  upon  their,  time  were 
incompatible  with  permanent  embodiment. 
The  subject  was  no  doubt  a  difficult  one, 
and  he  agreed  that  they  could  offer  no 
pecuniary  reward  that  would  attract  young 
men  of  good  families  into  the  Militia  as 
officers.  They  might,  however,  find  other 
ways  to  attract  them.  At  present  a  Militia 
officer's  duty  was  one  course  of  drudgery, 
and  if  the  country  took  no  interest  in  the 
service  they  could  not  expect  that  young 
men  of  family  should  do  so.  He  believed 
that  if  they  associated  the  Militia  regi- 
ments with  each  other — had  regiments  of 
the  Line  brigaded  with  them — adopted  a 
system  of  inspection — and  treated  the  Mi- 
litia as  an  honourable  branch  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's service,  instead  of,  as  a  necessary 
evil,  they  would  be  able  to  obtain  a  better 
class  of  young  men  for  officers.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  the  billeting  system  was 
to  be  changed,  for  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  preserve  discipline  under  the  billeting 
system.  Until  the  scheme  for  the  amal- 
gamation of  the  Eeserves  was  produced,  he 
thought  that  it  would  be  premature  to 
discuss  it  at  any  length  ;  but  holding  the 
Militia  to  be  the  younger  brother  of  the 
Line,  he  must  say  that  if,  by  drawing  the 
Militia  closer  to  the  Volunteers,  the  rela* 
tioDs  between  the  Militia  and  the  Line 
should  be  rendered  less  close  he  should 
regard  it  as  a  great  evil.  He  should  have 
liked  to  hear  that  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  place  breech- loading  rifles  in  the 
hands  of  the  Militia;  especially  as  the 
number  of  converted  rifles  now  in  store 
must  be  so  considerable  that  there  could 
be  no  difficulty  at  least  in  sending  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  the  new  arm  to  each 
Militia  regiment  to  enable  instruction  in 
the  new  drill  to  be  given  this  year,  so 
that  another  year's  training  might  not  be 


wasted  on  a  useless  arm.  He  felt  bound 
to  express  his  gratitude  for  what  the  Go- 
vernment had  already  done  for  the  service. 
They  had  increased  the  numbers  and  effi« 
ciency  of  the  Militia,  and  he  trusted  that 
they  would  now  address  themselves  to  the 
task  of  increasing  the  popularity  of  the 
service  among  the  class  which  commanded 
the  force. 

SiE  HARRY  VERNEY  expressed  the 
pleasure  with  which  he  had  heard  the 
announcement  that  30,000  of  the  Militia 
force  were  to  be  brigaded  with  the  Regu- 
lar army,  the  result  of  which  would,  he 
hoped,  be  advantageous  to  both  branches 
of  the  service.  It  was  a  serious  conside- 
ration that  there  were  only  40,000  men 
of  the  Regular  army  disposable  in  these 
islands,  for  the  defence  of  the  country  in 
case  of  invasion,  while  the  enormous  sum 
of  £13,000,000  or  £14,000,000  was  ex- 
pended on  the  Army  Estimates.  There 
was  one  thing  which  he  should  like  to 
see  decided  upon  in  the  army — namely,  a 
shorter  time  of  service.  He  thought  that 
four  or  five  years  was  a  sufficiently  long 
time  in  which  to  make  a  good  infantry 
soldier;  and  he  should  like  to  see  some 
such  length  of  time  fixed  upon  for  the 
duration  of  military  service.  By  this  means 
a  more  intelligent  class  of  men  would  be 
obtained  as  recruits.  He  believed  that  if 
men  could  become  soldiers  for  four  or  five 
years  only,  there  would  be  hardly  a  family 
in  the  country  who  would  not  like  to  have 
one  of  its  members  in  the  army.  He 
wanted  to  see  more  military  training  for 
the  whole  population  introduced  into  our 
schools.  He  would  suggest  that  in  each 
of  the  schools  which  were  under  the  Privy 
Council  there  should  be  some  sort  of  mili- 
tary training  afforded,  by  the  engagement 
of  a  sergeant  from  the  army  to  drill  the 
boys.  With  regard  to  the  Reserved  force, 
it  was  not  a  satisfactory  state  of  things 
that  the  Staff  should  be  drawn  from  the 
Line,  and  he  should  like  to  see  the  Volun- 
teer force  and  the  Militia  supplied  with  a 
Staff  of  their  own. 

Mr.  Allebkan  LXJSK  said,  he  con- 
sidered that  civilians  had  a  right  to  indulge 
in  military  criticism  on  the  ground  that 
they  paid  the  Estimates,  which  were  in- 
creasing year  by  year,  so  much  so  that  one 
branch  of  the  defensive  service  cost  as 
much  now  as  both  did  in  the  time  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  and,  in  fact,  our  army 
was  the  most  expensive  in  the  world.  He 
would  not  begrudge  the  expense  if  we  had  * 
a  satisfactory  army  ;  but  it  apQeaxoiii^^^ise^^ 
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rerc  only  40,000  men  we  could  depend 

ipon  in  case  of  need.  Little  and  dear  as 
the  army  was,  there  was  much  internal 
lissatisfaction ;  for  scarcely  a  night  passed 
mi  a  military  grievance  was  ventilated  in 
the  House,  and  there  were  many  blunders 
>f  administration,  such  as  those  which  had 
)een  recently  exposed  in  connection  with 
^he  removal  of  troops*— mistakes  of  a  cha- 
racter that  could  not,  as  a  rule,  be  committed 
)y  business  men,  whose  success  depended 
ipon  their  own  efforts.  There  was  a  want 
>f  a  responsible  head.  The  fact  appeared 
[o  be  that  there  were  several  heads,  and  it 

^as  most  difficult  to  fix  responsibility 
rhen  anything  wrong  occurred.  The  best 
)laces  in  the  army,  instead  of  being  bought 
lind  sold,  ought  to  be  thrown  open  to  the 
^st  men,  who  should  rise  by  their  merits, 
the  leaders  of  parties  in  the  House  of 
Commons  did.  With  an  open  army  and 
in  open  navy  we  should  give  a  chance  of 
Advancement  to  men  who  might  become 

iture  Wellingtons  and  Nelsons.     He  was 

|orry  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  look 

rith  a  little   more  complacency  on  the 

''olunteers.     It  was  very  hard  that  they 

lould  give  their  time  and  energies  and 
>ill  have  to  pay  in  money  for  the  liberty 
|f  serving  their  country.     They  ought  to 

^eive  a  little  more  from  the  State  to  save 
lem  from  being  out  of  pocket.  It  was 
lost  unhandsome  of  the  country  to  allow 
lat.  especially  as  we  trusted  so  much  to 
le  Volunteer  force,  and  its  requirements 
mid  be  amply  met  by  a  tenth  of  the 
loney  which  was  now  as  good  as  thrown 
ito  the  sea. 

General  DUNNE  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 

ir,  who  had  just  addressed  the  House,  had 

rought  forward  a  number  of  grievances 

)on   which  hon.  Members  were   accus- 

>med  to  descant,  but  they  might  be  easily 

Isposed  of.     The  expense  of  the  army 

I'as  to  be  in  a  great  measure  accounted 

[r  by  the  high  price  of  wages  in  England ; 

le  comparatively  small  number  of  men 

^tained  in  this  country  was  owing  to  the 

[rge  numbers  drafted  for  service  abroad ; 

le  disasters,  which  had  happened  in  refer- 

ice  to  the  supply  of  the  army  when  on 

jtive  service,  were  chiefly  owing  to  the 

jilure  of  contractors  to  fulfil  their  con- 

lacts ;  while  the  reason  why  the  purchase 

rstem  had  been  retained  was   that  the 

^ntry  would  not  sufficiently  pay  those 

icers  who  retired,  worn  out.      Taking 
le  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 

a  whole,  he  thought  it  impossible  not 

be  gratified  with  it.     The  right  hon. 

Mr.  Alderman  Lush  ^ 


Baronet  had  stated  the  whole  case  with  a 
candour  seldom  displayed  by  Seoretariet 
of  State  for  War,  and  had  clearly  set  forth 
the  numerous  defects  in  our  system  and 
the  modes  by  which  he  was  about  to  re- 
dress them.     This  would  be  moet  tatisfao- 
tory  to  the  country.     The  subject  had  been 
treated  so  ably  by  those  who  had  preceded 
him  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to 
go  at  all  into  detail.     He  only  wished  to 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  shown 
them  how  necessary  it  was  to  retrace  the 
steps  taken  by  former  Secretaries  of  War, 
for  his  opinion  was  that  from  1848  down 
to  the  time  when  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Huntingdon 
(General  Peel)  took  office  we  had  not  had 
a  Minister  in  this  Department  of  the  publio 
service  worthy  to  be  called  a  Secretary  at 
War.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  who  was 
now  in  office  was  going  back  to  the  old 
system,  and  much  good  would  be  the  re- 
sult.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  now  pro- 
posed to   appoint  an  officer  over  aU  the 
manufacturing  Departments  of  the  army, 
and  this  would  in  his  (General  Dunne's) 
opinion  be  found  most  advantageous  ;  but 
it  was  only  going  back  to  the  system  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington.     He  must,  how- 
ever, object  to  the  amalgamation  of  the 
Militia  and  the  Volunteers;  it  would  be 
impossible  to  weld  two  forces  that  were 
entirely  different  in  construction,  training, 
and  discipline.     The  Militia  were  under 
martial  law ;    while  the  Volunteers  were 
only  under  the   discipline  of  their  own 
will.     He  could  not  speak  too  highly  of 
the  patriotism  of  the  Volunteers ;  but  he 
could  not  call  them  soldiers  or  a  lleserve 
army.     Volunteers  might   be  very   well 
called  an  auxiliary  force  ;  but,  technically 
and  truly,  they  were  not  a  Reserve,  and  he 
hoped,  before  it  was  too  late,  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  the  error  they  were  about 
to  commit  in  the  amalgamation.     It  would 
not  be  good  for  the  Volunteers — they  did 
not  wish  it ;    it  would  certainly  be  inju- 
rious to  the  Militia,  and  it  could  never  be 
carried  out. 

Mr.  PUGH  said,  he  hoped  a  fair  trial 
would  be  given  to  the  experiment  of  amal- 
gamating the  Militia  with  the  Volunteers. 
He  thought  that  many  of  the  grievances 
of  the  two  forces  would  be  done  away  by 
that  judicious  step.  There  should  be  no 
jealousy  whatever  between  them.  The 
Militia  were  drawn  from  the  same  classes 
as  the  army,  which  had  done  so  much  for 
the  glory  of  the  country.  The  Volunteers 
were  drawn  from  the  middle  classes,  who 
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by  DO  faalt  of  their  own  had  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  distinguishing  themselves ;  but 
he  hoped  if  ever  they  were  called  upon 
they  would  do  their  duty.  It  was  said 
they  were  not  under  the  Mutiny  Act,  but 
if  ever  their  services  were  required  for  the 
defence  of  the  country  they  would  be  placed 
under  the  Mutiny  Act ;  and  he  should 
like  to  see  them  assimilated  to  the  Militia, 
not  by  making  the  Militia  more  civilian, 
but  by  making  the  Volunteers  more  mili- 
tary. This  question  of  a  Keserve  was  a 
great  question  ;  it  was  that  of  the  defence 
of  the  country  ;  it  engaged  the  attention 
of  the  Continental  Powers,  of  France 
and  Prussia  especially.  In  favour  of  the 
Volunteers  it  might  be  said  that  the  tri- 
umphant army  of  the  latter  Power  was 
composed,  in  a  great  measure,  of  those 
classes  from  which  the  Volunteers  derired 
their  strength,  from  men  engaged  in  trade, 
in  professions,  and  in  the  arts  and  sciences. 
He  remembered  hearing  that  a  distin- 
guished statuary  at  Berlin  had  left  his 
studio  and  shouldered  his  rifle  to  engage 
the  Austrians.  He  hoped  the  Volunteers 
would  not  be  disheartened  because  the 
Government  was  not  able  to  comply  with 
their  request  at  piresent.  They  would 
remember  they  had  a  costly  affair  on  hand 
at  present — the  Abyssinian  war,  which  he 
hoped  would  soon  terminate  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  country,  and  then  the  claims 
of  the  Volunteers  might  be  considered. 
At  present  he  thought  a  step  had  been 
taken  in  the  right  direction  to  unite  them 
more  closely  with  the  Militia,  and  he  hoped 
the  only  riralry  that  would  ever  exist 
between  them  would  be  which  of  them 
should  best  serve  their  country. 

Mb.  O'EEILLY  said,  there  was  one 
subject  to  which  he  had  called  attention 
for  several  years,  when  the  fact  was  indeed 
denied — namely,  how  very  inefficient  the 
recruiting  system  was,  and*  how  far  we 
were  below  the  establishment  at  the  end 
of  each  year.  It  was  satisfactory,  how- 
ever, to  find  that  the  recommendations  of 
the  Koyal  Commission  on  this  subject  had 
been  well  and  efficiently  carried  out  by 
the  Department.  They  had  been  success- 
ful in  a  double  degree,  providing  a  large 
increase  and  a  superior  supply  of  first  re- 
cruits—an  increase  of  from  6,000  to  7,000. 
They  had  given  not  only  a  large  supply  of 
re-enlisted  men,  but  enabled  them  to  take 
or  reject  whom  they  pleased.  The  re- 
engagements  last  year  were  26,000 ;  the 
number  we  might  have  re-engaged  had 
not  been  mentioned,  but  it  must  have  been 


nearly  equal  to  the  whole  number  of  men 
whose  terms  of  service  had  expired.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Huntingdon  (General  Peel)  had  stated 
the  number  wanted  to  be  32,000 ;  but  it 
was  satisfactory  to  know,  that  the  average 
number  required  to  keep  up  the  army 
would  not  be  much  more  than  18,000— 
certainly  not  more  than  20,000 — so  that 
they  had  now  a  source  of  supply  that 
would  enable  them  effectually  to  keep  up 
the  army.  He  hoped  that  every  means 
would  be  adopted  to  maintain  and  increase 
the  standard  of  good  conduct  among  the 
men ;  and  he  would  venture  to  express  a 
hope  that,  now  the  pay  of  the  soldier  had 
been  increased,  it  would  no  longer  be  given 
to  him  in  driblets — as  if  the  only  way  to 
keep  a  man  sober  was  to  give  him  his  pay 
in  such  small  sums  that  he  could  not  get 
drunk  upon  it.  When  they  were  getting 
a  better  class  of  men  they  should  treat 
them  with  more  confidence.  He  had 
heard  with  great  satisfaction  that  the  Ke« 
port  of  the  Inspector  General  of  Becruit- 
ing  would  be  produced  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  form  a  judgment  on  the  whole 
matter.  There  were  several  matters  de- 
serving serious  consideration  which  were 
to  be  reserved.  One  was  the  subject  of 
the  retirement  from  the  non-purchase 
corps  of  the  army.  That  subject  was  to  be 
brought  before  them  for  separate  consi- 
deration. When  it  was  brought  forward 
he  should  be  prepared  to  support  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  of  which 
he  had  been  a  member.  There  was 
another  point  that  had  been  reserved-^ 
namely,  the  combination  of  the  different 
manufacturing  Departments  of  the  army 
under  one  head.  He  expressed  no  opinion 
on  that  subject.  It  was  also  unnecessary 
for  him  to  refer  at  present  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  Lord  Strathnaim's  Com- 
mitteee,  since  they  would  be  brought  for- 
ward on  a  future  occasion  in  greater 
detail.  He,  however  thought  that  the 
change  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  administration  of  the  army 
supply  would  lead  to  greater  economy. 
He  did  not  feel  called  upon  to  express  any 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  question  of  the 
Army  Tleserve  which  had  been  brought 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Huntingdon  last  year,  as  that  subject 
would  also  come  under  discussion  on  a 
future  occasion.  With  reference  to  the 
question  that  had  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (General 
Dunne),  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  Militis^*. 
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id  the  Yolunteers  should  not  he  under 
le  inspection  of  the  same  general  officer, 
lere  were  five  different  species  of  mili- 
iry  forces  in  this  country— the  Regular 
ly,  Militia,   the   Yeomanry,  the    Em- 
lied   Pensioners,   and   the  Volunteers, 
rhich  were  at  present  entirely  separate, 
id  in  some  instances  antagonistic,  in  their 
rganization,  and,  in  his  opinion,  it  would 
far  better  if  all  the  different  elements 
the  Army  of  Reserve  were  brought 
Inder  the  control  of  one  head.  He  wished 
direct  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
|aronet    (Sir    John   Fakington)   to    two 
kinor  points  connected  with  the  subject, 
the  first  place,  it  would  be  advisable  to 
Lace  the  members  of  the  survey  Depart- 
ment upon  a  permanent,  instead  of  leaving 
lem  upon  their  present  temporary,  foot- 
ig.     It  would  also  be  well  if  some  ar- 
ingement  were  come  to  by  which   the 
ims  to  which  those  cavalry  officers,  who 
[ad  purchased   their  commissions   before 
le  change  in  the  regulations,  were  en- 
[tied  on  leaving  the  service  were  paid 
lem  at  once,  or  were  rendered  available 
awards  purchasing  their  future  steps. 
Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  understood  the 
fecretary  of  State  for  War  to  say  that  it 
ras  contemplated  to  put  both  the  Militia 
|nd  the  Volunteers  under  generals  of  dis- 
icts.     [Sir  John  'Bakisqtov  made  a  ges- 
ire  of  cuBsent.]    He  was  anxious  that  the 
ight  hon.  Baronet  should  explain  whe- 
ler  he  proposed  to  retain  the  great  prin- 
Bple  of  the  civil   administration  of  the 
Irmy — the  principle  that  everything  con- 
jected  with   the  expenditure    of  public 
loney — everything,  in  short,  unconnected 
dth  the  discipline  of  the  troops  and  the 
jse  of  arms,  should  remain  in  the  hands  of 
livil  administrators.     He  could  well  un- 
erstand  how  a  contrary  principle  might 
md  favour  in  the  eyes  of  military  men ; 
)ut  he  trusted  that,  before  introducing  any 
[hange    in   this  respect,   the   right   hon. 
taronet  would  submit  his  proposal  in  a 
listinct  form,  so  that  the  House  might 
kxpress  an  opinion   upon  what,    in    his 
[pinion,  would  tend  to  withdraw  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  money  from  the  con- 
rol  of  the  representatives  of  the  British 
[axpayers. 

Colonel  NORTH   said,  he  should  be 
^lad  to  receive  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
>me  explanation  with  respect  to  the  boys 
rhom  he  proposed  to  introduce  into  the 
irmy.     His  right   hon.    Friend  said   he 
[bought  the  boys   educated    at    Chelsea 
ight  be  advantageously  employed  in  the 
Mr.  aReiUy 


army  as  non-commissioned  officers.  But 
did  his  right  hon.  Friend  mean  to  say  that 
they  should  at  once  be  invested  with  the 
rank,  and  placed  over  the  heads  of  all  the 
other  members  of  the  force  ?  If  that  were 
his  intention,  he  (Colonel  North)  could 
assure  him  that  the  measure  would  create 
great  dissatisfaction  throughout  the  ser- 
vice. The  hon.  Alderman  (Mr.  Alderman 
Lusk)  who  had  addressed  some  remarks  to 
the  Committee  upon  the  subject  of  the 
army,  and  had  immediately  afterwards 
left  the  House,  gave  the  Committee  to 
understand  that  this  country  was  paying 
a  great  number  of  millions  for  the  support 
of  40,000  men ;  but  the  fact  was,  that 
although  we  had  only  about  40,000  at 
home,  about  £13,000,000  covered  the  ex- 
penses of  something  like  136,000  men.  It 
was  true,  as  the  hon.  Alderman  com- 
plained, that  the  troops  were  scattered  all 
over  the  world  ;  but  our  soldiers  were 
stationed  in  the  West  Indies  and  other  un- 
healthy and  pestilential  places,  not  in  con- 
sequence of  their  own  inclination,  for  they 
would  much  rather  remain  in  this  country, 
but  for  objects  of  which  the  hon.  Alderman 
himself  would  probably  strongly  approve. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Carmarthenshire 
(Mr.  Pugh),  in  talking  of  the  advantages 
which  had  accrued  from  volunteering  in 
the  Prussian  service,  should  have  remem- 
bered that  volunteering  was  unknown  in 
that  country,  and  that  every  one  was 
bound  to  serve  for  a  certain  length  of 
time.  He  did  not  believe  that  such  a 
system  would  be  tolerated  for  a  moment 
by  the  people  of  this  country.  The  Volun- 
teers ought  and  wished  to  be  regarded  as 
auxiliary  to  the  military  and  the  Militia, 
with  whom  they  did  not  desire  in  any  way 
to  interfere. 

Mr.  AYTOUN  wished  to  know,  whe- 
ther all  the  troops  at  home  had  been  sup- 
plied with  Snider  rifles;  whether  they  had 
been  furnished  to  our  troops  in  India  and 
the  colonies;  and,  whether  it  was  intended 
to  place  them  in  the  hands  of  our  native 
troops  in  India  and  of  our  Volunteers?  He 
understood  that  already  about  300,000 
weapons  had  been  converted — enough,  it 
might  be  thought,  to  arm  the  whole  of 
our  regular  force.  "With  respect  to  the 
Volunteers,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ap- 
peared  to  argue  that,  because  the  number 
of  efficient  riflemen  was  increasing,  the 
Capitation  Grant  ought  to  receive  no  ad- 
dition. He  denied  the  justness  of  the 
inference.  It  was  a  fact  that,  owing  to 
the  emallness  of  the  Grant,  the  selection  of 
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officers  was  confined  to  within  very  narrow 
limits,  only  rich  men  heing  able  to  accept 
the  higher  appointments. 

Mb.  GHILDERS  said,  he  had  to  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the 
very  lucid  statement  in  which  he  had 
brought  these  Estimates  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  The  explanations 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  made 
had  been  none  the  more  easy  from  the 
fact  that  the  riglit  hon.  Baronet  had  to 
show  that  an  apparent  expenditure  of 
about  £15,500,000  represented  a  real  out- 
lay of  less  than  £14,000»000.  But  there 
were  some  points  involved  in  that  state- 
ment on  which  he  (Mr.  Ghilders)  was 
anxious  to  take  that  opportunity  of  making 
a  few  observations.  He,  like  his  right 
liou.  Friend,  noticed  in  the  form  of  the 
Estimates  some  changes  which,  although 
about  to  be  considered  by  them,  had  not 
been  approved  by  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts,  and  which,  undoubtedly,  tended 
to  swell  the  Estimates.  He  would  not, 
however,  discuss  this  question  of  extra 
receipts,  as  it  would  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  he  belonged.  But  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  had  suggested  more  ques- 
tionable changes.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
bad  referred  to  the  fact  that  all  the  trans- 
port  expenditure  was  borne  on  the  Navy 
Votes,  and  all  the  cost  of  the  guns  for  the 
navy  on  the  Army  Votes;  and  had  told  them 
that  he  should  like  to  see  the  cost  of  the 
army  transports  inserted  in  the  Army  Esti- 
mates, and  the  cost  of  guns  for  the  navy 
in  the  Navy  Estimates.  Now,  it  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Childers)  that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  carry  out  that  arrange- 
ment. The  rule  should  be  that  the  !De- 
partment  which  had  the  spending  of  the 
money  ought  to  be  accountable  for  it  on 
the  face  of  the  Estimates.  If  the  military 
Departments  had  the  manufacturing  es- 
tablishments under  their  charge,  then, 
however  much  of  the  out-turn  of  those 
establishments  went  to  the  navy,  it  was 
impossible  that  the  navy  could  be  pro- 
perly made  accountable  for  them.  If 
again  the  transport  department  were  un- 
der the  control  of  the  military  authori 
ties,  then  it  ought  to  come  under  the 
military  Votes  ;  but  as  long  as  the  charge 
of  the  transport  service  rested  on  the  Ad- 
miralty, its  cost  should  not  be  placed  in 
the  Army  Estimates.  The  cost  of  the 
transport  service  was  not  all  comprised 
in  Vote  17  of  the  Navy  Estimates;  but 
included  the  charge  for  men,  provisions, 
and  items  in  several  other  Votes,  and, 


therefore,  if  the  army  took  those  charges 
upon  its  Votes,  it  would  take  upon  them 
provision  for  a  certain  number  of  sailors, 
the  cost  of  yictualling  the  vessels,  &c.,  and 
the  only  result  will  be  confusion  worse  con- 
founded. With  the  exception  of  cases  of 
that  kind,  however,  he  entirely  agreed  in 
the  general  tone  of  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
remarks,  and  admitted  the  desirableness 
of  the  Army  Estimates  showing  army  ex- 
penditure and  the  Navy  Estimates  showing 
navy  expenditure.  He  thought  it  oi^ght 
to  go  out  to  the  country  that  they  were 
not  spending  £15,500,000,  but  really  less 
than  £14,000,000,  on  the  army.  This, 
indeed,  was  a  far  too  great  expense  for 
this  country.  But  he  could  not  but  admit 
that  the  last  Estimates  of  an  expiring 
Parliament  ought  not  to  deal  largely  in 
important  changes,  which,  whatever  might 
be  their  direction  or  their  extent,  would 
have  to  come  before  the  next  Parliament, 
chosen  by  the  new  constituencies.  The 
next  House  of  Commons  would  most  pro- 
bably seek  to  render  the  army  more  na- 
tional than  it  had  hitherto  been  with  re- 
spect both  to  officers  and  men ;  and  those 
questions  would  have  to  bo  handled  in  a 
careful  manner,  lest  they  should  destroy 
the  existing  machinery  without  construct- 
ing a  better  machinery  in  its  place.  But 
meanwhile  one  of  the  preparatory  steps 
should  be  to  get  the  control  of  tho 
civil  Departments  of  the  army  into  a 
thoroughly  efficient  condition  before  they 
attempted  to  make  more  extensive  changes. 
He  was  glad,  therefore  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had,  during  the  Eecess,  taken 
up  as  his  own  peculiar  question  the 
subject  treated  by  Lord  Strathnaim's 
Committee,  and  although  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  not  yet  gone  far  in  the 
matter,  they  had  every  reason  to  hope 
that,  in  the  course  of  the  present  Session, 
an  efficient  control  over  those  Departments 
would  be  brought  about  prior  to  tho  con- 
sideration of  the  further  changes  to  which 
he  had  alluded.  But  coming  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  Lord  Strathnairn's  Commit- 
tee, he  wished  to  say  at  once  that  he  thought 
it  would  not  be  expedient  for  Parliament  to 
deal  with  them,  as  far  as  sanctioning  or 
disapproving  them  went,  until  the  whole 
scheme  was  fully  before  it.  The  matter 
was  too  large  and  too  important  to  be 
treated  piecemeal.  We  had  a  very  peculiar 
system  of  army  management.  Without, 
then,  discussing  wheiher  the  relations  be- 
tween the  War  Office  and  the  Horse 
Guards  were  the  best  that  could  exists 
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must  be  admitted  that  those  relations 
ere  of  a  peculiar  and  delicate  charac- 
r,  and  a  danger  he  foresaw  in  deal- 
g  with  the   recommendations   of  Lord 

thnaim's  Committee  was  that,  unless 
e  greatest  care  was  taken,  they  might 
tensify  the  existing  duality  of  the  army 
ministration,  the  result  of  which  would 

the  most  complete  financial  confusion 
d  the  utter  destruction  of  anything  like 

brm  action.     The  right  hon.  Baronet 

as  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  desirable 

place  the  Controller's  Department  un- 

r  the  management  of  an  officer  of  high 

k,  who  would  bring  to  the  War  Office 
e  experience  which  he  had  acquired  in 
e  semce. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  explained, 
at  what  he  had  said  was,  that  the  re- 
mmendations  of  Lord  Strathnairn's  Com- 
ittee  was  that  the  system  of  control 
ould  be  commenced  under  an  officer  of 
gh  rank. 

Mfi.  CHILDERS  was  not  at  all  dis- 
ting  the  fitness  of  the  two  gallant 
cers  selected,  but  desirous  of  pointing 
t  to  his  right  hon.  Eriend  that  unless 
e  greatest  caution  was  observed  the 
ect  produced  might  be  to  minimize  that 

1  control  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 

ember   for    the   Tower   Hamlets   (Mr. 

jyrton)  had  referred;    and  one  of  two 

ings  would  probably  happen — either  the 

tire  management  of  the   army   would 

thrown  into  military  hands,  the  Secre- 

|ry  of  State  being  practically  powerless, 

they  would  have  two  military  Depart- 

nts  acting  as  rivals  to  each  other,  and 

ating  an  infinitely  worse  dualism  and 

archy  than  was  produced  by  the  anta- 

nism  between  a   civil  and   a  military 

ministration.     He  would  next  take  the 

estion  of  audit.      For  an  efficient  check 

expenditure  three  things  were  neces- 

First,  they  ought  to  have  the  means 

knowing  what  expenditure  was  really 

mg  on  ;   next,  they  wanted   a   proper 

trolling  authority;  and,  thirdly,  they 

uired  to  have  a  Department  engaged 

auditing  the  expenditure  which   had 

en  incurred,  to  ensure  that  the  accounts 

re  correct,  both  as  to  authority  and  as 

voucher.      It  was  important  that  there 

uld  be  no  confusion  between  these  seve- 

distinct  branches  of  financial  admioistra- 

^n.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken  of 

rompt  audit ;  but  the  whole  theory  of 

[dit  rested  on  the  hypothesis  that  the 

ditor  should  not  be  hurried,  and  should 

t  feel  that  he  was  obliged  to  exercise 

Mr.  ChiUers 


his  functions  with  rapidity  in  order  to 
keep  up  with  the  requirements  of  the  ser- 
vice.   For  this  reason  he  bad  heard  with 
regret,  rumours  that  the  auditors  of  army 
accounts  were  to  be  subordinate  to  some 
high  War  Office  official.      He  especially 
insisted    that    the    auditing  Department 
should  be  more  directly  under  the  control 
of  Parliament,  as  is  the  Auditor- General. 
It   should    not   be    under    departmental 
control.      [Sir  John  Pakington  said   it 
was  not.]     He  admitted  that  the  right 
hon.    Baronet    had    not    yet    committed 
himself  to  the  error  he  wished  to  guard 
against ;    but    he    feared    that  the   ten- 
dency of  his  arrangements  was  in  that 
direction.    The  Audit  Office,  properly  so 
called,  or  the  War  Office,  should  be  more 
under  the  control  of  the  Auditor  General 
than  under   that  either  of  the  Controller 
or  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State.     With 
regard  again  to  transport,  so  far  as  con- 
veyance  of   troops  by   water   was   con- 
cerned, he    thought   the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  act  somewhat  rashly   if  he 
attempted   to    run   counter    to    the    re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  which 
considered  the  subject,  and  to  bring  back 
that  service    under  the  control    of   the 
War  Office.     Allusion  had  been  made  to 
the  scheme  of  retirement  from  the  non- 
purchase  corps  which  had  emanated  from 
the  Committee  which  sat  last  year,  and 
of  which  he   was  Chairman.     Three  ob- 
jections had   been   urged  against  it,  ac- 
cording  to  his  right  hon.  Friend;    first, 
the  expense ;  secondly,  that  it  would  have 
a  tendency  to  withdraw  efficient  officers 
from  the  army ;  and,  thirdly,  the  dissatis- 
faction among  the  other  branches  of  the 
service  that  would  arise  in  the  event  of 
its  being  applied  to  the  officers  of  the  Ar- 
tillery and  Engineers.      The  Report  had 
received,  however,  the  unanimous  sanction 
of  a  Committee  composed  of  civilians  and 
military  men.     But  the  real  fuult  found 
with  the  plan  had  not  been  mentioned. 
The  objectors   to   the   scheme  really  felt 
that  the  system  proposed  was  too  econo- 
mical for  them.     It  had  been  urged  by 
the  senior  officers  of  Artillery  that  under 
it  they  would  lose  prospects  which,  by  the 
unequal  character  of  the  present  system, 
had  fortunately  and  accidentally  been  held 
out   to    them.      Most   probably  the  dis- 
covery of  the  three   other  objections  al- 
luded to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
due  to  this  cause.     [Sir  John  Pakixgton  : 
I  never  heard  of  that.]    If  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  heard  of  what  had  been 
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in  every  newspaper  daring  the  last  six 
months,  it  showed  how  industrious  those 
had  heen  whose  interest  it  was  to  keep 
him  in  ignorance.  He  (Mr.  Ghilders)  ho- 
nestly helieved  the  objections  came  from 
a  very  few  persons,  and  that  the  facts 
were  as  he  had  stated  them.  He  con- 
cluded by  thanking  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  his  clear  statement. 

Me.  WHITBREAD  said  he  would  beg 
to  recall  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  question  of  the  supply  of  men  for 
the  army.     The  right  hon.   and   gallant 
Member  for  Huntingdon   (General  Peel) 
was  to  be  congratulated  on  the  success  of 
his  measures  for  supplying  recruits  and 
securing  the  services  of  the  time-expired 
men.     Not  to  detract  from  the  measure ; 
but  in  order  to  dispel  any  idea  that  they 
had  already  done  sufficient,  he  must  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  scheme  came  into 
operation  at  a  favourable  time.   The  years 
1866-7  and  1867-8,  in  which  the  greatest 
number  of  men  might  have  claimed  dis- 
charge, were  also  years  in  which  employ- 
ment out  of  the  army  had  been  extremely 
scarce ;  and,  consequently,  there  had  been 
more  men  willing  to  enter  the  army  and 
fewer  desirous  of  leaving  it.     This  was  an 
element  that  must  not  be  omitted  from 
the  calculation.      It   was   a  moot  point 
whether  it  was  right  or  wrong  to  continue 
the  services  of  the  time-expired  men  ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  hit  the  nail 
upon  the  head  when  he  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  be  in  a  position  to  accept 
or  not,  as  they  chose,  the  services  of  such 
men.      The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  he 
thought  the  number  of  men  re-engaging 
was  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  attacks  made 
on  the  way  in  which  the  soldiers  were 
treated.    All  he  (Mr.  Whitbread)  had  ever 
said,  on  this  point,  was  that  the  measures 
formerly  adopted  had  the  effect  of  checking 
the  disposition  of  men  to  re-enlist  ;    and 
no  man  felt  greater  satisfaction  than  him- 
self at  the  successful  results  of  the  im- 
provements which  had  been  made  in  the 
condition  of  our  soldiers.      With  regard 
to  the  proposed  system  of  training  recruits 
for  the  army,  he  admitted  that  a  fatal 
mistake  had  been  made  by  the  Committee, 
of  which  he  had  the  honour  to  be  a  Mem- 
ber, in  using  the  phrase  **  training  boys." 
Those  whom  the  Committee  wished  to 
train  would  be  like  the  boys  who  enter  the 
naval  service.    The  boys  of  the  navy  were 
young  men  of  nearly  seventeen  years  of 
age  when  they  entered  the  service.     The 
Committee    contemplated    taking    these 


young  men  a  year  older  than  the  boys  in 
the  navy,  and  keeping  them  a  year  longer 
in  training  as  soldiers.  To  make  an 
effective  soldier  a  man  had  a  great  deal  to 
learn,  and  all  he  (Mr.  Whitbread)  asked 
was  that  he  should  be  taught  before  and  not 
after  he  was  eighteen  years  of  age.  Let 
the  boys  be  taught  during  the  most  teach- 
able time  of  life,  as  boys  intended  for 
trades  were  taught.  Were  the  training 
schools  open  to  young  men  at  the  age  of 
sixteen,  they  would  not  enter  the  army 
from  sheer  want  of  employment,  or  be 
driven  to  it  because  of  their  worthless- 
ness ;  but  would  assuredly  seek  it  with  a 
determination  to  rise  in  the  profession. 
Much  fault  had  been  found  with  the  state- 
ment of  the  GK>vemment  that  these  youths 
should  go  in  as  non-commissioned  officers. 
[Sir  John  Pakington  said,  he  had  never  in- 
tended it.]  He  was  glad  to  hear  it ;  for 
nothing  could  be  more  fatal  to  the  plan 
he  had  at  heart  than  that  these  boys 
should  enter  in  any  other  capacity  than 
ordinary  privates.  If  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  give  those  boys  a  certain 
amount  of  general  education  and  as  much 
professional  instruction  as  possible,  and 
then  take  them  straight  from  the  school 
to  the  army,  commanding  officers  would 
be  only  too  glad  to  avcul  themselves  of 
their  services.  Finding  the  value  of 
these  boys,  they  would  not  leave  it  to  civi- 
lians to  press  this  matter  upon  the  War 
Office  ;  but  would  themselves  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  increase  the  number  of 
these  training  schools  for  the  army. 

Mr.  OTWAY  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  number  of 
2,758  men  said,  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  was  rather  inconsistent.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  indicated  a  desire  for 
economy  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  only 
economy  which  he  seemed  to  have  any 
hope  of  effecting  was  insignificant  and 
hardly  worth  mentioning  in  an  expendi- 
ture so  vast.  It  was  strange  to  hear  the 
Secretary  for  War  admit  that  these  mili- 
tary accounts  were  no  accounts  at  all — 
that  they  contained  inaccuracies  of  such  a 
character  that  it  was  impossible  to  deter- 
mine from  them  what  our  military  expendi- 
ture was.  The  expense  occasioned  in  trans- 
port by  the  invaliding  of  soldiers  was,  for 
instance,  charged  to  the  navy,  although 
it  properly  arose  in  the  army.  But  it  was 
evident  that,  in  such  a  case,  all  that  was 
necessary  to  prevent  confusion  was  that  a 
debtor  and  creditor  account  should  be  kei^t 
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)tweeii  the  army  and  navy  with  regard  | 

lo  the  transport    of   troops,   and  every 

jxpenso  occasioned  to  the  navy  hy  trans- 

)orting  troops  should  he  charged  on  ac- 

iount  to  the  army.     One  important  point 

in   connection   with   the  accounts  hefore 

Ihem  was  the  question  of  audit.    The  hon. 

kembcr  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  said 

|t  was  the  theory  that  it  should  not  be 

lurried.     To  that  might  be  added  another 

|heory,  that  it  should  be  independent.    It 

'as  hardly  credible  that  these  accounts 

^mounting  to  £15,500,000  was  submitted 

no  independent  audit  whatever.     What 

protection  was  there  for  the  public  ?     The 

[ystem  adopted  was  one  of  the  worst  that 

mid  be  conceived ;  for  the  gentleman  who 

jiudited  the  accounts  had  at  the  same  time 

|he  payment  of  the  money,  and  he  would 

a  most  disinterested  gentleman  if  he 

rere  in  a  hurry  to  expose  any  error  which 

le  might  discover  he  had  made.     There 

^as  one  thing  very  noticeable,  too,   in 

Reference  to  the  audit,  and  that  was,  that 

rhatever  errors  might  be   discovered,  it 

rery  rarely  happened  that    the    money 

rhich  had  been  improperly  expended  was 

Recovered.     In  a  year  of  profound  peace 

Parliament    was    called     upon    to    vote 

15,500,000  for  military  purposes,  and  in 

Return  for  that  sum  we  had  the  smallest 

irmy  maintained  by  any  country  in  the 

'^orld  which    professed  to  exercise    any 

)ower.     If  the  House  would  accept  the 

proposition  he    was   about  to    submit — 

lamely,  that  the  troops  in  the  colonies 

Should  be    withdrawn,   we    might    very 

[argely  reduce  our  military  expenditure. 

he  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 

[untingdon  (General  Peel)  had  said  that 

10  comparison  could  be  instituted  between 

the  cost  of  maintaining  our  army  and  that 

>f  maintaining  foreign  armies,  especially 

those  of  France  and  Prussia,  because  we 

laintained  troops  in  the  colonies.     But  as 

France  that  was   incoiTect.      France 

laintained  in  Algeria  as  large  an  army  as 

re  had  in  India.     He  admitted  that  the 

loldier  was  better  paid  here  than  in  any 

►ther  country  in  the  world,  and  he  believed 

that  he  was  as  well  clothed  and  as  well 

^ed.     He  did  not  think  that  any  economy 

jould  be  introduced  into  our  army  with 

regard  to  the  pay,  clothing,  or  food  of  a 

)ldier.    As  to  the  officers,  considering  the 

mtlay  they  had  to  make,  through  the  per- 

licious  system  of  purchase,  they  were  the 

'orst-paid  officers  in  the  world.    In  1835, 

year  of  profound  peace,  our  military  ex- 

enditore  was  £5,626,713,  including  the 

Mr.  OUoay 


Effective  and  Non-effective  serviees.  In 
1855,  when  we  were  engaged  in  a  war 
with  one  of  the  great  powers  of  Europe, 
and  maintained  a  large  body  of  contingent 
troops,  our  military  expenditure  was 
£13,721,158.  Of  course,  the  accounts 
then  did  not  include  certain  things  which 
were  included  now.  [Colonel  'Hxbbjsbt  : 
Did  they  include  the  Ordnance  charges  ?] 
They  did  not.  Again,  in  1815,  at  the 
close  of  the  great  war,  when  we  had 
246,000  men  under  arms,  the  military  ex- 
penditure of  the  country  was  £19,869,000. 
These  figures  showed  how  the  Army  Esti- 
mates grew.  This  year — a  year  of  peace 
— the  military  expenditure  was  put  down 
at  £15,500,000.  As  the  Estimates  in- 
creased, however,  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed grew  smaller.  That  had  been  the 
case  since  the  present  Government  came 
into  office.  In  1866,  the  Army  Estimates 
were  £14,340,000,  andthenumber  of  men 
was  138,117.  In  1867.  the  Estimates  were 
£15,252,200,  and  the  number  of  men 
139,163.  This  year  the  Estimates  were 
£15,455,400,  and  the  number  of  men 
138,()91.  The  amount  for  the  general 
staff  of  officers  was  also  increasing.  The 
sum  voted  for  the  general  staff  last  year 
was  £98,291 ;  this  year,  with  fewer  men, 
it  was  £101,815.  But  these  were  only 
small  matters.  That  which  lay  at  the 
bottom  of  our  military  expenditure,  was 
what  might  be  called  the  double  govern- 
ment of  the  army.  He  did  not  think  that 
that  was  a  subject  to  bo  discussed  on  a 
question  of  military  Estimates.  He  had 
given  notice  that  ho  should  take  an  occa- 
sion of  submitting  that  subject  to  the 
House ;  because  it  involved,  not  merely 
matters  of  great  constitutional  importance, 
but  questions  of  essential  importance  as 
regarded  economy  in  the  army.  There 
was  a  double  staff  of  officials  to  do  work 
which  could  be  well  done  by  one  Depart- 
ment. When  we  compared  the  expense 
of  these  two  Departments  with  that  of 
the  one  Department  in  France  or  Prus- 
sia, we  saw  the  cost  which  the  double 
government  of  our  army  entailed.  The 
charge  for  the  War  Department  was 
£224,578.  There  were  621  employes  in 
the  War  Department,  and  156  in  the 
Commander-in-Chief  sDepartment,  making 
a  total  of  777  persons  employed  in  the 
administration  of  the  army.  France,  which 
had  an  army  three  times  as  numerous  as 
ours,  had  only  480  clerks  to  administer 
her  army,  and  the  total  cost  of  administra- 
tion was  l,920,528f.,  or  £76,838.     The 
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French  standing  army  amounted  generally 
to  between   500,000  and   600,000  men, 
while  ours  was  only  138,000.     He  had 
recently  had  an  opportunity  of  inspecting 
the  War  Department  at  Berlin.      Anyone 
who  was  acquainted  with  the  arrangements 
in  Pall  Mall  would  be  astonished  on  seeing 
the  contrast  exhibited  by  the  Berlin  De- 
partment.    During  the  late  war  the  Prus- 
sian army  consisted  of  between  400,000 
and  500,000  men,  and  it  was  administered 
in  a  way  which  commanded  the  admiration 
of  all  who  watched  its  proceedings.     The 
whole  cost  of  the  Prussian  War  Depart- 
ment was  826,000  thalers,  or  £48,900  a 
year.     With  these  facts  before  them,  he 
thought  it  was  clearly  time  to  make  some 
'reforms  in  our  War  Department.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  was,  like  most  Minis- 
ters of  State,  Tery  hopeful,  and  if  his  hope 
was  to  be  realized  it  would  be  by  the 
employment  of   Sir   Henry   Storks    and 
General  Balfour,    than  whom  two  more 
competent  gentlemen  could  with  difficulty 
be  found.     He  (Mr.  Otway)  was  strongly 
of  opinion  that  no  real  economy  would  be 
obtained  in  this  direction  until  the  Horse 
Guards  were  brought  under  the  same  roof 
with  the  War  Department,  and  an  end 
was  put  to  the  ridiculous  and  overdone 
system  of  correspondence  between  the  two 
offices.     He  remembered  a  recent  instance. 
An  hon.  Member  put  a  question  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  as  to  the  land- 
ing of  the  86th  Regiment  upon  an  island 
in  which  an  epidemic  was  raging.     He 
was  asked  to  postpone  his  question  until 
communication  could  be  made  with  the 
Horse  Guards.    He  would  gi?e  an  instance 
of  the  circumlocution  which  existed.     A 
communication  was  sent  the  other  day  to 
the  office  by  an  Adjutant  General  of  Artil- 
lery.    It  was  the  custom  for  every  letter 
to  pass  through  the  hands  of  several  clerks, 
each  of  whom  made  his  sentiments  known 
by  a  memorandum  on  the  back  of  the 
letter.     On  the  occasion  in  question  the 
letter  was  returned  to  the  writer  with  fif- 
teen endorsements  by  clerks,  the  last  of 
which  was — •*  This   letter  should  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Adjutant  General  of  Artil- 
lery " — the  very  person  by  whom  the  letter 
had  been  written.     This  was  a  specimen 
of  the    '*  confusion   worse    confounded " 
"which  now  prevailed.     He  knew  a  gen- 
tleman, too,  who  had  assured  him  that  his 
employment  in  the  War  Department  con- 
sisted entirely  in  stamping  and  copying 
letters — work  which  could  be  done  equally 
well  by  a  non-oommiasioned  officer  at  1«. 


or  2«.  a  day  in  addition  to  his  pension. 
He  hoped  Sir  Henry  Storks  would  soon 
see  his  way  to  a  sensible  reduction  in  the 
number  of  clerks.  One  of  the  items  on 
which  he  desired  to  comment  was  that  of 
£48,000  for  agency.  This  sum  the  publi'c 
were  called  upon  to  pay  to  certain  gentle- 
men who  acted  as  bankers  for  the  army  ; 
but  whose  most  important  occupation  was 
the  conducting  of  illicit  arrangements  be* 
tween  officers  for  the  sale  and  purchase 
of  commissions.  It  was  one  of  the  most 
pernicious  military  systems  that  had  ever 
existed,  and  the  sooner  this  item  disap- 
peared irom  the  Estimates  the  better  it 
would  be  for  the  credit  of  everybody  con- 
cerned. He  hoped,  indeed,  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  would  succeed  in  carry- 
ing a  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  and  with  it  the  disappearance  of 
this  charge.  With  regard  to  recruitingi 
a  considerable  saving  might  be  accom- 
plished ;  for  only  those  who  had  investi- 
gated the  matter  could  have  any  idea  of 
the  unnecessary  trouble  which  a  recruit 
had  to  undergo,  or  of  the  expense  which 
attended  his  being  bandied  backwards  and 
forwards,  and  su^ected  to  different  exami- 
nations. When  a  recruit  was  brought  up 
by  the  Marines,  he  was  examined  by  a 
medical  man,  and  if  he  was  rejected  there 
was  no  expense  to  the  country  ;  and  this 
plan,  if  generally  adopted,  would  be  ser- 
viceable to  the  country  with  regard  to 
general  recruiting.  He  now  approached 
the  most  important  point  in  which  a  sub- 
stantial saving  might  be  effected.  It  had 
been  asked,  seeing  that  we  had  only  45,000 
troops  for  the  defence  of  the  country  in 
case  of  attack,  where  were  the  remainder 
of  the  136,000  men  the  Committee  were 
asked  to  vote,  and  the  answer  had  been 
that  48,000  were  distributed  over  our 
colonies.  One  would  think  that  if  soldiers 
were  enlisted  and  sent  to  the  colonies,  the 
colonies  would  pay  for  their  own  defence* 
The  people  of  Australia,  man  for  man,  were 
richer  than  the  people  of  this  country.  But 
the  colonies  did  not  contribute  their  share. 
There  was  only  one  exception,  and  that 
was  the  unfortunate  island  of  Ceylon, 
which  was  called  upon  to  pay  for  more  men 
than  were  in  fact  sent  there.  At  least,  so 
it  was  stated.  The  cost  was  £146,000  a 
year;  the  contribution,  £160,000.  The 
whole  cost  of  our  troops  stationed  in  the 
colonies  was  £3,388,023,  pf  which  they 
returned  to  us  £365,700,  leaving  a  balance 
against  us  upon  this  h^  of  £3,022,323. 
Expensei   however,  was   not    the    anlx 
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rawback  attendant  upon  the  present  dis- 
losition  of  our  troops;  there  was  also 
janger.     Would  any  man  in  possession 

his  senses  contend  that  by  any  pos- 
[ble   amount  of  valour  or  arrangement 

t,000  British  troops  could  successfully 
}fend  Canada  from  invasion  ?  With  such 
immense  frontier,  America,  at  any  mo- 
lent  she  chose  to  march  into  Canada, 
>uld  swallow  the  British  force  at  a  mouth- 
il,  and  the  very  presence  there  of  a  small 
|ritish  force  was  provocative  of  such  an 
[pedition.     Malta  cost  us  a  large  sum 

irly.     Besides  being  a  great  military 

ition,  Malta  was  a  great  naval  entrepdt ; 
id  there  were  naval  and  military  hospi- 
ils,  naval  and  military  prisons,  a  naval 
id    military    baking    establishment — in 

}t,  all  the  establishments  were  in  double. 
[he  place  was  not  large  enough  to  admit 

the  manoeuvring  of  troops,  and,  as  a 
msequence,  the  soldiers  were  suffering 
lorn  lassitude  and  sickness  in  the  warm 
iasons.  It  should  be  made  essentially  a 
ival  station,  and  the  military  expense 
[ould  at  once  be  got  rid  of.  The  island 
lould  be  garrisoned  by  marines,  who 
>uld  be  changed  about  with  the  marines 

the  Mediterranean  fleet.  Great  good 
lould  accrue  and  much  less  expense 
ould  be  incurred  than  at  present ;  6,500 
en  would  be  set  free  for  duty  elsewhere. 
|s  for  the  guns  at  Malta,  the  Marine  Ar- 
Llery,  the  finest  force  in  existence,  could 
Ike  care  of  them.  He  commended  this 
[ea  to  the  Secretary  of  State;  but  he 
ipposed  it  would  not  have  much  effect 
)on  him.  With  regard  to  the  particu- 
|r  Vote  upon  which  he  intended  to  test 
le  opinion  of  the  House  by  a  Motion, 
^e  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  quote  the 
)inions  of  officers,  civilians,  and  mili- 
[ry  men,  who  were  either  heard  orally 

to  whom  interrogations  had  been  ad- 
:essed  by  the  Committee  moved  for  by 
[e  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield 

!ajor  Anson),  as  to  the  possibility  of 
^porseding,    or    supplementing,    British 

>ops  in  the  colonies  by  the  employment 

native  troops.  They  sent  British  regi- 
|ents  to  the  West  Indies,  at  a  very  con- 
lerable  expense,  to  be  decimated,  when 
leir  places  might  be  filled  by  troops 
[longing  to  a  different  race — fbr  instance, 
jalays  or  Indian  troops — having  no  affinity 
jith  the  natives,  and  therefore  not  dan- 
)rous  in  case  of  disaffection  amongst 
lem.  With  regard  to  the  Mauritius,  it 
|as  questionable  whether  it  was  necessary 

maintain  a  garrison  there,  but  according 

Mr.  Otway 


to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
himself,  one-half  of  the  force  there  might 
be  dispensed  with.  Matters  had  changed 
very  much  since  the  days  of  Paul  and  • 
Virginia,  and  sometimes  the  climate  was 
little  short  of  pestilential.  He  protested 
against  our  sending  several  thousands  of 
European  troops  every  year  to  climates  of 
the  most  unhealthy  character,  and  believed 
that  to  be  one  of  the  greatest  impediments 
to  recruiting.  If  it  were  necessary  to  send 
European  troops  there  at  all,  such  troops 
should  be  specially  raised  for  the  service. 
Never  were  soldiers  more  satisfied  than 
the  European  troops  that  had  served 
under  the  East  India  Company.  The  de- 
fence of  all  the  West  India  islands  must 
be  a  maritime  defence,  and  garrisons  as 
a  means  of  defence  were  but  of  little 
use.  What  happened  with  regard  to 
Hong  Kong  ?  Dr.  Dick,  the  principal  me- 
dical officer  there,  made  a  Eeport  of  the 
sanitary  state  of  the  island,  and  recom* 
mended  the  withdrawal  of  an  European 
regiment,  with  a  view  to  the  preservation, 
as  far  as  possible,  of  the  health  and  effici- 
ency of  the  British  soldiers,  and  to  a 
diminution  of  the  great  expenditure  arising 
from  casualties  in  a  European  regiment 
stationed  in  such  a  climate,  and  his  recom- 
mendation was  supported  by  the  General 
in  command.  That  Report  was  never 
acted  upon,  and  six  months  after  it  was 
followed  by  another,  in  which  Dr.  Dick 
said  that  it  was  now  his  duty  to  show  to 
what  an  extent  the  fears  he  then  ventured 
to  express  had  been  realized.  He  then 
proceeded  to  state  that  within  little  more 
than  three  months  deaths  and  invaliding 
among  the  men  to  the  amount  of  66  per 
cent  per  annum  had  taken  place;  that  81 
out  of  101  women  and  71  out  of  171  chil- 
dren had  died,  and  that  11  officers  had 
died  or  were  invalided  within  the  quarter. 
The  West  India  command  furnished  an 
illustration  of  the  way  military  affairs 
were  managed  by  the  War  Department. 
The  West  India  command  consisted  of 
4, 9 1 9  men,  the  cost  of  which  was  £282, 172, 
and  he  now  asked  the  Committee  to  listen 
to  what  followed.  The  staff  employed  in 
commanding  those  4,919  men — about  as 
large  as  a  brigade  or  a  major-general's 
command — consisted,  among  others,  of 
two  general  officers,  two  deputy-assistant* 
adjutants-general,  two  assistant-quarter- 
masters-general, two  military  secretaries, 
two  aides-de-camp,  four  fort- adjutants,  four 
commandants,  and  nineteen  clerks,  and 
their  pay  amounted  to  £10,750.    At  the 
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Mauritius  2,000  men  were  stationed,  and 
the  cost  was  £132,700,  and  the  staff  con- 
sisted of  one  major-general,  one  deputy- 
quarter-master-general,  one  military  secre- 
tary, one  aide-de-camp,  one  fort-major, 
and  eight  clerks.  Their  pay  amounted  to 
£8,880.  Such  a  state  of  things  was 
enough  to  excite  the  attention  of  the 
country  ;  and  people  would  say  that  there 
was  an  absurd,  lavish,  and  improper  ex- 
penditure, two  or  three  general  officers 
being  employed  to  do  what  would  be  the 
work  of  one  colonel  in  the  French  or 
Prussian  armies.  The  authorities  at  the 
Horse  Guards  would  say  that  they  must 
find  employment  for  our  general  officers, 
and  the  general  officers  when  abroad  must 
have  European  troops,  the  consequence  of 
which  was  that  the  country  was  saddled 
with  a  vast  expenditure  for  purposes  so 
small  and  useless.  He  did  not  venture  to 
ask  that  in  this  year's  Estimates  any  large 
reduction  should  be  made  :  but  he  would 
ask  the  Committee  to  do  that  which  could 
be  done  without  in  any  way  affecting  the 
public  service.  He  proposed  to  withdraw 
half  the  garrison  in  the  Mauritius,  amount- 
ing to  958  men,  and  half  the  garrison  in 
the  West  India,  Windward,  and  Leeward 
Islands,  amounting  to  three  battalions,  or 
1,800  men.  He  would  move  that  the 
number  of  men  be  diminished  by  2,758. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceed* 
ing  135,933  Men  (including  9,880,  all  Ranks,  to 
be  employed  with  the  Depots  in  the  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  of  Regiments 
Serving  in  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions),  be 
maintained  for  the  Serfioeof  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  from  the  1st  day  of 
April  1868  to  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869,  inclu- 
sive."— (Mr.  Otway.) 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
would  not  at  that  hour  attempt  to  follow 
in  detail  the  hon.  Gentieman  who  had 
jast  sat  down  (Mr.  Otway)  through  his 
various  statements  ;  but  would  merely  re- 
mark that  every  friend  and  foe  of  the 
army  were  agreed  that  the  expenditure 
was  too  much,  and  would  be  exceedingly 
glad  to  see  it  reduced.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  we  had  the  smallest  standing 
army  of  any  nation  that  professed  to  keep 
one,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  now  proposed 
to  increase  its  efficiency  by  reducing  it  by 
2,758  men.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  en- 
larged upon  the  intricacies  of  the  double 
command,  and,  in  fact,  had  entered  into 
the  question  of  the  re- organization  of  the 
"War  Department  —  a  matter  which  was 


now  actually  taken  in  hand,  and  which 
they  expected  to  see  dealt  with  in  a 
manner  which  would  lead  to  very  bene- 
ficial results.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded  to  700  employh  in  that  Department 
who,  he  said,  had  to  do  with  only  136,000 
men.  But  he  omitted  to  mention  the 
Militia  and  Volunteers,  with  which  the 
Department  had  also  to  deal,  making  in 
all  a  force  of  500,000  men.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  agency 
system,  which  he  had  discovered  was 
maintained  at  great  expense  for  the  pur- 
chase and  sale  of  commissions.  He  was 
surprised  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  forgot- 
ten that  the  sum  paid  to  Messrs.  Cox  nd 
Go.  and  other  army  agents  was  paid  for 
their  services  in  distributing  pay,  and  act- 
ing as  very  useful  and  efficient  bankers  to 
the  army  in  general.  Though  under  the 
admirable  arrangements  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Huntingdon 
(General  Peel)  the  standard  of  the  army 
had  been  raised  an  inch,  which  meant 
reducing  the  available  sources  of  the  sup- 
ply of  recruits  by  a  very  large  number, 
the  fact  was  that  the  strength  of  the  army 
had  been  greatly  increased.  An  advan- 
tage of  the  present  system  was  that  now, 
for  the  first  time,  commanding  officers  had 
the  power  of  rejecting  men  that  offered 
themselves  for  re-engagement.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otway)  had 
complained  that  our  troops  were  so  scat- 
tered in  the  colonies  that  we  could  only 
put  40,000  men  in  line.  He  supposed 
the  hon.  Member  must  include  Ireland 
among  the  colonies,  for  he  had  made 
no  allusion  to  the  20,000  troops  stationed 
there.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  defence  of  the  long  line  of 
Canadian  frontier  was  difficult ;  but  how 
could  we  with  any  dignity  withdraw  our 
troops  from  Canada?  As  to  the  extra- 
ordinary arrangement  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  at  Malta,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  why  marines  should  not  suffer  as 
much  from  lassitude  there  as  Line  soldiers. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  there 
was  no  drill  ground  in  Malta;  but  he 
could  assure  him  that  there  was  an  ex- 
cellent drill  ground  there,  and  that  he  had 
often  been  drilled  on  it  till  he  was  very 
tired  indeed.  With  regard  to  the  mor- 
tality at  the  Mauritius,  he  had  passed 
fourteen  months  there,  and  a  more  beauti- 
ful and,  at  ordinary  times,  a  healthier 
island  he  had  never  seen.  The  fever  there 
was,  of  course,  much  to  be  deplored  ;  but 
the  island  could  not  be  defended  by  naval 
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leans,  for  it  was  surrounded  by  ooral 
reefs,  and  ships  of  war  could  not  lie  o£f  the 
jisland.  Moreover,  the  Isle  of  Bourbon, 
ilose  at  hand,  was  garrisoned  by  a  French 
force,  which  might  at  any  moment  make  a 
lescent  upon  the  Mauritius.  The  substi- 
tution of  black  troops  there  and  elsewhere 
jwould  be  no  economy ;  for  the  cost  of  a 
regiment  was  within  a  few  pounds  that 
>f  an  English  regiment,  and  the  black 
troops  died  o£f  as  rapidly  as  white  troops, 
^he  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
}£fect  an  inconsiderable  saving,  and,  as  it 
rould  reduce  the  strength  of  the  army  by 
S,700  men,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
rould  not  -put  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing. 

Captaik  VIVIAN  said,  the  right  hon. 
fentleman  had  referred  to  him  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  as  if  he  had  stated 
that  the  British  army  cost  £15,000.000. 
^e  was  aware,  however,  that  there  was  a 
mm  of  £2,000,000  under  the  head  of  re- 
payments, which  the  Government  would 
recouped,  and  which  reduced  the  army 
apenditure  to  £13,000,000.  He  believed 
that  the  public  were  led  into  error  by  these 
Igures,  and  that  they  thought  our  army 
;o8t  the  extravagant  sum  of  £180  per  man. 
[any  items  were  not  fairly  chargeable 
tpon  the  army.  For  instance,  as  had  been 
)ointed  out,  there  was  the  item  of  warlike 
itores  for  the  navy,  though  this  was,  per- 
laps,  balanced  by  the  transport  furnished 
for  the  army  by  the  sister  service.  On 
this  point  he  suggested  whether  it  would 
lot  be  a  good  plan  to  set  up  a  system  of 
irmy  transport  for  the  army  alone,  quite 
independent  of  the  navy.  Deducting  all 
ihe  items  which  were  not  fairly  charge- 
tble  against  the  regular  forces,  there  only 
remained  £11,750,000,  or  £86  per  man  ; 
id  this  comprised  food,  clothing,  arms, 
equipment,  horses,  and  the  pay  of  every 
nngle  person  connected  with  the  army. 
Prom  the  right  hon.  Baronet  downwards, 
[e  was  glad  to  hear  the  improvements 
proposed  in  the  Militia,  which  was  the  real 
ionstitutional  force  of  Reserve  to  which 
'e  must  look.  It  would  be  well  that  this 
force  should  be  brought  into  closer  rela- 
tions with  the  regular  army  ;  and  if  it 
'ere  placed  in  barracks  when  called  out, 
that  would  bo  a  great  advantage,  for  disci- 
)line  and  morality  could  never  be  main- 
tained under  the  system  of  billeting, 
lilitia  officers  ought  to  receive  greater  en- 
couragement, and  he  was  much  gratified  at 
tearing  that  something  was  about  to  be  done 
'-^r  that  ill-used  class  of  Militia  officers,  the 
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Quartermastem.  He  congratulated  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (General 
Peel)  on  the  great  success  of  the  extra  2d, 
per  day  in  procuring  men  for  the  army.  It 
appeared  from  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  more  men  had  re-engaged 
last  year  than  in  the  preceding  five  yean. 
It  had  been  stated,  with  truth,  that  not 
more  than  40,000  men  could  be  set  in  line 
in  this  country  ;  and  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Otway),  looking  at  the  number  of  troopa 
employed  in  the  colonies,  wished  to  re- 
duce the  Vote  for  that  service.  Such  a 
proposal  opened  up  a  grave  question,  which 
was  probably  of  too  much  importance  to 
be  dealt  with  incidentally  in  Committee. 
If  we  were  to  increase  our  effective  force 
it  must  be  done  by  making  the  coloniee 
pay  for  their  own  troops.  It  was  an  ex* 
traordinary  thing  that  some  colonies  paid 
so  largely  for  the  number  they  had  in 
comparison  with  the  payments  made  by 
other  colonies.  He  did  -not  see  how  our 
interests  could  bo  served  by  our  maintain- 
ing 12,000  men  in  Canada.  The  military 
courage  of  the  Canadians  would  be  more 
readily  developed  if  we  did  not  allow  it  to 
remain  dormant  by  quartering  our  troopa 
in  the  colony. 

CoLONKL  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  that 
from  his  own  knowledge  and  experience 
he  should  strongly  deprecate  the  transfer 
from  the  navy  to  a  military  department 
of  the  transport  of  troops.  In  time  of 
war  it  would  be  impossible  to  secure 
troops  a  proper  safeguard  during  passage 
unless  the  arrangements  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  naval  force 
on  the  station.  Ho  was  glad  that  notice 
had  been  taken  of  the  remarks  made  about 
military  agents  ;  for  it  would  be  unjust 
to  let  it  go  forth  that  the  very  respectable 
firms  and  gentlemen  who  acted  as  agents 
for  the  different  regiments  did  nothing  for 
tho  £48,000  except  carry  on  a  traffic  in 
commissions.  They  had  responsible  duties^ 
and  discharged  them  efficiently,  and,  al- 
though that  might  be  done  by  a  public 
Department,  as  it  had  been  proposed  they 
should,  it  had  generally  been  considered 
that  it  was  more  economical  to  leave  them 
to  the  agents.  With  regard  to  the  force 
in  the  Mauritius,  it  was  one  thing  to  have 
it  reduced  by  sickness  in  time  of  peace, 
and  another  to  reduce  it  permanently  by 
one  half.  The  French  had  much  the  same 
garrison  at  Bourbon  that  we  had  at  the 
Mauritius,  which  island  was  assailable  at 
two  points,  where  it  could  be  defended 
by   2,000  men.      There  were  only  two 
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harbours  in  the  island ;  the  smaller  could 
be  defended  by  300  or  400  men,  and  the 
main  harbour  could  be  equally  well  de- 
fended by  1,500  men,  with  suitable  forti- 
fications. Therefore,  granted  that  it  was 
expedient  to  defend  the  Mauritius,  the 
garrison  was  not  altogether  useless  nor 
insufficient.  It  might  require  to  be  in- 
creased in  time  of  war,  but  it  was  strong 
enough  in  time  of  peace.  K  it  were  not 
held  by  such  a  garrison,  and  were  conse- 
quently lost,  it  would  require  a  consider- 
able number  of  troops  and  ships  to  re-take 
it.  He  had  heard  it  stated  that  during 
the  old  wars  with  France  £15,000,000 
worth  of  property  was  captured  by  cruizers 
and  privateers  issuing  from  the  Mauritius. 
Our  commerce  had  enormously  increased 
since  then  ;  and  where  would  be  the  eco- 
nomy of  saving  £200,000  a  year,  and  then 
re-taking  the  island,  with  a  diversion  of 
force  which  might  be  inconvenient,  and  at 
a  very  considerable  expense,  in  order  to 
prevent  far  greater  loss  being  inflicted  on 
our  commerce  ? 

Mr.  BAKCLAY  said,  that  having  re- 
sided two  years  in  the  Mauritius,  he  was 
able  to  affirm  that  the  reduction  of  the 
garrison  to  1,000  men  would  be  most 
pleasing  to  the  colonists,  and  would  be  a 
most  acceptable  relief  to  them.  Personally, 
he  thought  the  reduction  might  be  made 
with  safety,  if  the  health  of  the  remaining 
regiment  were  promoted  by  removing  it 
from  the  town  of  Port  Louis  to  a  site 
already  selected  in  a  district  of  the  island 
that  was  more  salubrious.  When  priva- 
teers issued  from  the  Mauritius,  the  island 
was  self-supporting;  but  now,  owing  to 
tho  great  cultivation  of  sugar,  and  in- 
creased population,  the  inhabitiints  de- 
pended for  their  subsistence  upon  the 
importation  of  rice  from  India;  and,  there- 
fore the  possession  of  the  island  depended 
entirely  on  maritime  supremacy.  The 
insalubrity  of  the  island  had  been  greatly 
exaggerated.  A  British  regiment  might 
be  kept  there  with  safety,  and  alone,  or 
with  a  Sikh  regiment,  it  would  be  suffi- 
cient for  defence. 

Mfi.  CARD  WELL  said,  that  an  impor- 
tant question  had  been  raised — the  em- 
ployment of  British  troops  in  our  distant 
colonial  possessions,  which  absorbed  50,000 
men.  It  was  satisfactory  that,  since  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  of  1862,  con- 
tinuous and  considerable  progress  had 
been  made  in  giving  effect  to  the  policy  | 
which  the  House  meant  to  pursue  on  this 
•abject.    He  had  heard  with  pleasure  the 


other  evening  the  statement  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  that  the  last  remaining  regiment 
was  to  be  withdrawn  from  l^ew  Zealand. 
It  happened  to  be  his  duty  to  propose  to 
the  House  the  arrangements  which  led  to 
this  ;  andhe  was  glad  the  Ministers  and 
Assembly  of  New  Zealand  had  not  elected 
the  alternative  offered  to  them  of  paying 
for  the  troops,  but  had  decided  upon  their 
withdrawal.  He  was  glad  that  the  present 
Government  were  following  the  policy  of 
their  predecessors  in  this  respect.  In  the 
course  of  last  Session  they  were  told  the 
same  view  was  being  carried  into  effect  by 
the  present  Government  in  regard  to  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  and  he  cheerfully 
supported  the  policy,  although  no  doubt  at 
the  Cape  it  must  be  pursued  with  caution 
and  prudence.  At  the  same  time  he 
hoped  that  the  policy  which  had  been 
firmly  commenced,  would  be  steadily  and 
continuously  adhered  to.  The  question 
had  been  raised,  whether  we  could  not 
dispense  with  white  troops  in  some  colonies 
by  substituting  troops  of  a  different  race, 
not,  he  hoped,  as  a  charge  upon  the 
Estimates  of  this  country.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  opposite  that  if 
you  wanted  a  service  to  be  performed  you 
would  get  it  in  the  main  performed  more 
efficiently  and  cheaply  by  the  employment 
of  British  troops;  but  the  principle  for 
which  he  wished  to  contend  was  that  we 
should  steadily  go  forward,  declaring  to 
the  colonies  that  it  is  beyond  our  intention^ 
as  it  is  beyond  our  power,  to  furnish  the 
men  by  whom  they  are  to  be  defended. 
He  said  this  on  other  than  merely  pecu- 
niary grounds.  Much  was  said  about 
sanitary  reforms  and  moral  reforms  that 
were  to  accompany  our  new  system  of 
recruiting,  and  to  attract  a  higher  class  of 
men  to  the  service ;  but  if  these  things 
were  to  be  done  we  must  put  an  end  to 
the  plan  of  maintaining  at  one  time 
50,000  men  in  our  colonial  dependencies. 
Eor  these  reasons  we  must  pursue,  steadily 
and  without  check,  the  policy  upon  which 
we  had  entered.  He  felt  convinced  that 
the  object  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otway)  was  not  to 
diminish  the  British  Army,  but  to  bring 
it  up  to  a  higher  point  of  efficiency,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  render  it  unnecessary  for  his  hon. 
Friend  to  go  to  a  division. 

Major  ANSON  cordially  concurred  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Latham  with  regard    to    the   military 

Lpenditure  for  the  colonies,  and  thought 
lat  the  House  should  insist  upon  having 

clear  statement  of  the  money  which  the 
>lonist8  cost  the  mother  country.  The 
scounts  were  at  present  not  worth  the 
laper  they  were  written  on.  There  was 
Iso  an  absence  of  information  as  to  the 
loney  value  of  our  stores  both  at  home 

id  in  the  colonies.   > 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
lid,  he  must  express  his  thanks  and  his 
itisfaction  at  the  general  tone  of  the  re- 
larks  with  which  his  Statement  had  been 
)ceived.  In  reference  to  some  observa- 
[ons  made  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
[ember  for  North  Lancashire  (the  Mar- 
less  of  Hartington),  he  begged  to  assure 
le  noble  Marquess  that  when  he  stated 
lat  no  guns  were  provided  for  the  fortifi- 
itions  earlier  than  last  year  he  had  no 
itention  to  impute  blame  to  the  late  Go- 
;mment.  Indeed,  he  agreed  with  the 
[ght  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hunt* 
Lgdon  (General  Peel)  that,  considering 
le  progress  which  had  been  made  in  the 
manufacture  of  artillery,  it  was  fortunate 
lat  a  large  expenditure  had  not  been 
reviously  incurred  in  furnishing  guns  for 
le  fortifications.  In  reply  to  the  ques- 
[on  which  had  been  asked  as  to  the  in- 
mtions  of  the  Government  with  regard 

the  two  branches  of  the  new  Army  of 

jserve,  as  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
illant  Member  for  Huntingdon  last  year, 

observed  that  he  thought  he  had  made 

clear  that  he  fully  intended  to  adopt 
le  plan  proposed  by  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
|cman  of  forming  an  Army  of  Reserve  out 

the  Lino  by  giving  an  increased  amount 

bounty  to  the  Militia,  and  raising  the 
[ilitia  to  a  full  quota.  He. had  also  in- 
mded  to  say  that  the  scheme  contem- 

ited  leaving  it  open  to  soldiers  to  com- 
lute  the  latter  part  of  their  service  in 
LO  Line  for  a  certain  amount  of  service 

the  Army  of  Reserve.  He  did  not  an- 
[cipate  that  any  large  number  of  men 
rould  be  derived  in  that  way;  but  in 
rder  to  carry  out  the  plan  it  was  neces- 
try  that  regulations  should  be  drawn  up, 
'hich,  after  General  Lindsay  was  con- 
ilted  with  respect  to  them,  would  be 
dd  on  the  table  of  the  House.  Surprise 
lad  been  expressed  that  so  few  small  arms 
lad  been  converted.    He  had  to  state  that 

was  intended  to  convert  160,000  in  the 
)urse  of  the  year.  The  conversion  would 
)st  3«.  each,  and  when  these  had  been  con- 

rted  their  whole  stock  would  be  ex- 
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hausted  and  they  would  have  to  relj  on 
new  manufactures.  With  regard  to  the 
armament  of  the  Militia,  he  had  to  ob- 
serve that  there  were  not  sufficient  breech- 
loading  arms  in  store  to  provide  the  Militia 
with  weapons  of  that  description.  A  cer- 
tain number  of  Militia  regiments  would 
be  sent  this  year,  as  during  last  year,  to 
Aldershot,  and  all  those  would  be  pro- 
vided with  breech-loading  arms,  bat  a 
greater  number  could  not  be  furnished 
this  year  with  breech-loaders.  In  fact, 
all  the  regiments  of  the  Line  were  not  at 
present  armed  with  them.  The  regiments 
sent  of  late  to  India  were  provided  with 
the  new  arms,  but  the  regiments  pre- 
viously quartered  in  India  were  not  yet  fur- 
nished with  them.  In  reference  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton),  he 
repeated  that  the  four  branches  of  the  re- 
served force,  instead  of  being  as  now  under 
the  superintendence  of  three  officers  of  in- 
ferior rank,  would  be  placed  under  one 
officer  of  much  higher  rank.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Ox- 
fordshire (Colonel  North)  had  fallen  into 
a  serious  mistake  as  to  what  he  had  said 
on  the  subject  of  training  boys  or  young 
men  for  the  army  in  any  schools  which 
might  be  established.  It  seemed  to  be 
the  impression  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  that  these  boys  would  be  at  once 
turned  out  as  non-commissioned  officers. 
He  had  no  intention  of  conveying  such  an 
idea,  although  he  had  alluded  to  a  recom- 
mendation on  that  subject  contained  in  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners.  He  enter- 
tained a  sanguine  hope,  however,  that  by 
altering  the  constitution  of  Chelsea  School 
and  of  the  Hibernian  School  in  Ireland, 
those  two  great  establishments  would  be 
enabled  to  contribute  well-educated  and 
well- trained  boys  and  young  men  to  the 
army.  All  he  had  intended  to  say  was 
that  if  a  number  of  these  well- trained 
young  men  joined  the  army  every  year, 
they  would  form  a  valuable  class  from 
whom  non-commissioned  officers  might  be 
selected.  The  hon.  Member  for  Chatham 
had  made  some  remarks  respecting  the 
unnecessary  extent  of  the  War  Office  es- 
tablishment. That  was  one  of  the  points 
which  were  now  being  investigated,  and 
he  was  ready  to  confess  tliat  in  his  opinion 
the  establishment  might  be  beneficially 
reduced,  both  in  regard  to  numbers  and 
expense.  He  therefore  did  not  feel  dis- 
posed to  express  dissent  from  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.     Great  complaints 
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had  also  been  made  respecting  the  extent 
of  the  Staff  in  some  of  our  colonial  estab- 
lishments, and  here  again  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  defend  the  existing  state  of  things; 
for  he  believed  that,  in  some  cases,  the  Staff 
was  larger  than  was  necessary.  He  would 
now  turn  for  a  moment  to  the  Motion  of 
the   hon.   Gentleman,   which  he  trusted 
would  not  be  pressed  to  a  division.     The 
number  of  men  in  the  West  Indies  and 
the  Mauritius  was  smaller  than  it  had 
been  for  several  years,  and  the  GK>vern- 
ment  would  not  feel  themselves  justified 
in  proposing  any  reduction.     The  hon. 
Member  had   represented  him   as  saying 
that  the  establishment  in  the  Mauritius 
had  undergone  a  considerable  reduction, 
but   this   was   not    the   correct    way  of 
stating  the  case.    What  he  said  was  that 
last  year,  owing  to  the  pressure  of  a  great 
calamity  and  to  a  dreadful  amount  of  sick- 
ness prevailing  in  the  island,  discretionary 
powers  to  remove  a  portion  of  the  troops 
were    given  to    the  commanding  officer 
there.     He  did  not  think,  however,  that 
as  a  matter  of  public  policy  it  was  desir- 
able to  reduce  the  number  of  battalions 
in  that  island.     The  policy  of  the  present 
—as  of  the  last  —  Government  is  to  en- 
deavour to  make  the  colonies  bear  a  fair 
share  of  the  expenses  of  the  military  es- 
tablishments kept  up  in  them.     In  con- 
clusion, he  appealed  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 
Colonel    STUART    KNOX    said,    he 
wished   to  ask  the    right  hon.  Baronet, 
Whether  he  bad  taken  into  consideration 
the  subject  of  granting  pensions  to  the 
Quartermasters  in  the  Militia  in  Ireland  ? 
There  were,  he  believed,  two  quartermasters 
in  Ireland  who  had  been  between  fifty  and 
sixty  years  in  the  service,  and  who  could 
not  retire  because  they  would  not  be  en- 
titled to  pensions.     Thus  the  service  was 
burdened  with  men  who  could  not  effici- 
ently discharge  their  duty.     In  justice  to 
them  something  ought  to  be  done.     He 
might  add  that  their  actual  income  was  only 
£115  a  year,  including  lodging  money. 

LoBD  ELGHO  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  Whether  he  could 
state  to  the  Committee  the  exact  number 
of  arms  which  had  been  converted  up  to 
the  present  date ;  and,  also,  what  the  cost 
of  each  of  the  boys  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  alluded  was  to  be  ? 

Mr.  H.  £.  SUKTEES  said,  he  was  not 
sure  whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Otway)  wished  that  the  troops  should 
be  removed  from  the  West  Indies,  or  merely 

YOL.  CXCI.      [ZHIBD  SXEItt.] 


that  the  cost  of  maintaining  them  should 
devolve  on  the  local  authorities.  In  the 
latter  event  a  fresh  burden  would  be  im- 
posed on  those  islands,  which  had  suffered 
so  immensely  for  years  past ;  and  to  show 
the  inexpediency  of  withdrawing  the 
troops  it  was  only  necessary  to  refer  to 
what  occurred  in  Jamaica  two  years  and  a 
half  ago. 

SiK  JOHN  PAKINOTON  said,  that  with 
reference  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Dnngannon  (Colonel 
Stuart  Knox),  at  present  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  proposing  any  change  with  regard 
to  quartermasters'  pensions  in  Ireland.  He 
was  not  able  at  that  moment  to  reply  to 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  as 
to  the  number  of  arms  that  had  been  con- 
verted. With  reference  to  the  supply  of 
trained  boys,  he  was  sanguine  enough  to 
believe  that  he  should  be  able  to  procure 
them  without  great  expense. 

Mb.  otway  concurred  in  the  desira- 
bleness of  withdrawing  the  Amendment ; 
but  nothing  that  he  had  heard  had  at  all 
altered  his  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of 
withdrawing  our  troops  from  the  colonial 
out-stations,  which  now  absorbed  so  great 
a  number  of  them.  It  seemed  to  be  a 
singularly  difficult  thing  to  make  any  re- 
duction in  the  Estimates.  At  first  he  at- 
tempted to  reduce  the  amount  of  expendi- 
ture, and  to-night  he  attempted  to  reduce 
the  number  of  men.  But  he  could  see  the 
force  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oxfordshire's  objection  to  a  reduction  of 
the  number  of  men,  and  under  these  cir- 
cumstances he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
right  to  put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble 
of  dividing. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to* 

2.  880  Native  Indian  Troops. 

3.  £4,249,200,  Pay  and  Allowances, 
Land  Forces,  at  Home  and  Abroad. 

4.  £892,500,  Commissariat  Establish- 
ment, ^. 

Mb.  otway  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  now  report  Progress,  as  he 
believed  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Lichfield  (Major  Anson)  had  something  to 
say  on  this  Vote. 

Mb.  Aldeemak  LTJSE  moved,  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

House  returned. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow : 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday* 
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SECOITS  BEADIBO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question   proposed,    creased    representation 

Ihat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a    ieoond    specified  in  the   Inrtruction  of  the  hon. 


le."— (ifr.  Carry.) 
Ma.  OTWAT  said,  he  believed  the  Bill 
A  not  yet  been  printed,  and  he  thought 
was  too  late  to  discuss  it  on  this  occa- 
in.  He  intended  to  raise  a  very  import- 
t  question  —  namely,  the  infliction  of 
rporal  punishment.  He  believed  the 
11  contained  a  clanse  enacting  an  appli- 
tion  of  corporal  punishment,  and  he 
erefore  asked  the  House  to  pause  before 
ading  the  Bill  a  second  time.  He  ap- 
aled  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  the 
ounds  of  tbe  rights  of  Members  not  to 
ish  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  which 
smbers  had  not  read. 
Mr.  COBBT  said,  it  was  not  nsual  to 
int  the  Uarine  Mutiny  Bill  previous  to 
I  being  read  a  second  time  and  considered 

Committee.  Any  objection  which  the 
n.  Member  might  have  to  the  Bill  could 

brought  forward  in  Committee  if  he 
)uld  now  assent  to  its  being  read  a  second 
ne. 
Me.  DABBY    QBIFFITH  objected  to 

0  principle  of  putting  off  opposition  to 
easures  until  thoy  got  into  Committee. 

was  part  of  the  vicious  syatera  of  which 

1  had  before  complained.  He  also  ob- 
:ted  to  the  Bill  being  read  a  second  time 
itil  Members  had  been  furnished  with 
pies  of  it. 

Colonel  W.  STUART  said,  he  held  in 
s  hand  two  copies  of  the  Bill, 
Motion  agrted  to ;    Bill  read  a  second 
ne,  and  eommitUd  for  Thuriday. 

EPRESENTATION    OF    THB    PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL— {Bill  29]. 

(  Tht  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Chancellor  cf  the 

Exchequer,  Sir  Jamei  Fergviton.) 

COKUITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Mr.  XINNAIRD  said,  that  this  was 
obably  tho  last  opportunity  which  the 
lotch  Members  would  have  of  learning 
)m  the  Government  whether  they  in- 
nded  to  go  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill 
fore  Easter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
e  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had,  in 
B  Irish  Reform  Bill,  departed  from  one  of 
s  cardinal  principles — that  of  no  disfras- 
'sement;  and  it  would  save  the  Scotch 


Member  for  Montrose.  He  should  like 
to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  the  subject. 

CoLOHKL  8TUABT  KNOX  said,  it  wai 
the  factious  opposition  of  hon,  Gentlo- 
men  opposite  which  bad  prevented  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bringing  forward 
tbe  Scotch  and  Irish  Beform  Bills.  On 
this  occasion,  however,  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  justly  rewarded  by  seeing  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
postponed,  it  being  now  later  than  half- 
past  twelve,  after  which  time  the  right 
hon.  Member  had  said  that  he  would  not 
propose  its  third  reading. 

Committee  A>f»rr«d  till  Mondm/,  20th 
April, 

RE6ISTEATI0N  OF  WRITS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.     {Lmdi.)     [Bill  63.] 

BIGOHD  SEASINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. — [Thf  Lord  Advocate.) 

Mr,  KINNAIED  thought  the  House 
was  entitled  to  some  explanation  of  the 
Bill,  which  had  been  often  proposed  in 
previous  Sessions  and  as  often  successfully 
resisted.  He  believed  that  it  was  now 
sought,  by  a  great  addition  to  the  espensea 
of  the  country,  in  the  shape  of  a  wholesale 
pensioning  of  existing  offioials,  to  carry  a 
measure  which  was  regiirded  as  unneces- 
sary by  the  majority  of  his  countrymen. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  assured  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  must  have  made  a 
mistake  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  It  had 
passed  ihe  House  of  Lords,  but  had  never 
as  yet  been  the  subject  of  discussion  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  simply  abolished 
the  privilege  which  sorao  persons  now 
possessed  of  taking  documents  out  of  the 
Registry  House — a  privilege  the  continu- 
ance of  which  was  deemed  inadvisable; 
but  it  did  not  propose  the  appointment  of 
anv  new  officials,  or  provide  fur  the  pension- 
ing of  any  members  of  the  existing  staff. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  tommitttd 
for  Htwiday,  23rd  April. 
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COMPULSORT  CHURCH  RATES  ABOLI- 
TION  BILL- [Bill  72} 

{Mr.  OladstOM,  Sir  G€arff€Gr«y,  Sir  B,  Palmer,) 

THISD  BSAOIMO. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  an  en- 
gagement had  heen  entered  into  not  to 
press  the  Motion  after  half-past  twelve. 
The  hon.  Oentleman  the  •  Memher  for 
Korth  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate), 
who  was  in  his  place,  would,  he  presumed, 
object  to  its  being  proceeded  with,  in  which 
case  he  would  fix  it  for  to-morrow. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  objected  to  the  Bill 
being  pressed,  as  it  had  only  been  deli* 
vered  that  morning. 

Third  Reading  deferred  tiU  To-morrow, 

GRAND  JURT  PRESENTMENTS 

(IRELAND). 
HOMIKATIOK  OF  SELECT  COKVITTEE. 

Mb.  YANGE  moved  the  addition  of  the 
names  of  Mr.  Agar-Ellis  and  Captain 
Archdall  to  the  Committee  of  seventeen 
already  nominated  upon  the  above  ques- 
tion. He  did  so  on  the  ground  that  Ulster 
had  not  been  properly  represented  on  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Select  Committee  on  Grand 
Jury  Presentments  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members."— (ifr.  Fdnee,) 

Colonel  STTJABT  ENOX,  as  an 
Amendment,  moved  to  substitute  the  name 
of  Mr.  Vance  for  Sir  John  Gray,  on  the 
ground  that  the  North  of  Ireland  was  not 
sufficiently  represented  on  the  Committee. 

The  O 'CONOR  DON  opposed  the  en- 
largement of  the  Committee  to  nineteen 
Members,  believing  that  it  was  already 
inconveniently  large.  He  had  selected 
the  names  of  the  Committee  with  great 
care,  and  they  had  met  the  approval  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land and  the  Members  for  the  County  of 
Dublin. 

Mk.  VANCE  hoped,  that  one  of  the 
names,  at  all  events,  he  proposed  would  be 
assented  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sib  JOHN  GRAY  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."  —  {Sir 
^ohn  Gray.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  17:  Noes 
18:  Majority  1. 

Anginal  Question  again  proposed. 


The  O'CONOB  DON  then  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "  That  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ."—(7%«  a  Conor  Don,) 

Me.  VANCE  said,  he  wonld  not  put 
the  House  to  the  trouble  of  another  divi- 
sion; but  would  postpone^his  Motion  until 
to-morrow. 

Motion  and  Original  Question,  by  leave, 
mihdrawn, 

FSEIH  Aim  BREOHIN  PEOVISIOKAL  OEDEBS 
OONFIBICATIOM  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtooati,  Bill  to  eon- 
firm  certain  Provisional  Orders  under  "  The  Ge- 
neral Police  and  ImproYement  (Scotland)  Act, 
1862/'  relating  to  the  burghs  of  Perth  and  Bre- 
chin, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Loan  Ad- 
TOCATi,  Mr.  Secretary  GAXHOEiia  Habdt«  and  Sir 
James  Fbbousson. 
Bill  pretetOedy  and  read  the  first  time.   [Bill  74.] 

PETTT  SESSIONS    Ain)     LOCK-UP  HOtTBES,    &C. 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jamxs  Fbroussoit,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  places  for  holding 
Petty  Sessions  and  Lock-up  Houses,  Ac,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Jambs  Fbboubbov,  and 
Mr.  Secretary  Gatbobvb  Habdt. 
BUlpreientedfUid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  75.] 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   LOEDS. 
Tueeday,  March  24, 1868. 

KINUTES.]— PuBuc  Bills— JVr«<  Beading-^ 
(£362,898  19#.  9(<.)  Consolidated  Fund ;  Edu* 
cation  (53). 

Second  Reading^FtAn  (Ireland)  *  (47) ;  Poor 
Relief  (39). 

THE  NEW  FUBLIO  OFFICES. 

QXTESnOlV. 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  wished  to  ask. 
Whether  any  Arrangements  haTe  heen 
made  for  proceeding  in  the  present  Tear 
with  the  Buildings  for  Public  Offices  on 
the  vacant  Ground  adjoining  Downing 
Street ;  and,  whether  Plans  have  heen  pre- 
pared for  the  Occupation  of  the  Ground 
in  Parliament  and  King  Streets  (for  the 
Purchase  of  which  Powers  have  heen  oh- 
tained  from  Parliament)  hj  Baildings  in 
connection  with  those  already  proposed  or 
otherwise,  or  for  the  Completion  of  tho 

E  2 


18 


T%e2fHP 


{LOBDS} 


Puhlie  Officii. 


104 


owning  Street  Front  of  the  Council 
ffice  ?  Their  Lordships  and  the  inhabi- 
jnts  of  the  metropolis  must  regret  to  see 
lese  buildings  and  tlie  piece  of  ground 
^joining  Downing  Street  unoccupied  for 
long  a  period.  The  ground  having  been 
irchased  between  King  Street  and  Par- 
iment  Street,  so  as  to  get  a  new  frontage 
id  widen  that  part  of  Parliament  Street ; 

believed  that  no  plans  had  jet  been 
repared  for  the  occupation  of  that  ground, 
^ith  regard  to  the  arrangement  of  public 
Ices,  very  large  sums  were  being  paid 

rent   for   highly   inconvenient  places, 

|hile  these  large  vacant  spaces  remained 

ibuilt  upon.     He  wished  also  to  direct 

itention  to  the  state  of  the  buildings  and 

[rangements   between   the  offices   facing 

Whitehall   and   those  in   connection  with 

[e  buildings  of  the   Foreign   Office  and 

idia  Office.     He  believed  there  would  be 

:treme  difficulty  in  making  those  build- 

|gs  complete,  unless  Downing  Street  were 

»pped   up,  and   unless   a  passage  were 

irried  through  an  archway.     Under  these 

rcumstances,  he  wished  to  know  whether 

ly  plans  had  been  prepared  for  the  erec- 

m  of  these.buildings,  and  also  bow  those 

Ices  were  to  be  appropriated  ?   He  was 

fid  that  it  was  intended  to  pull  down  the 

jolonial  Office  before  any  new  offices  were 

lilt  for  the  transaction  of  the  business. 

|ow  that  the   Foreign  Office  had   got  a 

iw  building  the  other  office  was   to   be 

lansferred  to  the  place  which  had  been 

jcupied  by  the  Foreign  Office.  He  thought 

jis  was  very  bad  economy,  and  objection- 

>Ie  in  many  respects.     According  to  the 

Resent  arrangements,  if  they  widened  Par- 

iment  Street  they  would  only  widen  the 

»rth  end,  leaving  the  other  half  nearest 

]e   bridge  without   any   widening  at  all. 

Ihis  would  not  be  creditable  to  the  Go- 

irnment,  and  would   be  inconvenient  in 

|any  ways  to  the  public. 

The  Earl  of   MALMESBURY  said, 

jat  if  we  had  the  advnntnge  of  possess- 

\g  in  London  a  Prefect  like  Baron  Hauss- 

jann  he  would  no  doubt  beautify  this  town 

the  same  way  that  he  had  done  the  city 

Paris.     Under  the  rules  of  our  Consti- 

[tion  this,  however,  was  quite  impossible, 

id  one  of  the  first  virtues  we  must  exer- 

le  was  that  of  patience.     The  only  in- 

jrmation  he  could  give  his  noble  Friend 

ks  that  the  vacant  space  between  the 

iw  Foreign  Office  and  Parliament  Street 

kS  to  be  built  upon  for  the  Colonial  Office, 

id  that  Mr.  Scott  was  to  be  the  nrchi- 

t.     The  frontage  of  the  new  buildings, 

Lord  Redadali 


for  the  foundation  of  which  £10,000  hid 
been  voted,  and  which  was  sufficient  for 
the  present  financial  year,  would  extend 
rather  further  than  King  Street,  and  not 
so  far  as  Parliament  Street,  so  that  Par- 
liament Street  would  be  widened  at  that 
point.  His  noble  Friend  truly  said  thej 
would  then  have  a  street  much  wider  at 
the  north  end  than  at  the  south  ;  but,  of 
course,  they  looked  forward  to  the  eoantrj 
buying  the  rest  of  the  ground  between 
Charles  Street  and  George  Street,  facing 
St.  Margaret's  Church  and  Westminster 
Abbey,  and  then  the  new  street  would  be 
carried  on  with  the  public  buildings  in  one 
uniform  line.  The  House  of  Commoos 
had,  however,  not  yet  granted  the  necet- 
sary  funds  for  this  expenditure.  With  re- 
spect to  the  frontage  opposite  the  Tacant 
ground  of  the  Privy  Council  Office,  that 
was  no  doubt  completely  obscured  at  pre- 
sent; but  he  had  no  doubt  that  plant  would 
be  prepared  to  alter  that  defective  ap- 
pearance. It  was  not  for  one  Government 
to  find  fault  with  another  on  this  matter. 
They  all  wished  to  see  the  publio  offioet 
suitably  completed  for  the  sake  of  the  ap- 
pearance of  the  metropolis.  But  they  could 
only  work  with  the  materials  they  pos- 
sessed, and  it  rested  with  the  House  of 
Commons  to  say  what  expenditure  it  would 
devote  to  the  purposes  alluded  to  by  hia 
noble  Friend. 

Viscount  HALIFAX  wished  to  know. 
Whether  the  buildings  on  the  other  side  of 
Charlos  Street  were  to  be  proceeded  with? 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
that  the  Home  Office,  as  well  as  the  Colo- 
nial Office,  was  to  be  built  on  the  vacant 
ground  to  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Redesdale)  had  referred  ;  but  that  no  plan 
had  been  determined  upon  at  present  for 
building  on  the  ground  on  the  other  side 
of  Charles  Street. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  said,  there  would 
be  nothing  more  miserable  than  a  Vote  of 
£10,000  for  the  foundation  of  the  build- 
ing. What  was  the  use  of  laying  out  money 
in  driblets  in  this  way  ?  The  Government 
were  paying  a  high  rent  for  the  house  in 
which  the  business  of  the  Foreign  Offipe 
had  lately  been  transacted,  and  it  was  now 
to  be  occupied  by  the  Colonial  Office.  The 
whole  arrangement  seemed  to  him  to  be 
most  unfortunate.  They  had  gone  to  en- 
ormous expense  in  purchasing  this  ground 
for  public  offices,  and  now  instead  of  build- 
ing upon  it  they  were  paying  very  high 
rents  for  other  buildings.  The  Government 
bought  this  land  piecemeal^  and  the  reault 
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was  that,  as  each  purchase  increased  the 
yalue  of  the  ground  adjoining,  they  had  to 
pay  an  improved  value  for  every  subse- 
quent purchase.  He  hoped  that  some 
Member  of  the  other  House  would  take 
up  that  subject,  and  deal  with  it  in  a  more 
efficient  manner  than  it  would  be  possible 
for  their  Lordships  to  do,  so  that  credit 
still  might  at  length  be  done  in  the 
matter. 

EDUCATION  BILL.— [H.L.] 
PRESENTED.      FIRST  READING. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  rose 
to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to 
the  subject  of  Public  Elementary  Educa- 
tion. The  noble  Duke  said.  My  Lords,  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  before  your 
Lordships  the  important  subject  of  which 
I  have  given  notice,  which  has  occupied  the 
anxious  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  to  which  I  now  entreat  your 
Lordships'  calm  and  patient  attention.  On 
a  matter  of  this  importance  I  cannot  do 
better  than  commence  by  quoting  a  passage 
from  Her  Majesty's  Speech  at  the  opening 
of  Parliament.  Her  Majesty  said,  she 
trusted  that  Parliament  '*  would  approach 
the  subject  of  popular  education  with  a  full 
appreciation  both  of  its  vital  importance 
and  its  acknowledged  difficulty."  My 
Lords,  there  is  scarcely  any  subject  which 
ought  to  be  so  tenderly  treated  as  that  of 
education.  Whether  we  consider  its  vital 
consequences,  or  whether  tve  consider  the 
yast  amount  of  feeling  and  voluntary  efforts 
that  is  enlisted  in  its  support,  we  must 
upon  every  side  acknowledge  that  it  is 
one  in  which  the  minds  of  very  many  per- 
sons are  deeply  interested,  and  therefore, 
if  we  should  take  a  false  step,  or  arrive  at 
a  hasty  conclusion,  we  might  commit  an 
irretrievable  error,  and  we  might,  instead 
of  forwarding  those  objects  which  we  must 
'all  have  at  heart,  retard  the  progress  of 
elementary  education  in  this  country,  and 
do  irremediable  mischief.  Many  are  the 
advantages  which  follow  from  the  conflict 
of  parties  in  this  country.  It  cannot  be 
doubted  that  these  conflicts  are  productive, 
to  a  great  extent,  of  public  freedom  and 
the  elucidation  of  truth,  and  are,  upon  the 
whole,  conducive  to  wise  and  prudent  legis- 
lation ;  but  if  there  ever  were  a  subject 
upon  which  I  mi(;ht  claim  and  entreat  that 
the  views  of  public  politics  might  be  laid 
aside,  and  that  the  hatchet  of  discord 
might  be  buried,  it  is  upon  this  suhject  of 
pabiio   elementary  education.     I  believe 


that  many  of  your  Lordships  will  coincide 
in  that  opinion,  more  especially  as  noble 
Lords  opposite  have  at  the  present  moment 
raised  a  question  of  vast  importance,  and 
one  which  will  occupy  party  discussion  for 
some  considerable  time  to  come.  I  trust 
your  Lordships  will  approach  this  subject 
free  from  these  party  feelings,  and  that 
you  will  give  to  it  your  unbiassed  considera- 
tion, with  a  view  to  the  promotion  of  the 
real  interests  of  the  country.  The  Govern- 
ment, in  considering  this  question— one  to 
which  they  felt  their  attention  was  impera- 
tively called — have  felt  that,  in  order  to 
propose  any  measure  to  Parliament  which 
should  be  of  a  satisfactory  character,  it 
would  be  necessary  not  to  look  merely  at 
one  phase  of  it,  or  that  which  embodied  or 
embraced  its  most  salient  features,  but  to 
take  a  view  of  the  whole  suhject,  and  that 
whatever  measure  the  Government  might 
propound  for  the  consideration  of  Parliament, 
it  ought  to  bear  upon  the  face  of  it  something 
of  the  character  of  a  national  system — a 
system  which  might  become  a  part  of  the 
permanent  legislation  of  the  country.  Your 
Lordships  are  aware  that  we  are  not  for 
the  first  time  beginning  to  deal  with  this 
question — we  are  not,  as  it  were,  attacking 
a  desert  ground,  or  implanting  a  system 
of  education  in  this  country ;  our  task  is 
to  review  what  is  now  in  existence,  and  to 
endeavour  to  frame  a  plan  which  shall 
be  the  foundation  of  a  national  system.  In 
bringing  this  question  before  your  Lord- 
ships, it  is  necessary  that  I  should  trespass 
for  some  time  on  your  time  and  patience, 
for  the  purpose  of  stating  what  may  be  as- 
sumed to  be  the  present  state  of  education 
iu  this  country.  In  asking  you  to  change 
to  some  extent  the  present  system,  it  is  only 
fair  to  consider  at  the  outset  what  is  that 
system,  and  what  are  the  wants  which  we 
have  to  supply.  Now,  in  the  discussions 
which  have  taken  place  on  this  subject,  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commissioners  of 
1 86 1  seems  to  me  to  have  been  strangely 
overlooked,  yet  I  do  not  suppose  a  more 
exhaustive  investigation  was  ever  made 
into  any  subject  than  was  made  into  educa- 
tion by  that  Commission,  commonly  known 
as  the  Duke  of  Newcastle's  Commission. 
According  to  that  Report,  the  number  of 
children  whose  names  ought  at  that  date, 
in  proportion  to  the  population,  to  have 
been  on  the  school  books,  was  2,655,767; 
while  the  actual  number  on  the  books  was 
2,535,462,  sho^iving  a  deficiency  of  120,305 
who  were  supposed  to  be  without  any 
school  instruotioQ  whateYer.    They  add&4. 
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lat  321 J68  of  the  2,535,462  were  above 

le  oondition  of  those  commonlj  compre- 

[ended  in  the  term    poorer  classes,  and 

lerefore  were  beyond  the  range  of  their 

iquirj.     Deducting  these  from  the  num- 

ler  on  the  school  books,  there  remained 

[,213,694  children  of  the  poorer  classes 

rho  were  then  receiving  elementary  in- 

bruction  in  day  schools.     They  then  com- 

|ared  these  figures  with  the  proportion  in 

^reign  countries — particularly  in  Prussia, 

rhich  is  supposed  to  have  attained  great 

mults  in  consequence  of  the  operation  of 

compulsory  system — and  they  reported 
lat  whereas  in  that  country  1  in  6  of  the 
jopulation  attended  school,  in  England  1 

7  or  1  in  8  of  the  population  wore  at 
(hool.  They  proceeded  to  point  out  the 
imarkable  progress  which  had  been  made 
|nce  the  commencement  of  the  present 
mtiiry.  They  stated  that  in  1803  the 
»ti mated  number  of  day  scholars  was 
124,241,  or  1  in  171  of  the  population  ; 

1818.  674,883,  or  1  in  17i  ;  in  1833, 

1.276,947,   or  1  in  lU  ;    and    in  1851. 

1,144,378,  or  1  in  8*36  ;  while  in  1858, 

^cording  to  their  own  Returns,  the  pro- 

lortion  was  1  in  7*7.     With  this  state- 

lent  before  us  we  cannot  deny  that  great 

regress  has  been  made  in  education,  and 

think  w^  should  be  committing  a  very 

|reat  error  if  we  should  run  away  with  the 

)tion  that   the  wants  which  have  to  be 

ipplied  are  so  great  as  to  demand  any 

[olent   or  extraordinary  remedy.     I    be- 

ive  those  wants  are  being  investigated, 

id  will  become  fully  known  ;  but  1  deem 

right  to  combat  the  idea  that  the  edu- 
itional  wants  of  this  country  are  so  enor- 
jous  as  have  been  represented,  for  such 
[atements  give  the  go-by  to  all  those 
forts  which  have  been  and  are  being 
|ade  throughout  the  country.  1  will  now 
ifcr  to  a  more  recent  Return  obtained  by 
le  National  Society,  which  is  accustomed 

prosecute  a  decennial  inquiry  into  the 
[ate  of  education  in  Church  of  England 
;hooIs,  and  the  results  which  have  lately 
ien  disclosed  are,  on  the  whole,  very 
[tisfactory.  It  is  true  that  they  relate 
[clusively  to  Church  schools,  but  the 
)8ition  occupied  by  the  Church  of  Eng- 
Ind  in  the  field  of  education  is  such  that 
|e  statistics  of  these  schools  afford  a  very 
>od  criterion  of  what  is  being  generally 
)ne  for  the  promotion  of  education.  I 
ill  take  three  specimens  of  counties, 
liich  I  have  selected  mere  or  less  at 
^ndom  out  of  this  Return,  to  show  the 

gresa  that  hat  been  made.     First  of 

The  Duke  of  Marlborough 


all,  taking  an  agricultural  county,  Berk- 
shire, I  find  that  in  1856-7  the  number 
of  day  scholars  at  Church  of  England 
schools  was  15,125  ;  in  1866  it  wai 
18,469  ;  or  in  the  former  year  1  in  11*2, 
in  the  latter  1  in  9*7  of  the  population. 
In  the  county  of  Chester,  which  is  p»rtlT 
agricultural  and  partly  manufacturing,  I 
find  that  in  1856  the  number  of  children 
at  those  schools  was  as  1  in  17  of  the 
population  ;  in  1867  it  was  as  1  in  14. 
Taking  a  county  which  is  the  type  of  a 
great  manufacturing  one,  where  perhaps 
the  Church  might  be  supposed  to  have  less 
influence  and  educational  establishments  to 
be  less  prominent  than  in  other  and  more 
agricultural  counties,  I  find  that  in  Lanca- 
shire, in  1856,  the  proportion  of  children 
in  Church  Schools  was  as  1  in  23  ;  in 
1866  it  was  as  1  in  19.  These  Returns 
show  the  great  progress  which  has  been 
made  with  regard  to  Church  of  England 
schools.  I  will  not  detain  your  Lordships 
at  any  length  by  quoting  more  extraets 
than  may  be  necessary  ;  but  there  it  one 
which  1  would  wish  to  read  with  regard  to 
Cheshire,  in  which  Returns  have  been  ob- 
tained, not  only  from  Church  of  England, 
but  also  from  undenominational  and  Non- 
conformist sources.  The  statement  of  the 
National  Society  with  respect  to  that 
county  is  this — 

"  Returns  to  tho  National  Society's  statistical 
survey  have  been  received  from  all  the  parishes 
and  ecclesiastical  districts  in  Cheshire  except 
eight.  Eighteen  parishes  are  destitute  of  Church, 
national,  or  parochial  week-day  schools ;  three, 
however,  of  these  have  dames'  or  cottage  schools, 
four  are  provided  with  education  in  schools  in 
neighbouring  parishes,  while  in  the  remaining 
eleven  parishes  there  are,  so  far  as  the  Returns 
show,  no  Church  week-day  schools  of  any  kind, 
nor  do  tho  Returns  specify  the  means,  if  any,  by 
which  tho  children  obtain  education.  A  complete 
numerical  statement  of  week-day  education  at 
this  moment  in  Cheshire  is  easily  attainable.  In 
Church  week-day  schools  there  are,  as  ascertained 
by  actual  enumeration,  36,070  scholars  ;  in  Roman 
Catholic  week-day  schools  there  are  at  the  present 
time  5,660  ;  in  Weslcyan  (Old  Connexion)  week- 
day schools  4,382 ;  in  British  and  all  other  week- 
day schools  in  Cheshire,  under  committees,  there 
were  in  1858,  as  ascertained  by  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners, 6,291  scholars,  which  for  the  present 
time  is,  of  course,  much  under  the  actual  num- 
bers. The  total  number,  therefore,  in  all  week- 
day schools  under  committees  is  53,312.  But  the 
scholars  in  private  adventure  week-day  schoolt 
must  be  added.  Taking  the  proportion  of  such 
scholars  to  those  in  schools  under  committees,  as 
ascertained  by  actual  enumeration  by  the  Royal 
Commissioners,  and  adding  the  result — namely, 
27,377— to  the  above-mentioned  53,312,  the  total 
number  of  children  in  week-day  schools  of  every 
description  in  Cheshire  may  be  safely  taken  at 
not  less  than  8O|C80,  which  in  a  popnlatiw  of 
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J)36^Si  for  ChNbira,  m  artimaUd  b^  the  Rep«- 
tnr-General  in  Deoember,  1866,  glTsa  «  propor- 
tion of  1  wMk-daf  aoholar  to  eierj  6'6  of  ths  en- 
tire population  of  tbe  count;." 

That  m&j  b«  considered  a  Bomewhnt  fa- 
Toarable  statemeDt,  but  it  ii  one  to  whieh 
■omo  attacb  very  conaiderablo  importance, 
and  which  we  may  fairly  enliit  aa  an  argu- 
ment io  support  of  the  aontention  (hat  tlie 
state  of  education  throughout  the  country, 
though  deficient  in  some  reHpeots,  ia  not  so 
deficient  as  to  call  for  those  alorming  and 
perhaps  orer-strong  measures  which  have 
been  proposed  in  order  to  afford  a  oom- 
plete  and  efficient  remedy.  In  looking 
at  the  tarioDs  modes  in  wliich  it  is  pro- 
posed to  supply  the  educational  wants  of 
tha  oonntry,  there  are  three  heads  under 
which  we  are  brought  to  consider  them. 
The  first  of  these  is  that  great  system 
which  is  already  in  operation  —  nomely, 
that  of  Toluntnry  efforts  aided  by  Gorern- 
meat  grants;  the  second  is  that  systera 
which  may  be  applicn'ble  to  the  same  ends, 
either  ia  substitution  for  the  first  or  ai 
auiiliaiy  to  it — namely,  a  system  of  Tolan- 
tory  initiation  which,  instead  of  being  sup- 
ported by  public  and  private  subtoriptions, 
would  be  maintained  by  public  rates  ;  and 
the  third  would  be  one  which  would  depend 
more  npon  OoTernment  action.  Instead 
of  leaving  the  initiation  with  respect  to 
education  (o  individuals,  it  would  throw  il 
rather  upon  (he  central  Government,  which 
should  take  under  its  cognrsance  tbe  gene- 
ral educational  wants  of  ihe  country,  an<i 
of  itself  apply  the  remedy,  if  not  spplieif 
by  local  and  private  efforts.  I  am  buun' 
at  the  oatoet,  in  stating  the  views  of  He 
Majesty's  Governnient  to  yuur  Lordshlpi 
to  say  that  we  have  had  very  fully  unde 
our  consideration  the  second  of  these  syi 
terns — namely,  that  of  providing  for  edi 
cation  by  means  of  voluntary  efforts  aided 
out  of  the  poblic  rates.  My  Lords,  it  is 
impossible  (o  deny  that  there  are  great 
difficulties  connected  with  the  adopli 
that  system.  I  do  not  say  that  su 
syBiem  may  be  ultimately  impoasible.  1 
do  not  deny  that  hereafter,  perhaps,  if  all 
efforts  fail,  it  may  be  necessary  that  some 
■ueh  ayilem  be  put  in  practice.  But  I 
tbinlc  I  am  bound  to  state  the  great  diffi- 
eulties  which  encounter  such  a  proposal — 
difficolties  which  it  is  imposaible  not  to 
recognise,  which  it  would  be  the  extreme 
of  impolicy  to  ignore,  and  which  any  Gfi- 
vernment  framing  a  maaaure  for  the  public 
benefit  would  fail  in  its  duty  if  it  did  not 
Uke  into  iu  moit  seriewi  aoniideration. 


In  drawing  your  Iiordship's  attention  to 

[his  subject  I  must  again  advert  to  those 
very  valuable  investigations  which  were 
conducted  by  the  Duke  of  Newcastle.  The 
subject  of  local  parochial  rating  was  one 
I  which  the  Commissioners  directed  their 
ipeeial  attention,  and  the  Goncluaions  they 
name  to  are  oontained  in  this  passage — 

It  ia  undonbtedt;  tma  tbat  a  oompolaorr 
Hjatem  of  paroohinl  nting  would  eatablisb  aobnol 
buildings,  and  anpplj'  tlia  means  of  parent  hr 
nducaiioa  in  all  parts  of  the  oountrf  more  rapidtf 
(ban  anr  otlier  ajatem.  But  though  these  advan- 
[agea  are  great,  they  would  not  necoiaaril;  waDra 
[he  ineana  of  imparting  a  good  education  :  thera 
ia  no  reaion  to  doubt  tbat  they  might  be  ob- 
tained, though  not  so  immediat«l;,  bf  a  different 
method  ;  and  the  verj  iaat  of  their  being  gained 
immedixteij  might  give  riao  to  the  evila  wbioh 
attend  upon  the  prematare  eatabliabment  of  a 
lyslem  lor  vrliich  tbe  coontrj  ia  not  prepared. 
Pariabei  are,  indeed,  aeldom  unprovided  with 
■chool  baildingi,  though  the;  often  require  im- 
provement ;  and  little  would  be  done,  either  b; 
an  inereaae  of  buildinga,  or  even  of  educalional 
Funda,  anleia  It  were  aocompanied  bj  the  eatab- 
iiahment  of  aneffletent  ayatem,  nnleaa  the  manage- 
ment  were  placed  in  the  beat  banda,  and  unleas 
•eeurit;  were  taken  for  the  ability  of  the  masler 
and  tbe  energy  of  hia  teaching." 

Uy  Lords,  tltey  sum  up  their  objections  to 
the  local  parochial  system  of  rating  under 
(he  heads,  first,  of  want  of  local  interest. 
They  say  that — 

"  Bates  are  alao  a  proper  fund  for  ezpenaes  ia 
reipect  of  which  it  ia  desirable  to  oierctie  vigilant 
and  minote  economy,  and  tbey  are  aoeordingly 
obarged  with  tbe  lapport  of  paupera.  Tha  sup- 
port of  a  good  achool  docl  not  fall  under  either  of 
IheM  heada.  No  doubt  it  iaa  matter  of  immediate 
local  intereat  and  adfanlage,  but  it  ia  not  at  pre- 
•ant  felt  and  acknowlndged  to  be  ao  by  tbe  great 
majorilj  of  peraona  contributing  to  tbe  rate.  The 
whole  biitory  of  popular  edueation  in  England 
ahowa  that  the  contrary  ii  the  truth.  What  baa 
been  done  towardi  its  advancement  haa  been  dona 
by  a  oharitable  and  enligbuned  minority,  aaaiated 
by  the  GoTeroment." 

That  goes  to  the  point  of  the  initiation  of 
schools  depeodiiig  upon  local  rating  and 
the  will  of  the  ratepayers.  They  then  go 
on  to  state  wli^t  will  be  patent  to  most  of 
your  Lordshipa,  that  if  ne  look  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  rates  generally  it  is  not 
characterized  by  that  liberality  which 
would  be  necessary  to  seoore  a  supply  of 
good  «Ad  efficient  schools.  There  is  ano- 
ther point  also  to  which  they  draw  atten- 
tion, and  that  is  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  teachers.  On  this  point  thej 
say— 

"Tbe  experience  of  tha  majority  of  workbonas 
achoola  laada  na  to  fear  that  the  eonaequenoe  of 
putting  the  management  of  tbe  achooli  into  tbe 
hands  of  the  farochiol  bodies  woQU.b**iaa.>niB'>^ 
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:hen  and  pupil  teachers  would  in  a  great  mea- 
re  cease  to  be  employed,  and  that  the  whole 

tndard  ofelementaryedacation  would  be  lowered, 
[here  exist,  indeed,  some  excellent  schools  for 

kuper  children ;  but  in  most  oases  it  is  only 

ider  pressure  from  the  Poor  Law  Board  that  the 
foards  of  Guardians  hare  been  induced  to  appoint 

>mpetent  teachers.    When  left  to  themselves, 

ley  almost  always  made  unsatisfactory  appoint- 
ments ;  and  though  there  are  special  difBculties 

)nnected  with  pauper  education,  the  way  in 
[hich  it  has  been  generally  managed  by  the 
[oards  of  Guardians  is  certainly  not  encouraging 
evidence  of  the  6tness  of  similar  bodies  to  un- 

»rtake  the  management  of  elementary  schools." 

'here  is  another  difficulty  which  I  must 

lention,  and  that  is  the  religious  one.  We 

|now,  roj  Lords,  how  strong  is  the  feeling 

lat  religion  should  always  form  a  part  of 

lementary  education.     I  believe  that  is  a 

[eling  80  engrained  in  the  minds  of  the 

)ople  of  this  country  that  nothing  can 

(move  it,  and  I  fear  that  no  system  of 

lucation  that  could  be  proposed  would  be 

|ke1y  to  be  accepted  or  be  successful  in  its 

>pIication  if  it  ignored  that  great  fact 

»on  which  the  Church  of  England  and  the 

[issenting  communities  alike  insist — that 

^ligion  should  form  part  of  the  education 

children.  Bearing  this  feeling  in  mind, 
le  Commissioners  state  that  very  great 
[fficulties  would  arise  if  a  system  of  gene- 
il  rating  were  adopted,  which  would  in- 
>lve  questions  relating  to  the  management 

schools  in  which  religious  matters  would 
i?e  to  be  entered  into.    They  state  that — 


« 


The  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  look 
n  their  own  denomination  as  the  established 
jligion  of  the  nation,  and  they  would  feel  that 
t  fact  gave  thern  a  right  to  a  leading  part  in 
e  management  of  any  general  system  of  cduca- 
n  established  by  the  State.   A  largo  proportion 
the  Dissenters,  on  the  other  band,  disapprove 
y  connection  between  the  Church  and  the  State, 
d  entertain   conscientious  objections   to  con- 
ring  upon  the  clergy,  as  such,  any  official  con- 
ction  whatever  with  public  education.     If  such 
position  were  conferred  upon  them  by  law,  it 
uld  be  felt  to  be  exclusive,  and  the  exercise  of 
|e  powers  which  it  conferred  would  be  scrutin- 
d  with  jealousy,  and  would  be  a  constant  occa- 
n  of  bad  feeling  and  disputes.    If,  on  the  other 
nd,  it  were  withheld  the  clergy  would  feci  them- 
ves  aggrieved,  and  would  consider  that  the 
ate  had  not   recognized  their  claims.    They 
uld  thus  dislike  the  system,  and  would  probably 
reluctant  to  give  to  it  that  cordial  co-operation 
ich  would  be  so  important  as  to  be  almost  in- 
pensable  to  its  success." 

the  view  of  these  difficulties,  which 
esented  themselves  to  the  Commissioners 

1861,  the  plan  they  proposed  was 
t  one  which  derived  funds  from  locul 
tea.  Looking  to  tlie  difficulties  of  man- 
ement,  as  well  as  the  probable  illiberaiity 

ratepayers,  they  felt  it  absolutely  ne- 
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cessary  to  spread  their  system  over  a  wider 
area,  and  they  proposed  that  whatever 
aid  was  to  be  given  to  schools  deriving 
aid  from  the  State  should  be  given  on 
the  area  of  the  county  rate,  and  that 
the  county  rate  should  be  the  fund  from 
which  the  payments  should  be  made.  But 
the  Commissioners  also  kept  in  view  the 
great  fact  that  whatever  was  to  be  done 
should  not  in  any  degree  interfere  with  the 
support  given  to  schools  by  subscriptions 
and  by  the  school  pence,  and  that  the  aid 
given  should  supplement  the  funds  thereby 
obtained  together  with  the  aid  given  by  the 
State.  How  that  system  was  likely  to  be 
received  in  Parliament,  and  what  was  the 
opinion  of  it  entertained  by  the  Government 
of  that  day,  may  be  gathered  from  the 
words  of  Mr.  Lowe,  in  reply  to  a  question 
which  was  put  to  him  when  he  was  giving 
evidence  before  the  Committee  presided 
over  by  Sir  John  Pakington.  The  plan 
then  under  consideration,  it  should  be 
remembered,  was  one  likely  to  succeed,  if 
any  plan  could  succeed ;  it  was  one  framed 
upon  the  largest,  the  most  moderate  basis, 
and  one  which,  if  they  had  thought  it 
possible  to  carry,  would  have  been  cer- 
tainly adopted  by  the  Government  of  that 
day.  But  your  Lordships  shall  hear  what 
was  Mr.  Lowe's  answer  when  asked  why  it 
was  not  carried  out.     The  question  was — 

"  Have  you  ever  considered  whether  the  exten« 
sion  of  education  throughout  the  country  might  be 
assisted  by  any  form  of  local  organization  ? 

"  Answer. — Yes,  in  the  form  which  was  sug- 
gested to  us  in  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners, when  it  was  thought  that  it  would  be 
proper  to  form  county  boards,  and  to  have  a  sort 
of  supplementary  agency  out  of  the  county  rate. 
We  decided  that  that  plan  was  impracticable  ;  we 
thought  it  would  be  impossible  to  persuade  the 
Ilouso  of  Commons  to  agree  to  it." 

Mr.  Lowo  afterwards  added  in  the  House  of 
Commons — 

"  That  being  so,  I  am  not,  I  confess  without  my 
doubts  as  to  the  figure  I  should  make  if  I  were  to 
come  down  to  the  House  and  propose  to  impose 
this  burden  on  the  county  rates,  and  I  should,  I 
must  admit,  much  prefer  that  the  task  devolved 
on  somo  one  else." 

That  was  his  opinion  as  to  the  feasibility 
of  the  moderate  plan  proposed  at  the  time. 
Since  then  a  different  system  has  been  put 
forward.  The  result  of  the  Commis- 
sioners' Report  was  the  production  of  the 
Revised  Code.  By  means  of  that  Code  the 
aid  which  the  Commissioners  contemplated 
giving  out  of  the  county  rate  was  granted 
from  the  public  Exchequer,  and  it  was 
supposed  that  by  this  system  of  paying  for 
results,  in  addition  to  subscriptiooB  and  the 
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school  pence,  an  ayernge  of  IBs.  per  child 
would   be   profided   for    the   purposes  of 
national  education.     What  has  been  pro- 
posed now  in  view  of  a  general  system  of 
rating  ?     It  would  not  be  proposed,  as  in 
1861,  to  allow   rates  to  supplement  that 
which  was  already  in  existence  in  relief  of 
the  public  funds,  but  it  would  be  proposed 
to  establish  rates  in  lieu  of  private  sub- 
scriptions, and  in  many  cases  the  school 
pence.     Now,    I  will  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  a  remarkable  Return  which  has 
been  prepared  for  me  showing  what  these 
local  efforts  are,  and  what  is  the  amount  of 
school  pence  under  the    present   system, 
which,  in  these  two  particulars,  would  be 
almost  entirely  superseded  if  you  adopted 
a  system  of  general  rating.      From    this 
Return  I  find  that  in  the  purely  agricultu- 
ral counties  there  are  2,010  schools,  with 
an  aTcrage  attendance  in  the  year  ending 
August  31,  1867,   of  195,136  scholars; 
the  average  amount  of  school  pence  paid 
per  scholar  is  6$,  7^d,,  and  the  average 
amount    of   voluntary    contributions     per 
scholar  is    9$,    5}d.  ;    the    total    being 
jS64,478  5s.  5d.  a  year  of  school  pence, 
and    £92.103   7s,  Id.  of  voluntary  sub- 
Bcriptions.    In  the  manufacturing  districts, 
the  average   school   pence  per  child  was 
95.  4|d.,    and  the  average   private    sub- 
scriptions    5s.    5d.f    making   a  total    of 
£100,256  It.    Id.  in    school   pence,  and 
£57,810  3s.  lOd.  voluntary  contributions, 
showing  a  much  larger  amount  of  school 
pence  and  a  smaller  amount  of  voluntary 
contributions  than  in  the  agricultural  coun- 
ties.    In  the  mixed   districts,    the  school 
pence  averaged  7s.   10 Id.  per  child  ;  the 
Toluutary  contributions,  8;.  8|d.  :  show- 
ing a  total  of  £74,625  6s.  2d.  in  school 
pence,   and  £82,259  I2s.  lid.  in  volun- 
tary  contributions.       This    was    for    the 
Church  of  England  schools.     In  the  Bri- 
tish schools,  the  average  of  school  pence 
per  child  was  lOs.  7^, ;  voluntary  contri- 
butions, 5s,  8}(i. :  giving  a  total  amount 
paid  in  school  pence  of  £94,989  13#.  3d. 
and     in     the      voluntary     contributions, 
£50,843  I7s.  Id.     The  Roman  Catholic 
schools  showed   an  average  of  4#.  lUd. 
per  child  in  school  pence,  and  6s.  2id. 
m      voluntary      contributions :      making 
jCI 3,674  6#.  lOd,  paid  in    school  pence, 
and   £17,118  5$.   Sd.  in  voluntary  con- 
tributions.    The  grand  total  for  England 
and  Wales  is*- average  school  pence  per 
child,  Ss.   4|d.  ;   average   voluntary  con- 
tributions per  child,  7s,  6^(2.  :  total  school 
pence,  £390,907  13#.  lid. ;  total  yolun- 


tary    contributions,     £351,598    8#.    Ad. 
My  Lords,  I  contend  that  in  the  face  of 
these  facts  it  would  not  be  proper  to  estab- 
lish  any    system    that    would    have    the 
slightest  risk  of  imperilling  the  contina« 
ance  of  those  great  efforts  which  show  how 
strongly  impressed  are  the  minds  of  both 
parents  and  benevolent  persons  throughout 
the  country  with  the  value  of  education, 
and  how,  in  fact,  this  feeling  has  created 
and  maintains  a  most  inestimable  system 
at   the  present    day.      No  doubt,   other 
plans   have  been   proposed.      The  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl   Russell)    brought  in 
a  Bill   in  1855   for  rating  in   boroughs  ; 
and  many  years  ago  Sir  John  Pakington 
proposed  to  introduce  a    general   system 
of  rating.     All  these  plans  invariably  had 
in  view  the    desirability  of  not  imposing 
a  system   of  rating    upon    those  schools 
which  did  not  wish  to  put  themselves  in 
union  ;   but,  at  the  same  time,  they  de- 
vised  a    plan    by   which    certain    school 
unions  might  be  created ;  certain  schools 
putting    themselves    in   union   with  other 
schools,  and  becoming  participators  in  the 
rate.      That  might  have  been  very   well 
and  plausible   in   theory,  but   the   result 
must  inevitably  have  been  that  the  system 
would  in  a  short  time  have  absorbed  all 
schools  into  its  action,  and  have  destroyed 
the  voluntary  contributions  received  in  the 
district.     Few  people,  when  obliged  to  pay 
rates  for  educational  purposes,  will  be  in- 
clined to  contribute  by  voluntary  subscrip- 
tion towards  the  same  object.     The  result 
will  be  that  these  subscriptions  will  fall  off. 
Schools  before  supported  by  voluntary  aid 
will    compare    the   flourishing    rate-aided 
schools  with  their  own  ;  they  will  abandon 
the  system  of  voluntary  effort  and   self- 
management  under  which  they  have  hitherto 
existed,  and  will  be  driven  by  a  process  of 
starvation  to  come  into  union.     If  that  is 
is  done,  we  shall  have  come  to  that  system 
of  local  rating  which  the  Commissioners  of 
1861,  after  lengthened  inquiry  and  patient 
consideration,  declared  to  be  inadmissible 
and  detrimental  to  the  best  interests  of 
education.     The  only  other  point  1  have 
to  notice  is  the  plan  proposed  of  raising 
rates  over  limited  areas,  and  merely  for 
local  purposes.     Here  we  are  met  with  a 
very  great    difficulty  in    regard  to  what 
shall  be  the  denomination  of  the  schools. 
I  see  no  conclusion,  no  escape  out  of  the 
difficulty  that  would  be  created  by  such 
a  plan,  other  than   that  of   the   schools 
being  secular  schools.     That  is  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  right  hen.  QendeniAaa. 
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l(Mr.  Lowe)  who  bas,  I  think,  fairly  Tiewed 
Ithe  difficalties  of  this  position.  He  has 
keen  that  if  you  have  schools  supported  by 
local  rates,  whether  they  be  few  or  many, 
it  would  be  exceedingly  difficult  to  escape 
from  the  position  that  they  must  be  secular 
ichools.  I  do  not  think  we  are  at  present 
prepared  to  adopt  a  system  of  purely  se- 
cular schools  supported  out  of  public  rates. 
~^he  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Russell),  in 
the  proposals  he  has  made  from  time  to 
time  in  regard  to  the  provision  for  educa- 
tion in  boroughs,  has  made  out  a  very 
ttrong  case  for  the  adoption  of  remedial 
neasures.  The  case  of  boroughs,  how- 
ever, is  to  a  great  extent  different  from  that 
){  rural  districts.  In  boroughs  you  have 
teeming  populations  of  children  in  condi- 
tions of  life  to  which  they  are  rarely  sub- 
jected in  rural  districts.  Let  it  not  be 
forgotten  that  in  boroughs  the  case  pre- 
sents great  pecuniary  difficulties.  In  bo- 
roughs, the  burdens  already  imposed  upon 
the  ratepayers  are  very  great,  and  of  an 
Increasing  character.  The  burdens  which 
»re68  very  heavily  on  the  ratepayers  in- 
;lude  the  poor  rates,  borough  rates,  light- 
ing and  watching  rates,  general  district 
rates,  rates  levied  by  Improvement  Com- 

lissioners,  burial  rates,  water  rates,  and, 
in  some  instances,  church  rates.  By  way 
»f  illustration,  I  may  state  that  they 
imount  to  the  sums  named  in  these  bo- 
roughs :  —  Blackburn,  3«.  2d.  in  the 
lound ;  Devonport,  5#.  3d.  ;  Gateshead, 
'«.  0{d\  King's  Lynn,  5«.  lldf. ;  Poole, 
i».  4ic/.;  and  Plymouth,  &s,  11  Jd.  The 
pressure  of  administrative  burdens  is,  in 

lany  instances,  augmented  by  the  interest 
ipon  the  large  sums  which  the  boroughs 
Have  from  time  to  time  borrowed  for  local 
improvements.  It  may  not  be  altogether 
In  form  to  allude  to  a  speech  made  in  the 
ithcr  House  of  Parliament  a  few  days  ago 
>y  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  paid 
the  greatest  possible  attention  to  the  sub- 
iect.  Mr.  Goschen  states  that,  out  of  211 
;orporato  boroughs  in  1856,  169  made  re- 
turns, and  in  1866  only  75  did  so.  From 
;hese  he  gathered  that  in  Bolton  the  bo- 
*ough  rate  had  risen  from  £7,500  in  1857 
to  £10.500  in  1866;  that  the  debt  had 
risen  in  the  same  period  from  £188,000  to 
^.270,000  ;  that  in  Warrington  the  bo- 
rough rate  had  increased  from  £6,000  to 

'10,000  ;  and  that  Bradford,  Birmingham, 
lldbam,  and  one  or  two  other  towns  ex- 
libited  similar  results.  Sanitary  measures 
ire  being  pressed  upon  corporate  authori- 

68.     Under  Acts  that  are  paaaed  and 
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passing  they  will  be  obliged  to  iooar  eon- 
siderable  outlay  ;  it  may  therefore  be  in- 
ferred that  the  burdens  on  borough  rate- 
payers, even  the  poorest,  are  on  the  in- 
crease ;  and  it  therefore  becomes  a  aerioiit 
matter  to  propose  any  augmentation  of  the 
burdens  borue  by  the  inhabitants  of  po- 
pulous places.  We  have  already  Tariom 
educational  enactments,  such  as  the  Indus- 
trial Schools  Act,  which  applies  to  boroaghs 
and  rural  districts,  the  Reformatory  Sehools 
Act,  and  Workhouse  Acts,  by  whieh  ehild- 
ren  are  educated  in  workhouses  out  of  the 
rates.  The  Industrial  Schools  Act  may 
be  extended,  and  the  necessities  of  the 
country  may  hereafter  require  a  further  re- 
sort to  rates  in  the  interests  of  education  ; 
but  under  present  circumstances  we  should 
be  exceeding  our  duty  if  we  proposed  i^oy 
additional  compulsory  burden  for  the 
purposes  of  education.  There  is  anotbtf 
reason  why  we  should  pause  before  we 
make  such  a  proposal.  It  is  well  known 
that  there  is  a  very  large  amount  of  pro- 
perty in  charitable  endowments,  and  there 
ought  to  be  no  delay  in  enquiring  how  far 
these  charitable  endowments  may  be  made 
applicable  to  education.  From  information 
furnished  to  me  the  other  day  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  I  find  they  con- 
sider that  about  £160.000  a  year  of  charity 
income  may  be  applied  to  the  purposes  of 
elementary  education.  The  amount  already 
applied  to  schools  is  over  £1,000,000  a 
year.  The  value  of  many  charities  injuri- 
ously applied  in  gifts  to  persons  who  do  not 
require  relief  will  give  another  large  sum, 
which  may  with  advantage  bo  applied  to 
the  purposes  of  elementary  education. 
Uaving  before  us  all  these  facts — the  Re- 
port of  the  Commission  of  1861  as  to  the 
difficulties  of  a  general  system  of  rating, 
the  differences  of  opinion  that  exist  upon 
the  subject,  and  the  impossibility  that  there 
would  be  of  enforcing  a  system  of  com- 
pulsory attendence — 1  do  not  think  that 
the  country  is  ripe  for  either  a  partial  or 
a  general  system  of  compulsory  rating. 
Whatever  future  investigations  may  prove 
to  be  necessary,  or  future  exigencies  may 
prove  to  be  desirable,  the  Government  are 
not  prepared  now  to  propose  a  compulsory 
system.  Having  stated  what  we  are  not 
at  present  prepared  to  do,  I  will  ask  yonr 
Lordships'  attention  to  that  which  we  pro- 
pose to  do.  1  would  first  direct  your  Lord- 
ships* attention  to  that  great  system  which 
has  been  in  operation  for  nearly  forty  years 
promoting  the  education  of  the  country. 
No  one  can  consider  the  effects  that  system 
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baa  prodaced,  hoir  it  has  won  the  national 
sympathieB  and  popular  estimation,  how  it 
has  been  the  parent  of  all  that  has  been 
accomplished  in  the  way  of  education,  with- 
out feeling  that  that  plan  was  founded 
in  great  wisdom,  and  that  it  is  worthy  of 
being  retained  as  part  of  a  national  system. 
In  a  remarkable  summary  of  what  has  been 
effected  by  it,  the  Commissioners  of  1861 
say — 


i< 


Although  essentially  a  yolantary  system,  and 
demanding  great  previous  exertions  as  a  condi- 
tion of  giving  aid,  it  has  vrithin  twenty  yean  of 
its  commencement  either  led  to  the  foundation  of 
or  greatly  improved  9,388  schools,  or  about  two- 
fifths  of  the  entire  number  of  existing  public 
schools,  which  contain  1,101,545  scholars,  or 
about  half  the  number  now  under  instruction  in 
the  whole  country.  It  assists  largely  in  support- 
ing thirty-two  training  Colleges,  the  greater  num- 
ber of  which  it  helped  to  establish  ;  and  while 
the  Grovemment  has  itself  expended  on  national 
education,  in  round  numbers,  £4,400,000,  it  has 
been  met  by  voluntary  subscriptions  to  the 
amount  of  £8,800,000.  Its  system  of  inspection 
has  raised  the  standard  of  education,  and  by  the 
careful  training  of  its  teachers,  and,  above  all, 
by  the  introduction  of  pupil-teachers,  it  has  sup- 
plied the  best  means  for  teaching  in  schools/ 


>f 


Passing  on  to  a  more  recent  date,  I  will 
quote  figures  bearing  upon  the  same  re^ 
suits  from  a  remarkable  pamphlet  by  Sir 
James  Kay  Shuttloworth.  Speaking  of 
the  Minutes  of  1846,  which  gave  a  perma* 
nent  character  and  stamp  to  the  Committee 
of  Privy  Council  on  Education,  he  say: 


*'  A  great  impulse  was  thus  given  to  the  exer- 
tions of  the  religious  bodies.  The  majority  of 
them  entered  earnestly  into  this  co-operation. 
The  whole  sum  of  the  Parliamentary  grants, 
which  had  amounted  in  the  seven  years  between 
1839  and  1846  to  only  £305,000,  rose  to  an  out- 
lay of  £6,405,862  in  the  sixteen  succeeding  years. 
The  sum  of  the  grants  for  building,  enlarging, 
and  furnishing  schools  amounted  in  1866  to 
£1,608,100,  and  with  this  aid  6,801  schools, 
capable  of  accommodating  915,516  scholars,  had 
been  built.  The  annual  grants  towards  the  ex- 
penses of  maintaining  elementary  schools  since 
1839  had  become  in  the  aggregate  £5,297,210,  of 
which  £3,714,899  had  been  directly  applied  to 
tha  keeping  up  of  an  efficient  staff  of  teachers. 
These  aggregates  represent  only  one-third  of  the 
actual  expenditure,  which  exceeded  £20,000,000. 
At  the  last  annual  inspection  1,234,491  scholars 
were  present.  The  grants  towards  the  support 
of  training  Colleges  —  which  were  in  the  ratio 
of  two-thirds  of  the  annual  outlay — amounted  in 
1866  to  £1,046,443.  All  notice  of  some  small 
subordinate  objects  of  expenditure  is  omitted. 
The  cost  of  administration  has  been  £912,647, 
of  which  the  greater  portion  arose  from  the  in- 
spection and  examination  departments,  by  which 
the  efficiency  of  schools  was  so  greatly  promoted." 

I  will  also  trouble  yoar  Lordships  with 
Bome  fignreiy  in  order  to  show  you  what 


has  been  the  aggregate  amount  contributed 
up  to  the  present  time  by  way  of  school 
pence  and  other  private  and  voluntary 
subscriptions,  in  aid  of  the  system  adminis- 
tered by  the  Privy  Council.  And  first  of 
all  I  must  state  what  is  the  number  of 
scholars  in  attendance  in  schools  aided  by 
the  State  compared  with  the  number  who 
attend  unaided  schools.  The  number  of 
public  schools  is  now  about  60  per  cent  of 
the  whole,  and  therefore  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  proportion  of  one-half  baa  been 
on  the  increase.  Looking  at  the  statement 
of  the  outlay  for  buildings,  Ac,  from  1839 
to  1867, 1  find  that  there  has  been  granted 
out  of  the  public  purse  £1,362,450,  while 
there  has  been  subscribed  from  local 
sources  £3,126,442.  In  regard  to  normal 
schools  there  has  been  granted  out  of  the 
public  purse  £118,627,  whereas  no  less 
than  £278,842  has  been  privately  sub- 
scribed. And  in  regard  to  the  annual 
expenditure  of  schools  in  the  year  1867 
the  public  purse  granted  £390,486,  while 
the  school  pence  and  voluntary  contribu- 
tions amounted  to  £856,376.  The  total 
amount  granted  out  of  the  public  purse 
for  buildings  and  maintenance  amounted 
to  £499,434,  and  the  private  contributions 
to  £833,008.  We  must  also  bear  in  mind 
that  the  system  already  in  existence  has 
by  no  means  done  its  work  completely, 
for  there  are  a  number  of  unaided  schools 
which  require  its  assistance,  and  which 
ought  to  be  gradually  brought  within  its 
operation.  It  is  estimated  that  on  these 
private  schools  £453,885  is  expended  an- 
nually in  the  form  of  prif  ate  contributions 
and  school  pence.  My  Lords,  I  have  also 
figures  which  prove  how  steadily  the  sys- 
tem administered  by  the  Privy  Council  has 
extended  its  operations  from  1859  up  to 
the  present  time.  In  1859  it  appears 
there  were  5,531  institutions  brought  under 
its  operation  ;  but  in  1867  this  number 
had  increased  to  7,577.  Again,  in  1859 
there  were  5,225  certificated  teachers 
employed  in  these  schools,  while  in  1867 
there  were  no  fewer  than  10,510.  Then 
I  find  that  in  1862-3  the  number  of 
voluntary  contributors  who  subscribed  £5 
and  upwards  was  8,281 ;  but  in  1866-7 
their  number  had  swelled  to  11,051.  In 
the  former  year  the  number  of  voluntary 
subscriptions  under  £1  was  70,285  ;  and  in 
the  latter  99,875.  Therefore,  in  consider- 
ing the  present  system,  we  are  bound  to  as- 
certain how  far  it  may  be  possible  to  make 
it  a  part  of  a  national  system,  and  also  to 
discover  ita  peculiar  defects,  which  it  will 
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>e  the  daty  of  Parliament  and  of  the  Go- 
rernment  to  remedy.    In  the  first  place,  it 
;annot  be  denied  that  there  is  some  disad- 
rantage  in  the  present  system,  from  the 
[act  of  its  being  liable  to  change.     The 
[ystem  of  the  Code  is  a  complicated  one, 
ind  although  it  is  true  that  the  Code  is 
mnually  laid  on  the  table  of  both  Houses, 
ret,  in  point  of  fact,  the  changes  annually 
Ltroduced   into  it  Tory  often  escape  the 
observation  of  Parliament.     There  is  also 
mother  point  which  the  Government  have 
mder  their  consideration^  and  I  trust  your 
lOrdships  will  give  your  most  earnest  at- 
iention  to  it.     The  administration  of  public 
education  in  this  country  is  not  carried  on 
18  it  ought  to  be.    The  great  defect  of  the 
existing  system  is  that  it  is  not  initiative, 
mt  merely  follows  in  the  wake  of  voluntary 
^fforts.     Now,  my  Lords,  it  is  impossible, 
coking  to  the  vast  importance  of  the  De- 
partment of  Education,  not  to  be  struck 
rith  the  fact  that  it  is  desirable  to  make 
iome  change  in  this  respect,  either  imme- 
liately  or  at  no  very  distant  date.    At  pre- 
[ent,  the  Educational  Department  has  not 
mly  to  administer  the  Grant  voted  annu- 
Illy  by  Parliament — which  is  done  by  the 
rommittee  of  Council  on  Education — but 
llso  to  superintend  the  very  large  and  in- 
[reasing    Science    and  Art    Department, 
his  system  is  capable  of  vast  expansion, 
ind  I  have  no  doubt  that  considerable  de- 
lands  will  be  made  from  time  to  time  on 
[he  Government  of  the  day  to  extend  and 
levelope  it.     For  instance,  new  Museums, 
|r  portions  of  those  now  existing,  may  be 
'ansferred  to  that  Department.     In  addi- 
ion  to  this  there  is  the  great  subject  of 
]cotch  education,  which  must  shortly  en- 
gage the  attention  of  Parliament.     Then 
lere  is  the  system  of   Irish   education, 
rhich  cannot  be  said  to  bo  at  present  in  a 
latisfactory  state.      Practically,  the    Go- 
jernment  has  no  control  over   the  large 
jrants  annually  voted  by  Parliament  for 
jrish  education.  They  nre  administered  by 
local  Commissioner,  who  is  not  directly 
(sponsible  to  the  Government.     The  cn- 
lowed  schools  of  Ireland  likewise  offer  a 
ride  field  for  legislation.     These  schools 
^ere  reported  on  many  years  ago,  but  no 
;tion  has  yet  been  taken  in  the  matter ; 
|nd,  coming  to  a  later  period,  we  find  that 
most  voluminous  Report  of  the  Middle 
llass  Schools  Commission  has  lately  been 
lid  upon  the  table.     On  the  present  occa- 
Ion  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  that  Re- 
jort,  which  embraces  subjects  of  the  wid- 
t  and   most  important    character.     It 
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would,  indeed,  be  impossible  for  any  De- 
partment of  the  State  to  take  op  the  mat- 
ter, unless  it  were  specially  organised  for 
the  purpose,  and  unless  there  were  persons 
appointed  by  the  Crown  to  take  this  great 
subject   under   their   cognisance,  and  to 
initiate  measures    on  their   own  respon- 
sibility.    Having  fully  considered  the  sub- 
ject, Her  Majesty's  Government  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  enough  work 
and  a  sufficiently  large  field  of  enterprise 
to  engage  the  attention   of  a  special  De- 
partment of  the  State,  and  it  is  therefore 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
pose that  Parliament  shall  empower  Her 
Majesty  to  appoint  a  Secretary  of  State 
who  shall  have  the  whole  range  of  educa- 
tional matters  under  his  consideration  and 
control.     We  propose  that   he   shall  not 
only  administer  the  grants  now  administered 
by  the  Privy  Council,  but  also,  on  his  own 
responsibility,  look  into  the  various  sub- 
jects connected  with  the  education  of  the 
country,  and  propose  to  Parliament  such 
schemes  as  he  may  think  are  calculated 
to  promote  the  cause  of  national  education. 
Therefore,  the  first  change  we  propose  is 
to  enable  the  Crown  to  appoint  an  addi- 
tional Secretary  of  State  for  the  Educa- 
tional Department.  In  making  this  change 
we  feel  that  it  would  also  be  desirable  to 
give  a  greater  permanence  and  a  greater 
degree  of  security  to  those  conditions  on 
which  the  Parliamentary  Grant  is  distri- 
buted.    We  therefore  propose  to  put  into 
an  Act  of  Parliament  those  portions  of  the 
Revised  Code  which  relate  to  the  terms  on 
which  the  Grant  is  dispensed.  The  Revised 
Code,  as  far  as  regards  the  grants  made  in 
aid  of  education  out  of  the  public  purse* 
has  now  been  some  time  in  operation.     It 
has  worked  well  and  given  satisfaction  to 
the  public  ;  and  I  believe  experience  has 
shown  that  the  rate  at  which  the  funds  of 
the  State  are  applied  in  assisting  voluntary 
efforts  and  on  the  results  of  examinations 
is  not  excessive.     We  propose  that  Parlia* 
ment  and  the  country  should  have  the  se- 
curity of  knowing  what  is  the  amount  of 
public  money  that  will  be  given  for  the 
support  of  elementary  education  ;  and  that 
any  increase  of  that  amount  should  be  re- 
gulated, not  by  any  change   which   may 
from  time  to  time  be  proposed  by  the  indi- 
vidual Minister,  but  simply  by  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  schools  gradually  brought 
under  the  operation  of  the  system.    At  the 
same  time  we  also  feel  that  there  are  certain 
other  changes  which  will  be  of  a  very  im- 
portant and  rery  useful  character.    The 
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first  of  these  to  which  I  will  allude  is  this. 
It  has  long  heen  felt — and  I  will  not  detain 
jour  Lordships  by  going  o?er  the  figures, 
for  I  fear  I  have  detained  you  long  enough 
—it  has  long  been  felt  that  there  are  a 
large  number  of  schools  in  existence  which 
do  not  partake  of  the  public  grants.  It 
has  heen  our  endeavour  to  discover  the 
causes  that  have  prevented  those  schools 
from  sharing  in  the  grants,  and  I  think 
that  two  main  causes  have  operated  to  a 
great  extent  in  that  way.  One  of  them  is 
that  there  are  a  great  many  Nonconformist 
congregations  who  have  a  strong  opinion 
that  the  State  should  have  no  connection 
whatever  with  religious  teaching  ;  that  it 
ought  not  to  inquire  into  and  ought  not  in 
any  way  to  promote  the  religious  teaching 
of  the  schools.  Those  bodies  are  not 
themselves  in  favour  of  a  system  of  secular 
education ;  they  conduct  their  schools  ac- 
cording to  their  own  religious  tenets,  yet 
they  at  the  same  time  feel  that  from  their 
conscientious  convictions  they  are  shut  out 
from  participation  in  the  public  grants,  and 
they  have  failed  to  apply  for  the  public  aid 
which  is  afforded  to  other  schools  in  conse- 
quence of  their  belief  that  the  State,  in 
requiring  a  connection  with  some  religions 
denomination  as  a  condition  of  receiving  a 
share  of  the  grants,  is  interfering  with  that 
which  ought  to  be  left  entirely  to  their  own 
free  and  voluntary  initiative.  The  number 
of  bodies  who  have  been  thus  excluded  is 
very  considerable.  At  the  same  time,  if 
those  bodies  were  enabled  by  any  change 
in  the  system  hitherto  followed  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  public  grants,  it  appears 
that  they  would  do  so  to  a  very  large  ex- 
tent. Mr.  Baines  (who  represents  the 
views  of  a  large  number  of  Congrega- 
tionalists)  delivered  recently  an  address  on 
the  subject  of  elementary  education,  in 
which  he  said— 

"  Our  primary  sohooU  are  supported  not  for  our 
own  advantaf^,  bat  for  that  of  the  classes  who  are 
less  favoured  bj  fortune ;  at  least  nine>tenths  of 
the  school  hours  are  devoted  to  the  indispensable 
branches  of  secular  education,  and  the  payments 
made  bj  the  Gh)vernment  are  exclusively  for  the 
■accessful  results  of  that  secular  teaching,  ascer- 
tained by  individual  examination  of  the  children. 
Ought  we  to  cripple  and  destroy  our  schools 
rather  thsn  accept  those  payments  ?  I  honour 
the  motives  of  those  who  reply  in  the  affirmative, 
bat  my  own  deliberate  and  revised  judgment  an- 
•wers  in  the  negative.  Our  own  subscriptions  pay 
much  more  than  that  part  of  the  expense  which 
is  entailed  by  the  religious  instruction,  and  I 
think  we  may  properly  receive  aid  out  of  the  taxes 
to  which  we  ourselves  have  contributed  for  the 
teaching  of  reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic  to 
ibechildrenof  oar  poorer  feUow-ooontrymen.  •  • 


There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  intention  of  the 
Minutes  of  Council  was  to  aid  only  schools  in 
which  religious  instruction  was  given,  and  a 
school  which  is  parely  secalar  in  its  supporters 
and  its  teaching  would  be  denied  a  grant.  To  this 
restriction  and  condition  most,  if  not  all,  Congre* 
gationalists  object, — not  that  they  do  not  most 
highly  value  religious  instruction,  but  that  they 
think  it  ought  not  to  be  forced  upon  day  schools 
as  the  condition  of  receiving  grants." 

My  Lords,  we  have  carefully  considered 
the  great  change  which  has  been  made  in 
the  system  of  public  grants  by  the  Revised 
Code  of  I86I.  That  change  established 
the  principle  that  payments  were  to  be 
made  for  the  results  shown  by  examina- 
tion in  secular  subjects.  Tet  the  noble 
Earl  opposite,  (Earl  Granville)  who  is 
thoroughly  conversant  with  this  matter, 
will,  I  believe,  bear  me  out  when  I  say 
that  in  some  of  the  schools,  according  to 
the  management  clauses,  the  Inspectors 
are  bound  to  inquire  into  the  religious 
instruction  ;  while  in  regard  to  certain 
other  schools  they  are  not  so  bound. 
Therefore  we  feel  that  the  great  change 
introduced  by  the  Revised  Code  in  1861 
practically  comes  to  this — that  you  do  offer 
payment  to  the  schools  on  the  results  of 
the  secular  teaching.  We  have  therefore 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  ipodifi- 
cation  which  may  be  made  in  the  Revised 
Code,  as  it  will  be  embodied  in  the  Bill 
which  I  shall  have  the  honour  of  laying 
on  your  Lordships*  table,  should  be  to  leave 
out  the  existing  condition  which  requires 
all  schools  aided  by  the  State  to  be  in  con- 
nection with  some  religious  denomination. 
We  propose  to  give  payments  for  results 
in  reference  to  the  secular  teaching  alone. 
We  propose  that  where  the  Inspectors  are 
bound  not  to  inquire  into  the  religious 
teaching  of  the  schools  they  shall  continue 
not  to  inquire  into  it.  At  the  same  time, 
where  the  Inspectors  do  inquire  into  the 
religious  teaching,  according  to  the  manage- 
ment clauses  which  have  been  the  subject 
of  so  much  controversy,  and  which  have 
been  settled,  we  do  not  propose  to  interfere 
with  those  clauses,  but  to  let  the  investi- 
gation into  the  religious  instruction  of  such 
schools  continue  to  take  place.  But  we 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  when  a 
school  offers  itself  to  be  inspected,  comply- 
ing with  the  conditions  as  to  sanitary  ar- 
rangements, space,  and  all  other  requisites 
prescribed  for  its  due  conduct  and  manage- 
ment— when  such  a  sphool  offers  its  scho- 
lars for  examination,  when  it  passes  that 
examination  in  reading,  writing,  and  arith- 
metic, and  when  it  satisfies  the  other  re-* 
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juiremoDto   ai  to  eertifieated  and  pnpil- 
[eaohers,  it  ought  not  to  be  denied   the 
lenefit  of  the  Grant.   Bat  in  order  that  no 
iiBtake  should  exist  on  this  subject,  which 
Is  one  of  great  interest  to  those  who  feel 
jhe    importance    of   connecting    religious 
caching  with  education,  and  which  is  es- 
leoiallj  important  in  regard  to  Church  of 
England  schools,  we  propose  to  insert  in 
[he  schedule  of  the  Bill  the  management 
|lausea  which  relate  to  inspection  both  in 
fespect  to  Church  of  England  schools  and 
[he  schools  of  all  other  denominations.     In 
[act,  the  management  clauses  of  the  Church 
}f  England,  of  the   Weslejan,  the   Con- 
gregational, the  Roman  Catholic,  the  Jew- 
ih,  and  other  schools  will  be  embodied  in 
Ihe  schedules  of  the  Bill  exactly  as  they 
Hand  and  are  at  present  used   by  those 
jarious  bodies.     The  only  change  which 
rill  be  made  will  be  this,  that  if  a  purely 
[ecular  school  presents  its  scholars  for  ex- 
imination,  the  State  will  not  refuse  to  ex- 
imine  and  pay   for  the   results  of  their 
jeaching.     1  believe  that  will  cause  a  large 
icrease  in  the  applications  for  a  share  in 
Ihe  grants.     We  have  reason  to  believe 
|hat  the  number  of  schools  brought  under 
ispection  by  tiiat  alteration  will  be  very 
^reat,  but  it  is  now  impossible  fully  to  esti- 
late  them.      They  will  be  mostly  schools 
promoted   by    the    Nonconformist  bodies, 
believe  the  impulse  which  will  thus  be 
;iven  to  education  amongst  those  bodies 
^ill  be  very  great,  because,  owing  to  the 
(ligious  scruples  to  which  I  have  referred, 
ley  have  hitherto  failed  to  build  schools 
Ind  to  exhibit  that  amount  of  educational 
nterprize  which,  when  they  feci  that  the 
jssistanoe  of   the   State    is    within    their 
leach,  they  will  undoubtedly  display.     The 
]ext  point   on    which   we  feel   that  some 
hange   is   desirable  is   in  regard  to  the 
[oorer  districts.     I  have  already  spoken  of 
le  schools  supported  by  bodies  which  are 
lore  or  less  wealthy,  and  which  are  not 
iceiving  State  aid ;  but  there  is  another 
llass  of  schools  -—  namely,  those  in    the 
loorer   and  small    rural  districts.     There 
re  find  at  present  existing  a  very  large 
lumber  of  unaided   schools.     Sir  James 
[ay  Shuttleworth  says — 

"The  unassisted  public  schools  are  far  more 
jumcrous  than  those  which  are  assisted,  amount- 
ig  to  15,952  schools,  exclusive  of  115  factory 
?hool8,  containing  17,000  scholars,  whereas  the 
Bsisted  public  schools  are  only  6,897.  They  are 
iferior,  however,  in  th6  number  o!  the  scholars  ; 
lose  on  the  books  of  the  assisted  public  schools 
3in<;  917,255,  those  on  the  books  of  the  15,952 
assisted  public  schools  only  054,393.     Some  of 
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these  schools  are  unsstisted  beeanse  fhemanaMn 
or  patrons  rejeot  assistance,  either  from  religions 
scruples  or  because  their  patrons  dislike  lutein 
ference.  These  obstacles,  however,  are  oom" 
paratively  rare,  and  arc  rapidly  diminishing.  The 
great  cause  which  deprives  schools  of  Government 
assistance  is  their  non-performanoo  of  the  oondi- 
tions  on  which  that  assistance  is  offered,  a  aoiu 
fulfilment  of  which  the  principal  causes  are 
poverty,  small ness  of  population,  indi£EiBrence,  or, 
as  it  has  been  lately  called,  apathy.^' 
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Now,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  aome  of  the 
conditions  which  are  imposed  on  aehoolt 
seeking  to  obtain  assistance  from  the  State 
press  somewhat  severely  on  the  small  mral 
parishes  ;  and  we  are  led  to  the  conviotion 
that  one  principal  cause  of  those  aehooli 
not  receiving  Government  aid,  and  of  the 
diflSculties  which  they  experience,  is  the 
condition  with  reference  to  oertifioated 
teachers.  We  do  not  propose  to  abandon 
the  system  of  certificates.  We  regard  that 
system  as  of  the  most  essential  and  vital 
Importance.  We  are  of  opinion  that  if  we 
were  to  abandon  the  system  of  oertifioatea 
altogether  a  great  part  of  the  sum  Toted 
for  public  education  would  be  wasted.  One 
conclusive  argument  against  such  a  change 
is  the  necessity  of  maintaining  the  pupil* 
teaoher  system.  The  system  of  certificatea 
exists  in  almost  every  country  that  baa 
placed  the  education  of  its  people  upon  a 
satisfactory  and  intelligible  basis  —  in 
France,  Switzerland,  Prussia,  Germany, 
and  Holland.  In  all  these  countries  the 
conditions  with  respect  to  teaching  are 
more  strict  and  severe  than  in  this  country. 
In  some  of  these  countries  no  persons  are 
allowed  to  teach,  either  in  public  or  private 
schools,  unless  they  hold  a  Government 
certificate.  Another  objection  to  abandon- 
ing the  system  of  certificates  is  that  we 
should  thereby  lose  that  guarantee  for  good 
character  and  morality  which  it  is  most 
essential  that  teachers  should  possess. 
While  we  wish  to  see  this  system  of  cer- 
tificated teachers  maintained,  I  do  not 
think  that  what  I  am  about  to  propose  will 
impair  its  efficiency.  A  good  many  schools 
in  small  parishes  find  a  difiiculty  in  com- 
plying with  tho  requirements  of  the  cer- 
tificated system.  We  propose  to  take  a 
limit  below  which  schools  may  receive  a 
portion  of  the  annual  Grant  without  the 
employment  of  certificated  teachers.  I  say 
"a  portion,"  because  it  would  not  be  fair 
for  theni  to  receive  the  same  proportion  as 
the  others.  If  the  change  we  propose  is 
carried  out,  it  will  not  supplant  the  system 
of  certificated  teachers,  but  it  would  act  aa 
an  inducement  to  those  parisheBi  and  en« 
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able  them  to  start  their  sehooh,  and  when 
they  hii?e  had  experience  of  the  adtan- 
tages  of  the  Oovernment  Grant,  it  will 
encourage  them  to  obtain  a  larger  share  of 
the  Grant.  We  propose  to  take  the  limit 
which  is  adopted  in  what  is  called  Mr. 
Gorry's  Minute,  which  was  laid  before 
Parliament  last  year,  and  which  gives  a 
grant  of  Is.  4d.  per  head  for  passing  in  an 
extra  subject.  That  Minute  requires  that 
a  pupil  teacher  shall  be  maintained  for 
OTcry  forty  scholars  after  the  first  twenty- 
fiTe,  instead  of  after  the  first  fifty,  as  in 
other  schools.  The  object  of  that  Minute 
was  to  aid  the  smaller  schools.  We  pro- 
pose to  take  the  same  limit,  and  to  direct 
that  schools  below  sixty-five  shall  be  en- 
abled to  apply  for  inspection.  When  the 
school  Inspector  has  reported  that  a  school 
is  suitable  to  be  inspected  by  reason  of  its 
cleanliness,  its  building,  and  its  space,  the 
school  will  be  allowed  to  present  its  scholars 
for  examination  in  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic,  and  to  obtain  payment  of  2#.  Bd, 
for  each  subject,  the  further  amount  of 
4f.  being  only  paid  in  schools  which 
haye  a  certificated  master  and  mistress. 
This  arrangement  will,  we  trust,  be  the 
means  of  bringing  many  of  the  smaller 
schools  into  participation  with  the  Parlia- 
mentary Grant.  We  also  propose  to  make 
some  addition  to  the  Building  Grant  ;  and 
I  will  ask  for  the  attention  of  your  Lord- 
ships to  a  very  remarkable  Return  on  this 
subject.  I  find  that  in  the  year  1853  the 
Building  Grant  was  4«.  per  square  foot  of 
the  school  buildings.  In  1860  it  was  re- 
duced to  2s.  6d.t  and  a  very  remarkable 
falling  off  ensued.  Between  1850  and 
1860  the  Grant  for  building  increased  from 
£34.713  to  £111,274.  Between  1860, 
when  the  amount  was  reduced  to  2f.  6d., 
and  1867,  the  amount  fell  off  to  £21,656. 
No  doubt  there  were  other  causes  to  ac- 
eount  for  this  reduction,  because  as  so 
many  schools  had  been  built  fewer  re- 
mained to  be  erected.  We  consider,  how- 
ever, that  it  will  be  desirable  to  recur  to 
the  allowance  of  4;.  per  foot  for  the  Build- 
ing Grant.  Another  change  we  propose  to 
make  regards  evening  schools.  It  is  not 
Tery  important,  but  we  believe  it  will  be  of 
oonsiderable  benefit,  as  at  present  evening 
schools  can  only  be  inspected  when  they 
are  held  in  the  same  premises  as  day 
schools  which  are  already  under  inspection. 
We  think  that  all  evening  schools  which 
are  properly  reported  upon,  and  which 
comply  with  the  usual  conditions,  shall  be 
open  to  iDspectiouy  and  shall  jreceive  the 


grant  whether  they  may  be  in  conneetion 
with  a  day  school  or  not.  There  is  one 
other  change  of  considerable  importance. 
I  refer  to  the  Conscience  Clause.  Tour 
Lordships  are  aware  of  what  has  hitherto 
been  the  practice  in  regard  to  the  Con- 
science Clause.  That  has  never  been 
universally  applied,  except  in  cases  where 
only  one  school  can  be  supported  lu  a 
parish,  and  where  there  is  a  sufficient  pro« 
portion  of  Dissenters  to  make  it  apparent 
that  their  interests  ought  to  be  regarded. 
It  was  thought  that  a  population  of  900 
and  under  could  only  support  one  school* 
and  if  it  appears  that  one-sixth  of  the  chil- 
dren at  such  school  are  the  children  of 
Dissenters,  it  has  been  thought  equitable 
to  apply  the  Conscience  Clause  in  such 
cases.  I  think  that  where  only  one  school 
is  maintained  in  a  parish  the  principle  of  a 
Conscience  Clause  is  just  and  equitable. 
We  think  that  the  adoption  of  the  Con- 
science Clause  ought  to  depend  upon  there 
being  only  one  school  in  a  parish.  We 
must  remember  that  we  are  aiding  de- 
nominational schools.  We  have  never 
imposed,  either  upon  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land or  upon  the  Wesleyans  or  the  Dis- 
senters, conditions  that  they  were  not 
disposed  to  accept.  We  have,  on  the 
contrary,  desired  to  pay  deference  to  their 
religious  scruples.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  Education  Department,  where  only 
one  school  is  maintained,  in  great  part  at 
the  public  cost,  think  that  the  Conscience 
Clause  should  be  inserted  in  the  deed. 
Objections,  however,  have  been  taken  to 
the  existing  form  of  the  Conscience  Clause. 
I  find,  however,  that  the  form  has  been 
taken  from  the  Endowed  Schools  Act, 
which  was  passed  with  the  sanction  of  the 
heads  of  the  Church,  and  which  enacts 
that— 

*'  The  trustees  or  goveinors  of  every  endowed 
school  are  from  time  to  time  authorized  and  bound 
'  to  make  such  orders  as,  whilst  they  shall  not  in- 
terfere with  the  religious  teaching  of  other  scholars 
as  now  fixed  by  statute T)r  other  legal  requirement, 
and  shall  not  authorize  any  religious  teaching 
other  than  that  previously  afforded  in  the  school, 
shall  nevertheless  provide  for  admitting  to  the 
benefit  of  the  school  the  children  of  parents  not 
in  communion  with  the  Church,  sect,  or  denomi- 
nation, according  to  the  doctrines  or  formularies 
of  which  religious  instruction  is  to  be  afforded 
under  the  endowment  of  the  said  school.' " 

The  Wesleyan  school  precedent  was  to  the 
same  effect.     It  provided  that — 

"  No  child  shall  in  any  case  be  required  to  learn 
any  catechism  or  other  religious  formulary,  or  to 
attend  any  Sunday  school  or  place  of  worship,  to 
whiok  rtspeotively  bis  or  hsr  parent  or  QujcdSjA. 
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ihalU  on  religious  j^unds,  object ;  but  tbe  aeleo- 
tion  of  such  Sunday  achool  or  place  of  worship 
shall  in  all  cases  be  left  to  the  free  choice  of  such 
parent  or  guardian,  without  the  child  thereby  in- 
Icurring  any  loss  of  tbe  benefits  or  privileges  of 
any  school  or  schools  the  trusts  whereof  are  hereby 
Ideclared." 

In  the  Jewish  schools  the  clause  is  to  this 
leffect — 

**  The  religious  instmotion  in  the  said  school 
be  given  according  to  the  principles  of  the 
Fewith  religion,  but  not  to  be  made  compulsory 
ipon  any  scholar  whose  parents  do  not  profess 
that  religion." 


[n  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland  it  is  pro- 
rided  that  no  child  shall  be  required  to 
"learn  any  catechism  or  other  religious 
formulary  "  to  which  his  parents  or  guar- 
lians  may  object.  In  the  undenomina- 
tional schools  the  same  words  are  used — 
"  any  catechism  or  other  religious  formu- 
lary."    When,  however,  we  come  to  the 

Ihurch  of  England  wo  find  a  grave  dis- 
tinction— namely,  the  insertion  of  the  word 
['doctrine.*'     The   Conscience  Clause  in 
Ihurch  of  England   schools   provides  for 
[he  exemption  of  children  whose  parents 

lay  desire  it  *'from  attendance  at  the 
mblic  worship,  and  from  instruction  in  the 
loctrine  or  formularies  of  the  said  Church." 
fow,  it  is  felt,  and  I  think  with  much  jus- 
lice,  that  the  word  "  doctrine"  is  a  word  of 
0  undefined  a  character,  and  may  have 
|uch  a  wide  range  of  meaning,  that  it  is 
mfair  to  apply  it  to  Church  of  England 
jchools  when  it  is  not  applied  to  others.  If 

child  cannot  be  required  to  learn  a  cate- 

[hism  or  formulary,  everybody  knows  what 

le  exemption  is;  but  if  it  is  laid  down 

lat  a  child  shall  not  be  instructed  in  the 

doctrine"  of  the  Church  of  England,  we 
lay  exclude  religious  teaching  from  the 
;hool  altogether,  for  it  may  be  said  that 
le  great  doctrines  of  the  Trinity  and  the 
.tonement  are  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
Ingland,  though  they  are  held  by  most 
|thcr  religious  bodies.  Considering  that 
iher  denominations  which  have  never  ob- 
$ctcd  to  the  principle  of  a  Conscience 
[lause  have  felt  it  necessary  to  avoid  the 

iployment  of  the  word  ••doctrine,"  and 

msidering  that  in  the  case  of  the  Wes- 

[yan   schools  it  is  expressly  stated  that 

iligious  instruction  shall  always  form  a 

irt  of  the  school  teaching,  I  think  it  is 

iwise  and  unfair  to  insist  on   the  use  of 

he  word  in  the  case  of  Church  schools. 

jhe  Government  have  come  to  the  conclu- 

lon — which  we  believe  will  be  generally 

icepted  by  the  public — that  in  those  cases 


that  a  Conscience  Clause  should  be  inserted 
in  the  trust-deed   of  a  school,  two  great 
principles  should  be  observed — liberty  on 
either  side,  the  liberty  of  teaching  and  the 
liberty  of  withdrawal.     Carrying  out  these 
principles,  it  is  important  that  we  shoald 
have  a  definite  form  of  clause,  not  subject 
to   change  according  to  the  opinions   of 
any  set  of  men  who  may  be  in  office,  bat 
sanctioned  and  ratified  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament,   which  shall    express,    with   the 
authority  of  Parliament,   what  it   is  by 
which  the  children  shall  be  bound,  and  to 
what  liberty  they  shall  be  entitled.     The 
form  we  propose  will  be  applicable  to  all 
cases  where  only  one  school  exists,  its  ob- 
ject being   to  provide  that   the  religions 
teaching  shall  not  be  interfered  with,  and 
that   every   parent  shall   have   liberty  to 
withdraw    his  child   from   teaching   from 
which  he  dissents.     It  is  to  this  effect  :— 
It  provides  that  the   Secretary  of  State 
shall  not  have  power  to  interfere  with  the 
religious  instruction  given  in  any  school 
towards  which  a  building  grant  has  been 
made,  unless  the  school  be  the  only  one 
available  for  poor  children  residing  within 
a  convenient  distance,  or  unless  there  be 
any  considerable   number  of  children  for 
whom  no  more  suitable-means  of  education 
are  likely  to  he  provided,  and  whose  parents 
are  likely  to  object  to  the  religious  instmo- 
tion intended  to  be  given,  or  to  the  worship 
intended  to  be  used.     In   that  case  the 
trust-deed  must  provide  that  no  child  re- 
sident within  the  assigned  limits  shall  be 
excluded  from  the  school   or   deprived  of 
its  benefits  and  privileges  on  account  of 
the  religious  persuasion  of  the  said  child, 
or  of  the  parent,  guardian,  or  other  per- 
son having  the  custody  or  care  of  it,  or  on 
account  of  the  withdrawal  of  such   child 
from  any  part  of  the  instruction  given  or 
worship  held  therein  under  the  provisions 
hereinbefore  contained,  and  that  no  such 
child    shall   he   compelled   to  attend   any 
Sunday  school,  or  church,  or  other  place 
of  worship  on   Sunday   as  a  condition  of 
receiving  instruction  on  week  days  ;  and 
any  such  parent,  guardian,  or  other  per- 
son as  aforesaid  shnll  have  a  right  to  with- 
draw such  child  from  any  lesson  given,  or 
form  of  worship  used,  or  religious  instruc- 
tion given,    in    such    school,  upon  giving 
notice    to    the   principal   teacher  of   snch 
school  that  he  objects  to  such  lesson,  or 
form    of  worship,  or  religious  service  on 
religious  grounds.     That  is  the  Conscience 
Clause  we  propose,  and  such  are  the  prin- 
which  it  is  desirable  upon  public  grounds  I  ciples  by  which  we  have  been  guided.     It 
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odIj  remains  for  me  to  mention  a  conelading 
provision  in  the  Bill  which  we  think  of  great 
importance.  Although  we  have  not  deemed 
it  proper  to  provide  for  a  compulsory  sys- 
tem of  rating  or  for  compulsory  attendance 
at  school,  we  think  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  have  the  power  of  ohtaining  accu- 
rate information  respecting  the  educational 
wants  of  the  country,  so  that  it  may  belaid 
before  Parliament,  and  may  indicate  what 
measures  are  necessary  to  provide  for  any 
well-defined  want.     The  Educational  Re- 
turns that  have  from  time  to  time  been 
made  have  been  admittedly  imperfect,  and 
we  propose  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  have  power  to  order  an  Educational 
Census  to  be  taken  in  any  specified  dis- 
trict.    He  will  have  the  power  of  fixing 
the    limit  of  value  of  the  houBos  within 
which  all  children  under  a  certain  age  are 
to  be  returned,  and  of  requiring  informa- 
tion of  what  school  they  attend,  and  what 
system  of  instruction  is  pursued.     These 
Returns  will  be  collected  by  means  of  the 
Registrar  Oenerars  Department,  and  we 
regard  this  as  an  important  step  for  faci- 
litating any  educational  action  that  may 
be  called  for  in  the  future.     Constituted 
as  the  present  Department  is,  and  presided 
over  by  the  President  of  the  Council,  who 
has  many  varied  duties  to  perform,  it  would 
be  diflSoult  to  set  on  foot  such  inquiries; 
but  the  change   we   propose  will  remove 
any  difficulty   on  this  head.      Such,  my 
Lords,  is  the  measure  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose,  and  which  I  now  beg  to  lay 
on  the  table.     We  do  not  consider  that  it 
is  a  complete  measure,  because  under  the 
present  state  of  circumstances  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  frame  a  complete  measure. 
We   believe   that   we  are  proposing  that 
which  will  lay  the  foundation  of  an  ample 
system  of  education.     We  propose  to  con- 
firm  and  place   in  a  definite  shape  that 
which  is  already  in  existence.     We  pro- 
pose to  create  a  Department  which  shall 
have  the  responsibility  of  initiating  mea- 
sures that  may  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country,  and  we  propose  to  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  new  Minister  all  those  powers 
which  will  be  necessary  to  enable  him  to 
perform  those  functions.     I  trust  that  the 
plan   is  one  that  will  be   found  to  work 
well,  and  that  it  will  be  admitted  to  be  as 
much  as  under  existing  circumstances  can 
be  provided.     The  noble  Duke  concluded 
by  laying  the  Bill  on  the  table. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  It  will  no  doubt 
be  more  convenient  to  discuss  the  details 
of  the  Bill  on  the  second  reading  ;  bat  per- 
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haps  yonr  Lordships  will  allow  me  to  offer 
a  remark  on  one  or  two  points.     For  more 
than  twenty  years  I  have  heard  the  com- 
plaint constantly  preferred  by  the  Opposi- 
tion against  the  Ministry,  that  Bills  of  im- 
portance have  not  been  produced  in  this 
House,  so  that  they  might  be  considered 
by  us  in    reasonable  time.     I  remember 
Lord  Aberdeen  remarking  that  for  fifty 
years  he  had  been  familiar  with  the  same 
complaint.      Now,   the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Marlborough)  has  presented  a 
Bill  which,  though  I  am  not  quite  sure  I 
can  call  it  a  very  important  one,  is  a  Bill 
on  a  most  important  subject,  and  he  has 
given  us  a  most  legitimate  mode  of  discus- 
sing the  question  of  education,  which   I 
think  this  House  is  fully  competent  to  do. 
I  am  bound,  therefore,  to  thank  him  for 
having  introduced  it  in  this  House.     The 
noble  Duke  made  an  appeal  to  this  side  of 
the  House  not  to  treat  the  Bill  in  a  party 
spirit.     My  desire  is  not  to  do  anything  of 
the  kind.     Over   and  over  again   I  have 
stated,    publicly    and    privately,    that    I 
thought   Her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment have  peculiar  opportunities  for  deal- 
ing with  this  subject ;  and  I  rejoiced,  when 
I  read  the  last   Report  collected  by  the 
noble  Duke,  that  he  had  oome  into  office  at 
a  time  when  the  question  was  universally 
asked,  whether  we  would  allow  the  spread 
of  primary  education  to  become  simply  a 
question  of  time,  or  would  adopt  measures 
to  accelerate  it  ?   I  rejoiced  when  I  heard 
the  emphatic  sentiments  on   this  subject 
which  had  been  put  into  Her   Majesty's 
mouth  by  Her  Majesty's  advisers,  and  I 
rejoiced   still  more  when  I   read   in   the 
papers  the  declaration  of  Lord  Stanley  on 
the  subject — though  I  am   bound  to  saj 
that  Lord  Stanley  has  been  somewhat  un- 
fortunate in  prognosticating  the  spirit  of 
the  measures  which  the  Government  with 
which  he  is  connected  were  about  to  intro- 
duce— wherein  he  stated  in  such  strong 
and  unmistakeable  words  the  educational 
measure  about  to  be  introduced.     But  as 
soon  as  the  noble  Duke  began  his  very 
full  description  of   the   present   state    of 
things  it  was  evident  that  some  change 
had  come  over  the  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.     I  can  hardly  think 
that  some  of  the  most  distinguished  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be 
of  opinion  that  this  is  the  answer  which 
ought  to  be  given  to  that  inquiry  which  the 
noble  Duke  so  fully  described  as   arising 
from   all   parts  of   the  country — namely, 
*<  What  are  the  measures  to  be  taken  to 
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accelerate  the  progress  of  education?" 
iCircurastances  bavo  contributed  to  make 
tbis  question  of  education  one  of  ? ital  im- 
portance both  to  political  and  non-political 
persons.  For  my  part  I  do  not  feel  that 
the  measure  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
fovernment,  unless  great  alterations  be 
lade  in  it,  will  serve  to  give  a  satisfactory 
inswer  to  that  inquiry  of  the  country.  The 
loble  Duke  referred  to  the  statistics  of  the 
loyal  Commission  with  respect  to  the 
amount  of  education  given  in  this  country  ; 
mt  he  referred  to  facts,  the  fallacy  of 
rhich  has  already  been  pointed  out.  The 
loble  Duke  said  that,  while  in  Prussia,  one 
in  six  of  the  population  were  educated,  in 
^ingland  we  had  arrived  at  the  rate  of  one 
in  seven  or  eight.  Well,  that  would  be  a 
rery  satisfactory  advance,  though  I  do  not 
lee  why  any  difference  should  exist.  But 
rhat  are  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  In  our 
iccount  we  estimate  all  that  are  on  the 
roll,  and  also  take  into  account  the  infant 

(hools  ;  but  that  is  not  the  way  the  calcu- 
lation   is    made    in    Prussia.     The  con- 
lequence  is  that,  in  reality,  we  stand  with 
respect    to   Prussia,    not  as  having  1   in 
~    or    8    receiving    education,   but   1    in 
115.      The  noble  Duke   asked   us  not  to 
jtreat    this  question  as  a  desert  —  not  to 
Icstroy,  but  to  supplement.     In  that  senti- 
|ment  I  entirely  agree.     I  quite  admit  all 
the  good  that  the  Minute  of  1846  effected 
|in  the  education  of  this  country.      I  admit 
that  a  largo  number  of  schools  have  been 
wrought  under  the  system  which  otherwise 
rould    never  have  found  admission,  and 
that  the  great  class  of  certificated  school- 
lasters  has  been  created.      There  is  no 
complaint  against  the  Minute  of  Council  ; 
\\xi  when   I  came  first  into  the  Council 
;he  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  and   Lord 
iansdowno   told   me  that    they   did    not 
consider  the  system  as  a  really  national 
me,  but  the  object  should  be  to  stimu- 
late and  improve  it.     That  has  been  done  ; 
)ut    yet    it  is    not   a    national    system. 

do  not  care  whether  you  take  100,000 
jhildron  here  or  100,000  there,  and  add 
them  to  the  number ;  for  I  say  that  it  is 
impossible  for  any  of  us  who  have  read 
tlie  Reports  of  bodies  who  have  examined 
the  matter,  not  only  in  Manchester,  but  in 
>ther  places— in  the  diocese  of  the  right 
ev.  Prolate  (the  Bishop  of  London)  for 
ixamplo — not  to  see  that  the  educational 
lestitution  is   something   quite  alarming, 

hether  we  consider  the  prosent  or  the 
Future  of    this  country.      What  I  want, 
■"lerefore,  is  to  supplement ;  but  I  say  that 
Earl  OranvilU 


the  tcheme  of  the  noble  Daka,  howerer 
well-meant  and  broad  in  some  points,  will 
utterly  fail.  I  think  the  noble  Duke  men- 
tioned seven  points  in  his  tcheme.  The 
first  thing  which  I  regret  to  see  is  that  it 
is  proposed  to  convert  the  Revised  Code 
into  an  Act  of  Parliament.  I  think  that 
is  a  mistake.  These  Minutes  have  been 
changed  every  year,  and  certainly  not 
without  necessity.  It  is  almost  impoiaible 
that,  in  a  system  like  this,  some  ohftnget 
from  time  to  time  should  not  be  needful. 
The  noble  Duke  says  that  Parliament  has 
no  control  over  it,  that  though  presented 
every  year  the  public  do  not  attend  to  it 
I  believe  that  is  a  perfect  mistake.  The 
Code  is  published,  and  all  the  alterations 
in  it  are  marked  ;  and  I  believe  if  there  is 
one  document  presented  to  Parliament 
more  examined  than  another  it  is  this, 
which  affects  the  pecuniary  interests  of 
some  people  in  all  the  counties  of  England. 
This  I  will  say,  that  if  you  convert  this 
into  an  Act  of  Parliament  you  do  more  to 
stereotype  the  present  state  of  things  than 
by  any  course  you  could  take.  The  second 
proposal,  I  think,  was  the  creation  of  a 
Secretary  of  State  for  Education  ;  but  I 
would  rather  refer  to  that  after  I  have 
gone  through  the  other  points.  The  third  * 
was  with  regard  to  additional  grants  for 
building  schools.  I  believe  that  proposal 
is  good.  I  am  anxious  that  there  should 
be  great  economy  in  the  administration  of 
the  Parliamentary  funds  ;  but  I  think  it  is 
evident  that  when  you  have  built  schools 
in  those  parts  of  the  country  which  are 
best  able  to  pay  for  them  there  could  be 
no  objection  to  granting  aid  to  those  places 
which  are  not  so  well  off.  With  regard 
to  the  Conscience  Clause,  I  must  thank  the 
noble  Duke  for  having  adopted  its  princi- 
ple. For  myself,  I  should  very  much  pre* 
fer  to  see  that  wherever  aid  is  given  by 
the  State  the  Conscience  Clause  should  be 
adopted.  There  is  one  proposal  which  I 
am  sorry  to  see  made  ;  I  mean  that  with 
regard  to  certificated  masters.  The  noble 
Duke,  in  his  Report  to  Parliament,  said 
that  he  regarded  the  plan  of  certificated 
masters  as  the  keystone  of  the  system  ; 
and  he  spoke  in  the  highest  terms  with  re* 
gard  to  it.  In  that  I  quite  agree.  With 
the  exception  of  Mr.  Walter,  who  has  cer- 
tainly paid  great  attention  to  the  subject 
and  done  a  great  deal  for  education,  and 
one  or  two  others.  I  do  not  know  a  single 
manager  of  schools  who  does  not  think 
the  system  of  certificated  teachers  one  of 
the  most  valuable  results  of  the  Minute  of 
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1846.     To  dp  away  with  tbe  necessity  of 
a  certificated  teacher  woold  destroy  the 
efficiency  of  the  school  jnst  at  the  Tcry 
moment  yon  wish  to  extend  it.   The  change 
contemplated  in  this  respect  is  one  which 
I  am  afraid  will  tend  to  upset  the  present 
system.     It  is  all  yery  well  for  these  people 
to  get  a  grant  and  have  a  certificated 
master ;  hat  in  these  schools  the  tempta- 
tion of  a  cheap  school  is  very  great ;  and 
withoat  some  condition  of  this  sort  estab- 
lished by  the  Central  Office  you  will  have 
them  getting  rid  of  the  certificated  master, 
and  engaging  an  inferior  one.     Your  Lord- 
ships must  bear  in  mind  that  the  uncerti- 
ficated master  who  has  conducted  a  school 
successfully  can  apply  to  be  examined,  and 
he  need  only  pass  in  such  subjects  as  are 
absolutely  necessary  as  proofs  of  compe- 
tence.    I  think  it  is  quite  illusory  to  sup- 
pose that  any  little  concession  of  this  kind 
will  ha?e  much  effect  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts ;   and  as  to  London  and  the  large 
provincial  towns,  it   will  produce  no  ef- 
fect whatever,  while  it  gives  no  initiative, 
which  is  the  great  vice  of  the  present  system. 
With  regard  to  the  proposed  appointment 
of  a  Secretary  of  State,  I  know  there  has 
been  a  general  cry  for  such  an  appoint- 
ment; but  I  think  there  baa  been  some 
misapprehension  on  this  score.     Objections 
have  been  made  that  there  is  no  responsi- 
bility at  present,  and  that  the  Education 
Department  is  administered  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council,  and  not  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council.     This  is  all  a  mis- 
take.    I  am  sure  that  the  noble  Duke  con- 
aiders  himself  responsible  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Education,  and  that  he  adminis- 
ters  the  office  by  the  help  of  the  Vice 
President.     I  am  sure  that  he  only  calls 
the  Council  together  on  those  sorts  of  oc- 
casion  when   a   Minister  would   call   the 
Cabinet  together,  and  a  Committee  of  the 
Cabinet  would   be   appointed  to  consider 
subjects  of  detail.     You,  therefore,  have 
an  advantage  in  being  able  to  take  this 
advice.     At  least  I  know  that,  having  ad- 
ministered the  office  of  President  for  a  long 
time,  I  felt  it  an  advantage  to  be  able  to 
consult  at  times  the  first-rate  men  who 
were  in  the   Department,   and  a  man  of 
great  genius  who  acted  as  Vice  President. 
There  is  a  confusion,  I  think,  in  the  public 
mind  as  to  the  place  where  the  responsi- 
bility really  rests.      It  is   impossible,  of 
course,  that  the  Vice  President  should  not 
ahare  the    responsibility.     But  that  is  a 
real  advantage   in  the   system,   because, 
liaving  at  your  disposal  a  somewhat  higher 


office  than  that  of  an  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  you  have  your  pick  of  persons  ont 
of  the  Cabinet,  and  can  command  for  that 
office  the  services  of  men  of  high  official 
position  to  explain  and  defend  the  policy 
of  the  Department.  I  congratulate  the 
noble  Duke  on  the  very  easy  life  he  will 
lead  when  this  Department  is  taken  from 
him;  but  the  House  of  Commons  will  not, 
I  think,  be  inclined  to  create  a  sixth  Se- 
cretary of  State,  with  an  additional  salary, 
and  probably  with  some  additional  officers, 
whose  only  duty  "at  present" — because 
that  was  a  term  frequently  used  by  the 
noble  Duke — will  be  to  turn  the  Minutes 
into  an  Act,  thereby  relieving  himself  of 
all  trouble  in  that  respect;  to  make  cer- 
tain concessions,  which  will  also  make  it 
much  easier  to  administer  the  Department; 
and  to  do  with  respect  to  the  Conscience 
Clause  what,  once  done,  is  done  for  ever. 
I  am  sure  that  you  cannot  create  such  an 
office  as  that  of  Secretary  of  State  with- 
out bringing  forward  much  more  important 
measures  for  the  promotion  of  education 
than  are  now  proposed,  and  without  meet- 
ing  the  demand  which  is  now  becoming 
so  general  throughout  the  country  for  a 
more  extended  and  complete  educational 
system. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  I  have  a  few  words 
to  add  before  this  debate  closes.  My  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Granville)  has  expressed  his 
gratitude  to  the  noble  Duke  for  introducing 
this  Bill  into  the  House  of  Lords.  I  wish 
also  to  express  my  thanks  to  the  noble 
Duke  for  avoiding  a  danger  which  he  him- 
self has  pointed  out.  He  said  that  there 
is  great  danger  in  making  mistakes  with 
regard  to  education,  and  that,  by  taking  a 
false  step,  we  might  do  much  more  harm  to 
education  in  this  country  than  we  could  do 
by  taking  a  step  of  admitted  wisdom.  I 
am  glad  to  see  that,  speaking  generally, 
the  noble  Duke  has  avoided  any  false  steps 
upon  this  subject.  The  system  which  now 
exists  is  one  which  I  have  always  watched 
with  great  interest  from  the  time  when 
Lord  Lansdowne  introduced  it  in  1839-40, 
and  afterwards,  when  it  was  extended  and 
improved.  The  view  which  Lord  Lansdowne 
took  of  the  subject — and  it  was  at  the  time 
a  just  view — was  first  to  improve  the 
quality  of  the  education,  thinking  that  the 
quantity  might  be  increased  afterwards. 
Three  or  four  measures  were  brought  for- 
ward with  this  object.  One  was  that 
Inspectors  should  be  appointed,  men  of 
literary  talent  and  of  excellent  education 
— men  who  were  likely,  by  communication 
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Iwith  the  clergy  and  laity,  to  improte  the 
loharacter  of  the  Bohools  throaghout  the 
Icountry.  Another  measure  provided  for 
the  training  of  pupil  teachers,  who  might 
afterwards  become  schoolmasters  ;  and  the 
third  provided  for  the  appointment  of  cer- 
tificated masters,  thereby  furnishing  the 
country  with  a  great  numher  of  competent 
schoolmasters.  These  were  great  mea- 
sures, and  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the 
Inumber  of  pupil- teachers  has  greatly  dc- 
jcreased  of  late  years,  so  that  the  eflBciency 
>f  the  system  has  been  impaired.  That 
Iseems  to  me  an  additional  reason  why  the 
jllouse  should  agree  with  my  nohle  Friend 
that  it  is  not  desirable  to  stereotype  all  the 

»gulations  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
[f  you  think  it  proper  to  appoint  a  Minister 
)i  Education  you  should  give  him  the  power 
)f  altering  the  Minutes  from  time  to  time  ; 
md  I  say  this  because,  although  I  think 
that  the  Revised  Code  effected  great  good, 
feel  that  the  diminution  of  the  pupil 
teachers  was  a  very  great  evil,  and  that 

leans  should  be  taken  to  raise  them  to 
their  former  number.  There  is  another 
[uestion   upon   which  the   whole  country 

kkes  an  interest,  and  that  is  the  question 
)i  rating  in  districts  where  schools  are 
leficient.      I   think    that    without    some 

machinery  for  levying  rates  our  educa- 
tional system  never  could  be  complete, 
^here  are  two  reasons  why  the  system  is 
lot  adequate  to  supply  the  wants  of  many 
larts  of  the  country.  One  is  the  poverty 
ind  inability  of  the  people ;  the  other  is 
the  unwillingness  and  the  apathy  of  the* 
>eople.  I  observe  that  Mr.  Norris,  a  most 
!oni potent  Inspector,  who  has  had  great 
ixperience,  when  asked  before  a  Committee 
if  the  other  House  what  is  the  reason  why 
in  certain  districts  there  are  no  schools  ? 
answered  that  it  is  on  account  of  the 
mwillingness  and  apathy  which  prevail 
imong  the  people  there  on  tho  subject  of 
education.  If  that  is  the  case,  the  ques- 
tion naturally  occurs — How  are  we  to 
remedy  that  evil  ?  It  would  not  be  right 
for  the  Stato  to  give  an  increased  grant  in 
)uch  instances,  because  that  would  bo  to 
five  an  advantage  to  persons  who  were 
mwilling  and  indifferent.  For  my  own 
lart,  I  see  no  other  course  than  that  of 

I  posing  a  rate  in  such  districts  by  the 
luthority  of  Parliament.  I  certainly  con- 
jemplated  that  a  Minister  of  Education 
liglit  bo  appointed  at  the  same  time  a-s  you 
jstablished  a  system  of  rates  ;  and,  though 
|he  noble  Duko  has  rather  put  the  cart 
'^fore  the  horso  in  creating  a  Minister  of 
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I  Education  first,  I  tmst  that  thii  Miniater, 
'taking,  as  he  must,  a  gre/t  intereat  in 
the  subject,  and  surveying  the  whole  atate 
of  the  country,  will  be  tho  cauae  of  the 
introduction  of  a  system  of  rates  into  thia 
Bill.  I  think  that  even  in  the  present 
year  we  might  empower  boroagha.  if  they 
thought  fit,  to  impose  an  education  rate. 
By-and-by  we  might  make  another  itep 
in  that  direction  ;  but  even  now.  if  ioch 
towns  as  Manchester  and  BirmiDgham 
were  willing  to  take  this  courae,  they 
should  bo  empowered  to  do  so.  Thia 
matter  of  primary  education  is  one  of  the 
greatest  importance;!* and  I  own  I  am  very 
much  struck  with  a  declaration  made  by 
a  gentleman  who  was  at  the  head  of  an 
educational  association  at  BirmiDgham, 
who  thus  ends  his  Report^- 

"  Tho  general  conclosions  to  which  these  fiuts 
seem  to  lead  are,  that  we  need  some  far  mors 
comprehensive  measure  than  we  at  present  pos- 
seu,  in  order  not  onlj  to  bring  all  children  Into 
school,  but  to  make  them  attend  with  regularitf, 
and  remain  after  the/  have  learnt  the  arts  of 
reading,  writing,  and  ciphering — long  enough  to 
become  accustomed  to  the  use  of  them  as  instm- 
mcnts  of  self-culture.  ...  At  present  they 
are  not  prepared  for  a  step  in  advance.  Host  of 
them  have  as  jot  no  footing,  and  I  fear  that  it 
will  be  in  vain  to  form  them  into  olassei  for  tbo 
study  of  special  higher  subjecti.  The  leotnrs  is 
but  the  handmaid  to  the  treatise,  the  class-room 
(except  for  drawing)  is  but  tho  ante-room  to  tht 
stud/ ;  and  technical  instruction  will  make  bat 
little  way  amongst  the  artizans  of  this  country 
until  they  are  better  prepared  for  it  by  a  more 
thorough  system  of '  primary  education.' " 

This  is  a  fact  which  lies  at  the  foundation 
of  the  whole  matter.  If  you  have  classes 
for  technical  education  and  classei  for 
higher  instruction,  and  those  who  go  to 
them  have  not  been  well  grounded  in  pri- 
mary education,  in  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic,  you  will  find  that  technical 
education  will  make  no  progress.  That 
being  the  important  part  of  the  matter,  I 
cannot  but  wish  that  such  towns  as  Bir- 
mingham, Leeds,  and  Manchester  should 
have  powers  tu  rate  themselves.  The 
noble  Duko  accused  me  of  having  a  party 
object  when  I  stated  my  views  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion.  I  can  assure  the  noble 
Duke  I  wish  rather  to  help  him  in  passing 
this  Bill  than  to  put  obstacles  in  his  way. 
I  am  glad  that  ho  has  at  least  taken  a 
step  in  advance,  which  will  be  for  the 
public  benefit,  and  I  can  only  hope  that 
it  will  lead  to  sometliincr  better  hereafter. 

TuE  Earl  of  CORK,  with  due  defer- 
ence to  tliu  noble  Earl  below  him  (Earl 
Granville),  Tentured  to  think  that  hardly 
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any  portion  of  the  noble  Duke's  statement 
would  be  received  with  greater  pleasure  by 
the  country  than  that  which  related  to  the 
admission  of  schools  to  inspection,  whether 
the  principal  teachers  were  certificated  or 
not.  This  would  be  the  case  more  particu- 
larly in  the  West  of  England,  where  there 
were  a  number  of  small  parishes  the  cler- 
gymen of  which  took  the  greatest  interest 
in  education,  and  in  many  cases  defrayed 
the  expense  of  it  out  of  their  own  pockets. 

The  Eabl  of  HARROWBY  said,  he 
also  approved  the  proposal  that  schools 
need  not  necessarily  be  conducted  by  certi- 
ficated teachers,  referring  to  remarkable 
instances  within  his  own  experience,  in 
which  the  relaxation  of  the  present  rule 
would  be  followed  by  beneficial  results  in 
securing  assistance  to  schools  that  de- 
pended too  largely  on  the  exertions  of  the 
clergyman.  As  to  apathy  in  the  matter 
of  education,  much  had  been  done  already 
that  would  tend  to  diminish  it,  and  we 
must  wait  for  the  full  effect  of  it.  He  be- 
lieved the  measure  of  last  year  would  have 
an  immense  effect. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  would  not 
provide  schools. 

The  Eabl  of  HARROWBY  said,  that 
indirectly  it  would  stimulate  people  to 
provide  schools  where  they  did  not  exist. 
Employers  of  labour,  when  they  found  dif- 
ficulty in  availing  themselves  of  the  labour 
of  children  because  they  were  not  educated, 
would  find  the  means  to  educate  them.  He 
hoped  the  arrangement  suggested  with  re- 
gard to  the  Conscience  Clause  would  have 
a  soothing  and  conciliatory  effect,  and  that 
it  would  tend  to  show  the  groundlessness  of 
the  alarm  manifested  by  some  of  the  clergy. 
Under  what  was  called  Mr.  Denison's 
Act,  permanent  power  was  given  to  guar- 
dians to  pay  for  the  schooling  of  chil- 
dren of  out-door  paupers.  He  would  sug- 
gest that  that  provision  should  be  made 
compulsory,  and  he  was  told  that  if  it  were 
1,600  outcasts  would  be  removed  from  the 
streets  of  Birmingham.  In  this  way  much 
of  what  was  sought  by  compulsory  educa- 
tion might  be  accomplished,  and  the  streets 
relieved  of  spectacles  that  offended  the 
moral  sense.  In  conclusion,  the  noble  Earl 
was  understood  to  say  that  nothing  was 
proposed  that  would  reach  the  uncared-for 
children  of  the  dense  Irish  populations  in 
oor  larger  towns^ 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  that  re- 
ference had  been  made  to  Returns  as  to 
the  ttate  of  education  in  his  diocese, 
whieh  were  of  a  most  appaUing  eharaoter, 


and  which  would  lead  to  the  belief  that 
apathy  was  by  no  means  confined  to  the 
rural  districts,  but  that  it  existed  to  a 
large  extent  in  this  metropolis.  He  must 
express  his  thanks  to  the  noble  Duke  for 
the  way  in  which  ho  had  dealt  with  the 
difficulty  of  the  Conscience  Clause.  He 
could  affirm  from  his  own  experience  that 
the  noble  Duke  would  find  that  on  that 
subject  the  clergy  were  extremely  reason- 
able. It  was  true,  however,  that  there 
was  a  small  body  of  clergy  who  were  not 
very  reasonable  in  their  demands  ;  but 
he  believed  they  were  in  a  minority,  and 
were  by  no  means  so  important  as  their 
declamation  would  lead  some  to  believe. 

In  reply  to  Earl  Gbanyille, 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
he  proposed  to  take  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  after  the  holidays  ;  but  at  present 
he  was  unable  to  name  the  exact  day. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

A  Bill  to  regulate  the  Distribation  of  Sams 
granted  bj  Parliament  lor  Elementarj  Education 
in  England  and  Wales — ^Was  presented  by  The 
Lord  Prbsidbhi  ;  read  1*.    (No.  53.) 

POOR  RELIEF  BILL  [h.i.]-(No.  89.) 

{The  Earl  of  Devon,) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  he  was 
quite  prepared  to  place  before  the  House 
the  reasons  which  justified  the  Yarious 
clauses  which  he  had  introduced  into  this 
Bill ;  but,  looking  at  the  great  importance 
of  the  measure  and  the  variety  of  its  pro- 
visions, he  thought  it  would  perhaps  be 
more  convenient  if  the  House  would  now 
read  it  a  second  time,  and  allow  him  to 
explain  its  provisions  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee. He  would  therefore  simply  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  (accord- 
ing to  Order),  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday 
next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Eight 

o'clock,  to  Thuriday  next,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday y  March  24,  1868. 

|MINUTES.]--Silict  Committsb^Ozi  Scientiflo 

Instrnotion  appointed. 
\SvTPLT-^€ontidered  in  Committee — Arict  Esti- 

MATIS. 

Resolutions  [March  23]  reported. 

IWats  akd  Mbans  —  Resoltttion  [March  23]  re- 
parted — Coniolidated  Fund  (£6,000.000). 

IPubuo  Bills — Ordered — loTestmeDt  of  Trust 
Funds  Act  Amendment  *  ;  Revenue  Officers 
Disabilities  Removal  *;  Boroughs  and  Divisions 
of  Counties;  Mutiny*;  Consolidated  Fund 
(£6,000,000).» 

[First  Reading—Mniiny  •  ;  Consolidated  Fund 
(£6,000,000)*;  Revenue  Officers  Disabilities 
Removal  •[761. 

\Committee — London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Con- 
tinuance [43] ;  Court  of  Appeal  Chancery 
(Despatch  of  Business)  Amendment*  [68]  ;  In- 
dian Railway  Companies  *  [65]. 

|jRe;por£— -London  CoaJ  and  Wine  Duties  Continu- 
ance [43] ;  Court  of  Appeal  Chancery  (De- 
spatch of  Business)  Amendment*  [68];  Indian 
Railway  Companies  *  [55]. 

I  TTiird  Reading — Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abo- 
lition [12],  tjid  passed, 

PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION. 
STANDING  ORDER  131. 

Order  for  Consideration  of  Standing 
lOrder  131  (Competition  to  be  a  ground  of 
|locu8  standi)  (Jy  Order),  read, 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  that  having  gone 
linto  this  subject  very  fully  not  long  ago, 
it  was  not  his   intention  to  trouble  the 
House  at  any  length  on  the  present  occa- 
sion.    His  object  was  to  elicit  as  far  as 
he  could  arguments  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
with  regard  to  the  difficult  question   of 
the  allowance  of  opposition   to    Private 
I  Bills  on  the  ground  of  competition.    The 
Standing  Order  131  was  capable  of  two 
jdififerent  constructions.    It  might  be  taken 
to  mean  that  the  proprietors  of  existing 
I  works  might  be  admitted  before  Commit- 
tees to  argue  that  the  proposed  new  works 
were  not  required   for  the  public  advan- 
tage ;  or,  without  denying  that  the  works 
were  for  the  public  advantage,  that  they 
I  might  be  allowed  to  oppose  the  construc- 
tion of   the   new  works   on    the  ground 
that  those   works  would    interfere  with 
I  their  private  interests.   The  lleport  of  Mr. 
Card  weirs   Committee    on    Railway  and 
Canal  Bills  in  1853,  upon  which  the  Order 
was  based,  merely  recommended  that  in 
contested  cases  careful  arrangements  should 
^e  made  by  which  established  railway  com- 
>anieB  and  municipal  or  other  public  bodies 


might  raise  the  question  of  pnUio  advan« 
tage,  and,  in  order  to  secure  fairness  in 
raising  the  issue,  provision  shoold  be  made 
for  payment  of  costs  in  the  case  of  illusorf, 
vexatious,  or  unwarranted  opposition.  Com- 
panies, however,  had  affixed  to  the  Stand- 
ing Order  the  interpretation  that  thej 
should  be  allowed  to  object  to  proposed 
new  works,  on  the  ground  that  their  pri- 
vate interests  would  be  interfered  with, 
and  having  gained  admission  to  be  heard 
on  that  ground  they  naturally  claimed 
that  Parliament  recognized  in  them  a 
vested  right,  more  or  less  absolute,  to  the 
monopoly  of  the  district  in  which  their 
works  were  situated.  He  did  not  believe 
that  Parliament  ever  had  recognized  sneh 
a  right,  and  as,  under  the  present  state  of 
things,  investors  were  led  to  indulge  in 
hopes  of  protection  which  were  constantlT 
disappointed,  he  thought  an  Order  whicn 
was  liable  to  this  misconstruction  ought 
not  to  be  maintained.  The  effect  of  its 
repeal  would  be  that  companies  sanctioned 
by  special  Act  of  Parliament  would  return 
to  the  position  in  which  they  stood  before 
1853,  and  would  be  in  the  same  position 
as  companies  incorporated  under  the  Joint- 
Stock  Acts,  which  were  not  aUowed  to 
oppose  each  other  on  the  ground  of  com- 
petition. To  this  day,  docks,  although 
specially  sanctioned  by  Parliament,  were 
not  heard  in  opposition  to  each  other,  and 
why  should  railways,  or  any  other  works? 
It  might  be  said  that  companies  incorpo- 
rated by  special  Acts  of  Parliament  were 
subjected  to  special  conditions,  but  then  it 
was  in  return  for  special  privileges  granted. 
It  might  be  a  fair  question  to  consider, 
whether  the  conditions  imposed  were  not 
in  some  cases  too  onerous  in  proportion  to 
the  privileges?  He  thought  himself  that 
the  restrictions  on  the  financial  operations 
of  companies,  sanctioned  by  special  Acts, 
especially  of  railway  companies,  were  un- 
necessarily onerous,  and  were  often  in- 
jurious to  the  companies,  without  being 
attended  with  benefit  to  the  public.  Most 
of  these  attempted  restrictions,  perhaps  all 
of  them,  like  the  old  usury  laws,  broke 
down  when  put  to  the  t«st;  for  it  was 
impossible  for  Parliament  to  control  the 
money  market  and  the  exigencies  of  lenders 
and  borrowers.  He  believed  it  would  be 
best  to  revert  to  the  old  law  of  Parliament, 
and  not  to  allow  one  company  to  oppose 
another  except  in  case  of  interference  with 
its  works.  He  was  not  contemplating, 
however,  by  his  present  proposition  to 
withdraw  £rom  companies  sanctioned  by 
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special  Acts  the  concession  intended  for 
them  in  1853;  therefore,  in  proposing  the 
repeal  of  the  ambiguous  Standing  Order 
131,  he  would  substitute  for  it  a  new 
Standing  Order,  rendering  it  competent 
to  the  Referees  on  Private  Bills,  if  they 
thought  fit,  to  admit  the  proprietors  of 
existing  works  to  be  heard  upon  their  pe- 
tition against  any  Friyate  Bill  relating  to 
similar  works  within  a  town  or  district 
served  by  them,  on  the  ground  of  the  ab- 
sence of  public  advantage.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  words  "  public  advantage " 
were  rather  vague ;  but  he  thought  that 
his  proposition  would  have  an  incalculable 
advantage  over  the  present  more  indefinite 
Standing  Order,  inasmuch  as  it  would 
plainly  declare  that  the  public  advantage 
would  be  the  paramount  consideration.  In 
order  to  form  a  judgment  as  to  how  far 
the  permission  to  be  heard  on  the  ground 
of  their  private  interests  being  interfered 
with  was  of  value  to  existing  companies, 
he  would  refer  the  House  to  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Blenkinsop,  solicitor  to  the  London 
and  North  Western  Railway  Company, 
who  stated  before  a  Committee  that  the 
Standing  Order  131  had  not  been  pro- 
ductive of  fruitful  results,  and  that  ge- 
nerally speaking  the  feeling  of  Commit- 
tees was  to  sanction  competing  schemes. 
According  to  the  best  Returns,  the  com- 
panies established  under  the  present  sys- 
tem had,  within  the  last  fifteen  years,  ex- 
pended £10,000,000  or  £12,000,000  in 
legal  and  Parliamentary  proceedings.  Cap- 
tain Huish,  manager  of  the  London  and 
Korth  Western  Railway  Company,  and 
other  witnesses  also  gave  evidence  as  to 
the  delusive  character  of  the  present  Stand- 
ing Order.  He  thought  the  House  ought 
not  to  retain  a  Standing  Order,  the  terms 
of  which  led  people  to  suppose  that  Parlia- 
ment was  likely  to  reject  a  proposed  work 
of  public  utility  simply  because  it  might 
appear  to  interfere  with  private  interests. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Standing  Order  131  be  repealed." 
'^(Mr.  Dodson,) 

Ms.  LEEMAN,  from  his  experience  of 
Private  Bill  legislation,  was  opposed  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Standing  Order  in  the 
manner  now  proposed.  During  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Standing  Order  in  question, 
hundreds  of  millions  of  pounds  sterling 
had  been  invested  in  public  works  in  this 
country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
had  admitted  that  fully  one-half  of  the 
opposition  in  Committee-roomB  was  based 


on  this  Order,  which  he  now  sought  to 
repeal.  If  this  were  so,  he  would  leave 
the  House  to  draw  their  own  inference  as 
to  the  views  which  existing  companies 
held  with  regard  to  that  Order.  In  1862, 
1863,  and  1864,  when  Railway  Bills  were 
more  than  ordinary  rampant,  and  when  no 
less  than  852  Bills  were  deposited,  only 
478  actually  passed.  The  railway  com- 
panies then  had  succeeded  to  a  very  large 
extent  in  their  opposition,  and  entirely  on 
the  ground  of  this  particular  Standing 
Order  now  sought  to  be  repealed.  But 
this  was  not  all.  In  1865,  1866,  and 
1867,  when  Private  Bill  legislation,  owing 
to  the  financial  condition  of  the  country, 
was  not  carried  to  the  same  extent,  the 
same  relative  results  followed  as  in  the 
previous  period  to  which  he  had  referred. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  told  them,  on  the  last 
occasion  when  this  subject  was  before  the 
House,  that  railway  directors  were  con- 
scious of  the  want  of  success  which  had 
attended  their  efforts  when  seeking  to 
avail  themselves  of  this  Standing  Order. 
He  must  say  that  his  own  experience  as 
a  railway  director  for  twenty  years  was 
wholly  opposed  to  such  a  statement.  Many 
millions  of  needless  outlay  had  been  pre* 
vented  by  railway  companies  by  virtue  of 
this  very  Order.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  that  during  the  last  fortnight  a 
deputation  had  w^^ted  on  the  Minister, 
representing  the  whole  railway  interest 
from  the  English  Channel  to  the  Tweed, 
and  more  than  one-half  of  the  capital 
of  the  existing  railways  —  representing 
£250,000,000  of  capital;  and  what  was 
he  told  by  that  deputation  ?  Why,  that 
they  looked  on  the  repeal  of  this  Standing 
Order  with  the  greatest  possible  anxiety 
and  alarm.  He  now  repeated  that  state- 
ment as  a  railway  director,  and  he  knew 
he  spoke  the  feelings  of  thousands  whose 
capital  was  invested  in  railways.  The 
hon.  GFentleman  said  that  the  Bills  thrown 
out  during  the  period  to  which  he  had 
referred  were  not  thrown  out  on  the  ground 
of  competition  ;  yet  he  admitted  that  fully 
one-half  of  the  opposition  to  new  schemes 
was  based  on  this  Standing  Order,  and  the 
railway  companies  had  no  other  right  to 
be  heard  against  them.  Was  it  too  much 
to  ask  that  the  large  interests  which  Par- 
liament had  itself  sanctioned  and  encou- 
raged— he  did  not  say  protected,  for  the 
object  of  the  railway  companies  was  not 
protection  —  should  be  permitted  to  set 
up  their  own  case,  if  the  Referees  or  the 
tribunal  to  which  a  particular  Bill  mi^t 
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)e  submitted  should  think  fit  ?  But  the 
Lon.  Member  asked,  why  railway  compa- 
lies  should  be  alarmed  when  the  Order  he 
>roposed  to  substitute  would  equally  en- 
title them  to  be  heard  against  new  works  ? 
lecause  the  words  proposed  to  be  substi- 
tuted for  *'  as  the  Referees  shall  think 
it,"  were  these,  "  on  the  ground  of  ab- 
lence  of  public  advantage" — words  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  admitted  he 
should  not  and  could  not  defioe.  The 
ion.  Member  had  told  them  that  the  great 
>bject  of  the  change  he  proposed  was  to 
laye  expense  in  Priyate  Bill  legislation ; 
mt  the  most  direct  method  of  reducing 
the  costs  of  parties  promoting  Private  Bills 
(n  Parliament  would  be  to  substitute  one 
tribunal  for  the  five  different  tribunals 
)efore  which  such  Bills  had  now  to  be 
tken.  If  this  plan  were  adopted  it  would 
>e  far  more  effectual  than  the  mere  repeal 
>f  a  Standing  Order. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAYE  said,  he  was 
certainly  not  one  of  those  who  thought 
^hat  a  railway  company  should  be  able  to 
)revent  the  formation  of  another  railway, 
terely  on    the    ground    of   interference 
dth  profits.    Parliament  gave  compulsory 
>owers  over  land  in  return  for  restrictions 
[mposed ;  but  it  did  not  guarantee  mono- 
poly, as  the  hon.  Member  for  Tork  ap- 
peared to  suppose,   and  therefore  such  a 
jrovision  as  that  in  the  Railways  Construc- 
lion  Facilities  Act,  which  enabled  an  exist- 
ng  company  absolutely  to  stop  in  limine  a 
[ompeting  line,  would  be  most  injurious  to 
)ublio  interests,  if  extended  to  proceedings 
)efore  Committees  of  that  House.     At  the 
lame  time  he  was  not  sure  that  he  went 
IS  far  as  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  and 
'ould  exclude  a  railway  company  from 
mdering  evidence  on  the  ground  of  com- 
petition.    Indeed,  he  doubted  very  much 
blether  such  evidence  might  not,  in  every 
[ase,  be  presented  in  the  guise  of  absence 
If  public   advantage — whether  prudently 
\v  not,  he  would  leave  it  to  Mr.  Blenkinsop 
lo  decide — and  would  this  not  be  reason- 
Ible  ?      It   was  easy  to  say  that  Parlia- 
lent  would  not   interfere    with  the  es- 
lablishment  of  two  banks  or  two  hotels 
iiere  there  was  only  room  for  one ;  but 
lere  was  a  difference  in  the  nature  of 
lings  between  the  two  cases.  The  weakest 
[ank  or  hotel  would   succumb,  the  pro- 
[rietors  would  be  injured ;  but  the  premises 
light  easily  be  turned  to  some  more  useful 
jurpose,  and  the  public  would  suffer  to  a 
[ery  small  extent.     The  same  might  be 
Id;  though  with  some  qualification  with 
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respect  to  docks.    In  the  case  of  twt>  rail- 
ways, on  the  contrary,  being  constmcted 
in  a  district  which  could  only  maintain 
one,  a  vast  capital  would  be  wasted  in  per- 
manently spoiling  a  large  tract  of  land; 
and  the  public  would  be  exposed  to  the 
hazard   and  inconvenience  of  being  car- 
ried by  companies  who  were  obliged,   in 
order  to  make  both  ends  meet,  to  stretch 
economy    beyond    what    was    consistent 
with  public  safety.     Moreover,  there  had 
always  been  this  merit  allowed  to  Com- 
mittees of  that  House^namely,  that  they 
shut  out  no  evidence,  but  that,  whatever 
might  be   the  value    of  their  decisions, 
they   gave  all  parties  a  patient  hearing. 
He  was  afraid  a  departure  from  this  rule 
might  have  the  appearance  of  injustice  and 
hostility  to  existing  companies,  and  might 
also  lead  to  the  evU  of  frequent  appeals  to 
the  House  to  suspend  the  Standing  Order 
in  such  cases.     It  was  also  manifest  that 
in  most  instances  opposition  might  be  car- 
ried on  through  landowners.    He  thought, 
therefore,   looking  at  the  period   of  the 
Session,  that  his  hon.  Priend  (Mr.  Dodson) 
had  done  the  best  thing  by  bringing  about, 
as  he  had  done — though  his  own  Motion 
was  not  carried — in  the  course  of  economy 
and   justice,   the   discontinuance  of   the 
double  trial  and  the  strengthening  of  the 
Committee  which  would  have  to  decide 
between  reasonable  and  unreasonable  op- 
position on  the  ground  of  competition,  and 
in  this  he  would  be  materially  assisted  by 
the  late  Act  with  reference  to  costs.     But 
he  did  not  think  that  for  the  future  com- 
petition would  be   heard  very  much  of 
before  Committees.     The  main  lines  were 
for  the  most  part  made,   and  new  lines 
would  chiefly  be  feeders  of  existing  lines, 
and  he  believed  that  Parliament   would 
have  to  take  care  that  fair  arrangements 
were  made  for  working  these  small  weak 
lines,  so  that  they  might  not  be  oppressed 
by  powerful  companies.    Competition  was, 
doubtless,  the    safeguard   of   the  public. 
Under  it  they  secured  convenience  and 
economy.  In  many  instances  the  maximum 
rates  of  fares  had  been  fixed  with  the  in- 
tention that  they  should  be  moderated  by 
competition.      But  just  now  competition 
was  likely  to  be  reduced  below  what  was 
wholesome  and   safe   by    the  process    of 
amalgamation  and  working  arrangements. 
It   was   an   old  saying   that  competition 
ended  in  combination,  and  this  had   re- 
ceived a  remarkable  illustration,   as  the 
House  knew,  in  the  case  of  the  gas  com- 
panies.   The  House  should  have  its  at- 
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tention  directed  to  what  seemed  to  him  to 
be  a  great  danger  to  the  public.  Prom 
1860  to  1867  344  Bills  had  been  passed 
for  amalgamation  and  working  arrange- 
ments affecting  no  less  than  465  railway 
companies.  He  proposed  to  lay  this  list 
with  a  map  on  the  table  of  the  House. 
This  year  the  number  of  BiUs  was  only 
fifteen,  but  among  them  was  a  gigantic 
scheme  affecting  a  large  district  in  the 
South  of  England.  Now,  he  was  not 
opposed  on  principle  to  amalgamation. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  it  produced 
the  advantage  to  the  public  of  greater 
economy  and  more  harmonious  correspon- 
dence of  trains;  at  the  same  time  it  de- 
prived them  of  this  safeguard  of  competi- 
tion. He  wished  that  in  an  earlier  year 
this  subject  had  been  referred  to  a  strong 
Committee,  in  order  that  efficient  Standing 
Orders  might  have  been  framed,  instead  of 
the  useless  162nd  Order,  requiring  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  do  what  in  many  no- 
torious cases  it  certainly  could  not  do — 
namely,  satisfy  itself  of  the  amounts  of 
capital  actually  paid  and  expended,  and 
that  provisions  had  been  insisted  on  not 
only  for  present  regulation,  but  for 
periodical  future  revision.  He  bad  thought 
it  right  to  say  so  much  on  this  occasion,  in 
order  that  the  House,  while  admitting  the 
value  of  competition  by  discussing  this 
comparatively  small  question  of  locus  standi 
in  the  few  cases  likely  to  arise  in  future, 
might  not  suffer  to  pass  unheeded  vast 
schemes  for  the  substitution  of  monopoly 
in  the  place  of  competition  throughout 
every  district  of  the  kingdom. 

Lord  HOTHAM  said,  that  the  proposal 
made  by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
had  received  due  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  Committee  on  Standing  Orders.  It 
was  thought  that  it  would  meet  with  op- 
position from  a  great  many  Members  who 
had  made  up  their  minds  on  the  subject, 
while  many  others  would  not  agree  to  it 
without  further  inquiry.  The  Committee 
accordingly  recommended  that  the  proposal 
•hould  not  be  entertained  for  the  present ; 
and  not  only  did  he  concur  in  this  opinion, 
but,  though  he  had  heard  ten  times  as 
much  on  the  subject  as  he  had  ever  ex- 
pected to  hear,  he  had  seen  no  reason  to 
alter  his  opinion.  He  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  discussion  which  had  taken  place,  and 
would  at  all  events  postpone  the  matter. 

Mb.  WATKIN  concurred  in  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Lord. 

Kotion,  by  leave,  wUhdraum. 


THE   BOUNDARY   COMMISSION  — ASSIS-  -* 
TANT    BOUNDARY    COMMISSIONERS- 
REPORTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
What  instructions  were  given  to  the  As- 
sistant Boundary  Commissioners  for  the 
Borough  of  Portsmouth,  and  whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  lay  them  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  also  their  Beport 
to  the  Boundary  Commissioners,  recom- 
mending for  Parliamentary  Elections  the 
annexation  of  the  town  of  Gosport  to  the 
borough  of  Portsmouth,  contrary  to  the 
wishes  of  both  ? 

Mb.  DISBAELI  :  Sir,  with  respect  to 
the  instructions  given  to  the  Assistant 
Boundary  Commissioners  for  the  Borough 
of  Portsmouth,  it  is  unnecessary  for  me 
to  produce  them,  because  they  are  already 
lying  on  the  table.  With  regard  to  the 
Keports  of  the  Assistant  Boundary  Com- 
missioners, they  are  essentially  confidential 
documents,  supplied  for  the  information  of 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,  who  form 
their  opinion  upon  them,  and  who  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  opinion  they  give  to  this 
House.  It  is,  therefore,  quite  out  of  the 
question  to  produce  these  Beports. 

Afterwards — 

Mr.  dabby  GRIFFITH:  Sir,  I 
scarcely  understood  the  Answer  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  Assis- 
tant Boundary  Commissioners'  Beports. 
Does  he  mean  it  to  be  understood  that 
there  a^e  secret  Beports  made  by  the  As- 
sistant Commissioners  of  Boundaries  dif- 
fering from  those  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  that  their  Beports  are  not  to 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  DISBAELI:  Sir,  I  understood 
the  Question  addressed  to  me  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Gaselee)  to  be,  Whether  the  in- 
structions to  the  ALSsistant  Boundary  Com- 
missioners who  visited  the  Borough  of 
Portsmouth  will  be  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House?  In  answer  to  that,  I  said 
there  was  no  difference  between  the  in- 
structions given  to  the  Assistant  Boundary 
Commissioners  for  the  Borough  of  Ports- 
mouth and  those  given  to  the  other  As- 
sistant Commissioners,  which  are  upon  the 
table  of  the  House.  And  I  also  said  what 
is  invariably  the  case,  that  the  Beports  of 
Assistant  Boundary  CommissionerB  are 
confidential  doouments,  for  the  use  of  the 
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loundary  Commissioners,  whose  Beports 
ire  laid  on  the  table.  The  Eeports  of 
bhe  Assistant  Boundary  Commissioners  are 
lot  laid  upon  the  table,  but  are  made 
lolely  for  the  nse  of  the  Boundary  Com- 

dssioners. 


INDIA— BANK  OF  BOMBAY. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  henry  RAWLINSON  said,  he 
''ould  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
[or  India,  Whether  the  opinions  of  any 
lembers  of  the  Council  of  India  on  the 
iubjectof  the  Oo verD men t  connection  with 
[he  Bank  of  Bombay  have  been  placed  on 
>rd,  as  provided  for  in  the  twenty-third 
stion  of  "The  Government  of  India 
.ct;**  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay 
|uch  opinions  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
rith  any  other  explanatory  Papers  which 
tay  have  been  addressed  to  him  on  the 
|ame  subject,  and  in  addition  to  the  Cor- 
ipondence  that  has  been  already  fur- 
bished to  the  House? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  re- 
^lied,  that  there  was  only  one  Minute  of  a 
lember  of  the  Council  of  India  that  had 
>een  recorded  under  the  provisions  of  the 
[wenty-third  section  of  the  Act.  There 
rere  several  other  memoranda  and  papers 
[f  a  more  or  less  formal  character;  but 
lasmuch  as  the  Minute  referred  to  the 
personal  character  of  individuals  and 
latters  that  were  about  to  form  the  sub- 
^t  of  an  official  inquiry,  he  coosidered  it 
^ould  not  be  convenient  or  proper  to  pro- 
luce  it. 


CONTRACT  LAW  FOR  INDIA. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  would  beg 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 

|e  has  any  objection  to  lay  Copies  of  Pa- 

[ers  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  showing 

le  present  position  of  the  question  of  a 

Contract  Law  for  India ;  and  of  all  Re- 

lorts  of  the  Indian  Law  Commissioners  on 

le  subject  of  Contracts? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 

reply,  that  he  had  no  objection  to  lay 

>pie8  of  the  Papers  in  question  on  the 

ible  of  the  House. 


NAVY  ESTIMATES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.   CHILDERS  said,  he   wished  to 

sk,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 

Imiralty,  previous  to  the  discussion  on 

Mr.  Disraeli 


the  Navy  Estimates,  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  any  detailed  Estimates  of 
the  expenditure  to  be  incurred  in  the 
various  Dockyards  during  the  ensuing 
year,  and  the  particulars  connected  with 
the  building,  repairing,  and  re-fitting  of 
vessels 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  replied,  that 
the  information  which  the  hon.  Oentleman 
desired  to  have  would  probably  be  found 
in  two  Papers  which  he  had  just  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House,  and  which  would 
be  distributed  to  Members  on  Thursday. 
The  first  was  a  supplement  to  the  Appendix 
to  Vote  6  in  the  Estimates.  This  supple- 
ment would  show  the  class  and  tonnage 
of  each  ship,  and  the  estimate  cost  of  la- 
bour and  material  to  be  expended  during 
the  year.  The  second  was  a  general  sum- 
mary, showing  the  intended  appropriation 
of  Vote  6,  distinguishing  the  sums  to  be 
expended  in  building  and  re-fitting  of  ahipsy 
and  that  for  the  wear  and  tear  and  mam* 
tenance  of  the  fleet  for  the  year  1868-9. 


LICENCES.— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  MARSH  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  subject  of  those  licenoef 
which  restrict  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
the  country,  with  a  view  to  their  abolition^ 
and,  in  case  of  a  financial  necessity,  a 
transfer  of  the  charges  to  make  or  sell  any 
article  to  a  direct  tax  on  the  article  itself; 
and  moved  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  it  is  desirable  that  all  Licences 
injuriously  affecting  the  industry  and  com- 
merce of  the  Country  should  be  abolished. 
He  said  that  he  should  endeavour  to  show 
that  there  was  no  defence  for  maintaining 
these  licences ;  that  the  amount  paid  was 
collected  in  an  expensive  manner;  that 
they  checked  the  industry  and  com- 
merce of  the  country ;  that  they  pressed 
more  on  some  trades  than  on  others^ 
and  on  some  classes  of  the  community 
more  than  on  others,  and  especially 
upon  the  humbler  classes ;  that  they 
produced,  to  a  certain  extent,  monopoly 
and  higher  prices,  and,  in  some  cases,  pre- 
vented articles  from  being  used.  Another 
objection  was  that  the  taxes  so  imposed 
were  collected  by  three  separate  Depart- 
ments— the  Excise,  Stamps,  and  Assessed 
Tax  Offices  ;  and  certainly  if  they  were  to 
be  continued  it  would  be  better  that  they 
should  all  be  placed  under  the  control  of 
one  Department.  The  licence  to  make 
soap,  which  was  £4  4«.  a  year,  produced 
£1,234  16«.    The  time  was  past,  he  pre- 
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Bumed,  when  any  defenders  of  taxing  soap 
coald  be    found.    The  licence  to  make 
vinegar,  which  in  fact  made  itself,  was 
£5  5s„  and  produced  £830  Us.    Then 
the  vinegar  maker  was  protected  against 
his  foreign  competitor,  and,  that  nothing 
might  escape,  pickles  were  taxed.     The 
papermaker  had  to  pay  £4  48.  a  year,  not- 
withstanding the  House  had  long  since 
declared  paper  should  be  free  of  taxation. 
Then  came  a  class  which  was  of  much 
greater  importance — the   licences  to  tea 
and  coffee  dealers.     Such  persons,  if  their 
premises  were  rated  at  as  much  as  £8,  had 
to  pay  ll«.  6^.  for  a  licence,  and  if  such 
a  person  living  in  a  village  sold  only  SOlb. 
of  tea  in  one  year  the  licence  duty  would 
amount  to  4^d.  per  lb.,  whilst  the  import 
duty  was  only  6d.    The  consequence  of 
the  licence  creating  a  sort  of  monopoly 
was,  that  in  villages  tea,  which  could  be 
bought  at  2«.  2d.  per  lb.  in  the  towns,  was 
sold  for  as  much  as  4«.  in  the  villages. 
The  tea  licence  produced  £66,577 ;  and 
the  import  duty  on  tea,  chicory,  and  coffee 
£3,110|000 ;  so  that  a  fractional  addition 
to  the  duty  on  tea  would  recoup  the  Go- 
vernment for  any  loss  it  might  sustain  by 
abolishing  the  licence,  and  the  only  hard- 
ship that  would  result  would  be  a  rise  of 
about  half  a  farthing  per  pound  on  tea. 
Tobacco  manufacturers  whose  make  did  not 
exceed  20,0001b  a  year  had  to  pay  £5  bs. 
for  a  licence,  and  the  charge  increased  by  a 
sliding  scale,  according  to  the  make,  up  to 
100,0001b,    for   which   the   charge   was 
£31  10«.     The  arrangement  was  exceed- 
ingly complicated,  and,  of  course,  ham- 
pered the  manufacturers  very  much.    The 
dealers  in  tobacco  paid  5«.  Sd.  for  a  licence; 
small  dealers  paid  as  much  as  large,  and 
occasional  dealers,  such  as  the  man  who 
sold  a  cigar  and  a  light  on  the  Derby  Day, 
were  expected  to  pay  4d.  This  last  charge 
was  of  course  evaded,  and  it  would   be 
better  at  once  to  abolish  it.     The  total 
received  for  tobacco  licences  amounted  to 
£77,957  ;  the  total  revenue  from  duty  on 
tobacco,  £6,332,000 ;  so  that  an  increase 
of  1^  per  cent  on  the  duty  would  enable 
the  Government  to  abolish   the   licence 
altogether.    He  now  came  to  the  licence 
duty  for  selling  wines,  and  he  believed 
that  the  way  in  which  this  duty  was  im- 
posed had  some  effect  in  preventing  people 
from  selling  wines  to  the  extent  that  they 
otherwise  would.    There  were  many  other 
licences,  including  what  were  called  occa- 
sional licences,   which  occasioned  much 
rezation  and  annoyanoei  and  produced 


after  all,  comparatively,  very  little  to  the 
public  revenue.    In  respect  to  the  article 
of  wine,  it  was  charged  at  a  much  higher 
rate  than  it  ought  to  be.    Now,  take  the 
case  of  a  traveller  by  railway ;  he  could 
procure  a  newspaper  for  Id.,  a  bun  for  Id, 
at  a  station,   a  sandwich  for  2d.,  or  a 
sausage  and  potatoes  for  4d. ;  but  if  he 
were  to  venture  upon  a  glass  of  wine  he 
would  have  to  pay  6d,  for  it.     Now,  he 
was  told  that  such  wine  as  that  usually 
sold  at  stations  for  6d.  a  glass  could  be 
purchased  for  16«.  a  dozen,  and  that  each 
bottle   contained   about   sixteen   glasses. 
The  result  was,  that  for  each  bottle  cost- 
ing to  the  retailer  only  Is.  4d.  he  received 
8«.,  being  a  profit  of  above  600  per  cent. 
The   total  produced   from  wine  lioenoes 
to  the  Inland  Bevenue  was  £130,911  ; 
the    revenue    from    the    Customs    was 
£1,409,127.     If  such  an  alteration  as 
he   suggested    were   made,   and  10  per 
cent  additional  put  upon  the  Customs  in 
respect  to  this  article  of  wine,  it  would 
amply  recoup  the  GK>vemment  for  any 
losses  they  sustained  by  this  change  in 
the  licencing  system.     Dealers  in  sweets 
were  taxed  to  the  amount  of  £11,000. 
Dealers  in  plate  were  also  taxed,  and  the 
mode  in  which  the  tax  was  levied  upon 
them  was  unequal  and  complicated.     A 
very    small  percentage   on   the  value  of 
the  plate  would  in  this  case  also  render 
licences  unnecessary,  and  at  the  same  time 
guard  the  Revenue  of  the  country  against 
loss.     He  might  observe  that  under  the 
existing  system  a  considerable  advantage 
was  given  to  the  French  manufacturers  of 
plate.     Pawnbrokers  in  London  paid  £15 
licence,  and  in  the  country  £7  10«.  Pawn- 
broking  was  said  to  be  a  necessity  to  the 
poor,  and  foreign  Governments  took  this 
trade  into  their  own  hands.     He  did  not 
say  that,  as  a  protection  against  receivers  of 
stolen  properly,  pawnbrokers  ought  not  to 
be  registered  in  some  way;  but  he  did  think 
that  the  State  ought  not  to  tax  the  wants 
of  the  poor.     With  respect  to  malt  and 
beer,  they  were  taxed  six  times  over  and 
in  twenty-five  different  ways.   So  unequal 
was  the  manner  in  which  the  licences  were 
levied  that  the  small  man  had  to  pay  most, 
the  large  man  paid  least,  and  the  country 
gentleman  who  brewed  his  own  beer  at 
home  paid  nothing  at  aU.     He  did  not 
propose  to  deal  with  the  retail  trade,  though 
he  believed    that    the  licencing   system 
was  of  no  use  in  preventing  drunkenness. 
In  some  places    where    there  was    free 
trade  in  tean^es  and  wines  there  was  no 
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Irunkenness  at  all.    He  knew  that  the 
lalt  tax  was  an  unpopular  impost  ;  but  it 
^as  a  question  whether  it  would  not  be 
)tter  to  raise  money  by  a  tax  on  beer 
[han  by  means  of  all  those  licence  payments 
In  the  malting  and  brewing  trades.     He 
relieved  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
Raising  a  tax  on  beer,  and  the  great  advan- 
ige  of  this  would  be  that  the  Excise  would 
)e  levied  in  the  last  stage  before  consump- 
tion.    Adam  Smith  laid  it  down  that  this 
ras  the  most  advisable  way  of  levying 
excise    on    a    manufactured    article.     A 
irewer  had   written  to  him  to  explain 
l^hat  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  raising 
tax  on  beer.     The  private  brewers  at 
le  present   moment   were  becoming  an 
Extinct  species.     They  could  not  contend 
[n  towns  against  the  machinery  and  capital 
>f  the  large  brewers,  and  hence  private 
)rewing  practically  was  confined  to  the 
realthy  farmers  and  country  gentlemen. 
)Ut  these  were  the  very  persons  least  likely 
to  cheat  the  Excise,  and  assuming  even  that 
^he  disposition  existed,  how  was  it  to  be 
Lone  ?    The  income  tax  might  be  evaded, 
)ecau8e  you  could  not  smell  it ;  but  he 
lefied    any  person    to  conduct    brewing 
operations    without    the    fact    becoming 
:nown.  If  the  duty  levied  upon  malt  were 
levied  at  the  last  moment,  instead  of  at 
the  first,  a  great  many  disadvantages  would 
)e  got  rid  of.     It  was  impossible  for  a 
laltster  under  the  conditions  of  modern 
icience   to  comply  literally  with   Excise 
regulations,  some  of  which  were  200  years 
>ld.     If  the  course  which  he  advocated 
'ere  adopted,  anybody  would  be  free  to 
ISO  barley,  according  to  its  quality,  for 
my  purpose  that  he  liked ;  and  it  was  only 
if  he  turned  it  into  beer  that  he  would 
lave  to  pay  duty.     The  duty  raised  from 
spirits  was  enormous  ;    but  it  was   not 
lerely  the  amount  of  the  levy  which  was 
oppressive,  but  the  operation  of  the  tax, 
'hich  extended  to  chymists,  and  exercised 
in  efiect  ^almost  prohibitory  upon  various 
industries.     If  we  allowed  French  tables 
bo  come  in  duty  free,  at  least  we  ought  to 
ike  care  that  the  materials  for  French 
)olishing   were  not  denied  to  our  own 
tradesmen.     Stage  carriages  were  taxed  in 
;n  difierent  ways,   and  it  appeared  to 
lim  that  many  of  those  taxes  were  most 
injurious,  some  of  them  acting  very  severely 
ipon  cabmen,  a  much  abused  but   good 
jlass  of  men.     It  would  be  better,  in- 
stead of  licences,  to  increase  the  assessed 
ixes  on   horses   and  carriages.      Why, 
^ain,  should  auctioneers  be  called  upon 

Mr,  Marsh 


to  pay  a  license  of  £10  10«.  ?  Abosei 
there  might  be  connected  with  aiie« 
tions;  but,  on  the  whole,  the  system  of 
public  competition  was  the  fairest  that 
could  be  devised.  One  would  suppose  that 
the  classes  invidiously  subjected  to  the 
payment  of  licence  duty  would  remonstrate 
and  petition  Parliament  for  relief.  Bat  at 
long  as  they  fancied  that  monopoly  was 
thereby  secured  to  them  they  reconoiied 
themselves  to  the  payment  of  these  chai^ges. 
A  wine  merchant  to  whom  he  spoke  upon 
the  subject  recently  avowed  that  he  did 
not  think  the  licence  duty  any  hardahip* 
For,  said  he,  "it  keeps  people  out  of 
the  trade,''  thereby  letting  the  cat  out 
of  the  bag.  It  might  be  thought  that 
if  this  small  additional  percentage  were 
added  to  the  Customs  and  Excise  du- 
ties the  odd  sums  would  be  found  Terj 
difficult  to  collect.  But  tables  could, 
of  course,  be  produced  which  would  give 
equivalents;  and,  moreover,  the  existing 
proportions  of  duty  —  such,  for  instance, 
as  3«.  Id.  and  eight- tenths  of  Id.  per 
pound  upon  tobacco  —  were  often  quite 
incomprehensible.  The  licence  system,  in 
fact,  had  been  tolerated  because  the  pay- 
ments were  almost  inappreciable ;  but 
surely  it  was  better  to  pay  6d,  and  know 
it,  than  to  pay  U,  and  know  nothing  about 
it.  He  objected  to  the  charges  which  he 
had  enumerated,  because  they  were  partial 
and  unjust  in  their  operations ;  interfering 
unequally  with  many  industries,  and  be- 
cause they  were  often  evaded,  and  where 
paid,  established  a  monopoly  resulting  in 
more  than  commensurate  loss  to  the  con- 
sumers. The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  Resolution  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  intimating,  however,  that  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  put  the  House  to 
the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desir- 
able that  all  Licences  injuriously  affecting  the  in- 
dustry and  Commerce  of  the  Country  should  b« 
abolished." — {Mr.  Marsh.) 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  wished 
to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the  subject  of 
one  licence,  especially  as  it  seemed  to  be 
supposed  that  the  burden  fell  upon  the 
consumer.  He  referred  to  the  licence  upon 
those  unfortunate  victims  of  taxation,  the 
brewers.  That  licence  was  entirely  paid 
by  the  brewers  themselves ;  and  what  did 
it  amount  to.^  A  London  brewer  who 
made  100,000  barrels  of  beer  per  annum, 
would  require  a  capital  of  about  £300,000. 
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At  the  average  price  of  barley,  the  profit 
per  barrel  would  be  5«.,  or  £25,000  per 
year.  From  that  must  be  deducted  the 
interest  on  the  £300,000,  which  would 
leaye  £10,000.  But  the  duty  would  be 
£1,300,  which  would  be  13  per  cent,  on 
the  trade  profit.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire (Mr.  Gladstone)  imposed  the  tax,  he 
urged  as  an  argument  in  its  favour  that 
the  brewers  would  be  more  than  compen- 
sated by  the  abolition  of  the  hop  duty ; 
but  the  fact  was  that  since  that  time  hops 
had  been  dearer,  the  hop-growers  being 
now  able  to  hold  their  hops,  instead  of  sub- 
mitting to  forced  sales  in  order  to  pay  the 
duty.  The  result  was  that  the  brewer  had 
to  pay  an  additional  tax  of  13  per  cent,  and 
received  no  compensation  for  it.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  could  see  no  reason  why  a 
brewer  should  be  taxed  more  proportionally 
than  a  cotton  spinner.  There  was  indeed 
a  species  of  delusion  ab;:oad  that  brewers 
made  large  profits,  but  that  was  not  the  case 
—certainly  not  with  the  London  brewers, 
who  very  seldom  recei?ed  more  than  8  per 
cent  upon  their  money.  If  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  chose  to  levy  a  general 
tax  on  trades,  there  might  be  some  reason 
for  that;  but  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  did 
complain  of  this  invidious  burden  upon 
one  ;  and  he  trusted  not  only  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  inaugurate 
his  entry  into  office  by  modifying  to  a 
considerable  extent  this  licence,  which  was 
really  a  measure  of  spoliation,  but  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  below  him  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  whose  prediction  had  not  been 
verified,  would  assist  the  brewers  in  ob- 
taining a  modification  of  the  tax. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QTJER :  1  have  listened  with  great  atten- 
tion and  interest  to  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Salisbury  (Mr. 
Marsh),  and  I  am  glad  to  find  from  his 
concluding  remarks  that  he  does  not  in- 
tend to  divide  the  House  upon  his  Mo- 
tion ;  because  if  he  had  done  so  I  should 
have  opposed  it,  as  no  one  in  my  position 
could  assent  to  a  Motion  which  would, 
at  the  present  time,  strike*  off  so  large  an 
amount  of  the  Revenue  without  propos- 
ing a  substitute.  The  question  is  one  of 
great  importance,  and  I  must  remind  him 
and  the  House  that  the  licences  to  which 
he  has  referred  come  under  different  cate- 
gories. These  licences  were  first  imposed 
upon  those  who  sold  exciseable  or  dutiable 
articles ;  and  though  the  duties  on  many 
of  those  articles  have  been  relaxed  the 


licence  on  the  vendors  still  remains ;  and  I 
must  admit  there  are  some  anomalies  con- 
nected with  them  which  I  think  it  would 
be  desirable  to  remove.  The  licence  for 
the  sale  of  beer  and  spirituous  liquors  pro- 
duces £1,150,000,  and  in  considering  it 
we  must  do  so,  not  merely  as  a  licence 
on  the  sale  of  articles  for  the  purposes  of 
revenue,  but  also  to  a  certain  extent  with 
reference  to  police  regulations,  as  bringing 
the  persons  who  sell  these  articles  under 
the  control  of  that  body.  The  stage  and 
hackney  carriage  and  postmasters'  licence 
yields  about  £170,000  per  annum,  and  the 
game  licences  about  £158,000.  The  post- 
masters' licence  is  a  subject  to  be  dealt 
with  when  a  convenient  time  arises ;  but  I 
think  they  should  all  be  dealt  with  to^ 
gether,  when  the  locomotive  duties  are 
dealt  with  as  a  whole.  The  brewers',  dis- 
tillers', and  auctioneers'  licences  yield  about 
£420,000  per  annum;  and  tobacco,  tea, 
hawkers'  licences,  &c.,  about  £270,000. 
The  licences  on  the  larger  classes  which 
I  have  enumerated  have  been  imposed  for 
different  reasons,  and  the  hawkers'  licence 
was  imposed  partly  in  order  to  protect 
small  shopkeepers,  who  complained  that 
these  itineiant  dealers  who  paid  no  rates 
and  taxes  ought  have  a  duty  imposed  on 
them,  and  partly  as  a  police  regulation* 
it  being  necessary  that  men  who  were 
always  going  about  the  country,  and  who 
had  many  opportunities  of  committing 
frauds  and  depredations,  should  be  sub- 
jected to  some  supervision.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  made  a  great  point  with  reg^d 
to  the  licence  for  selling  coffee  and  tea, 
which  is  no  doubt  a  matter  open  for  con- 
sideration. There  is  a  great  difficulty  in 
imposing  a  fixed  rate  of  licence,  because  it 
must  press  much  heavier  on  the  small 
trader  than  on  the  man  who  carries  on  an 
extensive  business.  In  1853  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  proposed 
a  scale  of  trade  licences  according  to  the 
value  of  the  premises  ;  but  he  found  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
question,  and  eventually  he  was  obliged  to 
give  it  up.  It  has,  however,  been  urged 
by  some  that  a  general  trade  licence  gra- 
duated according  to  the  rateable  value  of 
the  premises,  should  be  imposed  in  lieu  of 
the  income  tax  on  profits  of  trade,  but 
great,  if  not  insuperable,  difficulties  pre- 
sent themselves  in  devising  such  a  scheme. 
jN'ow  if  some  trades  are  required  to  take 
out  a  licence  it  is  difficult  .to  see  why  all 
should  not.  But  then  again  arises  the 
difficulty  of  imposing  it  in  such  a  manner 
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that  it  shall  press  equally  upon  all. 

|he  rateable  value  of  the  premises  does 

»t  indicate  the  magnitude  of  the  trade 

irried  on,  because  some  trades,  from  the 

Iky  character  of  the  goods,  require  much 
[rger  premises  than  others.  I  have  re- 
lired  to  these  matters  to  show  that  this 

a  subject  that  ought  not  to  be  dealt 

[ith  hastily,  and  without  due  considera- 

m  ;  and  with  regard  to  the  machine  re- 

frred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  in  Somerset 

[ouse,   I  do  not  think  there  is  in  ex- 

mce  any  machine  which  would  devise 

scale  of  duties  that  would  be  likely 

give  satisfaction.  The  subject  which 
le  hon.  Member  has  brought  before  the 
[ouse  is  one  of  considerable  importance, 
id  it  shall  have  my  best  attention. 

Mb.  POLLAED-UKQUHART  said,  the 

mcing  system  was  one  of  those  subjects 
lat  would  very  early  engage  the  attention 

the  new  Eeformed  Parliament.     The 

>r  in  the  agricultural  districts  had  gained 
^ss  by  the  great  reductions  that  had  taken 
lace  in  the  duties  of  all  articles  of  con- 
imption  than  any  other  class  in  the  king- 
>m,  from  the  fact  that  the  retailers  in 
le  small  villages  had  not  made  a  corre- 
>onding  reduction  in  the  price  of  those 
rtides  of  necessity  and  comfort  so  largely 
msumed  by  the  poor.     The  traders  re- 

Led  a  monopoly  of  the  trade,  because 
thers  were  deterred  from  embarking  in 

Lsiness  on  account  of  the  heavy  licences 
ley  would  have,  or  thought  they  would 
tve,  to  pay.  A  labouring  man  with 
1  1«.  a  week  in  Manchester  or  Birming- 
im  gained  the  whole  benefit  of  the  re- 
iction,  whilst  the  poor  Dorchester  la- 
mrer,  on  his  Ss.  or  lOa.  a  week,  got 
)ne. 

Mr.  M.  T.  bass  said,  he  could  not  un- 
jrstand  why  one  trade  should  pay  a 
jence  while  others  did  not — why  a  soap- 
>iler  and  a  papermaker  should  pay  a 
icence  and  a  calico  maker  should  not; 
^hy  a  banker  should  pay  and  a  merchant 
lould  be  exempt;  why  a  horse-dealer 
lould  pay  and  a  cow-keeper  be  exempt, 
[he  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tiver- 
m  (Mr.  Denman)  annually  brought  for- 
ward the  grievance  of  attorneys  and  their 
)rtificates  or  licences  ;  but  the  attorneys 
[ere  by  no  means  singular  in  this  respect, 
[e  wished  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man were  present  that  he  might  challenge 
Im  to  a  discussion  of  this  whole  question, 
[ither  licencing  was  good  or  bad  ;  if  good, 

should  be  made  general,  and  if  bad,  it 
iQuld  be  abolished.     In  America,  a  vast 
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number  of  licences  were  impoied»  and 
where  licence  duties  were  imposed  almost 
every  trader  and  manuflEu^turer  paid  duty 
on  their  articles.  In  this  way  alone  he 
thought  licence  duties  upon  articles  shonid 
be  collected.  But  he  rose  chiefly  to  call 
attention  to  one  particular  licence  which 
he  thought  the  most  grievous  of  all.  It 
was  a  blot,  a  special  blemish,  on  the  great 
financial  schemes  of  the  right  hon.  Cbntle- 
man  opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone).  When  he 
brought  forward  the  measure  originally  it 
was  presented  to  the  House  as  a  commuta- 
tion of  the  hop  duty*  He  argued  that 
every  one  would  pay  the  duty  according 
to  the  quantity  of  malt  he  consumed.  He 
himself  had  ventured  to  oppose  that  view; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  persisted. 
It  happened  that  at  the  last  General  Elec- 
tion he  had  the  misfortune  to  inonr  the 
displeasure  of  an  important  portion  of  his 
constituents — the  Licensed  Yictuallen^ 
who  took  it  into  their  heads  that  he  had 
supported  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
maintaining  the  proportion  he  had  taken 
of  two  bushels  of  malt  to  a  barrel  of  beer ; 
whereas  the  reverse  was  the  fact,  and  he 
was  obliged  to  seek  a  certificate  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  order  to  appease 
their  wrath,  who  was  kind  enough  to  state 
that  he  had  taken  the  opposite  course.  In- 
stead of  two  bushels,  four  bushels  of  malt 
were  used,  and  the  result  was  that  they 
paid  a  double  tax.  The  duty  paid  upon 
one  cwt.  of  hops  used  in  the  brewing  of 
pale  ale  was  6«.  Id.^  and  the  duty  upon 
the  malt  £6  5«.  Id,  The  duty  paid  upon 
strong  beer  was  9«.  9^.  for  the  hops  and 
£10  2s.  8(£.  on  the  malt,  being  50  per 
cent  more  than  the  other  and  nearly  100 
per  cent  on  the  malt  duty.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attempted  to  push  this 
tax  further  and  place  it  on  all  private 
brewers ;  but  he  himself,  accompanied  by 
an  hon.  Gentleman  engaged  in  one  of  the 
largest  trades  in  this  country,  said  they 
should  not  insist  on  the  tax  being  extended 
to  private  brewers.  He  confessed,  how- 
ever, that  he  had  made  a  great  mistake. 
It  was  a  real  injustice  which  the  right 
hon.  Gcntlemati  had  inflicted  on  the 
brewer,  and  the  private  brewer  had  been 
allowed  to  escape  altogether.  The  right 
hou.  Gentleman  gave  as  one  of  his  prime 
reasons  for  imposing  this  tax  that  it  would 
bo  recovered  in  a  reduction  of  the  price  of 
hops.  But  the  very  reverse  was  the  fact. 
There  had  been  an  average  advance  of  35 
per  cent  in  the  value  of  hops.  The  brew- 
ing trade  had  in  the  interval  paid  the  sum 
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of  £1,500,000  in  the  increased  value  of 
bops,  and  in  licence  duties  over  £2,000,000. 
He  defied  any  person  to  show  that  they 
had  received  a  single  penny  in  exchange 
for  this.  It  was  his  firm  conviction  that 
the  brewers'  tax  was  paid  out  of  capital 
this  year  and  last;  and  he  had  heard,  on 
reliable  information,  that  one  of  the  oldest 
houses  in  the  trade  did  not  get  a  single 
shilling  last  year.  They  were  required  to 
pay  £12,000  before  they  were  allowed  to 
begin  business;  and  he  knew  a  house  that 
had  paid  £46,000  by  means  of  this  tax 
since  1862,  and  they  had  not  made  forty- 
six  pence  in  return  for  it.  He  asked  the 
House,  was  it  just  to  impose  this  addi- 
tional property-tax  on  the  brewers,  whilst 
other  trades  were  free  ?  The  whole  sys- 
tem of  licences  was  bad  unless  it  was 
made  generaL  The  licence  tax  was  an 
iniquity.  They  might  as  well  require 
Chancellors  of  tbe  Exchequer  to  pay  a  tax 
of  50  per  cent,  although  there  were  no 
persons  he  would  deal  with  more  liberally. 
He  would  double  their  salaries  to-morrow. 
He  hoped  in  return  they  would  do  some- 
thing for  him.  He  defied  any  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  defend  this  tax.  He 
would  seek  some  other  opportunity  of 
bringing  this  matter  forward. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salisbury  (Mr.  Marsh) 
had  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  not  call- 
ing for  a  division  on  the  question  he  had 
introduced.  However  important  it  might 
be  to  discuss  the  principles  on  which  a 
remission  of  taxation  should  be  made,  it 
was  obvious  that  such  discussions  could 
not  have  any  practical  effect  in  the  face 
of  a  progressive  increase  in  every  branch 
of  the  public  expenditure.  It  was  on  their 
success  in  restricting  expenditure  that  they 
must  chiefly  depend  for  the  remission  of 
taxation ;  because,  if  they  continued  to  in- 
crease the  expenditure  rapidly,  it  was  quite 
in  vain  to  make  the  most  enlightened 
speeches  on  the  subject  of  the  reduction 
of  taxes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  quite 
correct  in  stating  that  the  subject  of  li- 
cencing was  a  very  difficult  one  to  deal 
with ;  and,  indeed,  so  great  were  those 
difficulties,  and  so  anomalous  our  licencing 
laws,  that  every  attempt  which  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  hitherto  made  to  reduce 
them  to  something  like  order  and  prin- 
ciple had  failed ;  and  he  had  always  been 
obliged  to  desist  from  bringing  forward 
any  propositions  on  the  subject  in  a  prac- 
tical shape.  When  the  hon.  Member  called 


upon  the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
establish  some  principle  with  respect  to 
licencing,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  would  sug- 
gest that  there  was  a  class  of  commodities 
on  which  he  considered  that  it  was  expe« 
dient  to  obtain  the  maximum  amount  of 
revenue  which  it  was  possible  to  obtain. 
Such  a  commodity  was  ardent  spirits.  It 
appeared  to  him  to  be  perfectly  fair,  with 
some  small  reservation,  to  get  as  much  as 
they  could  in  the  shape  of  indirect  taxes 
from  such  a  commodity;  but  it  was  quite 
a  different  case  with  respect  to  tea.  He 
did  not  for  a  moment  suggest  that  the 
present  was  a  time  when  the  licence  duty 
on  tea  could  be  further  reduced ;  but  he 
thought  that,  as  a  general  rule,  all  licences 
which  acted  as  a  restraint  to  trade  ought 
to  be  the  first  to  be  dispensed  with. 
Then,  again,  with  respect  to  licences 
granted  to  small  dealers,  which  produced 
only  an  insignificant  amount  of  revenue, 
he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salisbury,  although  he  could  not  think 
of  parting  with  that  revenue  at  present. 
Such  licences  operated  as  a  restraint  to 
trade,  and  ought  to  be  parted  with  at  as 
early  a  period  as  was  convenient.  With 
regard  to  the  sale  of  strong  liquors,  he 
did  not  see  that  the  licencing  system  was 
at  all  objectionable,  nor  ought  it,  in  any 
probable  or  proximate  circumstances,  to  be 
abandoned.  The  brewers'  licence  pressed 
upon  brewers  beyond  the  ordinary  rules  of 
trade,  and  could  only  be  justified  by  ne- 
cessity. [Mr.  M.  T.  Bass  :  It  is  nearly 
double  what  you  compute  it  to  be.]  The 
question  was  not  now  before  the  House, 
and  his  hon.  Friend  would  do  him  the 
justice  to  admit  that,  when  it  was  proposed 
in  lieu  of  a  duty  on  hops,  it  was  unani- 
mously accepted  by  the  House,  and  met 
with  the  approval  of  several  eminent 
members  of  the  trade  itself.  His  hon. 
Friend,  with  great  magnanimity,  refused 
the  advantage  offered  to  private  brewers, 
amidst  the  cheers  of  the  House.  However, 
he  hoped  that  the  time  would  soon  come 
when  the  whole  question  of  licences  could 
be  fairly  considered,  and  when  any  objec- 
tionable one  brought  before  the  attention 
of  the  House  could  be  dispensed  with  al- 
together. With  respect  to  brewers'  licences, 
he  admitted  that  he  would  not  support 
them  if  they  could  be  commuted  into  a 
duty  upon  malt ;  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  made  such  a  proposal  he 
should  not  oppose  it.  He  admitted  that 
the  brewers'  licence  was  a  question  which 
was  fairly  open  to  discussion,  and  shouldi 


[59 


Seimtifie 


{COHMONSl 


ImtrucHon. 


160 


^bereforOi  be  glad  to  see  it  brought  for- 
ward at  any  time  in  that  House.  As  re- 
garded licences  granted  to  bankers,  they 
in  no  degree  acted  as  a  restraint  upon 
ide,  from  the  simple  fact  that  they  were 
mly  required  to  be  taken  out  by  banks  of 
me,  and  there  were  obvious  reasons  why 
licence  should  be  required  in  their  case. 
[e  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
/hancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was  quite 
'ight  in  sticking  to  his  licences,  and  he 
ras  glad  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
>rought  forward  the  Motion  was  not  going 
press  it  to  a  division,  as  he  should 
otherwise  have  been  compelled  to  vote 
;ainst  it. 

Mr.  OEEENE  complained  that  the 
>rewer  was  unable  to  recoup  himself  for  his 
licence  by  raising  the  retail  price  of  a  pint 
>f  beer  by  an  impossible  fraction  of  a  penny, 
md  therefore  the  whole  sum  came  out  of 
lis  pocket.  He  could  not  see  why  the 
>rewer  should  be  taxed  while  the  cotton 
lanufacturer  got  off  free.  Ho  did  not 
)bject  to  the  brewer  paying  a  licence; 
)ut  he  said  that  the  licence  in  lieu  of  hop 
luty  was  unfair  in  the  extreme.  The 
ion.  Member  for  Salisbury  (Mr.  Marsh) 
proposed  that  the  duty  should  be  raised 
ipon  the  beer,  instead  of  upon  the  malt ; 
mt  experience  had  shown  them  that  the 
restrictions  imposed  upon  the  brewer  by 
mch  a  practice  were  such  as  it  was  im- 
possible they  could  now  submit  to;  and, 
loreover,  this  was  not  the  proper  time 
to  propose  the  reduction  of  the  malt  tax 
low  we  were  at  war  with  Abyssinia, 
is  object  in  rising  was  to  express  his 
regret  that,  when  practical  questions  came 
)efore  the  House,  there  should  be  so 
thin  an  attendance  of  Members  ;  whereas, 
[f  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  or 
iny  other  hon.  Member,  brought  forward 
sentimental  grievance  from  the  other 
)ide  of  the  water  to  be  discussed  a  large 
lumber  of  Members  were  invariably  pro- 
mt. He  hoped  that  the  Motion  of  the 
Lon.  Member  for  Salisbury  would  be 
)rought  forward  on  some  future  occasion, 
ind  that  a  Committee  would  then  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  whole  question  of 
trade  licences. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  remarked,  that 
iccording  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, the  licences  of  hawkers  were 
leeded  for  the  protection  of  shopkeepers, 
lut  this  was  an  argument  that  could 
scarcely  be  recognized  in  these  days  of 
free  trade.  Hawkers  were  amenable  to 
'^he  criminal  law  of  the  country ;  and  if 
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they  committed  any  offence  they  oould  be 
pulled  up  before  the  magistratefl  and 
punished  without  any  aid  from  the  system 
of  licences.  He  considered  that  these 
hawkers'  licences  were  oppressive  and  ex- 
ceptional. They  produced  only  abont 
£50,000  a  year,  and  they  were  a  very 
great  restraint  on  the  trade  of  the  poorer 
classes,  many  of  whom  were  thus  pre- 
vented from  getting  an  honest  living.  To 
impose  such  restrictions  on  those  persons 
was  a  very  likely  means  of  forcing  them 
into  the  workhouse  or  the  prison. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

SCIENTIFIC  INSTRUCTION. 
MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  SAMTJELSON,  in  rising  to  move 
for  the  appointment  of  a. Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  provisions  for  giv- 
ing instruction  in  theoretical  and  applied 
Science  to  the  Industrial  Classes,  said,  that 
in  the  Notice  which  he  had  given  he  had 
been  careful  to  avoid  the  use  of  the  term 
technical  education,  and  for  this  reason : 
technical  education  was  of  two  kinds— 
that  of  the  school  and  that  of  the  factory. 
Now,  it  could  not  be  denied  that  the  in- 
struction received  by  artizans  in  our  fac- 
tories was  at  least  equal,  if  not  superior, 
to  the  instruction  received  in  the  factories 
of  any  other  nation  in  the  world.  Our 
manufactures  had  long  carried  off  the 
palm  among  the  industrial  productions  of 
nations;  our  manufactures  had  been  re- 
nowned at  a  time  when  the  Continent  had 
even  the  rudiments  of  good  workmanship 
to  learn.  But  it  should  be  remembered 
how  very  recent  was  our  present  great 
industrial  system.  It  dated  from  the  in- 
ventions of  Watt,  of  Arkwright,  and  of 
Crompton ;  and  to  show  how  entirely  it 
was  of  modern  creation,  he  would  simply 
mention  that  the  manufacture  of  iron  in 
this  country  had  increased  from  60,000 
tons  in  1788  to  5,000,000  tons  in  1867, 
or  very  nearly  a  hundred-fold.  Whilst 
this  great  industrial  edifice  was  being  cre- 
ated, European  countries  were  suffering 
from  exhausting  wars.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  until  within  a  compara- 
tively recent  period  the  exportation  of 
machinery  from  this  country  was  prohi- 
bited ;  while,  until  the  middle  of  the  reign 
of  George  IV.,  it  was  an  offence  punish- 
able, ho  believed,  with  death,  to  entice 
any  artizan  to  go  abroad  for  the  purpose 
of  teaching  his  trade  to  foreign  work- 
men, Meanwhiloi  schools  were  established 
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on  the  Continent  for  conveying,  not  only 
theoretical  instructioni  bat  also  for  the 
purpose  of  imparting  instruction  in  prac- 
tical manipulation.  In  France  Ub  Ecole» 
des  arts  et  des  metiers  were  established; 
the  great  Eeole  eentrale  was  created  in 
Paris,  and  polytechnic  schools  throughout 
North  and  Western  Germany.  It  was 
urged  that  the  example  of  the  United 
States  showed  that  there  was  no  necessity 
for  the  establishment  of  technical  schools. 
He  was  not  aware  whether  the  United 
States  as  yet  possessed  any  such  schools ; 
but  that  they  regarded  the  subject  as  being 
one  of  great  importance  might  be  seen  from 
the  fact  that,  in  the  midst  of  their  troubles, 
they  voted  towards  technical  schools  land 
of  no  less  a  value  than  8,000,000  of  dol- 
lars. There  were  in  this  country  no  tech- 
nical schools,  and  though  our  Universities 
and  some  of  our  public  establishments  of 
instruction  contained  the  elements  of  such 
schools,  yet  they  were  from  this  point  of 
view  open  to  several  objections.  In  Ox- 
ford, he  was  glad  to  say,  scientific  instruc- 
tion was  gaining  ground;  but  he  con- 
tended that  it  was  not  only  of  too  theo- 
retical a  character,  but  that  Colleges  were 
conducted  on  principles  which  were  too 
severely  denominational.  A  son  of  a 
friend  of  his,  in  the  sixth  form  at  Eugby, 
offered  himself  as  a  candidate  for  a  prize 
at  Christ  Church  in  natural  science  ;  but 
his  father  holding  the  views  of  the  Society 
of  Friends,  and  he  being  consequently  un- 
able to  produce  a  certificate  of  baptism,  he 
was  not  permitted  to  compete.  The  only 
two  unsectarian  institutions  we  had  were 
those  of  the  University  College  of  London 
and  of  Owen's  College  in  Manchester.  He 
was  aware  that  there  were  two  great 
schools  in  London  which  partially  fulfilled 
the  purpose  he  had  in  view — the  School 
of  Mines  together  with  the  College  of 
Chymistry  in  Jermyn  Street,  and  the 
School  of  Naval  Architecture  in  Kensing- 
ton. The  School  of  Mines  was  no  doubt 
an  institution  of  great  use,  but  it  was 
not  a  polytechnic  school ;  and  one  inquiry 
of  his  Committee  would  be,  whether  this 
school  could  not  be  made  the  foundation 
of  a  great  school  of  general  technical  in- 
struction ?  The  School  of  Naval  Archi- 
tecture was  also  of  great  use;  and  he 
had  been  told  by  Mr.  Beed  that  till  it 
was  established  he  could  not  find  anyone 
to  draught  his  plans,  and  he  was  obliged 
to  sit  down  to  a  drawing-board  himself  to 
work  out  his  own  designs  in  detail.  But 
there    was   not  a   complete  polytechnic 
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school  in  England.    The  case  was  dif- 
ferent in  Ireland.     There  was  a  College  of 
Science  in  Dublin  whose  curriculum  was 
very  complete;  but  it  was  too  recent  in 
its  establishment  to  enable  him  to  speak 
of  its  success.     As  regards  secondary  edu- 
cation, some  attempt  was  made  to  instruct 
the  middle  classes  in  the  applied  sciences ; 
but  the  general  working  of  these  schools 
might  be  summed  up  in  a  remark  from  the 
Report  of  the  recent  Schools  Commission, 
that  in  general  the  masters  were  ill  sup- 
plied with  apparatus,  and  that  they  were 
very  deficient  in  manipulative  skill.     As 
far  back  as  1859  attempts  had  been  made 
to  get  up  classes  for  the  teaching  of  theo- 
retical and  applied  science  to  the  working 
classes ;  but  the  result  was  that  they  had 
been  established  in  very  few  of  the  manu- 
facturing districts,  and  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Lancashire  and  London  and  its 
neighbourhood,  they  had  taken  no  hold  on 
the  industrial  population.    In  Lancashire, 
an  excellent  school  had  been  established  at 
Oldam,  mainly  through  the  munificence  of 
the  hon.   Member   for    that  town  (Mr. 
Piatt) ;    and  in   Halifax,  in  Yorkshire, 
there  was  another  excellent  school,  sus- 
tained by  the  liberality  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  that  borough,  (Mr.  Akroyd).   But 
there  were  no  schools  in  Durham,  none  in 
Northumberland,    few    in    Staffordshire, 
none  in  Derby.     He  had  no  doubt,  how- 
ever, he  would  be  told  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  that  the  number  of  pejrsons  receiv- 
ing scientific  instruction  was  increasing. 
[Lord  RoBEBT   Montagit:   Hear,  hear!] 
He  was  aware  that  was  so ;   but  in  the 
majority  of  instances  it  would  be  found 
that  the  increase  was  made  up  of  children 
taught  in  the  elementary  schools,    and 
taught  in  a  very  superficial  way.     For 
instance,  it  was  stated  that  at  Plymouth 
in  1865  there  were  two  scientific  schools, 
and  in  1866  there  was  a  third  added  for 
navigation.     But  in  the  first  year  that 
school  had  458  pupils,  and  it  had  only  one 
master.     The  consequence  was,  that  not 
one  of  the  pupils  gained  a  certificate  at  the 
examination — as,  indeed,  how  could  they 
when  the  whole  458   were  taught  by  a 
single  master?     And  yet  the  Inspector 
reported  everything  eoleur  de  rose,   and 
the  only  remark  he  made  was  that  it 
would  be  better  if  there  were  more  masters. 
But  only  123  of  the  601  existing  certi- 
ficated   teachers  were  being    employed; 
and,  taking  this  in  conjunction  with  the 
cry  for  more  teachers,   it  was    evident 
something  in  the  shape  of  a  grievance 

a 


.63 


Seiinitjic 


tOOMUONS] 


ImiruHiim* 


164 


existed,  into  which  the  House  might  do 
'ell  to  inqaire.  Of  this  he  felt  sure,  that 
the  Minute  of  Council  which  enabled  hold- 
ers of  Queen's  prizes  to  become  teachers, 
without  having  undergone  a  special  teach- 
er's examination,  was  a  great  mistake,  and 
>ught  to  be  repealed.  Already  the  instruc- 
tion was  weak  enough,  as  shown  by  the 
results.  In  the  annual  papers  of  examina- 
tion throughout  the  country  upon  scientific 
mbjects,  he  found  in  those  of  May,  1866, 
that  in  geometry,  51  per  cent  of  those 
examined  were  failures  ;  in  mechanical 
[rawing,  36  per  cent ;  in  applied  mecha- 
lics,  46  per  cent ;  in  geology,  42  per  cent ; 
m  mineralogy,  45  per  .cent  ,*  in  steam, 
>7  per  cent ;  and  in  physical  geography, 
1  per  cent.  This  was  excused  on  the 
round  that  two  sets  of  papers  had  been 
^ssued  under  a  new  system,  and  that  the 
mpils,  in  error,  had  taken  the  more  diffi- 
mlt.  The  statistics,  howcTer,  showed 
Lat  a  majority  of  the  failures  took  place 
in  the  easier  papers.  This,  for  instance, 
''as  so  with  regard  to  40  out  of  the  61  per 
ient  of  failures  in  physical  geography, 
fne  reason  for  the  want  of  success  in  these 
ihools  he  believed  to  be,  was  that  their 
>ractical  management  was  in  the  hands  of 
gentleman  who  was  thoroughly  familiar 
rith  art,  but,  he  was  afraid,  was  not 
squally  acquainted  with  science  —  Mr. 
/ole — and  who  therefore  could  not  do  his 
luty  in  the  Department  of  Science  as, 
lotwithstanding  all  the  fault  found  with 
lim,  he  believed  ho  had  done  in  regard 
to  art.  But  there  was  one  excellent 
thing  done  in  this  Department — the  es- 
[ablishment  of  drawing  classes  in  elemcn- 
iary  schools.  For  his  own  part,  he  be- 
[ievcd  that  nothing  could  so  much  tend  to 
)romote  efficiency  in  the  schools  to  which 
lis  Motion  had  more  especial  reference  than 
^he  giving  of  preparatory  instruction  to 
'oung  children  in  drawing  ;  not,  however, 
LB  was  now  the  case,  by  art  masters  ezclu- 
dvely,  since  the  Department  by  one  of  its 
'ules  acknowledged  their  incompetency  to 
^vc  instruction  in  geometrical  or  me- 
chanical drawing,  but  rather  by  science 
Inasters  ;  and  a  Minute  had  lately  been 
jssued  granting  scholarships  to  advanced 
scholars  in  elementary  schools  who  should 
>asB  a  satisfactory  examination  in  science 
id  art ;  but  that  had  been  issued  so  re- 
cently that  he  was  unable  as  yet  to  give  an 
opinion  of  its  success.  The  answers  for- 
warded by  the  different  Chambers  of  Com- 
lerce  to  the  circular  issued  by  the  Privy 
^ouncil  declared    that  British   workmen! 
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were  placed  at  great  dlBadvantagot  by  flirir 
want  of  systematic  instruction ;  but  he 
was  sorry  to  find  that  those  Chamben 
appeared  to  be  quite  unconBoious  of  the 
defective  education  of  the  managers  and 
proprietors  of  manufactories.  One  diffi- 
culty surrounding  the  subject  at  this 
moment  was  that  we  hesitated  to  grant 
efficient  Government  aid  to  any  olaia 
except  the  working  classes  in  this  oonn- 
try ;  while  they,  on  the  other  hand,  were 
not  prepared  by  their  previous  tiaining 
to  accept  it,  and  so  matters  moved  in  a 
vicious  circle.  He  believed  that  a  solu- 
tion, to  a  great  extent,  of  the  diffioolty 
might  be  found  in  granting  aid  towards 
the  establishment  of  professorships  upon 
the  understanding  that,  whatever  other 
instruction  the  professors  might  give«  they 
should  also  give  instruction  to  working 
men  in  the  night  schools.  If  in  some 
form  or  other  the  Government  were  pie- 
pared  to  promote  more  systematic  plans 
for  teaching  science  in  our  great  manu&c- 
turing  centres,  local  efforts  in  aid  of  them 
would  not  be  wanting.  As  to  the  neoes- 
sary  funds,  he  would  not,  as  was  so  often 
done,  compare  the  grants  for  education 
with  those  for  naval  and  military  pur- 
poses ;  but  when  he  stated  that  education 
in  the  British  army  cost  four  and  a  half 
or  five  times  as  much  per  head  as  it  did 
in  the  French  service,  he  thought  he  had 
pointed  out  a  fund  from  which  some  por- 
tion of  any  additional  grants  in  favour 
of  science  might  be  recovered.  If  ever 
cultivation  was  to  be  extended  to  our 
industrial  classes,  it  must  be  in  the  first 
instance  by  educating  them  in  science.  He 
by  no  means  undervalued  other  branches 
of  education.  The  claims  of  classical 
literature,  indeed,  had  latterly  been  un- 
der-rated, he  thought,  by  men  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  who  themselves  were 
masters  of  the  subject,  and  owed  many  of 
their  greatest  successes  to  the  perfection  of 
their  classical  training.  If  they  wished  to 
give  the  industrial  classes  of  the  country, 
from  manufacturers  and  managers  down  to 
the  artizans,  a  desire  for  instruction,  it 
must  be  done  by  tempting  those  classes  to 
instruct  themselves,  in  the  first  place,  in  the 
principles  underlying  the  arts  they  pursued 
in  their  daily  avocations,  and  that  having 
been  accomplished,  the  question  would 
arise  whether  a  combination  of  such  in- 
struction with  literary  instruction  could  or 
could  not,  in  the  majority  of  instances,  be 
effected.    He  believed  that  encouragement 
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of  technical  instraction  in  this  conntry 
would  not  merely  promote  arts  and  manu- 
factures, but  would  tend  to  the  advance- 
ment, of  the  general  education  of  the 
people.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  provisions  for  giving  instruction 
in  theoretical  and  applied  Science  to  the 
Industrial  Classes. 

Mn.  DIXON  said,  he  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  granting  of  the  Committee  would 
not  be  a  bar  to  giviog  the  assistance  im- 
mediately and  urgently  required  by  some 
of  the  provincial  towns,  and  which  would 
be  asked  for  by  others.  He  hoped  that 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  would  be  practi- 
cal legislation,  and  a  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  grant  the  sup- 
plies necessary  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee.  They  could 
not  hide  from  themselves  the  fact  that  this 
was  a  question  of  no  small  importance; 
because  it  was  beginning  to  bo  fully  re- 
cognized that,  upon  the  right  method  of 
dealing  with  this  question  depended,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  the  continuance  of 
the  manufacturing  prosperity  they  had 
hitherto  so  largely  enjoyed.  "We  did  not 
now  occupy  the  same  position  in  regard 
to  manufactures  as  we  had  occupied  ten 
or  twenty  years  ago.  He  referred  to  our 
position  as  compared  with  that  of  other 
countries.  The  letters  written  by  jurors 
at  the  Paris  Exhibition  showed  that  we 
bad  not  kept  pace  with  Continental  na- 
tions. This  was  the  opinion  of  Chambers 
of  Commerce,  which  ought  to  be  able  to 
arrive  at  a  correct  conclusion  on  the  mat- 
ter; and  Sir  James  Kay-Shuttleworth  held 
that  in  our  middle-class  education  there 
had  been  scarcely  any  advance  during  the 
last  thirty  years.  He  hoped  that  the 
Committee,  if  appointed,  would  inquire, 
not  only  into  the  provisions  now  existing 
respecting  technical  education ;  but  would 
also  inquire  into  the  provisions  that  ought 
to  exist,  and  which  it  should  be  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  bring  into  existence.  The 
Science  and  Art  Department,  in  its  last 
Heport,  informed  them  that  in  all  the 
schools  connected  with  the  Department, 
there  were  not  more  than  7,000  pupils 
under  certificated  teachers — or  not  more 
than  one  pupil,  in  a  scientific  school, 
out  of  every  4,300  inhabitants.  To 
the  science  and  art  school  in  one  small 
town  the  Government  of  Saxony  allowed 
£8,000  per  annum  ;  while  £7,000  a  year 
was  the  aggregate  allowed  by  our  Govern- 
ment to  Uie  provincial  schools  of  science 


and  art  in  this  country.  Government 
should  do  a  great  deal  more  than  they 
had  hitherto  been  able  to  do.  Much  had 
been  done  by  private  enterprize  at  Bir- 
mingham to  promote  technical  education  ; 
but  there  was  still  work  before  them 
which  they  could  not  perform  for  want  of 
means,  for  which  they  were  now  applying 
to  the  Government,  and  he  trusted  they 
would  give  it  to  them.  He  trusted  also 
that,  when  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
was  before  the  House,  the  Government, 
backed  by  the  opinion  of  the  House  and 
the  feeling  of  the  country,  would  do  a 
great  deal  more  for  technical  instruction 
than  they  had  ever  yet  dreamt  of  doing. 

Mh.  BAINES  said,  he  considered  it 
was  very  desirable  that  the  Government 
should  grant  the  Committee  asked  for.  If 
a  Committee  were  appointed,  it  should  be 
composed  of  men  of  science,  practical 
manufacturers,  and  men  connected  with 
public  and  political  life ;  and  the  inquiry 
might  be  more  efficient  if  it  were  carried 
on  by  a  Eoyal  Commission,  because  the 
services  of  men  of  science  would  be  more 
at  the  command  of  a  Commission  than  of 
a  Select  Committee ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  thought 
that  the  inquiry  ought  to  be  referred  to  a 
Committee,  he  should  make  no  objection. 
He  must  do  the  Government  the  justice  to 
say  that  the  Department  of  Science  and 
Art  had  been  by  no  means  idle  in  the 
matter  of  technical  education  ;  nor  had 
their  efibrts  been  unattended  with  good. 
It  was  only  eight  years  since  the  Govern- 
ment Grant  was  first  given,  and  the  num- 
ber of  scholars  had  increased  from  500  in 
1860  to  10,000  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent year.  He  believed,  however,  compa- 
ratively little  had  been  done  out-of-doors 
to  provide  the  education  which  was  suited 
to  persons  intended  as  managers  for  large 
manufacturies.  Still,  he  might  say,  if  sci- 
ence had  been  neglected  by  the  humbler 
classes  of  the  community,  it  had  been 
neglected  in  a  still  greater  degree  by  the 
upper  and  middle  classes.  In  the  middle- 
class  schools  the  great  defect  was  found 
to  be  the  want  of  scientific  education ;  and 
he  believed  the  fact  was  in  a  great  degree 
attributable  to  the  Universities,  where, 
until  recently,  science  was  not  made  an 
especial  study.  The  University  of  London, 
and  other  kindred  institutions,  had  given 
a  great  stimulus  to  the  study  of  science ; 
and,  although  they  might  be  disposed  to 
look  with  favour  upon  what  had  been  ac- 
complished, they  were  forced  to  admit  thai 
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as  compared  with  other  countries  there 
was  a  great  inferiority  in  this  with  respect 
to  scientific  education.  He  hoped  to  see 
artistic  and  scientific  education  in  this 
country  raised  to  a  point  commensurate 
with  our  manufacturing  ascendancy.  He 
trusted  the  Committee  asked  for  by  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
granted,  and  that  it  would  enter  on  its 
duties  with  a  resolution  to  bring  the  mat- 
ter to  some  practical  result. 

Mb.  BAZLEY  said,  he  did  not  despair 
of  the  capabilities   of   his    countrymen, 
who,  he  believed,  would  still  be  found 
tmrivalled  in  the  race  of  the  world's  com- 
petition ;  and  with  regard  to  education  he 
thought  that  the  first  duty  which  that 
I  House  had  to   perform  was  to   provide 
primary  instruction  for  the  great  masses 
I  of  the    people.      His   hon.   Friend    had 
omitted  to  mention  the  great  advantage 
I  which  a  man's  genius  gave  to  his  labour. 
There  were  many  persons  in  this  country 
I  who  were  continually  undergoing  a  system 
of  self -education,  not  being  much  indebted 
to  school  education,  and  to  that  class  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  owed  more 
than  to  those  who  were  deeply  skilled  in 
science  and  art.     He  took  a  more  cheerful 
I  view  of  the  result  of  the  Paris  Exhibition 
than  was  entertained  by  his  hon.  Friend. 
{According  to  the  Eeport  of  an  engineer 
artizau  (Mr.  Evans),  published  under  the 
sanction  of  the  Society,  it  appeared  that  in 
the  engineering  department  of  the  Paris 
Exhibition  there  was  nothing  to  surpass 
British  workmanship  for  finish  and  sound- 
Inees ;  and  that  for  exactness  and  perfection 
lof  design  nothing  could  exceed  the  tools  of 
JMessrs.  Whitworth  and  Co.     In  like  man- 
|ner,  it  was  stated  in  the  work  published 
)y  that  society  upon  the  Paris  Exhibition 
Ithat  in  the  watch  trade  the  English,  taking 
Iquality  into  consideration,  had  really  no- 
jthing  to  fear.     From  Coventry  two  indi- 
'^iduals  were  sent  to  the  Paris  Exhibition, 
|and  the  report  drawn  up  by  one  of  them 
itated  that  for  the  manufacture  of  good, 
)lain  ribands  Coventry  had  no  reason  to 
)e    apprehensive   of   rivalry.      Speaking 
generally,  he  thought  that,  instead  of  ask- 
ing   the    Government    to    patronize    the 
tritish  workman,  he  should  himself  forego 
lis  invocations   to   Jupiter  and   put  his 
shoulder  to  the  wheel.     The  cotton  trade 
'^as  originated  by  self-teaching  and  self- 
lelp.     Within   his  own  recollection  Mr. 
[eathcoat,  formerly  Member  for  Tiverton, 
commenced  the  lace  trade  in  this  coun- 
he  had  no  scientific  teaching,  but 
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the  manufacture  succeeded  so  well  that 
£1,000,000  a  year,  at  least,  is  contributed 
to  the  public  Eevenue  by  those  engaged 
in  it.      He   should   not   despair   of  the 
working  class,  with  only  that  education 
which  he  hoped  the  Government  might 
give,   keeping  pace  with  the  times ;  and 
he  hoped  manufacturers  would  keep  pace 
with  their  workpeople.     He  would  rather 
see  efifbrts  made  out-of-doors  to  educate 
for  particular  trades  than  that  the  GK>vem« 
ment  should  provide  that  education.     To 
prove  that,  after  all,  we  were  not  so  far 
behind  our  neighbours  as  some  represented* 
he  would  mention  this  fact : — The  French 
were  reported  to  be,  from  their  superior 
knowledge  of  chymistry,  more  skilled  than 
ourselves  in  the  art  of  dyeing,  and  yet» 
within  the  last  fortnight,  the  manufac- 
turers of  Eouen  had  applied  to  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce  for  what 
information  they  could  give  with  respect 
to  the  common  art  of  dyeing.     He  did  not 
think  that  our  own  workmen  were  suffici- 
ently appreciated ;  yet  it  was  well  known 
that  they  were  always  applied  to  where 
great  skill  was  required  for  the  develop- 
ment of  any  new  branch  of  trade.    In  the 
manufacture  of  steel  it  was  said  we  were 
inferior  to  Prussia  ;  but  he  had  been  as- 
sured by  one  of  the  most  competent  judges 
that  we  were  not  behind  Prussia  in  that 
manufacture.     "We  had  formerly  produced 
steel  which  others    had    converted   into 
watch-springs ;   but  now  that  branch  of 
trade  had  sprung  up  among  ourselves,  and 
watch  springs  were  largely  produced  in 
this  country.   This  was  a  convincing  proof 
that  we  were  not  retrograding  in  the  race 
and  struggle  of  inventions.     With  only  a 
broad  system  of  education  he  believed  our 
course  was  perfectly  clear.     He  had  every 
confidence  in  the  resources  of  the  country, 
and  he  hoped    they   would   be   left  un- 
shackled by  the  Government,  for  any  kind 
of  patronage  would  rather  retard  than  do- 
velope  their  resources.    Ho  hoped  his  hon. 
Friends  would  not  press  the  Motion  for  a 
Committee. 

Mb.  BAGNALL  mentioned,  as  an  in- 
stance of  the  want  of  education  among 
skilled  workmen,  the  fact  that,  some  years 
ago,  he  required  a  manager  for  a  very  large 
and  important  iron  works,  and  was  obb'ged 
to  give  the  appointment  to  a  man  who 
could  neither  read  nor  write.  That  oc- 
curred some  eleven  years  ago,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  difficulty  in  procuring  educated 
workmen  had  scarcely  lessened  up  to  the 
present  day.    He  hoped  the  noble  Iiord 
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would  not  object  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  upon  this  question ;  and 
he  trusted  the  result  of  that  appointment 
would  be,  that  some  provision  would  be 
made  to  provide  a  technical,  scientific,  and 
artistic  education,  not,  first  of  all,  for  the 
working  classes,  but  for  those  among 
whom  one  would  look  for  managers  of 
manufactories. 

Mk.  £.  POTTER,  as  one  well  acquainted 
with  calico  printing,  admitted,  that  in  the 
higher  class  of  goods  the  French  excelled 
US  in  design  and  colour ;  but  said  that,  al- 
though we  imposed  no  duty,  the  importa- 
tion of  French  prints  had  increased  very 
slowly,  and  only  amounted  to  £500,000 
a  year.     Under  our  system  of  Free  Trade 
it  was  impossible  we  could  compete  with 
them  in  the  supply  of  their  description  of 
goods,  as  the  manual  labour  required  in 
their  preparation  cost  40  per  cent  less  in 
France  than  in  this  country.     He  should 
be  the  last  to  oppose  inquiry;  but  they 
should  very  carefully  guard  against  any 
attempt  to  make  grants  for  education  to 
those  who  were  very  well  able  to  pay  for 
it  themselves.     Though  schools  of  art  had 
been  in  existence  in  this  country  for  many 
years,  the  subscriptions  for  their  support 
from  manufacturers  in  all  the  great  manu- 
facturing towns  did  not  exceed  a  total  of 
£2,000  or  £3,000  a  year.     If  our  em- 
ployers of  labour  did  not  come  forward  as 
they  ought  to  do  to  provide  this  education, 
it  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
supply  their  deficiencies.     The  total  num- 
ber of  artizans  taught  in  the  schools  did 
not  exceed  7,000  or  8,000.     A  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  Continental  sys- 
tem  of  education;    but  what   were    its 
results  ?    In  France  the  cost  per  head  was 
nearly  double  that  in  this  country,  and 
there  was  very  irregular  attendance,  after 
all,  in  the  schools,  while  the  technical  edu- 
cation which  the  students  received  had  not 
enabled  them  to  strike  out  any  new  path 
of  practical  industry.     He  hoped  if  the 
Committee  were   appointed  its  Members 
would  be  carefully  selected,  and  that  its 
investigations  would  be  strictly  confined 
to  certain  definite  subjects  connected  with 
the  progress  of  our  own  manufactures.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Dixon) 
stated  that  our  manufactures  were  losing 
ground;   but  how  did  he  reconcile  that 
allegation  with  the  fact  that  our  exports 
and  imports  had  doubled  during  the  last 
twelve  years,  and  that,  notwithstanding  the 
unfavourable  circumstance  that  our  manu- 
UotjfteB  were  liable  to  a  heavy  duty  at 


nearly  every  Continental  seaport?  All 
that  we  required  and  all  that  our  manu- 
facturers had  a  right  to  ask  for  was  that 
our  working  classes  should  receive  a  sound 
and  solid  primary  education. 

Lord   ROBERT  MONTAGU  was  not 
at  all  disposed  to  dispute  the  position  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Banbury,  with  whose 
arguments  he  agreed  in  the  main,  and  with 
whose  general  conclusions  he  concurred ; 
and  yet  he  ventured  to  differ  from  him  upon 
a  Tery  few  points.     On  the  other  hand, 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Members  for  Man- 
chester and  for  Carlisle.     He  belie?ed  that 
competition  was  in  a  great  measure  the 
cause  of  the  present  cry  for  technical  edu- 
cation. The  hon.  Member  for  Banbury  said 
that  during  the  French  war  our  industries 
had  been  firmly  established  in  this  country; 
but  that  since  1815  foreign  countries  had 
been  able  to  make  great  progress  in  their 
manufactures,  and  in  a  large  degree  to  sup- 
plant those  of  this  country ;  and  that  the 
cause  had   been   their  technical   schools. 
There  were,  however,  other  reasons  which 
could  be  assigned  for  the  fact  that  foreign 
nations  were  catching  us  up  in  the  race. 
Not  thirty  years  ago  there  were  but  few 
manufactures  on  the  Continent,  and  but  few 
railways  throughout  Europe  to  distribute 
the  produce  ;  whereas  at  the  present  time 
the  Continental  nations  had  as  many  manu- 
factures as  we  had,  and   their  countries 
were  intersected  with  railways,  by  means 
of  which  their  productions  were  taken  to 
foreign  markets  easily  and  cheaply,  to  com- 
pete with  our  own.  To  these  circumstances 
it  was  due  that  we  were  beginning  to  feel 
the  pinch  of  competition ;   our  difficulties 
were  not  solely  to   be   attributed   to  our 
want  of  technical  education.     He  could, 
however,  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Members 
for  Manchester  and  Carlisle  in  altogether 
making  light  of  the  case  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Banbury.     Several  deputations  had 
had  interviews  with  him  lately  on  the  sub- 
ject of  our  manufactures,  and   had  men- 
tioned facts  which  had  startled  him  much. 
He  had  learnt  from  them  that  a  very  few 
years  ago  no  person  abroad  could  compete 
with    us   in  the  manufacture  of  woollen 
goods,  whereas  at  the  present  time  upwards 
of  £5,000,000  worth  of  wool  was  annu- 
ally sent  abroad  to  be  dyed  and  worked 
up,  instead  of  being  manufactured  in  this 
country.     He  had  been  informed  by  Mr. 
Behren  the  chairman  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce at  Bradford,  that  in  the  year  1864 
upwards  of  £33,500,000  worth  of  woollen 
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^ods  were  roanufactared  in  that  town,  yet 
that  eTen  that  long-establiBfaed  trade,  with 
ill  the  ezceptioDal  facilities  which  Bradford 
»08BesBed,  could  scarcely  hold  its  own 
tgainst  foreign  competition;  and  that  at 
Lheims  in  France  large  quantities  of  our 
.ustralian  wool  were  worked  up,  and  the 
articles  manufactured  from  it  competed 
(UCQBSsfully  in  the  market  with  those  pro- 
duced by  this  country.  Why  was  this  ? 
because  that  abroad  they  excelled  both  in 
their  patterns  and  their  dyes,  in  their  art 
ind  science.  The  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
iheater  said  that  the  dyers  in  this  country 
rere  superior  to  the  dyers  on  the  Con- 
tinent; but  was  the  hon.  Member  aware 
that  many  thousands  of  pieces  of  Orleans 

•a  fabric  composed  of  wool  and  cotton — 
rere  annually  sent  abroad  to  France  to 
»e  dyed?     Again,  with  regard   to  silks, 
ribands,  and  Telvets :  fifteen  years  ago  we 
imported  only  one-tenth,  whereas  we  now 
imported   nine-tenths  of  our   annual  con- 
inmption  of  those  articles.     This    result 
ras  doubtless  owing  to  some  extent  to  Free 
Vade,  but  it  was  also  greatly  due  to  the 
luperiority  of  the  dye  and  finish  of  the 
articles  made  abroad.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  asked  how  could  we  complain 
if  the  want  of  technical  education  when 
re  had  doubled  our  exports  and  imports 
within  the  last  few  years.     True,  our  im- 
ports of  raw  silk  from  China   may  have 
loubled,  and  our  exports  have  increased  ; 
mt  we  export  the  raw  silk  to  be  worked 
ip  abroad,  and  we  import  the  manufac- 
tured article  after  it  has  been  worked  up. 
Why  was  this  ?  Because  the  manufacturers 
ibroad  were   superior    in   their  style  and 
Inish  —  that  is  in  their  art  and  science, 
ilr.  Mundelln,  a  well-known  manufacturer 
In  Nottingham,  had  informed  him  that  the 
lace  trade  of  that  town  was  beginning  to 
Fail  away  in  consequence  of  tlie  design  and 
the  workmanship  being  far  inferior  to  that 
if  Continental   manufacture.      Doubtless, 
lany  hon.  Members  had  seen  the  Lyons 
lace  winch  had  been  exhibited  at  the  Paris 
Ixhibition,  the  design  of  which  was  not 

mere  pattern,  but  was  shaded  like  a 
licture.  The  lace  manufacturers  of  this 
country  never  produced  anything  to  com- 
pare with  those  fabrics.  Unfortunately 
mr  inferiority  was  not  confined  to  the  lace 
trade.  Messrs.  Creed  and  Williams,  in 
their  letters  wliich  appeared  in  The  Times 
last  year,  stated  that  France  and  Belgium 
supplied  the  greater  part  of  Europe  with 
ron.  French  and  Belgian  productions  were 
iBt  iupplanting  those  of  this  country  both 
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in  Russia  and  Spain.  Yet,  RoBSta  and 
Spain  were  in  the  first  stage  of  railway 
development.  This  was  a  most  aig^ifieant 
fact.  To  show  to  what  extent  foreigner! 
were  succeeding  in  their  competition  with 
our  workmen  he  might  remind  the  House 
that  a  contract  had  recently  been  entered 
into  for  the  erection  of  aome  new  build- 
ings at  South  Kensington ;  an  immense 
number  of  iron  girders  which  were  required 
were  brought  from  Belgium,  although  the 
contract  for  the  buildings  had  been  taken 
by  an  English  contractor.  Germany  had 
been  greatly  retarded  by  the  recent  war. 
Yet  what  we  had  to  fear  from  that  country 
was  sufficiently  depicted  by  the  list  at  the 
end  of  the  answers  from  the  Kendal  Cham* 
bcr  of  Commerce,  which  was  among  the 
Papers  moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford.  The  hon.  Member  for  Whitbj 
had  stated  that  in  consequence  of  not  being 
able  to  find  a  competent  man  to  fill  the 
post,  he  had  been  compelled  to  appoint  aa 
overseer  a  man  who  could  neither  read 
nor  write.  Complaints  of  a  similar  eha- 
racter  were  frequent;  and  he  bad  been 
informed  that  in  the  large  machine-making 
firms  of  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire  the 
practical  managers  were  generally  seleeted 
from  Germans  who  had  been  educated  in 
the  German  Polvtechnic  Institutions.  What 
was  the  cause  of  all  this  ?  England  could 
boast  of  workmen  inferior  to  none  in  energy 
and  talent ;  she  possessed  more  coal  and 
iron,  a  cheaper  transit,  a  seaboard,  every- 
thing, in  short,  tending  to  superiority  ex* 
cept  technical  education.  Where  the  effect 
was  different  it  was  duo  to  the  only  dif- 
ference in  cause.  In  England,  trade  was 
a  tradition ;  it  was  a  rule  of  thumb  handed 
down  from  father  to  son.  Abroad  it  varied 
with  varying  circumstances,  and  adopted 
new  improvements.  He  could  not  help 
remarking  tliat  in  the  conrse  of  the  dis- 
cussions last  winter  upon  this  subject,  no 
one  had  ventured  clearly  to  define  what 
it  was  that  he  meant  by  "  technical  edu- 
cation ; "  the  speeches  and  articles  were 
all  like  clouds,  up  in  the  air,  and  there- 
fore led  to  no  conclusion.  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Westminster  had  defined  education 
in  his  speech  at  St.  Andrew's  as  '*the 
effect  produced  on  the  mind  and  character 
by  things  which,  perhaps,  might  have  ano- 
ther purpose."  That  might  be  accepted 
as  the  definition  of  the  genus,  of  which 
technical  education  was  the  species.  If 
that  were  so,  technical  education  must  also 
be  a  means  of  forming  the  mind.  The  end 
was  not  to  increase  practical  skill,  but  to 
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enable  a  man  to  pursne  his  calling  with 
intelligence.  The  object  of  technical  eda- 
eation  would  be  not  so  much  to  instruct 
the  pupil  in  the  mechanical  branches  of 
any  particular  trade  as  to  make  him  ac- 
quainted with  the  general  laws  bj  which 
certain  results  might  be  obtained  ;  for 
though  the  State  might  have  a  duty  to 
perform  towards  the  brains  of  its  subjects, 
it  was  the  workshop  alone  that  could  em- 
ploy hands.  He  would  say  that  technical 
education  consisted  in  giving  a  workman 
such  a  knowledge  of  the  natural  laws  in- 
volved in  his  pursuit  that  he  could  apply 
them  intelligenlly  to  any  case.  If  the  end 
of  technical  education  were  to  enable  a 
person  to  procure,  in  greater  abundance, 
the  necessaries  of  life,  then  technical  edu- 
cation would  have  a  very  low  rank.  The 
knowledge  of  medicine  and  dietetics  are 
sciences  which  have  for  their  end  the  pre- 
servation of  human  life.  This  is  a  much 
higher  end.  Moreover  health  has  far  more 
to  say  to  happiness  than  money  or  an  ex- 
cess of  the  necessaries  of  life.  Again,  if 
the  end  of  technical  education  were  to  in- 
crease the  wealth  of  the  country,  it  would 
rank  very  low.  For  to  increase  the  in- 
telligence and  raise  the  character  of  the 
nation  is  a  far  higher  end.  If  therefore 
technical  education  has  the  importance 
which  is  attached  to  it,  it  must  have  for 
its  aim  the  improvement  of  the  mind,  and 
not  the  increase  of  trade.  Let  them  now 
consider  the  species  of  technical  education. 
There  was  a  technical  education  for  the 
artisans  or  those  who  produce  fur  wages, 
and  a  technical  education  for  the  middle 
class,  or  the  heads  of  firms,  and  those  who 
manage  factories.  That  for  the  artisans 
might  be  divided  into  two  kinds,  one  of  which 
—that  for  the  girls — was,  he  believed,  very 
much  neglected,  and  yet  he  held  it  to  be 
the  most  important  of  all.  In  elementary 
schools  girls  had  to  be  taught  sewing,  as 
an  absolute  requisite  before  any  grant  could 
be  made  to  the  schools.  Why  was  this  ? 
Because  that  sewing  would  be  useful  to 
tbem  in  after-life.  Yet  sewing  could  have 
no  beneficial  effect  on  their  minds.  How 
much  more  then  should  we  require  such 
branches  of  learning  as  would  not  only 
be  useful  in  after-life,  but  will  also  tend  to 
raise  the  character  and  mind.  He  would 
teach  them  how  to  make  homes  com- 
fortable, how  to  bring  up  and  teach  infants 
— ^in  fact,  the  whole  art  of  household  eco- 
nomy. He  would  give  them  habits  of 
cleanliness  and  of  thrift.  In  the  Reports 
of  the  Sohool  iDspeetora  for  this    year 


he  obsenred  recommendations  that  cook- 
ing should  be  taught  in  elementary  schools. 
It   was   mentioned    that    in   one    parish 
the    church    alms    were    not    given    to 
the  poor  in   money ;   but  were  used   for 
the  purchase  of  provisions,    which  were 
cooked  day  by  day  in  the  schools,  and  then 
served  out  to  the  poor.     The  same  alms 
thus  served  two  charitable  purposes.  .  The 
importance  of  such  technical  teaching  was 
very  great.     First,  with  regard  to  the  na- 
tion— it  was  the  wife  which  gave  the  cha- 
racter to  the  family,  and  the  family  was 
the  cell  of  the  nation.      Secondly,  with 
regard  to  the  working  man,  the  importance 
of  it  was  shown  by  a  comparison  of  the 
homes  of   the    artisans    at    Manchester. 
Those  of  our  English   artisans  were  too 
often  comfortless    and   uninviting,    while 
those  of  the  German  artisans,  receiving  no 
higher  wages,  presented  a  great  contrast. 
The  difference  arose  from  the  fact  that  the 
females  in  the  one  case  lacked  that  instruc- 
tion which  in  the  other  had  been  carefully 
imparted  when  young.     Thirdly,  it  would 
have  an  effect  on  our  elementary  schools. 
One    cause  of  non-attendance  was    said 
to  be  poverty;  it  was  shown  in  evidence 
before  the  Committee  on  Manchester  and 
Salford  Education,  that  this  arose  from  the 
great  quantity  of  money  spent  at  public- 
houses.      Why  did  the  man  frequent  the 
public-house  ?     Because  his  home  was  un- 
comfortable and  cheerless.     Alter  this,  and 
his  children  would  attend  the  school.  And, 
fourthly ,  this  technical  education  would  have 
a  great  effect  on  the  girls  themselves  ;  it 
would  train  them  for  servants,  and  enable 
them  to  gain  an  honest,  rather  than  cater 
for  a  base  livelihood.     He  turned  now  to 
the  effects  of  the  technical  education  of 
lads.     And  first,  as  to  the  produce.     A 
skilled  workman  was  more  productive,  and 
caused  less  waste  and  spoiling  of  materials ; 
so  that  the  production  by  skilled  workmen 
was  greater.     By  skill  he  did  not  mean  a 
knack,  but  a  knowledge  of  physical  laws, 
and  a  readiness  in  applying  science.  Again, 
it  is  frequently  the  dye  of  tissues — for  in- 
stance, the  colour  of  silks  or  curtains^ 
which  determines  their  sale  ;  and  the  suc- 
cess of  the  dye  depends  on  a  knowledge  of 
science.     The  sale  of  various  articles — aa 
shawls,  ribbons,  carpets — also  depended  on 
the  design;  while  the  shape  of  china  goods, 
furniture,  or  ornaments,  often  determined 
the  purchaser.     This  was  the  result  of  art. 
Secondly,  as  to   the  man   himself.     The 
great  enemy  to  elementary  education  was 
what  was  termed  the  labour  claims.    La.< 
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{hem  conBider  that  point  for  a  momenK 
0  one  rejects  that  which  condaces  to  his 
nds  in  life.     If,  therefore,  you  desire  that 
ersons  should  seek  elementary  education, 
ake  it  conduce  to  their  aims.     What  was 
|he  end  of  the  working  man?     To  hotter 
imself  in  life.      If  your  education   will 
ssist  him  in  this,  he  will  not  despise  the 
ducation  which  you  give  him.  If  you  give 
man  a  key  to  a  treasure  house,  and  he 
news  it,  you  will  need  no  compulsory  law 
make  him  lift  the  latch.     The  education 
parted  in  early  youth  had  generally  too 
ttle  in  view  the  advancement  in  after-life, 
oys  as  a  rule  received  the  education  which 
ould  be  proper  for  a  clerk,  but  other  mat- 
rs  which  might  enable  a  lad  to  rise  in 
fe  as  he  increased  in  age  were  generally 
eglected.     Hitherto  the  means  sought  by 
orking  men  to  rise  in  life  were  unions  to 
tain  less  work  and  more  pay.     He  be- 
eved  that  they  now  saw  a  better  way ; 
ey  were  aware  that  by  knowledge  they 
ould  command  a  superior  position.    Their 
sire  for  knowledge  was  proved  by  the 
rowth  of  science  schools.     While  in  1860 
ere  were  only  nine  science  schools  in  the 
untry,  with  500  scholars,  there  were  in 
ay,    1867,    212   schools,    with   10,230 
holars,  and  in  January,  1868,  282  schools,, 
ith  12,800  scholars.     The  existence  of 
orking  men's  Colleges  all  over  the  coun- 
y,  for  higher  scientific  education,  was  an 
ditional  proof  of  the  same  proposition, 
hey  might,  ho  believed,  receive  encourage- 
ent  not  only  from  the  increasing  desire  for 
ucation  which  was  exhibited  by  the  work- 
g  men,  but  also  from  the  groat  advance 
hich  had  been  perceptible  of  late  years, 
hat  advance  dated  from  what  was  termed 
le   Albertine    movement  —  a  movement 
jhich  had  its  origin  in  the  Exhibition  of 
151,  when  the  newspapers  were  teeming 
ith  articles  lamenting  the  increasing  su- 
iriority  of  foreign  productions  over  those 
English  artizans.      The  Exhibitions  in 
iris  in   1855,  and  in  London  in  1862, 
ire  attended  with  similar  effects,  but  with 
lis  difference — that  while  in  1851  the  cx- 
Uence  of  Frencli  productions  excited  in 
|e  minds  of  the  English  a  fear  lest  our 
ition  should   be  distanced,  the  two  sub- 
jquent  Exhibitions  caused  an  alarm  in  the 
inds  of  the  French  which  was  equally 
*ong.     The  French  were  terrified  as  to 
leir  future  place  in  the  scale  of  nations ; 
]d  the  cause  of  all  this  alarm  was  duo  to 
|c  art  schools  which  had  been  established 
ice  1852.     That  this  was  so  might  be 
*rx  from  the  Reports  of  the  French  jurors 
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appointed  to  attend  the  Exhibition  of  1862. 

One  of  these  Reports  said — 

^'  The  upward  movement  is  risible,  above  all, 
among  the  English.  Tlie  whole  world  has  been 
Btnick  with  the  progress  which  thej  have  made, 
since  the  last  Exhibition,  in  design.  .  .  .  U 
is  impossible  to  ignore  the  fact  that  a  serious 
struggle  awaits  France  from  this  quarter." 

The  sculptors'  Report  said^- 

"  The  progress  made  in  sculpture  bj  England 
lias  been  immense  since  the  Exhibition  of  1851. 
She  has  made  a  gigantic  advance.*' 

The  shawl  designers — "  Envy  England  her 
schools  of  design. "     The  porcelain  painters 
reported  that—"  The  vast  progress  within 
the  last  ten  years  is  due  to  the  immense  ex- 
tension given  to  the  study  of  drawing."  Waa 
not  that  a  great  encouragement  to  us,  and 
a  proof  that  we  had  taken  the  right  road, 
and  that  all  we  had  to  do  was  to  continue 
to  travel  on  that  road  with  patience?     The 
French,  in  consequence  of  their  alarm,  ap- 
pointed an  Imperial  Commission  to  consider 
the  whole  subject,  and  to  look  for  remedies. 
That     Commission  recommended,  firstly, 
the  introduction  of  physical  science  into 
primary   schools.     We  had  done  that  bj 
the  Minute  of  December  22,   1867.     Se- 
condly,  the   French   Commission    recom- 
mended an  increase  in  the  number  of  even* 
ing  schools — a  matter  dealt  with  by  the 
Bill  introduced  that  evening  in  "another 
place."     Thirdly,  they  suggested  the  es- 
tablishment  of  large  central  schools   for 
giving   technical   education  —  a  point    to 
which  he  would  presently  refer.     He  would 
venture   to   throw  out  two   more   sugges- 
tions for  consideration.     Anyone  who  had 
been  to  the  institution  at  Limehouse,  or 
Han  well  Central    District    School    would 
know  the  enormous  value  of  places  where 
pauper  boys  were  taught  a  trade  as  well 
as  general  knowledge.     Again,  the  statis- 
tics, contained  in  the  evidence  before  the 
Manchester  and  Salford  Education  Commit- 
tee, and  relating  to  the  industrial  schools  at 
Aberdeen  were  perfectly  astonishing  as  to 
the  rapid  decrease  of  crime  and  poverty 
which  they  produced.     By  a  Bill  passed 
last  year  it  was  made  compulsory  on  every 
union  in  the  metropolis  to  have  an  indus- 
trial school,   and  he  did  not  see   why  a 
similar  provision  should  not  be  applied  to 
every  district  throughout  England.     The 
reformatory  schools  had  been  found  equally 
beneficial ;  and  if  all  beggar  and  vagrant 
children  were  placed  in  them  by  a  simple 
order  of  justices  at  petty  sessions,  it  might 
be  still  more  advantageous.      What   was 
so  powerful  to  cure  would  do  much  to  pre** 
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▼ent.  He  dow  came  to  the  edaoation  of 
the  middle  claBses,  in  which,  he  believed, 
]aj  the  whole  graTamen  of  the  charge.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  had  admitted  as 
much.  The  whole  tenor  of  the  letter  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Banburj  revealed  that 
this  was  the  fans  et  origo  mali.  It  was 
said  there  was  a  great  want  of  technical 
education  for  those  classes  in  England ;  and 
it  was  asked  why  that  want  should  not  be 
supplied  by  the  State?  Now  he  asked,  in 
turn,  why  should  the  State  supply  it? 
Eton,  Cambridge,  Oxford,  and  all  middle- 
class  schools  were  originated  by  local  en- 
dowments; they  were  not  paid  by  the 
State.  It  did  not  provide  general  educa- 
tion for  the  middle  classes,  and  why,  then, 
should  it  pay  for  their  technical  education? 
What  had  been  the  course  pursued  in  re- 
gard to  the  farmer  when  he  felt  the  effects 
of  foreign  competition?  The  technical 
education  for  a  farmer  is  Scientific  Agri- 
culture. The  State  had  not  aided  him  by 
giving  him  such  a  technical  education ;  but 
left  him  to  adopt  those  mechanical  appli- 
ances which  saved  labour,  and  to  find  out 
for  himself  those  scientific  processes  which 
yielded  the  results  he  wished  to  attain. 
Since  free  competition  had  been  brought 
about  in  1846  the  farmer  knew  that  his 
livelihood  depended  on  his  possessing  su- 
perior knowledge.  In  the  same  way,  when 
the  English  manufacturer  felt  the  pinch 
of  competition,  owing  to  there  now  being 
more  manufactories  abroad  and  more  rail- 
ways to  distribute  their  produce  than  was 
formerly  the  case,  he  said  it  was  not  the 
business  of  the  State  to  give  him  technical 
education  in  order  to  save  him  from  that 
competition.  Besides,  the  danger,  after 
all,  did  not  arise  so  much  from  want  of 
technical  education  as  from  defective 
morals.  An  illustration  of  this  was  af- 
forded by  the  practices  resorted  to  by  the 
throwsters  and  others  employed  in  the  silk 
trade.  He  took  his  statements  from  a 
letter  by  Mr.  Bennooh,  which  had  been 
moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford. The  goodness  of  silk  depended  on  its 
fineness  and  on  its  evenness.  From  China 
and  Japan  we  procured  silk  of  very  different 
qaalities.  The  Englishman  reeled  the  coarse 
and  uneven  silk  first,  and  then  covered  the 
reel  with  the  finer  and  more  even  silk. 
The  foreigner  had  been  frequently  deceived 
by  this  means;  so  that  while  English  reeled 
silk  had  been  depreciated  25  per  cent 
within  the  last  year,  French  and  Italian 
ailks  had  risen  in  price.  The  same  prac- 
tice prevailed  in  the  throwing  of  ailk.   The 


throwster  received,  say,  lOOlbs.  of  silk  at 
30«.  per  pound.  When  thrown  it  should 
yield  not  more  than  951bs.  of  silk  at  33«.  6ef. 
per  pound,  and  5lbs.  of  waste  or  rough 
thread.  The  throwster  did  not  remove 
the  rough  thread,  however.  Again,  all 
silk  contained  25  per  cent  in  weight  of  na- 
tural gum  ;  this  must  be  boiled  out  before 
the  silk  could  be  properly  dyed.  Yet  the 
throwster  left  this  in,  and  also  soaped  the 
silk  to  make  it  smooth.  Hence,  our  silk 
lost  35  per  cent  on  boiling  before  it  was 
dyed,  and  the  foreign  manufacturer  would 
not  look  at  it.  If  there  was  a  little 
more  honesty  in  trade,  they  would  hear 
less  of  the  cry  about  competition  and 
technical  education.  And,  moreover,  if 
a  trade  languished  from  such  a  cause, 
should  the  State  give  money  to  revive  it  ? 
Technical  education,  as  he  had  said,  was  a 
means  of  cultivating  the  mental  faculties. 
He  was  for  giving  a  man  all  the  know- 
ledge and  all  the  science  he  could,  but  he 
would  certainly  avoid  equipping  him  for  a 
trade.  He  would  abjure  schools  for  special 
training.  They  had  already  been  tried  in 
England.  When  the  "  Department  of 
Practical  Art"  was  first  started,  the  ob- 
ject was  to  educate  the  artizan  for  special 
pursuits.  And  consequently  every  effort  had 
been  made  to  carry  this  out.  Special  masters 
were  engaged  ;  special  classes  were  esta- 
blished for  painting  porcelain,  metal  work- 
ing, and  many  other  trades.  Exhibitions 
of  £40  were  given,  and  every  effort  was 
made.  But  it  did  not  succeed,  because 
there  was  no  demand  on  the  part  of  the 
manufacturer  for  this  superior  artizan.  Or  if 
the  superior  artizan  became  a  teacher  there 
were  no  scholars  willing  to  be  taught  by 
him  ;  and  so,  when  they  had  trained  him 
they  had  made  him  a  useless  being.  All 
these  things  depended  on  a  demand  on  the 
part  of  the  public.  Hence,  what  they  had 
to  do  was  to  educate  the  taste  of  the  na- 
tion and  create  a  demand,  and  all  the  rest 
would  follow  ;  but,  of  course,  that  could 
only  be  done  slowly  and  by  degrees.  In 
1853,  special  training  was  abandoned  in 
England.  The  French  Commission  re- 
ported to  the  like  effect.     They  said— 

"  It  is  better  to  annex  the  school  to  the  work- 
shop, than  the  workshop  to  a  school."  "  The 
Real  SchuUn  of  Germany  are  found  dwarfing  to 
the  mind,  lessen  the  coltare  of  the  intellect,  and 
lead  to  materialism," 

We  should  therefore  teach  the  sciences 
which  are  applied  to  trades,  but  not  the 
trades  to  which  sciences  are  applied.  We 
should  aim,  not  at  work,  but  at  intelligence 
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|n  work.     The  Dutch  taught  scienoe  in  the 

)Tening  after  the  day's  work.     With  the 

^rench  the  Bcientific  studies  were  carried 

m  in  the  morning,  while  in  the  afternoon 

the  practical  part  of  the  work  was  learnt 

^n  the  different  workshops  in  Paris.    With 

regard  to  Germany  the  hon.  Member  for 

(anbury   (Mr.    Samuelson)   in   his   letter 

laid^ 

"  The  apprentioesbip  schools  themsclyes  which 
risiCed,  vith  the  exception  of  the  one  at  Crefeld, 
Irag  CD  a  languid  existence,  and  the  opinion  is  al- 
lost  universal  in  Germanj  that  for  all  trades,  ex- 
*pt  those  whoso  conditions  approach  to  that  of  an 
irt,  as  the  designing  and  weaving  of  complicated 
)attem8,  and  others  ofa  similar  kind,  the  true  ap- 
>rentioeship  is  in  the  workshop  or  factory." 

'he  first  thing  to  be  aToided  by  the  60- 
rernment  was  the  giving  of  special  instruc- 
tion, and  the  second  was  the  establishment 
)f  State  manufactories  in  order  to  encou- 
rage trade.  State  manufactories  would 
actually  stamp  out  and  crush  the  trade 
itself.  That  stood  to  reason,  because  a 
irivate  individual  with  his  limited  capital 
;ould  not  compete  with  the  State,  whoso 
capital  was  practically  infinite.  The  private 
individual  had  to  pay  for  failures  and  mis- 
takes, but  the  State  did  not  smart  under  its 
Failures.  That  was  seen  in  the  case  of  the 
Imanufactory  set  up  by  Louis  Quatorze 
lat   Sevres.      Sevres   now  stood   alone  in 

Vance.  The  example  of  Meissen  in  Saxony 
taught    the    same  lesson.     Meissen    and 
|S6vres  were  now  beaten  by  Minton.     The 
speech  made  by  the  lion.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  among  his  consti- 
tuents had  been  referred  to.    It  was  a  very 
sensible  speech.   He  said,  they  ought  not  to 
lestablish  central  technical  schools  in  Eng- 
lland.     They  were  all   very  well   abroad, 
Ibcing  all  of  a  piece  with  the  policy  pursued, 
where  nothing  was  done  by  private  enter- 
prize,  and   everything   was  done   by  the 
State.      Here,  on  the  contrary,  we  left  as 
I  much  as  possible  to  local  action,  and  were 
nealous  of  central  authority.   If  in  England 
Ithe  Government  was  to  begin  to  do  every- 
thing, what  would  become  of  their  Anglo- 
Saxon  independence?  It  would  soon  dwindle 
away  and  disappear.     But  it  was  said  that 
the  foreigner  had  technical  education  forced 
upon  him,   while  the  Englishman  groped 
his  way,  and  struggled  through  failure  to 
success.   True  ;  but  you  might  buy  central 
assistance  at  too  high  a  price.     History 
I  showed  that  the  highest  excellence  in  art 
might  exist  with  the  lowest  moral  degrada- 
tion.     Mere   beauty  of  design  could  not 
save  a  State  in  which  public  spirit  had 

tvaporated.     The  decadence  of  a  nation 
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would  not  be  stopped  by  graee  in  a  enp 
and  saucer.  If  the  want  really  existed, 
those  middle  classes  who  were  not  ignorant 
of  their  interests,  nor  too  poor  to  attain 
them,  would  surely  supply  it.  The  hoD. 
Member  for  Banbury  had  asked  him  a 
question  with  respect  to  the  new  Ifinate 
of  the  2lBt  of  December.  Two  classes 
of  scholarships  had  been  established  by 
it.  The  first  enabled  parents  to  keep 
their  children  at  the  elementary  tchooli 
longer  than  they  otherwise  would  ;  that 
had  already  been  applied  for  by  about 
twenty  schools  ;  next  came  the  Bcienee  and 
art  scholarship,  which  enabled  the  pupil 
to  go  away  from  his  own  neighbourhood 
to  a  College  where  he  would  study  in  the 
highest  walks  of  science.  The  first  of 
these  scholarships  was  procured  by  compe- 
tition among  the  children  at  any  elemen- 
tary school ;  one  scholarship  being  given 
for  every  100  children.  The  second 
was  reached  by  competition  among  the 
science  and  art  pupils.  And  thirdly,  ex- 
hibitions were  established  which  enabled 
students  to  proceed  for  three  years  to 
College.  Thus  the  Minute  provided  a  lad- 
der by  which  the  humblest  pupil  might 
reach  the  highest  possible  position  to  which 
education  could  help  a  man.  The  Minute 
had  been  in  operation  only  three  monthi« 
yet  its  introduction  had  already  been  fol- 
lowed by  results  which  promised  exceed- 
ingly well  for  the  future. 

Mr.  BAZLEY  wished  to  state,  with 
reference  to  what  liad  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Banbury  (Mr.  Samnelson) 
on  the  subject  of  London-made  watches, 
that  the  watch  he  held  in  his  hand  had 
kept  time  with  a  variation  of  only  two 
minutes  during  the  last  ten  months. 

Mr.  BHUCE  thought  the  House  should 
foci  much  obliged  to  the  noble  Lord  for 
his  careful  statement;    he  had   tonohed 
upon  many  topics  worthy  of  consideration, 
but  his  own  opinion  regarding  the  defects 
and  shortcomings  of  our  educational  sys- 
tem was  tliat  the  remedy  would  be  found 
j  in  measures  of  extreme  simplicity.     The 
I  simple  fact  was  that  our  elementary  schools 
i  were  insufficient  in  number  and  quality, 
!  and  that  the  want  of  good   elementary 
j  schools,  especially  those  of  a  supplemen- 
;  tary  kind,  formed  the  real  obstacle  to  the 
j  success  of  science  schools.     The  remedy 
!  would  be  found  in  the  improvement  of  our 
I  elementary  schools,  and  the  establishment 
;  of  what  the  Commissioners  had  recom- 
mended— namely,  schools  which  should  take 
up  the  education  of  pupils  after  they  had 
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done  with  the  elementary  sohools.  But 
he  was  conyinced  we  should  be  unable 
favourably  to  compare  this  country  in  point 
of  education  with  Switzerland  and  Prussia 
until  we  had  adopted  such  measures  as 
were  in  force  in  those  countries.  Mr. 
Matthew  Arnold  had  made  a  special  Re- 
port on  the  canton  of  Zurich,  which  he 
described  as  about  equal  in  population  to 
the  county  of  Leicester,  and,  presumably, 
not  superior  in  wealth.  The  people  of 
the  canton  were  notoriously  frugal,  looking 
to  the  material  prosperity  of  their  country 
as  much  as  any  people  in  Europe,  and  not 
likely  to  be  carried  away  by  enthusiasm. 
What  they  did,  it  might  be  presumed,  was 
done  because  tiiey  were  satisfied  it  would 
pay.  The  canton  had  a  University,  a 
veterinary  school,  a  school  of  agriculture, 
two  great  classical  schools,  and,  besides 
other  special  schools,  it  had  fifty-seven  se- 
condary and  865  primary  schools.  Many 
of  these  schools  Mr.  Arnold  declared  were 
among  the  best  in  Europe ;  then,  how  were 
these  results  obtained?  Zurich  devoted 
nearly  one-third  of  its  public  income  to 
education,  although  the  canton  possessed 
considerable  endowments,  and  the  parents 
paid  more  or  less  for  the  education  of 
their  children.  These  facts  might  serve 
to  show  that  in  any  attempt  to  give  effi- 
ciency to  any  new  educational  system,  we 
must  incur  a  considerable  outlay.  For  his 
part,  he  beb'eved  that  they  had  better 
make  up  their  minds  to  establish  a  system 
by  which  the  local  expenditure  should  be 
locally  raised  and  locally  supervised. 

Lord  JOHN"  MANNERS  said,  he  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  addressed  the  House  to  have 
drawn  an  unfavourable  contrast  between 
the  state  of  education  in  the  county  of 
Leicester  and  in  the  canton  of  Zurich.  But 
he  (Lord  John  Manners)  did  not  think  it 
was  fair  to  pick  out  the  county  of  Leices- 
ter for  the  purpose  of  that  comparison. 

Mr.  BRUCE  explained,  that  he  had 
merely  quoted  Mr.  Arnold's  comparison  of 
Zurich  with  Leicester  in  the  matter  of 
wealth  and  population. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  observed,  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  had  given  statistics 
to  show  Zurich's  efficiency  in  educational 
establishments ;  he  had  said  nothing  re- 
garding Leicestershire's,  and  his  remarks, 
unless  contradicted,  would  lead  the  public 
to  imagine  some  frightful  contrast  existed 
between  the  state  of  education  in  Leices- 
tershire and  Zurich.  ['*  No !"]  Now,  he 
•hoold  state  that,  as  fiu:  as  he  was  aware, 


there  was  nothing  to  justify  such  an  im* 
putation.  There  was  one  manufacturing 
town — ^namely,  Loughborough-— in  that 
portion  of  Leicestershire  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  there  was  no  other  town  in  Eng- 
land, or  even  in  the  canton  of  Zurich, 
which  was  better  supplied  with  schools 
for  the  purpose  of  both  primary  and  the 
higher  branches  of  education. 

Mr.  HENLEY  remarked  that  of  all 
the  strange  things  which  had  happened 
during  the  last  two  or  three  years  nothing 
was  more  strange  than  the  sudden  dis- 
covery which  some  persons  appeared  to 
have  made  of  what  they  called  the  ex- 
treme ignorance  of  our  working  classes^ 
and  more  especially  of  our  artizan  class. 
The  strange  statements  he  had  come  across 
during  the  last  few  months  had  caused 
him  ti^e  greatest  surprise.  Not  three  years 
ago  a  sort  of  general  triumph  was  going 
on  in  the  country  over  the  singtilar  pro- 
gress of  our  people,  and  we  were  called 
on  to  rejoice  in  the  marvellous  growth  of 
intelligence  observable  in  the  working  man. 
This  progress  was  so  great  that  the  wealth 
of  the  nation  had  been  doubled  in  twenty 
years ;  and  what  had  produced  this  ?  llie 
skill  of  those  very  men  whom  it  had  been 
the  pleasure  of  some  persons  during  the 
last  year  or  two  to  call  all  manner  of 
names,  in  some  cases  hardly  respectful. 
That  increase  of  wealth  which  had  been 
pointed  to  with  so  much  pride  had  been 
created  by  those  very  men  who,  in  his 
humble  judgment,  had  not  received  their 
fair  share  of  it.  He  might  be  right  or 
wrong;  but  he  thought  it  remarkable  that 
they  had  heard  nothing  of  this  extraordi- 
nary ignorance  both  of  masters  and  men, 
for  the  masters  were  not  spared  by  many 
persons,  until  a  kind  of  stoppage  came  in 
the  great  race  of  prosperity  which  we  were 
running.  As  a  looker-on  he  had  read  in 
the  papers  reports  by  those  who  had  been 
about  the  Continent  collecting  information 
on  the  subject,  and  in  every  such  report 
it  came  out,  as  if  in  a  postscript,  that 
those  highly- educated  and  technically-edu- 
cated workmen  abroad  always  worked 
longer  hours  for  less  money  than  their 
ignorant  English  competitors.  Whether 
it  was  desired  to  reduce  English  workmen 
to  long  hours  and  short  pay  he  did  not 
know;  but  that,  as  far  as  he  had  read, 
was  the  state  of  things  on  the  Continent 
under  the  system  so  much  commended. 
One  gentleman  of  the  name  of  MundeUa, 
who  gave  an  account  of  what  he  had  seen 
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|t  some  place  in  Germany,  after  having 
lluded  to  the  vast  number  of  the  work- 
ten  employed,  added  that  to  be  sure  many 
|f  them  were  without  shoes  or  stockings. 
Tow  it  might  be  that  some  of  our  fellow- 
>untrymen  expended  a  portion  of  their 
irnings  in  clothing  themselves  and  their 
imilies  instead  of  applying  it  to  the  pur- 
poses of  technical  education  ;  and  if  they 
fid  so  he  thought  the  fact  was  ver>'  much 
their  credit.  He  was  glad  that  the  noble 
>rd  had  agreed  to  grant  a  Committee  on 
lis  subject.     His  own  opinion  was  that 
If  they  would  give  the  people  of  this  conn- 
|ry  a  good  elementary  education  those  who 
Lad  better  heads  than  others  would  get 
|he  scientific  education  that  would  enable 
lem  to  lift  themselves  out  of  the  crowd, 
lut  they  could  not  make  seamen  except 
jpon  the  sea,  and  they  could  not  make 
[kiUed  workmen  except  in  a  workshop, 
hey  would  only  deceive  themselves  if 
|hey  thought  they  could  train  English 
workmen  in  schools  to  be  better  workmen 
lan  they  now  were.    He  should  wish  to 
lee  them  become  better  workmen  if  pos- 
|ible,  because  if  they  were  better  work- 
men they  would  be  better  citizens.     But 
if  all  those  who  had  talked  about  foreign 
Competition  abroad,  not  one  had  asserted 
[hat  any  particular  process  had  been  exe- 
cuted by  a  number  of  foreign  workmen 
)ecause  they  had  been  technically  edu- 
cated.    It  leaked  out  in  all  these  cases 
mat  these  men  had  worked  longer  hours 
[or  less  money  than  our  own  workmen. 
?hat  might  be  the  secret  of  the  competi- 
[ion   for  anything  ho   knew.      The  hon. 
Tember  for  Banbury  (Mr.  Samuelson)  said 
Something  about  these  people  abroad  giving 
;reat  attention  to  small  economies.    It  ap- 
)eared  that  he  thought  our  English  work- 
men quite  above  these  small  economies, 
'liey  could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  vast 
race  which  this  country  had  been  running 
for   twenty   years,   in  which  men  with 
loney  and  men  without  money,  but  with 
credit,  had  run  into  all   sorts  of  trades, 
their  object  being  to  find  men  who  knew 
that  which  they  themselves  did  not  know. 
[t  was  not  possible  that  these  men  should 
ind  all  that  they  wanted  in  that  direc- 
tion.    It  was,  however,  marvellous  to  see 
the   extension   of   manufactures  in   this 
5ountry  during  the  last  twenty  years,  to 
:now  how  the  workmen  had  been  found, 
low  they  had  adapted  themselves  to  the 
lew  state  of  things,  and  to  see  the  wealth 
that  they  had  created.     Notwithstanding 
^he  wealth  these  men  had  created  and 
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the  sanitary  improvements  that  had  been 
made,  it  was  lamentable  to  think  of  the 
frightful  death-rate  where  large  namben 
of  the  people  were  gathered  together.  For 
the  last  twenty  years  there  had  hardly 
been  in  such  cases  any  decrease  of  the 
death-rate.  That  was  a  most  serious  thing 
for  their  consideration.  These  men  had 
been  stimulated  by  considerable  wages  to 
create  an  amount  of  produce  and  wealth 
that  was  almost  unparalleled,  and  it  was 
astonishing  how  the  demands  of  the  world 
had  been  supplied.  These  men,  too,  who 
were  so  ignorant,  were  sent  for  all  over 
the  world  to  teach  these  "  highly-educated 
people  abroad."  He  was  anxious  that 
every  means  should  be  taken  to  improve 
the  education  and  condition  of  every  class; 
but  there  was  something  at  the  bottom  of 
this  cry  about  the  ignorance  of  our  work- 
people which  had  been  raised  during  the 
last  two  years  which  he  could  not  exactly 
see  or  understand.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Merth3'r  (Mr. 
Bruce)  talked  about  the  agricultursd  schools 
of  Zurich,  but  where,  he  (Mr.  Henley) 
asked,  was  agriculture  in  a  more  advanced 
state  than  in  England  ?  Where  was  land 
to  be  found  of  tho  same  fertility  which 
produced  a  greater  amount  of  produce? 
Calling  men  hard  names  was  not  a  ready 
way  to  draw  them,  and  without  they  had 
the  people  with  them  it  was  useless  to 
attempt  anything  for  their  benefit;  but 
he  was  sorry  to  say  that  during  the  last 
few  years  too  many  hard  names  had  been 
applied  to  many  of  our  fellow-countrymen. 
These  artizans  had  certainly  not  had  a 
fair  share  of  that  wealth  which  they  had 
helped  to  create.  It  was  only  about  a 
year  and  a  half  ago,  in  connection  with 
the  iron  trade  at  the  East  End,  they  heard 
they  must  meet  tho  "world's  wages." 
Some  gentlemen  went  over  to  Belgium, 
and  they  published  a  string  of  figures. 
They  said  that  things  were  cheaper  in 
Belgium  but  that  the  work  was  not  so 
good.  He  had  never  seen  that  the  foreign 
workman,  man  for  man,  could  turn  out 
more  work  by  the  same  process  than  the 
English  workman.  But  the  masters  got 
the  work  done  for  less  money.  He  doubted 
whether,  man  for  man,  our  men  would 
not  work  the  foreigners'  heads  off.  He 
could  only  say  that  he  never  saw  them 
put  to  anything  that  they  did  not  do  it. 

Mk.  T.  T.  PAGET  merely  rose  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
(Mr.  Bruce),  in  the  remarks  he  made,  cUd 
not  convey  to  his  mind  the  idea  tha^  he 
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intended  to  cast  any  slur  npon  Leicester- 
shire. That  right  hon.  Gentleman  merely 
drew  a  comparison  between  the  position 
of  the  canton  of  Zurich  and  that  of  the 
county  of  Leicester,  as  affirmative  of  the 
advantages  which  might  be  derived  in 
the  case  of  that  county  from  the  adoption 
of  a  system  of  education  which  he  was 
known  so  warmly  to  advocate,  and  of 
which  he  (Mr.  Paget)  was  a  warm  sup- 
porter.  He  was  not  an  advocate  of  all 
that  which  was  called  technical  education, 
because  he  thought  that  it  was  in  some 
measure  a  work  of  supererogation.  Such 
was  the  opinion  he  entertained  of  the  skill 
and  knowledge  possessed  by  the  British 
workmen,  that  he  had  no  fear  that  they 
would  not  be  able  to  compete  with  the 
workmen  of  any  country  in  Europe,  if 
only  they  received  the  elementary  educa- 
tion which  would  be  afforded  them  by  the 
scheme  propounded  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr.  He  did  not  believe 
that  his  native  country  was  behind  other 
counties  in  regard  to  education;  but  he 
believed  that  the  present  system  of  edu- 
cation might  be  greatly  extended  and 
ameliorated.  Much  knowledge  on  the  sub- 
ject, no  doubt,  might  be  obtained  from 
our  Continental  neighbours,  and  with  a 
compulsory  rate,  great  advantages  would 
result. 

Mb.  AGLAND,  after  pointing  out  that 
farmers  were  the  only  class  who  had  pro- 
secuted technical  education  for  the  last 
twenty  years,  remarked,  that  the  farmer 
and  the  manufacturing  implement  maker, 
the  engineers  and  the  manufacturers  very 
well  understood  their  own  business — 
namely,  how  to  make  money ;  but  he  was 
convinced  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
merely  the  art  of  money  making  would 
not  enable  this  country  to  hold  its  posi- 
tion. In  addition  to  capital  and  skill  it 
had  become  necessary  to  diffuse  amongst 
their  workmen  a  sound  scientific  know- 
ledge. He  was  of  opinion  that  next  to  a 
good  general  education  a  knowledge  of 
mathematics  lay  at  the  foundation  of  the 
manufacturing  prosperity  of  this  country. 
In  three  Registrar  General's  divisions  lying 
on  the  coal  field  from  Bristol  to  the  north 
of  Yorkshire  there  were  7,000,000  inhabi- 
tants, and  instead  of  there  being,  according 
to  calculations  which  had  been  made,  about 
70,000  boys  in  the  public  schools  of  that 
district  learning  matiiematics,  there  were 
only  2,098,  while  the  entire  number  learn- 
ing natural  science,  such  as  it  was,  was 
oidy  I9OO9.    The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 


(Mr.  Baines)  had  cast  some  blame  on  the 
Universities  for  not  doing  their  part ;  but 
he  had  reason  to  know  that  immense 
efforts  were  making  in  the  University  of 
Oxford  for  the  express  purpose  of  enabling 
it  to  take  its  proper  place  in  this  country 
in  teaching  the  general  principles  of  science 
to  all  comers ;  and  at  the  present  time  that 
University  was  spending  £10,000  on  a 
department  of  natural  philosophy,  limited 
strictly  to  the  subject  of  physics.  He  be- 
lieved Cambridge  was  equally  alive  to  the 
importance  of  scientific  teaching. 

Mr.  SAMUELSON,  in  replying,  said, 
he  was  glad  the  noble  Lord  had  acceded 
to  the  inquiry  he  had  proposed.  With 
regard  to  the  introduction  of  workshops 
into  schools,  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  Bazley)  had  supposed 
that  he  favoured,  he  had  never  contem- 
plated any  such  plan,  which  was  being 
gradually  abandoned  in  the  Continental 
schools.  As  to  Grants  for  middle-class 
education,  he  had  not  proposed  the  intro- 
duction of  the  system,  as  the  noble  Lord 
appeared  to  think,  for,  in  point  of  fact, 
such  Grants  were  already  made  in  several 
cases—as,  for  instance,  to  the  School  of 
Chemistry  and  the  School  of  Mines,  and  a 
contribution  towards  the  endowment  of  a 
chair  of  engineering  had  been  promised  to 
Edinburgh ;  but  he  regarded  it  as  a  proper 
subject  for  inquiry  whether  grants  of  this 
kind  should  be  continued  or  increased. 
As  to  extended  hours  of  labour,  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Henley)  in  deprecating  that  system, 
believing  that  such  labour  was  in  the  end 
the  most  expensive. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  appcinted,  "to  inquire  into 
the  provisions  for  giving  instruction  in  theoretical 
and  applied  Science  to  the  Industrial  Classes." — 
{Mr,  Samuelton.) 

And,  on  March  27»  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Mr.  Aclakd,  Mr.  Akbotd,  Mr.  Baonall, 
Mr.  Bazlst,  Mr.  Hxkbt  Austin  Bruob,  Mr. 
Bbbcboft,  Ijord  Fbbdbbio  Catbkoish,  Mr.  Dixoir, 
Mr.  Gratbs,  Mr.  Gbboobt,  Mr.  Thomas  Huohbs, 
Sir  Charlbs  LAirroir,  Mr.  M'Laoan,  Lord  Robbbt 
MoNTAOU,  Mr.  Edmund  Pottbr,  Mr.  Powbll,  Mr. 
Rbad,  and  Mr.  Samublson  : — Power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records;  Fi?e  to  be  the 
quoram. 
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)ST  HORSE  AND  GARRUGE  LICENCES 
{DUTIES,  AND  HACKNEY  CARRIAGE 
I  DUTIES. 

XOTIOir  TOB  A  GOXXITTEE. 

Aots  relating  thereto  read — 

Mb.  Aldxbxav  LAWRENCE  said,  that 
proposing  a  large  reduction  in  these 
[es  on   locomotion,   and  that  a  great 
lange  should  be  made  in  the  mode  of 
larging,  and  in  the  manner  of  collecting 
tesc  duties,  he  was  aware  that  he  was 
msidered  by  some  to  be  infringing  to  a 
)rtain  extent  upon  the  prerogative  of 
le  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  doubts 
lying  been  expressed  whether  any  Mem- 
)r  who  was  not  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
[as  competent  to  move  such  a  Resolution. 
Le  could  assure  the  House,  however,  that 
should  confine  his  Motion  within  Par- 
jamentary  rules  and  regulations.      The 
[OS  to  which  his  Motion  referred  were 
)vied  most  unfairly  and  unequally;  were 
>llected  at   great  expense  to    the  He- 
mue,  and  involved  a  considerable  loss  of 
\me,  labour,  and  money  to  the  parties 
rhom  they  affected ;  and  acted  as  restric- 
^ons  opposed  to  the  first  principles  of  Free 
le,  being  alike  injurious  to  the  trader 
id  the  public.     The  House,  and  possibly 
le  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself, 
light  be  surprised  to  hear  that  these  taxes 
rcre  levied  in  five  distinct  ways,  formed 
Ive  distinct  items  of  account  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  public  Revenue,  and,  more  ex- 
raordinary  still,  were  paid  on  thirty  diflb- 
mt  occasions  in  each  year,  some  at  one 
|lace  and  some  at  another.     For  instance, 
the  same  person  were  the  proprietor  of 
omnibus,  a  cab,  and  a  brougham,  let 
)r  hire  in  London,  he  would  have  to  pay 
Lve  distinct  duties,  and  to  make  the  pay- 
ments in  two  separate  places  in  the  me- 
'opolis   at  thirty  different  times  every 
^ear.     The  only  wonder  was  that  the  sys- 
>m  had  lasted  so  long,  and  that  the  busi- 
iess  of  locomotion  continued  to  be  sub- 
icted  to  such  exceptional  imposts.     The 
|tage  coach  and  omnibus  mileage  duty  was 
ivied  at  a  uniform  rate  of  a  farthing  per 
die  throughout  England,  Wales,  and  Scot- 
land, and  in  the  metropolis  the  duty  was 
>aid  monthly  at  Somerset  House.     The 
imount  of  duty  was  the  same  whether  the 
imnibus   was  drawn   bv  one  horse  and 
arried  eight  passengers,  or  was  drawn  by 
wo  horses  and  carried  twenty-five  pas- 
sengers, or  was  drawn  by  three  or  four 
)r8es  and   carried    thirty-five    or  forty 
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passengers.     The   annnal   licence   doty, 
levied  on  stage  coaches  and  omnibases,  in 
addition  to  the  mileage  duty,  presented 
this  difference,  that  three  guineas  were 
charged  for  those  drawn  by  two  or  more 
horses,  and  10«.  only  on  those  drawn  by 
one  horse  and  not  carrying  more  than  eight 
passengers.  The  licence  duty  was  paid  an- 
nually in  the  first  week  in  November ;  bat 
the  mileage  duty  was  paid  monthly,  the  pro- 
prietors being  compelled  to  send  in  monthly 
returns  of  the  licence  number  on  eaxSi 
omnibus  belonging  to  them,  the  nnmber  of 
journeys  run  by  each  on  every  day  daring 
the  month,  the  number  of  miles  of  each 
journey,  the  total  number  of  miles  and  the 
amount  of  duty.     Hon.  Members  might 
have  observed  men  at  different  oomera  of 
the  streets  in  the  metropolis  taking  down 
upon  slips  of  paper  the  number  on  the 
plate  of  each  vehicle  as  it  passed ;  these 
slips  were  sent  in  daily  or  weekly  to 
Somerset  House,  to  check  the  retams  of 
the  omnibus  proprietors ;  and  the  cost  of 
the  ten  or  fifteen  stations  where  these  men 
took  their  stand  was  something  like  £1,500 
or  £2,000  a  year.    It  followed,  from  what 
he  had  already  stated,  that  the  omnibus 
proprietors  or  their  agents  in  the  metro- 
polis had  to  attend  at  Somerset  House  and 
make  payments  thirteen  times  a  year  for 
the  duties.    Throughout  the  country  eight 
payments  sufficed ;  but  the  House  could 
imagine  the  amount  of  labour  involved  in 
furnishing    and   checking   these   returns. 
Ireland  he  excepted  from  the  calculation 
altogether,  because  the  system  there  was 
not  identical  with  that  prevailing  in  Great 
Britain.     The  post  horse  and  carriage  li- 
cence duties  were  levied  differently  in  the 
country  and  in  the  metropolis.     Hackney 
carriages,  cabs  and  flys  plying  for  hire  in 
the  public  streets  were  taxed  under  these 
duties  in  every  city  and  town  throughout 
Great  Britain,  with  the  single  exception 
of  London.     These  duties  were  levied  on 
an  entirely  wrong  principle  of  tasiation, 
and  one  which  aggravated  the  difference 
between  the  man  of  capital  and  the  man 
of  small  means.     Although  an  alteration 
was  made  in  the  scalo  of  duties  in  1866, 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South   Lancashire,   which   somewhat 
mitigated  the  evil,  yet  the  evil  still  ex- 
isted,  because    the    larger    the   business 
carried  on  the  less  in  proportion  was  the 
duty  paid.     For  example,  under  the  pre- 
sent scale  of  duties,  the  proprietor  of  one 
horse  and  one  carriage  paid  £5  per  annum; 
of  twenty  horses  and  fifteen  carriages,  £70 
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per  annum ;  and  of  fiftj  horses  and  twenty- 
five  carriages,  £100  per  annum.  These 
duties  were  paid  differently  from  the  stage- 
coach and  omnibus  mileage  duty,  being 
paid  once  a  quarter  or  four  times  a  year 
in  advance  at  the  nearest  district  office 
of  the  Inland  Bevenue,  each  proprietor 
making  a  return  of  the  number  of  horses 
and  carriages  which  he  employed.  Then 
with  respect  to  cab  duties,  the  grievance 
here  was  still  greater.  The  proprietor  of 
cabs  at  Liverpool,  Edinburgh,  Birmingham, 
Brighton,  and  other  places  paid  the  post 
horse  duty,  the  charge  for  which  com- 
menced at  £5  for  one  carriage,  and  dimi- 
nished on  each  additional  carriage  in  pro- 
portion to  the  number  kept.  But  in  Lon- 
don the  proprietor  of  one  cab  had  to  pay 
£19  5<.  per  annum,  and  the  like  sum  for  each 
additional  cab.  This  was  enormous.  That 
the  system  should  have  lasted  so  long  was 
most  extraordinary !  It  was  true  that  if 
he  used  it  only  six  days  in  the  week  he 
paid  only  £16  ld«.  But  compare  this 
amount  with  the  sum  paid  in  other  towns. 
In  the  metropolis  there  were  proprietors 
who  had  as  many  as  fifty  cabs,  and  they  had 
exacted  from  them  fifty  times  the  charge 
of  one  cab.  This  was  altogether  a  different 
principle  from  that  of  the  post  horse  duty 
prevailing  in  the  country.  So  that  the 
proprietor  of  fifty  cabs  in  London  had  to 
pay  the  enormous  duty  of  £962  lOs,  per 
annum,  while  the  proprietor  of  fifty  cabs 
at  Liverpool,  Edinburgh,  Brighton,  &c., 
had  to  pay  only  £170  per  annum.  The 
complaint  was  often  heard  that  the  me- 
tropolis was  not  supplied  with  vehicles 
as  it  ought  to  be,  and  that  the  London 
cabs  were  not  equal  to  those  of  Bir- 
mingham or  Manchester  and  other  Eng- 
lish towns,  and  compared  most  unfa- 
vourably with  those  of  Continental  cities. 
But  it  should  be  remembered  that  in  Lon- 
don the  highest  possible  duty  was  exacted, 
and  the  lowest  fare  awarded,  the  fares 
being  much  less  in  London  than  in  any 
other  city  or  town.  It  was  perfectly 
dear  that  between  the  two  a  very  good 
article  could  not  be  supplied.  The  duty 
was  originally  imposed  as  a  war  duty,  and 
hackney  carriages  and  sedan  chairs  in  Lon- 
don were  taxed  at  the  same  time,  when 
there  were  only  800  hackney  carriages  and 
300  sedan  chairs  :  it  was  made  a  security 
for  a  loan,  and  its  duration  was  limited  to 
thirty-two  years;  but  it  had  not  been 
taken  off  when  the  war  had  ceased,  and 
had  been  allowed  still  to  continue,  to  the 
great  disadvantage  of  the  public.     The 


stage  carriage  duties  and  the  post  horse 
duties  were  originally  imposed  in  1779, 
the  largest  amount  received  firom  them 
being  in  the  year  1836,  when  £524,500 
was  received  for  stage  carriage  duties,  and 
£266,500  for  post  horse  duties.  The 
metropolis  had  submitted  to  those  large 
taxes,  because  neither  the  public  nor  the 
cab  proprietors  were  aware  that  they  were 
paying  so  much  in  excess  of  what  was 
paid  in  other  towns,  and  he  believed  that 
even  many  Members  of  that  House  were 
not  aware  of  the  difference.  It  might  be 
asked  why  were  there  so  many  cabs  if  they 
did  not  pay  ?  But  it  was  well  known 
that  they  were  starving  the  cabmen  out, 
and  it  would  be  seen  from  the  Eetums 
issued  at  Somerset  House  that  in  April, 
1867,  the  number  of  cabs  in  the  metro- 
polis had  diminished  by  304,  and  there 
had  been  a  further  diminution  of  500  this 
year,  and  the  number  was  still  decreasing. 
It  was  all  one  trade  whether  cabs  or  omni- 
buses were  employed,  or  post  horses  and 
carriages  were  let  for  hire,  and  why,  then, 
was  there  such  a  difference  made  in  the 
amount  of  duty  and  the  mode  of  paying 
it  ?  How  did  the  cab  proprietors  pay  the 
duty  ?  Once  a  year  they  had  to  pay  the 
licence  duty  of  £1  for  each  cab,  which 
was  due  on  the  1st  of  January,  and  must 
be  paid  before  the  end  of  March  in  each 
year;  they  had  to  pay  the  remainder  of 
the  duty  at  Somerset  House  monthly. 
In  this  metropolis,  there  were  2,000 
cab  proprietors,  of  whom  1,400  owned 
only  a  single  cab,  and  from  the  first  Mon- 
day to  the  first  Friday  in  each  month  the 
duty  was  received  at  Somerset  House. 
There  the  men  went  in  droves,  and,  al- 
though great  improvements  had  been  made 
in  the  mode  of  receiving  the  duty,  yet  it 
was  well  known  that  they  were  often 
obliged  to  wait  one,  two,  or  even  three 
hours  before  they  were  able  to  pay  it. 
The  loss  of  time  incurred  in  that  way 
might  be  taken  as  equivalent  to  a  loss  of 
28.  6d,  on  each  occasion,  and  if,  from  sick- 
ness or  any  other  cause,  a  cab  proprietor 
was  not  able  to  pay  the  duty  between  the 
first  Monday  of  the  month  and  the  Friday 
following,  immediately  on  the  Saturday  a 
summons  was  issued  by  a  solicitor  in  Chan- 
cery Lane,  and  he  had  to  go  and  pay  that 
gentleman  a  fine  of  lOs.  and  make  arrange- 
ments for  paying  the  duty  within  a  certain 
limited  time.  The  cab  proprietors  were 
supplied  with  fi'esh  licence  number  plates 
from  Somerset  House  every  three  years, 
and  on  additional  plate,  with  a  different 


191 


Po9t  Bofu  and 


{COUHONS)   Carriage  LicmmlhtlUi,^.  IM 


number,  was  affixed  to  each  cab  by  the 
police,  certifying  that  it  was  fit  for  public 
use.  A  saving  of  expense  might  be  effected 
here.  Now,  the  suggestion  he  would  make 
I  was  this^that  all  the  present  taxes  should 
be  abrogated  and  the  restrictions  removed, 
and  in  lien  thereof  an  annual  licence  duty, 
similar  to  the  duty  so  successfully  imposed 
upon  dogs,  should  be  levied*  payable  in 
one  sum  in  advance.     By  this  arrange- 
ment a  great  boon  would  be  conferred 
upon  the  proprietors  of  public  vehicles 
and  the  public,  and  a  large  saving  would 
I  be  effected  in  the  heavy  expenses  now  in- 
curred in  the  collection  of  these  taxes.  He 
would  suggest  that  an  annual  licence  duty 
I  of  £1  should  be  levied  upon  each  horse, 
whether  it  was  used  to  draw  a  cab,  an 
omnibus,  or  a  brougham  let  for  hire  ;  and 
that  an  annual  licence  duty  of  £2  should 
be  levied  upon  each  vehicle,  whether  it 
{was  a  cab,  an  omnibus,  or  a  brougham  or 
other  carriage  let  for  hire,  and  drawn  by 
lone  or  more  horses.     The  London  cab  pro- 
prietors required  five  horses  for  two  cabs, 
I  so  that  the  tax  would  amount  to  £4  1  Os. 
annually  upon  each  cab,  instead  of  the 
I  present  duty  of  £19  5s,   As  to  omnibuses, 
which  required  ten  horses,   £1   for  each 
horse  and  £2  for  the  vehicle  would  give 
£12  for  each  omnibus  in  London,  instead 
of  the  present  duty  of  £24  per  annum  ; 
and    the    same   ratio   would   hold   good 
throughout  the  country.     As  to  horses 
and    carriages   charged   under    the   post 
horse  duty,  one  horse  and  one   carriage 
would  pay  a  duty  of  £3  per  annum,  in- 
stead of  £5,  and  three  horses  and  two 
carriages  would  pay  £7  per  annum,  in- 
stead of  £10  as  at  present.     The  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Eevenue,  in  their  tenth 
Report,  pointed  out,  in  reference  to  the 
post  horse  duty,  that  the  circumstances 
of  the  times  had  completely  changed  since 
1779,  when  this  duty  was  first  imposed, 
and  that  the  incidence  of  a  burthen  origi- 
nally borne  exclusively  by  the  wealthiest 
classes  has  been  shifted  to  those  who  were 
formerly  exempt  from  it.    The  people  who 
are  most  affected  by  this  tax  are  those  who 
hire  carriages,  because  they  cannot  afford 
to  keep  their  own  ;  and  the  posting  busi- 
ness in  the  old  form  has  almost  entirely 
disappeared.     Jobmasters  in  London  and 
in  the  great  provincial  towns,  and  owners 
of  flys  which  ply  in  the  streets  of  those 
towns  and  at  the  railway  stations  are  those 
who  are  primarily  charged  with  the  tax, 
and  if  the  removal  of  it  should  not  cause 
much  reduction  in  the  cost  of  hired  car- 
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riages,  it  would  undoubtedly  afford  more 
accommodation  to  the  public  by  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  such   conveyances — 
especially  at  small  railway  stations  in  the 
country.     The  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  also   state,  that  the  reduction 
which  had  now  been  made  in  the  stage 
carriage   duty  was  only  a  step   towards 
placing  it  on  the  same  footing  as  the  rail- 
way duty,  and  that  the  present  tax  of 
id.  per  mile  on  omnibuses  was  nearly 
twice  their  share  of  taxation  at  the  same 
rate  as  the  railways.     The  Commiasionen 
were  of  opinion  that  the  time  must  oome 
when  the  subject  would  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration.    The  one  great  advantage  of 
placing  the  duty  in  the  form  in  which  he 
(Alderman   Lawrence)  had  recommended 
would  be  the  abolition  of  all  restrictions 
whatever,  thus  enabling  the  proprietors  of 
horses  and  carriages  to  use  them  in  any 
manner  they  pleased.     It  would  enable  a 
tradesman  in  a  small  town,  by  paying  £3 
a  year  duty,  to  keep  a  horse  and  a  wag- 
gonette, which  he  might  use  to  carry  pas- 
sengers to  and  from  the  nearest  railway 
station  on  market  days,  and  also  to  let 
out  the  vehicle  for  hire  when  required. 
If  he  were  to  do  this  at  the  present  time, 
he  would  have  to  take  out  two  separate 
licences  and  pay  two  different  duties.    He 
would  now  state  what  the  difference  would 
be  in  the  receipts  under  the  present  sys- 
tem and  those  which  might  be  expected 
if  his  plan  were  adopted.     He  had  been 
unable  to  obtain  from  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue  an  ex- 
act account  of  the  duties  received  in  1867  ; 
but  a  Return  moved  for  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Razley) 
gave  the  figures.  For  the  year  ended  3 1st  of 
March,  1867,  the  hackney  carriage  duties 
and  licences  amounted  to  £113,0U0  ;    the 
stage  coach  and  omnibus  mileage  duty  and 
licence  duties,  and  the  supplementary  and 
occasional  licences,  to  £74,200  ;  the  post- 
masters*  and   jobmasters'   licence   duties 
to  £141,400  ;    and   the  drivers'  licences 
to  £3,300— making  a  total  of  £331,900. 
The  higher   duties  bad  not  all  expired 
in  1867.     For  1868,  ho  was  oblig^  to 
make  an  approximate  estimate;  but  one 
which,  he  believed,  would  be  found  tolera- 
bly accurate.    He  estimated  that  the  total 
amount  of  the  duties  for  the  year  ending 
31st  of  March,  1868,  would  be  £294,000, 
consisting    of   hackney    carriage    duties, 
£104,500  ;  stage  coach  and  omnibus  mile- 
age duty,  and  licence  duties,  and  supple- 
mental and  occasional  duties,  £46,500; 
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postmaBterB*  and  jobmasters*  £140,000  ; 
drivers,  £3,000.  The  change  be  suggested 
would  cause  a  loss  to  the  Revenue  of  about 
£120.000  or  £125,000  ;   but  from  this 
must  be  deducted  the  saving  that  would 
result  from  the  reduction  of  the  staff  kept 
at  Somerset  House  and  throughout  the 
country  in  consequence  of  the  existing 
system,  and  also  the  saving  arising  from 
the  abolition  of   the  ten  or  fifteen  sta- 
tions in  the  metropolis  for  checking  the 
omnibus  duties.     He  was  afraid  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  while  not 
disputing  his  facts  or  denying  that  a  change 
would  be  desirable,  might  plead  the  Abys- 
sinian War,  and  the  fact  that  other  taxes 
were  falling  in  amount.     !Now,  he  could 
not  agree  in  the  doctrine  which  had  been 
laid  down  this  evening — namely,  that  no 
re-adjustment    of   taxation    should    take 
place  except  when  there  was  a  surplus  ; 
because  if  that  proposition  were  true,  no 
burdens  ought  to  be  lightened  till  we  had 
paid  off  the  National  Debt.    Then,  as  to 
Abyssinia,   since  our  expenditure,  there 
was  by  millions  and  additional  taxation 
had  to  be  imposed,  whether  an  additional 
sum   of  £100,000  had   to   be  raised  or 
not,  could  make  no  appreciable  difference. 
But  he   (Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence)  was 
able  to  suggest  a  plan  by  which,  if  the 
trade  were  thrown  open,  the  He  venue  for 
the  year  ending  the  31st  of  March,  1869, 
would  gain  instead  of  lose  by  the  change. 
Supposing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were  to  fix 
the  alteration  to  take  place  on  the  Ist  of 
October  next  (the  time  when  the  present 
stage  coach  and  omnibus  licences  are  re- 
newable), and  that  the  proposed  annual 
licence  duties  of  £1  per  horse  and  £2  per 
Tehicle  should  then  become  payable,  he 
would  receive  before  the  31st  of  March, 
1869,  the  following  sums '.^-namely,  six 
months'  duty  on  hackney  carriages  to  the 
1st  of  October,  1868,  £50,000,  and  arrears, 
£4,000  ;   six  months'  stage  coach  duty, 
£18,000,  and  arrears,  £6,000 ;    supple- 
mentary and  occasional  duties,  £2,000; 
postmasters    and    jobmasters,    £70,000, 
and  arrears,  £1,000;   making  a  total  of 
£151,000.     The  new  duties  payable  on 
the  1st  of  October,  1868,  may  be  estimated 
as  follows :  Hackney  carriages  (say  7,000), 
amount  of  duty,  £31,500;   stage  coaches 
and  omnibuses,  £22,500;  postmasters  and 
jobmasters,  £  1 1 0,000 ;  total  amount  of  new 
duties,  £164,000;   making,  with  the  six 
months'  old  duties  of  £151,000,  a  total 
amount  receivable  before  the  31st  of  March, 
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1869,  of  £315,000,  being  a  gain  to  the 
Revenue  over  the  amount  received  for 
these  duties  in  1868  of  £21,000.  In  ad- 
dition to  this,  there  would  be  the  saving 
in  the  cost  of  the  collection  for  the  last  six 
months  of  the  year.  He  would  not  give 
the  House  the  trouble  of  dividing;  but 
would  move  that  the  House  do  resolye 
itself  into  Committee  to  consider  the  taxes 
on  locomotion,  with  a  view  to  their  being 
revised,  reduced,  and  equalized. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  the  said 
Acts." — {Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence,) 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that,  in  1861,  he 
presided  over  a  Committee  which  inyesti- 
gated  the  subject  of  hackney  carriages. 
The  tax  on  these  was  originally  a  local  tax, 
for  the  repair  of  roads  in  the  metropolis  ; 
but  it  was  found  so  profitable  that  it  was 
transferred  into  the  national  Exchequer. 
There  it  had  ever  since  remained.  After 
the  Committee  reported  deputations  waited 
on  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire),  who  intimated  that  it 
was  desirable  to  re- consider  the  whole  of 
the  taxes  on  locomotion.  The  present 
Prime  Minister,  when  addressing  the 
House  on  the  question  of  finance,  recog- 
nized that  principle,  and  stated  that  as 
soon  as  the  state  of  the  finances  of  the 
country  permitted,  he  would  consider  the 
matter  with  a  view  to  the  abrogation  of 
the  present  system.  He  was  sorry  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  not  contented  himself 
with  urging  these  general  views;  and  that 
he  should,  instead  of  insisting  upon  the 
total  remission  of  these  taxes,  have  antici- 
pated the  functions  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  proposed  a  sort  of 
equinal  Budget.  It  would  be  a  great  mis- 
fortune if  the  Government  should  under- 
take to  re-adjust  these  taxes  on  the  scheme 
which  had  been  suggested,  instead  of  ap- 
plying themselves  to  their  total  remission. 
Instead  of  being  able  to  repeal  taxes  on 
horses  and  carriages  in  this  country,  we 
were  driving  mules  and  carriages  in  Abys- 
sinia. He  was  afraid  it  was  hopeless  to  ask 
the  Government  to  pursue  the  settled  policy 
of  the  House,  and  to  re-consider  the  whole 
of  the  taxes  on  locomotion.  However,  at 
present  he  should  oppose  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject. 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER had  already  touched  upon  this 
question,  and  had  said  he  thought  it  would 
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highly  desirable,  when  a  convenient 

Ipportunity  arose,  to  coosider  the  whole 

luestion  of  taxes  on  locomotion,  and  he 

iw   no  reason  to  change  this  opinion. 

gainst   one  remark  made  by  the  hon. 

lember  he  must  enter  his  protest.     The 

|on.  Member  said  that,  at  a  time  when  we 

Tre  spending  millions,  the  spending  of 

lother  £100,000  did  not  much  matter. 

[e  would  rather  insist  that  when  they 

'ere  compelled  to  spend  such  large  sums 

one  direction  they  were  all  the  more 
mnd    to   practise  economy   in  another, 
'he  hon.  Member  estimated  the  financial 
>S8  in  this  instance  at  only  £120,000. 
^he  loss  estimated   by  that  Department 
ras  £137,000  ;  bulTit  was  also  calculated 
lat  his  proposals,  though  in  effect  a  relief 
iken  broadly,  would  in  certain  cases  in- 
>lve  a  considerable  additional  charge.  For 
[ample,  in  one  case,  the  average  charge  for 
one-horse  omnibun  was  now  £2  10«.  7d.; 
it  it  would  be  £3  under  the  plan  sug- 
ssted;  so  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
ipose  there  an  additional  charge  of  9«.  5d, 
[he  House  would  hardly  expect  him  on 
tot    occasion  to  enter  into  a  question 
^hich  ought  to  be  considered  in  all  its 
tarings.     Even  if  the  Government  were 
repared  to   make  the    sacrifice    recom- 
mended, they  would  not  be  able  to  adopt 
le  hon.  Member's  scheme  in  its  entirety, 
[e  hoped  that  the  Motion  would  be  with- 
'awn,  and  that  the  question  of  the  altera- 
lon  of  the  duties  on  locomotion  would  be 
|ft  to  the  proper  occasion. 
Mr.  Aldermai^  LUSK  said,  that  if  re- 
jf  from  these  taxes  were  delayed  until 
ir  finances  were  in  the  favourable  condi- 
)n  desired  we  might  wait  a  long  time. 
[e  thought  the  thanks  of  the  House  were 
le  to  his  hon.  Friend  for  having  called 
itention  to  this  question,  which  pressed 
>ry  unequally  and  unjustly  upon  cabmen 
id  omnibus  keepers. 

Mb.  Aldkkman  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
[as  not  surprised  at  the  hon.  and  learned 
[ember  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  dissenting 
lom  any  scheme  he  had  not  himself  pro- 
>sed.  If  the  country  was  to  wait  for  the 
|me  when  the  Government  was  prepared 

remit  the  whole  tax,  he  believed  they 

[ould  have  to  wait  a  very  long  time  in- 

ied.     The  Home  Secretary  was  preparing 

Bill  to  regulate  the  hackney  carriages 

the  metropolis,  and  he  could  assure  the 
|ght  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  would  be 
ipossible  to  impose  further  restrictions 
Ipon  the  proprietors  unless  this  enormous 
"Nation  were  reduced.     He  would  leave 
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the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Gtoven- 
ment,  and  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

BOROUGHS   AND   DIVISIONS   OF  COUN- 
TIES  BILL.— LEAVE. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  moved  for 
leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  settle  and  de- 
scribe the  Limits  of  certain  Boroughs  and 
the  Divisions  of  certain  Counties  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  in  so  far  as  respects  the 
Election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment. He  said  it  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  make  any  statement,  as  there  had 
been  a  Parliamentary  Commission,  and  the 
Bill  would  be  introduced  in  the  shape  in 
which  the  Commission  had  reported  to  the 
House;  and  he  therefore  simply  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  settle  and  deioribe  the  Limits  of  certain 
Boroughs  and  the  Divisions  of  certmin  Countiet 
in  England  nnd  Wales,  in  so  far  as  respects  the 
Election  of  Menribers  to  serve  in  Parliament,  or- 
derfA  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secretary  GATHoain 
Hardt,  Mr.  Chancbllob  of  the  ExcBsquam,  and 
Sir  Jambs  Fbbodisom. 

LONDON  COAL   AND  WINE  DUTIES 

CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

{Mr.  Dodeon,  Lord  John  Marmeri,  Mr.  JSTunC) 

[bill  43.]      COHMTITEEr 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do "  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

Mr.  CANDLISH  moved  that  the  House 
go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  that  day  six 
months  :  firstly,  in  deference  to  u  sense  of 
duty  to  his  conntituents ;  and  secondly,  he- 
cause  he  regarded  the  Bill  as  essentially 
had  in  itself.  The  Bill  did  not  propose 
to  impose  a  duty  upon  coals  hrought  into 
London  ;  that  existed  already  ;  hut  it  pro- 
posed to  hypothecate  the  coal  duties  for 
seven  years,  from  1882  to  1889,  and  so 
withdraw  them  from  the  control  of  Par- 
liament for  twenty-one  years.  The  duties 
were  obstructive  to  trade,  and  particularly 
to  the  coal  trade  of  the  Newcastle  district. 
He  was  surprised  that  the  Bill  was  not 
opposed  by  metropolitan  Members ;  for  the 
coal  duties  were  a  tax  upon  one  of  the 
first  necessities  of  human  life  to  the  amount 
of  Is,  Id.  per  head  per  annum  for  each 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  the  London 
district.  Coal,  too,  was  one  of  the  raw 
materials  entering  into  nearly  all  our 
manufacturing  operations,  and  hence  theae 
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dues  Iff  ere  a  tax  upon  all  our  mannfaoturing 
processes.  London  ought  to  provide  for  its 
municipal  necessities  by  local  taxation, 
and  not  by  octroi  duties. 

Mr.  SAMUDA  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  believed  the  tax  was  much  more  in- 
jurious now  than  when  it  was  first  pro- 
posed. At  first,  London  was  the  only 
district  for  manufactured  goods ;  but  now 
thej  met  with  competition  all  over  the 
Continent.  In  France,  for  instance,  all  the 
materials  for  shipbuilding  were  free  ;  and 
coals  were  actually  cheaper  in  France  than 
in  London,  though  this  country  supplied 
coal  to  all.  parts  of  the  world.  At  this 
moment,  the  French  manufacturers  were 
paying  1<.  l\d,  per  ton  less  for  coal  than 
the  manufacturers  of  London.  The  Bill 
was  also  objectionable  because  it  proposed 
to  deal  with  a  tax  which  was  not  available 
at  the  present  time;  but  which  had  been 
forestalled  for  the  next  twelve  or  fourteen 
years.  That  was  a  process  which  could 
only  be  likened  to  an  extravagant  youth 
selling  a  post  obit.  Among  the  many 
resources  from  which  money  might  be 
obtained  for  metropolitan  improvement 
none  was  so  unjust  as  that  proposed  in 
the  Bill.  He  should  certainly  follow  his 
hon.  Friend  into  the  Lobby  if  the  Motion 
were  pressed  to  a  division. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end 
of  the  Qacstion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *'  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  resolve  it- 
lelf  into  the  said  Committee/'—  {Mr.  CancUith,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mr.  pease  declared  that  the  tax  was 
opposed  to  the  interests  of  the  coal- pro- 
ducing districts,  because  the  increase  of 
price  was  a  great  bar  to  their  industry. 
The  collieries  in  the  North  were  working 
four  or  five  days  a  week,  and  were  they  to 
be  exposed  to  a  further  detriment  by  means 
of  this  tax  ?  It  was  a  tax  of  8  or  9  per 
cent  on  the  shipbuilding  in  the  River 
Thames,  and  when  the  industry  of  the 
Thames  was  crippled  it  was  a  fit  time  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
tax.  It  was  a  grievous  tax  on  the  poor  of 
the  metropolis,  and  injuriously  afiected 
the  districts  around  the  metropolis  which 
derived  no  benefit  from  the  City  improve- 
ments.    He  opposed  the  Bill. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE,  while  regarding 
this  as  an  excessively  bad  mode  of  raising 
money,  thought  it  better  'that  the  funds 
•hould  be  raised  even  from  this  source 
than  that  the  improvements  now  in  pro- 


gress should  be  stopped.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Manners),  he  understood,  pro- 
posed that  a  portion  of  the  money  should 
be  expended  out  of  the  metropolitan  police 
area  in  freeing  the  bridges  over  the 
Thames,  and  therefore  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  continue  to  oppose  the  Bill,  in 
accordance  with  the  Notice  which  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper.  He  should,  how- 
ever, move  an  Amendment  when  the  Bill 
went  into  Committee. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  remarked,  that 
the  opposition  to  the  measure  did  not  pro- 
ceed from  the  represeuta tires  of  the  con- 
stituencies who  would  have  to  pay  the 
duty;  but  from  Gentlemen  who  represented 
constituencies  in  a  remote  part  of  the  king- 
dom. The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Candlish)  had  clearly  explained  the 
object  of  his  opposition,  when  he  stated 
that  he  spoke  in  the  interests  of  his  con- 
stituents ;  but  in  reality  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  correct  in  saying  that  the 
interests  of  his  constituents  would  be  in 
any  way  prejudiced  by  the  Bill,  for  the 
coal  duty,  as  it  now  existed,  did  not  ope- 
rate as  a  bar  to  the  export  of  coal  from 
Newcastle  and  Sunderland.  The  quantity 
of  coal  exported  thence  into  the  metropolis 
was  annually  on  the  increase.  In  1863, 
the  imports  into  London  amounted  to 
5,127,000  tons  ;  in  1864,  to  5,476,000 
tons;  in  1865,  to  5,909,000  tons;  and  in 
1866,  to  6,029,000  tons.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man wondered  that  the  metropolis  did  not 
find  some  local  object  of  taxation  in  order  to 
carry  out  local  improvements  as  other  towns 
did ;  but  surely  the  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  be  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  a  number 
of  other  large  towns — such  as  Dublin  and 
Brighton — had  recourse  to  this  very  mode 
of  levying  funds  for  local  purposes.  When 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Pease) 
objected  to  the  tax  as  interfering  with  the 
consumption  of  coals,  he  ought  not  to  over- 
look the  fact  that  Newcastle  itself  placed 
an  export  duty  of  2d.  a  chaldron  on  coal 
sent  to  the  metropolis ;  and,  until  the  hon. 
Member  induced  the  municipal  authorities 
of  Newcastle  to  abolish  that  duty,  it  was 
hardly  consistent  in  him  to  endeavour  to 
withstand  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  metropolis  and  to  oppose  the  present 
measure.  The  hon.  Member  for  Tavistock 
(Mr.  Samuda)  had  suggested  that  the  Go- 
vernment might  propose  some  substitute 
but  surely  it  was  the  duty  of  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  to  make  a  suggestion  on  that 
point.  The  House  would  remember  that 
two  years  ago  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
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[orks  proposed  to  make  three  most  neoes- 
improvements  in  the  metropolis,  stat- 

at  the  same  time  that  they  had  not 

requisite  funds  to  carry  them  out. 
lese  three  measures  were  submitted  to 

Committee  over  which  the  hon.  and 
imed  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlots 
)8ided,  and  the  Committee,  after  taking 
jidence,  came  to  the  determination  by  a 
ijority  of  votes  that  these  public  im- 
^vements  should  be  carried  out  by  a 
itinuation  of  the  Coal  and  Wine  Duties. 

it  determination  was  sanctioned  by  the 
>vernment,  the  City  of  London,  who  had 
jhand  the  Holborn  Valley  Improvement, 
|d  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  Last 
ir  fifty-nine  Petitions  were  presented 
^m  different  bodies  who  would  come 
der  this  taxation,  praying  that  the  Bill 
Ight  be  passed  into  law.  Under  these 
[cumstances — without  saying  that  this 

the  best  system  of  taxation,  or  that 
le  better  system  might  not  in  course  of 
le  be  devised — he  was  confident  that  if 

House  wished  the  immense  public  im- 
)vements  of  the  Thames  Embankment, 

widening  of  Park  Lane,  and  the  via- 
let  over  the  Holborn  Valley  to  be  carried 
t,  it  would  reject  the  Amendment  which 
Id  been  moved. 

Mr.  WATKIN  trusted  the  House  was 
It  to  be  considered  as  a  mere  vestry 
jeting  in  the  City  of  London ;  for  the 
lestion  affected  not  merely  the  metropo- 
|,  but  the  production  of  minerals  all  over 

country,  and  also  manufactures  within 

district  of  the  metropolis  itself.     The 

was  not  going  to  expire  until  1882. 
[rely,  under  the  circumstances,  this 
jasure  might  be  left  for  the  consideration 

a  Parliament  elected  by  household  suf- 
ige.  Had  the  small  consumers  who 
Iffered  most  from  the  existence  of  the  tax 
it  together  to  say  that  this  was  a  desir- 
le  form  of  taxation  ?  In  the  country  the 
>ple  said  that  in  consequence  of  this 

which  they  called  a  tax  upon  produc- 
^n,  trade  was  being  abolished.  He 
mght  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
mners)  might  very  well  postpone  this 
111,  as  there  were  several  years  to  consi- 
Ir  it.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
[nderland  (Mr.  Candlish)  would  not  be 
timidated,  but  go  to  a  division  upon  his 
lendment. 
|Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  what  the  House 

lly  had  to  consider  was  this — the  House 
Iving  sanctioned  certain  Bills  for  certain 
jprovements,  how  were  those  improve- 
mts  to  be  paid  for  ?    He  was  not  going 

Zard  John  Manners 


to  say  that  the  coal  tax  was  the  best  tax ; 
but  what  he  asked  was,  from  what  source 
of  revenue  were  the  improvements  to  be 
carried  out  ?  That  was  a  question  which 
might  be  fairly  put  before  the  House. 
When  the  Acts  sancUoning  the  improve- 
ments had  once  passed,  it  seemed  to  him 
a  somewhat  illogical  proceeding  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  oppose  the  only  mode  of 
carrying  them  out.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Watkin)  said  that,  in  the 
country,  people  did  not  like  this  matter  to 
be  looked  upon  from  a  metropolitan  point 
of  view ;  but  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  what  the  people  of  the 
metropolis  had  to  look  to  was,  whether 
they  preferred  an  increase  in  their  rates, 
or  the  passing  of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill. 
If  hon.  Members  would  propose  some 
means  by  which  the  funds  could  be  got 
without  increasing  the  taxation  of  tiie 
metropolis,  they  would  perform  a  consi- 
derable service  to  the  metropolis ;  but  he 
had  not  heard  of  any  counter  proposaL 
Surely  the  people  of  the  metropolis  were 
the  best  judges  of  what  taxes  they  ought 
to  bear,  and  he  might  say  that  the  work- 
ing classes  of  the  metropolis  strongly  pro- 
tested against  any  increase  of  taxation. 
He  did  not  say  the  measure  of  the  noble 
Lord  was  the  best  measure  that  could  be 
produced;  but,  seeing  that  there  was  no  al- 
ternative proposal  before  the  House,  he 
had  no  option  but  to  vote  with  the  noble 
Lord.  The  House  had  sanctioned  all  the 
works  for  which  this  tax  was  to  provide — 
for  instance,  the  Holborn  Valley  improve- 
ments. For  these,  a  6d,  improvement  rate 
had  been  proposed,  but  it  had  been  rejected 
by  the  efforts  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton),  and  now  no 
resource  was  left  except  the  coal  tax. 

Colonel  HOGG,  as  a  member  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  could  tell 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Watkin)  that,  unless  this  Bill  was  passed, 
it  would  be  impossible,  from  want  of 
funds,  to  make  the  approaches  to  the 
Thames  Embankment.  It  would  also  be 
impossible  to  complete  the  improvements 
in  Park  Lane,  or  to  finish  the  Chelsea 
Embankment ;  and  he  might  add  that  the 
latter  work  was  necessary  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  low  level  sewer. 

Me.  AYKTON  said,  that  in  the  Select 
Committee  which  had  been  referred  to,  he 
made  a  proposal  against  the  continuance 
of  this  tax  ;  but  the  noble  Lord  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works  proposed  an 
Amendment,  and  that  Amendment  was 
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carried,  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Northumberland,  who  was  ap- 
pointed on  the  Committee  to  protect  the 
interests  of  the  coalowners,  voted  with 
the  noble  Lord.  Therefore,  if  the  coal-ovrn- 
ers  suffered  they  ought  to  know  whom  to 
blame.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem* 
ber  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
approved  his  scheme.  ,  The  present  Go- 
vernment also  adopted  it,  and  the  noble 
Lord  introduced  his  Bill  continuing  the 
Coal  duties  while  he  was  requested  to 
bring  in  his  Bill;  both  were  to  proceed 
pari  paw<lk.  It  was  found  to  be  impossible 
to  pass  his  Bill  last  Session,  and  the  noble 
Lord  withdrew  his.  In  the  present  Ses- 
sion, his  right  hon.  Priend  (Mr.  Goschen), 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London, 
brought  forward  the  subject  of  metropoli- 
tan &iance,  and  the  Government  thought 
it  their  duty  to  consider  the  question,  and 
accept  the  responsibility  of  proposing  a 
scheme  to  carry  out  metropolitan  improve- 
ments. This  Bill  was  accordingly  intro- 
duced. The  responsibility  rested  entirely 
with  the  Government,  and  the  metropoli- 
tan Members  had  no  option  but  to  accept 
it,  although  they  considered  it  a  very  bad 
Bill. 

CoLOKEL  W.  STUART  complained  of 
the  injustice  of  taxing  rural  districts  for 
metropolitan  improvements,  simply  because 
the  coals  they  consumed  passed  through 
London. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  imtifei:— Ayes  147;  Noes 
83:  Majority  114. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  I  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Coal  Duty  of  Fourpence  to  be 
applied  by  Corporation  of  London  for  Im- 
provements). 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  moved,  .to  add 
words  to  allow  the  Corporation  of  London 


Mb.  AYRTON  said,  the  chief  objection 
to  the  insertion  of  the  words  was  that  tho 
Mayor  and  Corporation  of  London  had  no 
power  whatever  over  these  duties,  which 
were  paid  into  the  Treasury.  The  last 
time  the  House  passed  this  Bill  the  town 
of  Hertford,  which  was  under  the  patron- 
age of  the  then  Prime  Minister,  was  ex- 
empted from  its  operation.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  county  of  Bucks  was 
under  the  patronage  of  the  present  Prime 
Minister.  Perhaps  it  would  be  better  to 
exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  Act  the 
coal  used  in  all  manufactories. 

Mb.  COWPER  denied  that  the  town  of 
Hertford  was  mentioned  in  any  Acts  of 
Parliament  relating  to  this  subject. 

Colonel  HOGG  opposed  l^e  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  LOCKE  observed,  that  although  the 
name  of  Hertford  was  not  expressly  men- 
tioned in  any  of  these  Acts,  alterations 
had  been  made  in  the  boundaries  of  the 
district  affected  by  the  Act,  which  had 
had  the  effect  of  excluding  Hertford  from 
its  operation. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  adopt  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  as  it 
would  interfere  with  the  boundaries  which 
had  been  fixed  by  competent  authority. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  as  the  Amendment 
had  been  withdrawn,  he  should  move  the 
addition  to  Clause  2  of  the  following 
words  :— 

"  For  every  ton  of  Coals  oonsamed  for  any  pur- 
pose of  manufiicture  in  any  fiictory  separate  from 
any  dwelling  house,  there  shall  be  allowed  to  the 
consumer  of  such  Coals  a  drawback  of  one  shilling  a 
ton,  provided  such  consumer  shall  comply  with 
such  regulations  and  conditions  as  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  said  mayor,  aldermen,  and  com- 
mons, and  approved  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Se- 
cretaries of  State,  to  ascertain  the  amount  of  such 
drawback,  and  to  prevent  any  abuse  therein." 

There  were  other  industries  besides  those 
which  had  been  mentioned ;  he  referred 
especially  to  the  case  of  the  iron  ship- 


certain  manufacturers  carrying  on  business 
within  half  a  mile  of  the  county  of  Bucks. 
He  explained  that  it  was  intended  that 
this  power  should  have  reference  to  certain 
papermakers,  whose  places  of  business  were 
last  within  the  line  of  taxation,  and  who 
had  to  compete  with  other  papermakers 
whose  places  were  just  on  the  other  side  of 
the  line. 


to  give  a  drawback  for  the  coal  duty  to<  guilders,  upon  whom  the  tax  of  U.  \d.  per 


ton  was  peculiarly  oppressive. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words — 

"  Provided,  That  for  every  ton  of  Coals  con* 
sumed  for  any  purpose  of  manufacture  in  any  fac- 
tory separate  from  any  dwelling  house,  there  shall 
be  allowed  to  the  consumer  of  such  Coals  a  draw- 
back of  one  shilling  a  ton,  provided  such  consumer 
shall  comply  wit)i  such  regulations  and  conditions 
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mn7l>e  prescribed  by  the  said  mayor,  aldermen, 

id  commons,  and  approved  by  one  of  Her  Ma- 

Isty's  Secretaries  of  State,  to  ascertain  the  amount 

r  «uch  drawback,  and  to  prevent  any  abuse  there- 

|."— (3/r.  AyrUm.) 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNERS  regretted  that 
could  not  assent  to  that  Amendment. 
|he  Committee  having  sanctioned  the 
mtinuance  of  tho^  dues  for  the  limited 
»riod  of  seven  years,  on  the  assumption 
lat  they  would  he  levied  on  all  classes  of 
msumers  within  the  prescribed  radius,  it 
fas  now  impossible  to  exempt  a  large 
|ass  of  consumers  from  their  operation.  If 
ich  an  exemption  were  allowed,  it  would 
necessary  to  impose  those  dues  for  an 
Iditional  number  of  years.  If  there  was 
Iclass  of  persons  who  ought  to  contribute 
jeir  fair  share  of  the  funds  required  for 
?ansing  and  embanking  the  Thames,  im- 
bving  the  thoroughfares,  and  all  the 
[her  great  works  to  which  the  coal  dues 
ire  applicable,  it  was  the  manufacturers, 
10  by  the  nature  of  their  business  did  so 
luch  to  obstruct  those  thoroughfares  and 
>llute  the  river. 

Mb.  WATKIN  supported  the  Amend- 

mt,  and   asked  for  statistics  as  to  the 

^portion  which  the  amount  of  coal  tax 

lllected  from  the  manufacturers  bore  to 

e  total  proceeds  of  the  impost. 

]Me.  LOCKE  said,  that  what  the  manu- 

jturers   complained  of  was  that,  while 

|cy  paid  as  high  rates  and  taxes  as  the 

st  of  the  community  as  ordinary  house- 

llders,  they  were  subjected  to  a  heavy 

|tra  tax  on  the  trade  they  carried  on. 

le  Thames  iron  shipbuilders   naturally 

|d  to  pay  more  for  their  coals  than  their 

■als  on  the  Clyde,  and  yet  an  additional 

[post  of  13d.  per  ton  was  extracted  from 

ira    for  the   fuel   they  consumed.     He 

>uld  support  the  Amendment  if  it  were 

*8scd  to  a  division. 

IMr.  SAMUDA  also  pointed  out  the 
lerous  character  of  the  tax  as  affecting  the 
[uggling  iron  shipbuildcrsof  East  London, 
10  had  lately  been  called  upon  to  pay 
tes,  not  on  their  buildings  alone,  as  for* 
jrly  was  the  case,  but  also  on  their  plant. 
|ithin  the  last  seventeen  years  fifteen  of, 
shipbuilding  firms  of  the  metropolis 
|d  failed  in  their  business,  or  discon- 
lued  building,  and  these  firms  had  dur- 
their  existence  employed  4,000  per- 
is ;  which  really  meant  that  they  had 
>vided  the  means  of  support  to  about 
1,000  individuals.  It  was  now  vi- 
[y  important  that  the  trade  should  not 
too  heavily  loaded  with  taxation.    He 

Mr*  Ayrton 


thought  that  some  such  Amendment  as 
that  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  shoold  be 
adopted. 

Colonel  HOGG  remarked,  that  as  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee 
showed,  in  spite  of  the  taxation  com- 
plained of,  the  profits  on  the  London  ship- 
building trade  at  the  time  admitted  of  one 
of  the  witnesses  making  extensions  which 
would  cost  £100,000— a  fact  which  justly 
excited  comment  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  opposed  the  proviso  on  the 
ground  that  the  tax  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  meet  engagements  entered  into. 
The  noble  Lord  had  given  every  possible 
care  and  attention  to  the  affairs  of  the  me- 
tropolis, and  all  persons  connected  with  it 
ought  to  be  grateful  to  him. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  should  be  re- 
luctant to  throw  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
the  manufacturers;  and,  if  the  case  were 
perfectly  free,  he  should  be  inclined  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment ;  but  they  were  in 
reality  discussing  what  was  to  happen 
sixteen  years  hence.  He  regretted  Uiat 
their  taxation  should  have  reached  such  a 
point  that  they  were  obliged  to  begin  to 
pledge  the  revenues  that  would  only  accrue 
sixteen  years  hence.  For  his  part  he 
would  rather  say  let  them  get  rid  of  the 
matter  as  soon  as  they  could.  He  thought 
it  would  be  bettor  to  leave  the  tax  as  it 
was  than  to  begin  and  establish  differences 
which  could  not  begin  until  sixteen  years 
from  the  present  day.  The  difficulty  would 
arise  of  deciding  what  was  a  manufacture 
at  the  interval  of  sixteen  years,  and  he 
therefore  thought  it  would  be  best  to  allow 
the  matter  to  stand  as  it  is. 

Mr.  AYRTON  thought  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  the  proviso  would  not  take  effect  at 
once,  and,  in  case  ho  was  not  mistaken,  he 
would  alter  his  proviso  to  the  extent  that 
it  should  take  cffi^ct  from  and  after  the 
day  on  which  the  Bill  may  pass. 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  added.'* 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  30 ; 
Noes  146:  Majority  116. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
it  being  felt  as  a  grievance  by  those  who 
lived  in  the  district  outside  the  Metropo- 
litan Board's  area,  but  who  were,  never- 
theless,  subject  to  the  Coal  and  Wine 
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Daiies,  that  they  could  receive  no  direct 
benefit  from  their  impoeition,  he  begged 
leave  to  move  the  addition  of  the  following 
Clause : — 

<'That  the  several  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  by 
this  Act  continued  for  the  year  ending  the  fifth 
day  of  July,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty  nine,  shall  be  applied  in  the  first  instance 
in  freeing  from  toll  the  following  Bridges  on  the 
Thames :  viz.,  Kew,  Kingston  upon  Thames, 
Uampton  Court,  Walton  upon  Thames,  and 
Staines ;  and  next  in  making  free  from  toll 
Chingford  Bridge  and  Tottenham  Mills  Bridge 
upon  the  River  Lee ;  and  should  there  be  any 
surplus  remaining  the  same  shall  be  applied  as 
Parliament  may  hereafter  direct." 

Mb.  Alderman  SALOMONS  proposed, 
that  in  the  event  of  any  arrangements 
being  proposed  for  freeing  toll-bridges  by 
means  of  the  Coal  and  Wine  Duties,  the 
Creek  Bridge  at  Deptford  should  be  in- 
cluded. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWTER  thought  the 
two  bridges  at  Battersea  should  be  in- 
cluded. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  if  the  clause 
was  to  include  bridges  within  the  metro- 
politan area,  the  dues  would  have  to  be 
continued  for  a  much  longer  time. 

Mr.  GOSGHEN  said,  the  boon  was 
given  distinctly  as  a  compensation  for  those 
bridges  beyond  the  metropolitan  area,  the 
inhabitants  of  those  districts  receiving  no 
advantage  from  the  tolls. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  to 
include  the  bridges  within  the  metropolitan 
area  would  be  a  departure  from  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  they  were  asked  to  agree 
to  the  clause.  He  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Alderman 
Salomons)  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Alderman  SALOMONS  said,  that 
rather  than  have  his  Amendment  rejected 
he  would  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraton. 

Clause  odM  to  the  Bill. 

Mr,  AYRTON  moved  a  clause  pro- 
viding for  the  audit  of  the  accounts. 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Sclater- Booth, 
the  clause  was  withdrawn,  with  a  view  to 
its  introduction  upon  the  Report. 

Mr.  WALDEGRAVE  -  LESLIE  re- 
marked that  the  Bill  had  no  Preamble.  To 
supply  the  deficiency,  he  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Preamble  of  the  previous  Con- 
tinuance Act. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  had  been  as- 
sured by  the  highest  authority  that  a 


Continuance  Bill  like  this  required  no 
Preamble. 

Motion  negatived. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con* 
sidered  upon  Thursday, 

RAILWAYS  (GUARDS'  AND  PASSEN- 

GERS'  COMMUNICATION)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Henry  B.  Sheridan,  Sir  Patrick  (TBrien.) 

[bill  66.]      SECOND   READIMO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Dudley  (Mr.  H. 
B.  Sheridan)  to  postpone  the  second  read- 
ing; partly,  because  the  Bill  had  not  been 
distributed,  though  he  believed  it  was  in 
the  Bill  Office  ;  and  partly,  because  clauses 
requiring  a  communication  to  be  made  be- 
tween the  guards  and  passengers  of  rail- 
way trains  had  been  introduced  in  a  Bill 
brought  into  the  other  House  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  It  would  be  more  convenient  to 
wait  until  that  measure  came  down  to 
them,  and  then  the  House  would  see 
whether  the  principle  for  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  so  long  contended  had  been 
sufficiently  carried  out  in  the  Government 
Bill. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  course  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday^ 
21st  April. 

COMPULSORY  CHURCH  RATES  ABOLI- 
TION BILL— [Bill  72.] 
(Jfr.  OladsUme,  Sir  Oeerge  Grey,  Sir  Raundell 

Palmer.) 

THIRD   RSADIITG. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (1/r.  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  HENLEY  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire would  not  go  on  with  the  Bill. 
[;'0h,  oh!"]  He  thought  reasonable 
time  ought  to  be  given  to  consider  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stood.  The  Amendments 
have  been  put  in  by  instalments,  and  time 
ought  to  be  given  to  consider  them. 
["Oh!"] 

Sir  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  must  well  know 


07       Ireland-^The  Tower 


(COUMONSi 


o/ArdfirL 


808 


it  the  Amendments  were  the  result  of 
le  discassion  which  had  taken  place  upon 
le  Bill,  and  in  reality  did  not  alter  the 
meral  character  of  the  Bill  at  all.  The 
amendments  were  some  days  on  the  Paper, 
id  no  hon.  Member  offered  any  objection 

them.  The  object  of  the  new  clauses 
lad  been  to  put  church  rates  in  parishes 
|nder  local  Acts  as  nearly  as  possible  on 
le  same  footing  with  church  rates  else- 
[here  ;  to  prevent  the  parishioners  in  new 
Irishes  from  voting  in  respect  of  volun- 
try  rates  at  vestries  of  the  original  or  old 
Irishes ;  and  to  allow  owners  the  option 

paying  the  rate  instead  of  occupiers, 
iving  them  a  vote  in  case  they  did  so. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  was  his 
ttention  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
[ouse.  ["  Oh  !"]  The  hon.  and  learned 
tentleman  who  last  addressed  the  House 
|ad  not  said  a  word  as  to  the  purport  of 
ie  Bill  as  it  now  stood.  Ho  (Mr. 
fewdegate)  could  show  that  the  Bill  as 
now  stood  virtually  infringed  the  paro- 
lial  system  of  the  country.      He  begged 

move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question, 
That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — 
'tr,  Newd$gate,) — put,  and  negatived. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
fill  be  now  read  the  third  time." 

Mb.  SCHREIBER,  remarking  that  it 
^as  not  desirable  that  the  House  should 
Ijoum  until  the  Mutiny  Bill  had  been 
itroduced,  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
ibate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '^  That 
10  Debate  be  now  adjourned."  —  {Mr, 
^chreiber,) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  28;  Noes 
|31 :  Majority  103. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  as  the 
[otion  for  the  third  reading  had  been 
lade  after  one  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
td  as  great  exertions  had  been  made  to 
)llect  the  party  opposite  while  there 
rere  but  few  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
fde  of  the  House,  he  would  make  no 
irther  opposition.  He  would  only  say 
lat  the  Bill  would  destroy  the  parochial 
rstcm  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 

k>ir  Roundell  Palmer 


INVESTMENT  OF  TRUST  FUNDS  ACT   AJCEirD- 

MENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hknrt  B.  Shvridav,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Investment  of  Trust  Funds  Aot»  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hbhbt  B.  Shsbidav  and 
Mr.  Atrton. 

BEVENI7E  OFFICERS  DISABILXTISS  BXXOTAL 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Monk,  Bill  to  relieve  oertain 
oflBcers  employed  in  the  collection  and  mmnage- 
ment  of  Her  Majesty's  Revenues  from  any  legisl 
disability  to  vote  at  the  Election  of  Members  to 
serve  in  Parliament,  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by 
Mr.  Monk,  Sir  Harbt  Vbbnkt,  and  Mr.  Otwat. 
Bill  pretenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  76.] 

HUTnrr  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodson,  Bill  for  poniiblDf 
Mutiny  and  Desertion,  and  for  the  better  Payment 
of  the  Army  and  their  Quarters,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Dodbon,  Sir  John  PjjLZiieTOV, 
and  The  Judok  Advocatb  Gbnbral. 
Bill  preeenied,  and  read  the  first  time. 

WATS  AKD  MEANS. 

Resolution  reported  ; 

"  That,  towards  making  good  the  Sapplj 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Senrice  of  tiM 
year  ending  31st  day  of  March  1860,  the  Bum  of 
£6,000,000  be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland." 

Resolution  agreed  to :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Chancbllob  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Sc later-Booth. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  One  o'olook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  March  25,  1868. 

MINUTES. ]-~PfJBUc  Bills— 5tf(;onrf  Reading 
— Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland)  [14],  negatived; 
Tancred's  Charity  [67],  negatived;  Consoli- 
dated Fund  •(£6,000,000);  'Mutiny. 

Committee  —  Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)   [6]— 

[R.P.] 

IRELAND— THE    TOWER    OF   ARDFERT 

—KERRY   GRAND  JURY. 

QUESTION. 

The  G^DGNOGIIUE  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, as  a  Gonditional  Order  has  heen 
granted  by  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  to 
quash  a  Presentment  of  the  Kerry  Grand 
Jury,  enabling  Mr.  Croibie  of  Ardfert  to 
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close  up  the  roads  leading  to  as  well  as  the 
Tower  of  Ardfert,  it  is  not  illegal  for  Mr. 
Crosbie  to  take  any  further  steps  in  the 
matter,  pending  the  final  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  ?  He  might,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  add  that  he  has  been 
informed  that  the  proceedings  of  Mr. 
Crosbie  have  created  great  consternation 
amongst  the  people  ;  and  that  he  asked 
this  Question  in  order,  if  possible,  to  pre- 
vent any  rioting  or  breach  of  the  peace  in 
the  neighbourhood. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  in  reply, 
he  was  not  aware  that  it  was  the  pro?ince 
of  an  hon.  Member  to  ask  Questions  of  the 
Law  Officers  in  reference  to  a  civil  case 
pending  before  a  Court  of  Justice,  and  as 
this  was  a  Question  of  that  sort  he  could  not 
enter  into  any  explanation  of  it.  In  fact,  the 
matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion referred  was  entirely  one  of  a  private 
dispute.  It  was  one  in  which  the  Attorney 
General  had  no  right  or  power  to  interfere, 
and,  as  he  had  told  the  hon.  Member  pri- 
Tately  yesterday,  if  there  were  any  legal 
remedy  it  could  be  sought  in  the  ordinary 
way. 

GRAND   JURY   CESS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Stacpoole,  Mr,  CorbaUy,  The  0*  Conor  Don,) 

[bill  14.]      SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  STACPOOLE,  in  rising  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  said,  it  was 
a  measure  which  would  be  received  in  Ire- 
land with  a  great  deal  of  gratitude.  Its 
object  was  to  oblige  Irish  landlords  to  con- 
tribute directly  to  the  county  cess ;  to  effect 
an  equitable  distribution  of  it  between  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant ;  and  to  give  the 
occupiers  some  control  over  the  expenditure, 
by  fuller  representation  of  the  cess  payers 
at  the  presentment  sessions.  At  present 
all  the  cess  was  paid  by  the  occupiers,  and 
the  landlords  paid  none  of  it,  or  only  paid 
the  cess  on  any  tenements  they  held  in 
their  own  hands  ;  though  the  improvements 
effected  by  the  expenditure  of  the  cess  in 
the  formation  of  roads  increased  the  value 
of  their  property.  As  Grand  Juries  were 
*^;|it  present  constituted,  the  cesspayers  had 
locally  no  voice  in  the  determination  of  the 
amount  of  cess  to  be  levied. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'^ — {Mr,  Stacpoole,) 

Tbb  Earl  of  MATO  said,  he  hoped 


the  hon.  Gentlemap  (Mr.  Stacpoole)  would 
not  press  the  secondf  reading,  as  the  whole 
question  of  the  Grand  Jury  Laws,  which 
involved  the  subject  dealt  with  by  the 
Bill,  had  been  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee at  the  instance  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Roscommon  (Colonel 
French).  The  House,  having  taken  that 
step,  would  not  think  it  right  to  express 
any  opinion  upon  the  subject  till  the  result 
of  the  labours  of  the  Committee  should  be 
known.  The  county  cess  was  not  wholly 
paid  by  the  occupier.  The  proprietors 
paid  their  proportion  of  it.  It  was,  in  fact, 
a  charge  upon  the  land,  and  it  came  even- 
tually out  of  the  landlord's  pocket.  It 
might  be  a  subject  for  the  Committee  to 
inquire  into  whether,  in  reference  to  future 
lettings,  the  incidence  of  the  county  oess 
should  not  be  assimilated  to  that  of  the 
poor  rates  ;  but  existing  contracts  could  not 
be  disturbed  without  inflicting  great  injus- 
tice. He  begged  to  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
months."— (TAtf  Earl  of  Mayo.) 

The  O'CONOR  DON  agreed  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  thinking,  that  while  the 
Select  Committee  was  sitting  it  would  not 
be  expedient  to  go  on  with  the  present 
Bill ;  but  he  suggested  that  the  Bill  might 
be  read  a  second  time  on  the  understanding 
that  it  would  not  be  pressed  further  on  at 
present.  If,  as  the  noble  Earl  had  stated, 
the  landlord  in  reality  paid  the  cess  ulti- 
mately, that  fact  would  constitute  a  strong 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  as  the 
landlord  could  suffer  no  wrong  in  being 
required  to  pay  directly  what  he  at  present 
paid  indirectly. 

Sir  HERVEY  BRUCE  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  agree 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl,  and 
postpone  the  second  reading.  He  was  not 
prepared  altogether  to  oppose  a  measure  of 
the  kind  ;  but  he  thought  that  the  present 
time,  when  a  Select  Committee  was  taking 
into  consideration  the  whole  question  of  the 
Grand  Jury  laws,  was  inopportune  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  POLLARD-URQUHART  joined 
in  requesting  his  hon.  Friend  not  to  press 
the  second  reading  at  present.  In  Ireland 
there  were  many  tenants-at-will  who  held 
their  lands  upon  an  understanding  that 
their  rents  should  not  be  increased ;  but  if 
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this  Bill  8bould  be  passed  in  its  present 
shape  he  feared  these  rents  would  be  in- 
creased, and  that,  in  consequence,  much 
heartburning  would  be  created  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  the  Select  Coro- 

jmittee  had  been  arranged  since  this  Bill 

was  brou/^ht  in  by  his  hon.  Friend,  and 

I  therefore  he  did  nut  think  it  would  be  fair 

to  stop  its  progress  in  a  peremptory  man- 

iner.     He  would  suggest  that  the  second 

reading  should  be  agreed  to,  upon  the  un- 

Iderstanding  that  the  Committee  should  be 

I  postponed  till  after  the  Report  of  the  Select 

Committee. 

Mr.  murphy  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  not  ob- 
Ijected  to,  and  he  would  therefore  suggest 
that,  after  the  second  reading,  it  should  be 
referred  to  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
I  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Roscommon. 

Mr.  BLAKB  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  consent 
to  the  second  reading,  in  order  that  the 
Bill  might  then  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Grand  Juries,  lately  op- 
Ipointed.  The  principle  contained  in  the 
Bill  was  a  very  important  one;  and  if  the 
noble  Earl  would  not  yield  to  the  appeal 
made  to  him  by  so  many  Members,  he 
hoped  his  gallant  Friend  would  go  to  a 
division,  so  that  those  who,  like  himself, 
considered  the  present  system  an  unjust 
and  impolitic  one,  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  recording  their  protest  against  it. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had  stated  that 
when  a  tenant  took  a  farm,  he  knew  he 
was  to  pay  all  the  Grand  Jury  rate,  and 
that  he  got  his  land  for  less  in  consequence. 
No  doubt  the  tenant  did  know  he  was  to 
pay  all  this  rate,  but  ho  never  could  calcu- 
late what  it  would  amount  to;  and  then  it 
was  pretty  certain  that  there  was  little 
abatement  in  the  rent  in  consequence  of 
{the  landlord  not  having  to  contribute  a 
portion  of  the  tax.  The  anomalies  con- 
nected with  the  levying  and  expenditure 
of  county  cess  wero  remarkable.  One  of 
the  great  principles  of  the  Constitutinn, 
which  says  there  shall  be  no  taxation  with- 
out representation,  was  flagrantly  violated. 
The  man  who  paid  the  tax.  with  few  ex- 
Iccptions  had  no  voice  whatever  in  nppoint- 
|ing  those  who  were  to  expend  it;  and,  prac- 
tically, he  had  no  control  over  that  expen- 
diture, no  matter  how  extravagant  it  might 
be.  To  speak  of  the  associated  ratepayers 
was  absurd — they  were  the  nominees  of 
tho  Grand  Jury,  and  even  if  a  few  of  them 
would  venture  to  act  independently,  they 
could  be  overborne  by  tho  magistrates  as- 

Mr,  Pollard-  Urqtihart 


soeiated  with  them.  As  the  law  stood, 
the  landlord  had  every  inducement  to  heap 
as  much  cess  on  the  tenant  as  he  could. 
For  if,  by  the  contributions  of  the  latter, 
better  roads  and  bridges  and  other  works 
of  utility  were  constructed  near  his  pro- 
perty, the  latter  would  be  enhanced  in 
value,  and  the  poor  tenant,  as  often  oc- 
curred, would  find  that  the  only  result  to 
him  of  paying  heavy  rates  would  be  to  en- 
hance the  value  of  his  farm  for  the  benefit 
of  his  landlord,  and  then  to  have  the  alter- 
native of  paying  an  increased  rent  or  suffer 
eviction.  If  the  landlord  paid  half  the 
rate,  he  would  be  more  economical  in  the 
expenditure,  and  the  tenant  would  be  in 
less  danger  of  suffering,  as  now,  in  conse- 
quence of  improvements  made  with  his 
money.  A  very  striking  injustice  to  the 
occupier  was  the  obligation  he  was  under 
for  the  entire  support  of  pauper  lunatics, 
whilst  he  only  paid  for  half  the  maintenance 
of  those  who  were  sane.  At  the  town  he 
(Mr.  Blake)  represented  the  poorhouse  and 
lunatic  asylum  were  nearly  opposite  to 
each  other.  So  long  as  a  pauper  retained 
his  souses,  the  farmer  contributed  only  a 
moiety  to  his  support;  but  the  moment  he 
lost  them,  and  was  sent  across  the  road  to 
be  locked  up,  the  unfortunate  farmer  had 
not  only  to  pay  all  the  expenses,  but  the 
cost  was  doubled  as  well,  owing  to  the 
larger  expenses  attendant  on  the  care  of 
the  insane;  so  that  the  occupier  was  mulcted 
to  four  times  tho  extent  ho  paid  before, 
and  so  continued  to  be  unless  the  lunatic 
recovered  or  became  an  idiot,  in  which 
event  he  crossed  the  road  again  to  the 
workhouse,  was  maintained  at  half  the  cost 
as  before,  and  the  landlord  had  to  eom- 
mence  again  to  contribute  his  quota.  Now, 
surely  that  state  of  things  called  for  amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Coleraine  had  complained  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Committee,  and  that  some 
Nfembers  on  it  had  never  served  on  Grand 
Juries.  Even  if  they  had  not,  they  might 
make  very  good  judges  of  the  reform  re- 
quired. But  ho  nover  doubted  if  there 
was  a  single  Gentleman  on  it  who  had  not 
been  at  some  time  a  grand  juror.  He  (Mr. 
Blake)  could  not  boast  of  being  an  important 
county  man,  or  possessing  much  influence, 
but  there  were  few  who  hud  given  more 
attention  to  the  question  of  Grand  Jury 
reform.  Ue  had  framed  Bills  to  effect  that 
object,  and  brought  them  forward  for  two 
years  in  succession  ;  and  though  he  did 
not  pass  them,  ho  ventured  to  think  be 
did  something  towards  calling  attention  to 
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the  Btibject,  and  for  that  reason,  he  pre- 
Bumed,  be  had  been  placed  on  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  KENDALL  thoaght  the  Bill  ought 
not  to  be  pressed  forward  without  further 
consideration. 

Colonel  FRENCH  observed,  that  if  the 
Bill  were  now  read  a  second  time  its  prin- 
ciples would  be  sanctioned.  Now,  the  Bill, 
although  plausible,  was  most  delusive.  So 
far  from  being  beneficial,  it  would  be  high  I  j 
injurious.  It  would  unsettle  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  create 
discontent  where  it  did  not  now  exist.  It 
would  also  throw  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Grand  Jury 
Laws  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  0*BEIRNE  said,  he  wished  to  add 
his  earnest  appeal  to  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Majro)  to  withdraw  his  opposition 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  and  he 
did  80,  encouraged  by  the  fact  that  with  the 
exception  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Roscommon  (Colonel 
French),  every  Member  who  had  addressed 
the  House,  including  the  noble  Earl  him- 
lelf,  had  expressed  assent  to  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Bill.  [•*  No,  no  !  "]  He  (Mr. 
O'Beirne)  repeated  his  statement ;  it  was 
BO.  The  only  objections  taken  were  that 
the  whole  question  was  now  under  consi- 
deration by  the  Committee  recently  ap- 
pointed, who  had  but  just  commenced  their 
uttings,  and  that  it  would  be  a  discourtesy 
to  that  Committee  if  the  House  expressed 
my  opinion  upon  one  branch  of  a  subject, 
the  entire  of  which  had  been  so  referred. 
Another  objection  offered  was  that  the 
lecond  reading  of  the  Bill  would  be  some* 
thing  like  pre-judging  the  question  which 
bad  been  sent  to  the  Committee  to  discuss  ; 
but  not  a  syllable  of  dissent  from  the 
main  object  of  bis  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend's  Bill  was  uttered.  Now  he  (Mr. 
O'Beirne)  believed  that  there  was  some  very 
palpable  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  who  took  this  view.  The  only 
Bffect  that  reading  this  Bill  a  second  time 
Tould  possibly  have,  would  be  to  express 
the  views  of  the  House  subject  to  the  in- 
quiry of  the  Committee ;  and  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  the  fullest  power  to  do 
irhat  they  pleased  with  the  Bill,  to  report 
in  favour  of,  or  to  reject  it,  or  to  embrace 
the  principle  it  advocated  in  a  new  Bill. 
[n  fact,  all  that  could  follow  a  second  read- 
ng  would  be  the  expression  of  opinion  by 
;he  House  in  favour  of  the  principles 
manciated;  without  in  the  least  interfering 
irtih  the  power  given  to  the  tribunal  up 


stairs.  If  then  that  be  so,  why  should 
there  be  any  hesitation  in  permitting  the 
Bill  to  proceed.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
this  useless,  and  he  thought  ill-judged,  op- 
position would  be  withdrawn. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IREILAND  (Mr.  Wabren)  considered  that 
nothing  would  be  more  mischievous  than 
to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time  with  a  view 
to  immediate  legislation.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Bill  contained  as  much  mis- 
chief as  any  that  had  been  introduced  for 
some  time  past.  The  tendency  of  the 
measure  was  to  tell  the  occupying  tenants 
that  they  were  suffering  under  a  grievance, 
for  which  he  believed  there  was  no  founda- 
tion ;  the  Grand  Jury  cess  being  a  charge 
upon  the  land  apportioned  justly  among 
all  classes.  More  than  half  the  land  in 
Ireland  was  held  under  tenancies  from 
year  to  year  ;  and  as  the  Bill  proposed  the 
immediate  application  of  the  new  law  to 
all  these  tenancies,  the  result  would  be  to 
create  a  vast  amount  of  discontent  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  to  oblige  land- 
lords in  self-defence  to  put  an  end  to 
existing  contracts  with  their  tenants.  He 
did  not  acquiesce  in  the  principle  that  it 
was  desirable  thatthe  Grand  Jury  cess 
should  be  apportioned  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  but  he  admitted  that  the  sub- 
ject was  one  deserving  of  inquiry  before 
a  Committee.  It  was  against  the  practice 
of  the  House  to  affirm  the  principle  of  a 
Bill,  when  that  very  principle  was  to  be  one 
of  the  matters  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Sib  JOHN  GRAY  said,  that  the  Bill 
would  not  interfere  with  existing  arrange- 
ments between  landlords  and  tenants  ;  for 
all  existing  contracts  were  specially  excep- 
ted from  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  There 
could  be  no  hope  of  preserving  good- will 
between  landlord  and  tenant — as  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  measure  professed  to  wish — if 
Bills  founded  like  this  on  just  principles 
were  to  bo  rejected.  It  was  now  declared 
that  a  simple  act  of  justice  would  produce 
ill-will  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
What  could  be  fairer  than  that  the  person 
who  possessed  the  permanent  interest  in 
the  soil  should  pay  his  portion  of  the  bur- 
den, instead  of  tne  whole  being  thrown 
upon  tlie  shoulders  of  the  tenant  ?  The 
House  was  asked  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time  ;  not  for  the  purpose  of  immediate 
legislation,  but  that  the  Select  Committee 
might  have  official  cognizance  of  its  pro- 
visions. There  was  nothing  more  common 
than  to  give  iostruotiona  to  Committees  as 
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to  tbe  maDDer  in  which  they  should  con- 
duct their  inquiries. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  contended  that  the  ' 
tenants  had  a  serious  grievance  of  long  | 
standing  in  the  payment  of  the  county 
cess.  It  was  loudly  and  universally  com- 
plained of,  that  the  occupying  tenant  should 
pay  the  whole  of  a  tax  which  went  substan- 
tially to  improve  the  property  of  the  land- 
lords. The  Bill  would  not  create  discontent ; 
for  discontent  in  connection  with  this  ques- 
tion, was  of  long  standing.  Why  should 
it  not  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
poor-rate  ?  It  was  only  reasonable  and 
fair  that  the  charge  should  be  shared  by 
the  landlord.  He  entered  his  protest 
against  the  statement  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  declared  his  belief 
that  those  who  defended  the  present  sys- 
tem did  not  understand  the  subject,  or 
the  feelings  which  existed  among  the 
tenant  class  of  Ireland. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  thought  it 
most  proper  that  the  whole  subject  should 
bo  discussed  and  maturely  considered  by 
the  Committee  upstairs  ;  but  it  would  be 
contrary  to  the  practice  of  the  House,  and 
not  very  courteous  to  the  Committee,  to 
sanction  the  principle  of  a  Bill  by  reading 
it  a  second  time,  and  thus  endeavour  to 
dictate  to  them   the  mode  in  which  the 
question   should   be  settled.      The   Com- 
mittee had  full  powers  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  subject ;  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would   not  fetter  them  by  the  reference 
proposed  by  the  hon.   Member  for   Cork 
(Mr.    Murphy).     Although   he  could    not 
admit  the  grievance  alleged  by  the  hon. 
and   learned    Member    for    Mallow     (Mr. 
Sullivan),    he   did    not    deny   that    some 
changes  in  the  present  system  might  be 
desirable.      Exemptions  similar   to    those 
made  in  the  case  of  poor  rates  would,  no 
doubt,  be  beneficial ;    but  ho  had  repre- 
sented for  thirty  years  a  large  agricultural 
population  in  Ireland,  of  all  classes  and 
creeds,  and  had   never  heard  of  this  long 
standing  grievance  which  pressed  for  im- 
mediate legislation.      lie   looked   to   the 
Committee    for    useful    suggestions,    and 
hoped    that    beneficial   legislation    would 
follow.  • 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he  was 
in  favour  of  apportioning  the  county  cess 
between  landlord  and  tenant  as  was  already 
done  in  the  matter  of  poor  rates.  There 
had  not  been  a  single  objection  advanced 
against  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
true  they  had  been  told  that  an  interfer- 
ence  with   the  relations  of  landlord  and 
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tenant  might  excite  discontent  among  the 
people  of  Ireland,  but  there  was  no  pos- 
sible measure  connected  with  land  in  Ire- 
land to  which  the  same  obserTation  did 
not  apply.  The  only  desire  of  its  promo- 
ters was  to  make  a  fair  and  equitable 
arrangement,  and  the  noble  Earl  woold  do 
a  graceful  act  if  he  allovved  the  second 
reading  to  pass  with  a  view  to  tbe  reference 
of  the  measure  to  the  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  said,  the  Gentlemen 
composing  the  Select  Committee  would 
form  an  excellent  Committee,  thoroughly 
representing  all  the  interests  of  Ireland, 
and  there  was  only  one  Gentleman  among 
them  who  had  not  been  on  the  Grand 
Jury.  He  (Mr.  Maguire)  thought  it  might 
be  useful  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
and  refer  it  to  them.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Warren)  laboured  under  a  great  miseon* 
ception  if  he  believed  there  waa  no  griev- 
ance involved  in  the  existing  condition  of 
the  law.  Those  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  feelings  of  the  people  knew  thst 
a  grievance  did  exist,  and  that  it  was  felt 
very  strongly.  He  had  himself  acen  a 
petition,  signed  by  6,000  occupiers  in  the 
South  of  Ireland,  complaining  of  the 
grievance  ;  and  if  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
would  refer  to  the  occupiers  of  his  own 
county,  he  would  find  there  were  not  more 
than  ten  in  a  thousand  who  would  not  be 
in  favour  of  a  division  of  the  burden  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant.  But  no  im- 
provement was  ever  attempted  to  be  made 
in  that  House  for  Ireland  without  the  parrot 
cry  being  raised  that  dissensions  and  divi- 
sions would  be  created  between  the  land- 
lords and  tenants.  That  was,  however, 
all  nonsense,  lion.  Members  came  here 
to  improvo  the  law.  Good  will,  not  ill 
feeling  naturally  arose  from  improvements. 
He  hoped  the  second  reading  would  be 
agreed  to. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  ;— Ayes  57  ;  Noes 

70  :  Majority  13. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as   amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  off  for  six  months. 
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INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

( TTte  0* Conor  Don,  Mr.  Mormtt,  Mr,  Leader.) 

[bill    6.]      GOHMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  novr  leafe  the 
Chair." 

Mb.  peel  DAWSON  said,  that  last 
jear  he  had  opposed  a  similar  Bill  upon 
its  second  reading ;  hut,  that  baring  re- 
ceired  little  encouragement  in  that  opposi- 
tion, he  had  not  considered  it  his  duty  to 
pursue  a  similar  course  in  this   Session. 
His    objections,    bowerer,   remained    the 
same,  and  be  thought  that  the  momen- 
tous consequences  ifhich  such  a  measure 
inTOJTed  were  not  sufficiently  understood 
by  hon.  Members.     The   bon.    Meniber 
for  Boscommon  (the  0 'Conor  Don)  had 
not  made  out  a  case  for  it.     If  it  passed 
in   its  present  form,    it   would   immedi- 
ately effect  a  most  disastrous  blow  upon 
the  system  of  united  education  in  Ireland. 
It  would    add  very  considerably  to   the 
hardens  of  local  taxation  ;  and  almost  all 
the  grand  juries  of  the  northern  counties 
of  Ireland  had  protested  against  it.    It  had 
been  urged  that  the  grand  juries  would  be 
left  to  take  advantage  of  its  prorisions  or 
not,  as  they  chose  ;   but   there  was  no 
knowing  how  soon,  if  it  were  passed  at  all, 
application  would  be  made  to  Parliament 
to  make  it    compulsory.     It  was  beyond 
the  functions  of  grand  juries  to  bare  the 
power  of  establishing  schools  out  of  the 
county  rates,  and  he  desired  to  record  his 
protest  agaioat  the  measure,  believing  that 
it  was  wholly  uncalled  for ;  that  it  would 
sdd  greatly  to  the  burden  of  local  taxation ; 
that  it  would  destroy  the  principle  of  self 
reliance    among   the  lower  order  of  the 
people ;  and  that  it  would  give  perpetual 
opportunities  for  increasing  religious  ran- 
cour and  acerbity. 

Mb.  VANCE  moved  that  the  House 
should  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  on  this 
day  six  months.  There  was  a  certain 
amount  of  plausible  argument  in  favour  of 
this  fiill,  inasmuch  as  its  principle  was 
one  already  in  operation  in  England.  . 
The  object  of  the  measure  was  to  extend 
the  operation  of  the  Industrial  Schools 
Act  to  Ireland,  but  the  circumstances  of 
the  two  countries  were  wholly  different. 
There  was  much  more  vagraney  in  Ire- 
land than  in  England.  The  consequences 
of  the  measure  would  be  that  vagrant 
children  might  be  seized   and  placed  in 


seetarian  schools,  and  that  an  expense 
would  be  incurred  pressing  heavily  on  the 
ratepayers  in  Ireland.  He  entirely  dis- 
approved of  giving  such  children  a  better 
education  and  better  nurture  than  those 
of  hard-working,  industrious,  and  well- 
conduoted  occupiers.  The  poor  law  schools 
were  quite  adequate  at  present  for  the 
purpose  of  eleemosynary  education.  It  is 
true  the  Bill  is  only  permissive ;  but  it 
would  no  doubt  be  put  in  force,  in  all 
places  in  which  there  are  town  councils  and 
would  shortly  be  made  oompnlsory.  Where 
parents  are  living  and  have  not  parish 
relief,  they  should  educate  their  own  chil- 
dren. It  would  increase  the  pressure  of 
rates  to  an  enormous  extent,  as  well  as 
add  to  the  religious  rancour  by  which 
Ireland  was  vexed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wQrds, 
*'  this  Hoase  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  re- 
solve itself  into  the  said  Committee,"— (itfr. 
Vanoe,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mr.  REAKDEN  said,  he  should  vote 
for  the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee; 
but  he  intended  to  move  an  Amendment  to 
a  certain  clause  of  it  in  Committee.  He 
thought  it  would  be  inexcusable  not  to 
make  the  schools  self-supporting. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  expressed  his 
surprise  at  the  opposition  from  certain  boo. 
Members  opposite,  to  a  Bill  which  was 
simply  intended  to  extend  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  which  had  operated  so  effectively 
in  England.  He  had  received  a  vast  num- 
ber of  letters  from  magistrates,  heads  of 
reformatories,  and  other  gentlemen  in  Ire- 
land, all  expressing  their  highest  approval 
of  the  measure,  and  the  necessity  of  such 
an  act  for  the  sister  country.  At  present 
many  children  were  sent  into  reformatories 
who  ought  to  be  sent  to  industrial  schools. 
The  judicial  statistics  of  Ireland  proved 
that  the  proportion  of  children  of  this 
class  was  far  greater  in  Ireland  than  in 
England.  In  respect  to  the  petition  pre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Member  opposite  from 
Armagh,  he  (The  0*Conor  Don)  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  Mr.  Hancock,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  grand  jury  of  Armagh,  in  which 
he  stated  that,  after  the  grand  jury  had 
finished  their  criminal  business,  and  whilst 
they  were  assembled  together  with  closed 
doors,  a  gentleman  proposed  that  they 
should  sign  the  petition  he  produced  against 
the  Bill.     Mr.  Hancock  objected  to  being 
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a  party  to  snch  a  proeeedtiifi^,  and  stated 
that,  though  other  members  of  the  grand 
I  jury  had  signed   the  petition,   he  believed 
that  none  of  them  except  himself  and  the 
gentleman  who  had  made  tho  proposal  had 
read  the  Bill.     If  the  intention  was  to  set 
up  the  Reformatories  Bill  aa  a  ri?al  to  this 
measure,  the  charge  under  that  measure 
would  be  higher,  and  it  would  be  cquallj 
defrayed   out   of   the   county  cess.     The 
children  who  would  be  sent  to   the  indus- 
trial schools  were  not  of  a  criminal  class. 
In  the  absence,   however,  of  auch  institu- 
tions, those  children  must  be  sent  to  refor- 
matories, where  they  would  he  treated  as 
criminals.    He  (The  0 'Conor  Don)  objected 
{to  the  principle  of  branding  those  innocent 
children  as  criminals,  and  of  contaminating 
them   by  associating  them  with  criminals. 
The  measure  was  one  of  a  mere  permissive 
I  character,  and  it  lay  with  the  grand  juries 
to  say  whether  it  should  be  put  in  operation 
in  any  particular  district.  As  the  Reforma- 
tory Act  had  worked  so  well  without  being 
I  compulsory,  there  was  no  good  reason  for 
believing  that   this  Bill  would  not  work 
I  equally  well  as  a  voluntary  measure.     The 
|head  of  the  Glencree  Reformatory  approved 
the  measure,     lie  (The  O'Conor  Don)  did 
I  not  believe  that  its  enactment  was  at  all 
likely   to   be  followed   by   a    compulsory 
I  measure,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh 
appeared  to  apprehend.     But,  even  if  such 
a  consequence  were  likely  to  happen,  the 
proper  time  to  object  to  it  was  when  the 
actual  proposition  was  made. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  the 
Icause  of  much  of  the  opposition  which  had 
been  offered  to  the  Bill  was  the  utter  silence 
observed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscom- 
mon as  to  the  necessity  of  the  measure 
and  his  reasons  for  introducing  it.  As 
a  representative  of  a  large  county,  he 
(Lord  Claud  Hamilton)  had  always  felt  it 
his  duty  to  oppose  any  scheme  involving 
taxation,  the  provisions  of  which  had  not 
been  made  thoroughly  known  to  the  coun- 
try, and  in  respect  to  which  an  opportunity 
had  not  been  afforded  of  opposing  it,  if 
disapproved,  by  any  portion  of  the  people. 
After  the  statement  he  had  heard,  and  the 
explanation  given  in  respect  of  its  provi- 
sions, he  should  not  feel  it  his  duty  to 
offer  it  the  same  opposition  as  before.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  omitted  to  state  that 
this  Bill  was  different  from  the  Bill  of  last 
year.  Only  two  individuals  signed  a  peti- 
tion against  the  measure.  Since  that  time 
{it  had  become  a  littlo  more  known,  and  had 
become  the  subject  of   eleven   petitions, 
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with  231  signatorea,  bat  all  of  the  peti- 
tions were  against  the  Bill.  It  might  be 
an  excellent  Bill,  but  he  thought  it  should 
not  be  passed  until  there  had  been  given  to 
the  cess-payers  of  Ireland  a  more  ample 
opportunity  of  expressing  their  opiniuos 
with  regard  to  the  measure,  either  for  or 
against  it.  The  hon.  Member  had  not 
stated  the  number  of  children  likely  to 
come  under  the  operation  of  hia  measure. 
What  with  the  facts  of  higher  wagea  being 
given  than  heretofore,  and  the  continooos 
emigrntion  going  on,  he  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton)  believed  that  (he  number  of 
vafi^rants  under  the  age  prescribed  by  (he 
Bill  was  rapidly  decreasing.  He  confessed 
he  still  shared  the  opinion  expreased  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh  that  the 
measure  was  unnecessary ;  and,  judging 
from  experience,  he  did  not  think  that 
those  schools  to  be  created  under  it  were 
the  best  that  could  bo  established  for 
teaching  young  people  trades,  or  to  become 
good  agricultural  servants. 

Mr.  PIM  supported  the  Bill,  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  compel  some  parents* 
who  would  not  otherwise  do  it,  to  pay  a 
portion  of  the  sum  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  their  children.  He  thought 
that  the  Bill  was  ns  much  required  in  Ire- 
land as  in  England. 

Mr.  VERNER  said,  that  in  reply  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Roscommon  relative  to  t)ie  grand  jury  of 
Armagh,  he  bogged  to  state  that  a  copy 
of  the  Bill  had  been  sent  by  request  to 
tho  grand  jury,  and  every  member  of  it 
had  full  opportunity  of  reading  its  provi- 
sions. 

Tub  Earl  of  MAYO  wished  to  say 
one  or  two  words  in  regard  to  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  propose,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  take  any  action  in  reapeet 
of  the  Bill  ;  but  he  wished  to  expreaa  his 
own  individual  opinions  on  the  merits  of 
tho  measure.  He  confessed  he  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscom- 
mon had  made  out  a  very  strong  caae  for 
extending  the  principles  of  the  English 
Act  to  Ireland.  He  (the  Earl  of  Mayo) had 
endeavoured  during  the  Inst  Recess  to  in- 
form himself  as  to  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  upon  the  subject ;  and, 
from  all  the  inquiries  he  had  made,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  if  this  Bill  were  passed 
it  was  not  likely  it  would  have  any  ex- 
tensive operation  ;  but  there  was  a  very 
great  difficulty  in  refusing  to  consider  the 
provisions  of  a  Bill  which  was  almost  pre- 
cisely similar  to  the  statute  now  in  force 
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in  England.  He  thought  that  the  House 
would  do  well  to  assent  to  the  Committee 
on  this  Bill  with  a  ?iew  of  adapting,  as  far 
as  possible,  its  provisions  to  the  oircum- 
atanees  of  Ireland.  When  in  Committee 
it  was  his  intention  to  mo?e  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  have  the  effect  of  ex- 
cluding all  persons  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  who  would  naturally  come  under 
the  amended  provisions  of  the  Irish  Re- 
formatory Act. 

Mb.  YANCB  said,  he  should  divide  the 
House. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'* 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  82  ;  Noes 
46  :  Majority  36. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  10,  inclusive,  (igreed  to. 

Clause  II  (As  to  Children  under  Four- 
teen Years  of  Age  found  begging,  &o. 
29  k  soviet.  0.  118,  a.  14). 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  moved  the  rejection 
of  the  first  paragraph  of  the  clause — name- 
ly, that  which  related  to  vagrant  children — 
on  the  ground  that  a  distinction  between 
reformatories  and  industrial  schools  should 
be  maintained.  The  industrial  schools 
should  be  for  those  only  who  had  com- 
mitted no  legal  offence ;  and  children  guilty 
of  acts  of  vagranoy  should  be  sent  to  re- 
formatories instead  of  industrial  schools. 
By  his  Bill  all  children  who  were  guilty  of 
an  offence  punishable  by  law  were  to  come 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Reformatory 
Act,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  that 
▼agrant  children  in  Ireland  would  be 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  in  England,  and 
after  suffering  a  short  period  of  imprison- 
ment would  be  sent  to  reformatories.  Per- 
sons in  Ireland  who  took  an  interest  in  the 
aobject  wished  to  have  the  distinction  be- 
tween reformatories  and  industrial  schools 
maintained. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  could  not  agree 
to  the  Amendment;  because  he  did  not 
think  it  right  that  such  children,  who 
might  perhsps  be  sent  out  to  beg  by  their 
parents,  should  be  deprived  of  the  ad- 
Tantages  of  these  schools,  and  subjected  to 
the  euntaminnting  influence  of  a  prison. 

Mr.  BAQWELL  thought  it  a  consider- 
able Infringement  of  personal  liberty  to 
take  ap  ehildren  merely  for  yagrancy,  and 


send  them  to  prison  for  a  long  time, 
although  the  prison  was  called  an  industrial 
school.  He  thought  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  safeguard  to  prevent  the  children 
of  the  poor  being  taken  up  and  sent  to 
industrial  schools  when  they  bad  committed 
no  crime. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  pointed  out  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  really  broke 
down  the  distinction  which  existed  between 
criminal  and  other  children,  because 
though,  no  doubt,  some  vagrant  children 
in  Ireland  were  criminal,  it  was  not  so  in 
the  majority  of  instances.  He  considered 
it  was  preferable  to  send  these  children  into 
industrial  schools,  rather  than  reforma- 
tories with  the  probationary  process  to  go- 
ing through  a  gaol.  He  thought  the  clause 
ought  to  be  maintained  in  its  integrity. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  believed  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  would  bring 
these  children  into  the  criminal  class,  a 
class  whose  future  life  was  a  source  of 
so  much  difficulty  to  the  country.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  noble  Earl 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  that  his  in- 
tentions had  been  misunderstood  by  the 
hon.  Gentlemon.  His  object  was  simply  to 
extend  the  operation  of  the  Reformatories 
Act  in  a  direction  in  which  the  friends  of 
those  institutions  thought  it  ought  to  be 
extended.  As  reformatories  were  working 
well,  he  thought  the  class  to  which  he  had 
referred  ought  to  be  sent  to  them.  To 
secure  the  best  possible  results  from  the 
industrial  schools  it  was  desirable  to  sepa- 
rate those  children  who  were  properly  the 
objects  of  charity  from  those  who  might 
more  fairlj  be  regarded  as  belonging  to  the 
criminal  class.  He  had  no  objection  to 
the  House  considering  and  deciding  upon 
the  question  whether  this  particular  class 
of  children  should  be  sent  direct  to  a  refor- 
matory, or  through  the  medium  of  a  gaol. 

Mr.  CANDLISH,  believing  that  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Earl  would  over- 
throw the  reformatory  system,  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would  retain  the  clause  as 
it  now  stood. 

Mr.  CniCIIESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  the  question  was,  how  to  draw  a  line 
between  the  two  classes,  who  ought  to  be 
sent,  irrespectively,  to  industrial  and  re- 
formatory schools.  He  did  not  see  how 
it  could  be  done  ;  and  he  thought  the 
clause  in  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  was 
best  suited  to  meet  the  circumstances 
under  which  children  in  Ireland  were 
placed.     It  would  be  dangerous  to  depart 
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jno  far  from  the  Bystem  sanctioned  by  the 
IngliBh  laws.  He  hoped  the  noble  Earl 
rouid  not  press  his  Amendment. 
Mb.  VANCE  was  afraid  the  Amend- 
Iment  would  lead  parents  to  send  their 
children  out  to  beg,  in  the  hope  that  they 
jwould  be  instructed  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  murphy  thought  the  magistrates 
lought  to  have  a  discretionary  power  of 
pending  children  direct  to  the  reformatory 
rithont  passing  them  through  a  prison; 
land  did  not  see  any  objection  to  giving  to 
magistrates  the  power  which  they  pes- 
Isessed  in  the  case  of  industrial  schools. 

Mr.  VANCE  believed  the  clause  as  it 
jstood  would  give  encouragement  to  parents 
send  out  their  children  to  beg. 
The  Earl  op  MAYO   said,   he   would 
rithdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdravm. 

Mr.  BAGWELL  moved,  that  at  the  end 

{of  the  clause  the  following  words  should  be 

ladded  : — 

**  Or,  in  case  of  there  being  no  indaitrial  School 
lin  the  district  where  the  child  is  found,  the  work- 
Ihoase  may  be  duly  certified  by  the  authorities  as 
I  fit  to  receive  children  to  be  trained  as  in  In- 
Idustrial  schools." 

The  O'CONOR  DON  had  no  objection 
I  to  the  addition  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  thought  the  addition 
jwould  interfere  with  the  working  of  the 
Poor  Law  system. 

The  Earl  op  MAYO  said,  anything 
that  could  improve  the  industrial  training 
I  of  workhouses  would  be  most  desirable  ; 
but  he  was  afraid  there  was  no  machinery 
I  in  the  workhouses  to  carry  on  industrial 
training. 

Mr.  REARDEN  :  If  that  machinery 
were  introduced  into  tho  workhouses  it 
would  effect  a  most  charitable  revolution. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  12  to  25,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Penalty  on  Child  escaping 
from  School). 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  this  was  a  most 
outrageous  clause,  as  it  provided  that  a 
child  who  escaped  from  school  could,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  magistrate,  be  sent 
to  prison  for  a  period  of  fourteen  days  with 
or  without  hard  labour.  He  would  divide 
the  Committee  on  this  clauso. 

Thk  O'CONOR  don  said,  if  this  clause 
were  not  passed  the  Bill  might  as  well  be 
abandoned. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue 


Clansos  27  to  41,  incluBiTe,  cytvid  to. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  lit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

TANCRED'S    CHARITY  BILL— [Bnx  67.] 
{Mr,  Beretford  Hope,  Mr,  Walpole,  VuecutU 

Cranhome,) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading:  read. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE,  in  moving 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  thought 
it  right  to  offer  a  brief  czplanation  of  its 
provisions  and  some  account  of  the  charity 
itself.  He  observed,  by  the  way,  that  he 
specially  appeared  on  behalf  of  Christ's 
and  Caius  Colleges,  Cambridge,  peculiarly 
benefited  as  they  were  by  the  institution; 
and  that  the  Bill  which  he  had  brought 
in  was  substantially  the  one  of  laat  year, 
originally  introduced  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  (Lord  Robert  Montagu),  and  then 
amended  by  a  Select  Committee.  The 
founder  of  the  institution  was  a  certain 
Mr.  Tancred,  a  Yorkshire  squire  of  strong 
prejudices,  one  of  which  was  an  objection 
to  heirs  female.  Early  in  the  last  cen- 
tury, this  geutlemon  executed  a  trust  deed, 
settling  the  largest  portion  of  his  property 
(of  which  the  principal  seat  was  at  Wixley 
some  dozen  miles  from  York),  on  a  trust 
which  would,  no  doubt,  had  he  had  issue 
male,  have  made  an  entail  for  ever ;  bat 
which,  as  the  case  was,  created  a  charity, 
speaking  roughly,  di?ided  into  two  parts 
— one  an  almshouse  situated  in  the  town 
of  Wixley  for  twelve  decayed  bachelor 
gentlemen,  and  the  other  an  establishment 
of  twelve  studentships — four  for  law,  to  be 
taken  at  Lincoln's  Inn  and  the  residue  at 
two  Colleges  of  renown  at  Cambridge,  at 
either  of  which  it  was  a  privilege  to  enter; 
four  for  divinity  at  Christ's  College  ;  and 
four  for  medicine  at  Gonville  and  Cains 
College.  Several  years  later  Mr.  Tanered 
executed  a  will,  leaving  his  remaining  pro- 
perty in  augmentation  of  the  settlement. 
Still  a  bachelor,  he  died  a  few  years 
afterwards,  and  his  will  became  the  subject 
of  a  Chancery  suit ;  for  his  sisters  and 
their  representatives  naturally  objected  to 
it.  The  then  Lord  Keeper  Henley  pro- 
nounced a  decree,  in  which  he  established 
the  settlement  with  certain  modifications; 
and  in  consequence  of  this  judgment  a 
Private  Act,  3  Geo,  III.,  incorporated  the 
charity  in  conformity  with  Tancred*ft  ar- 
rangements, appointing  as  its  gOTemon 
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the  Treasurer  of  Lincoln's  Inn,  the  Master 
of   the   Charterhouse,   the    GoTornors  of 
Chelsea    and    Greenwich    Hospitals,   the 
President  of  the  College  of  Physicians, 
and    the  Masters  of   Christ's  and   Caius 
Colleges,  Cambridge.     At  the  same  time, 
Christopher  Tancred's  whimsical  provisos 
of  keeping   up   for  ever  a  deer  park  at 
Wixley   was  abrogated ;  and    the   estate 
placed  on  so    satisfactory  a  footing   that 
instead  of  yielding  something  under  £1,000 
a  year,  it  produces,  at  the  present   dny, 
upwards  of  £4,000.     He  need  hardly  ob- 
serTO  how  the  selection  of  these  trustees 
was  wisely  designed  to  secure  the  proper 
fulfilment  of  the  second  object  of  the  charity 
— the  maintenance  of  the  twelve  student- 
ships, four  in  law  at  Lincoln's  Inn,  four  in 
medicine  at  Caias  College,  Cambridge,  and 
four  in  divinity  at  Christ's  College,  Cam- 
bridge.    He  should  observe  that  both  with 
regard    to    these    studentships,    and    the 
pensioners  of  the  *•  Hospital  *'  at  Wixley, 
the  beneficiaries  were  strictly  enjoined  to 
be   members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
He  was  not  now  concerned  with  the  ques- 
tion as  it  affected  Wixley  ;  but  so  long  as 
the  Colleges  retained  their  connection  with 
the  Church  he  saw  no  hardship  in  the  pro- 
vision.     The  Church  of  England  offered 
a  most  ample  area,  when  the  benefits  to  be 
conferred  were  so  limited ;  and  Christ's  and 
Caius  Colleges  were  foundations  which  it 
was  an  advantage,  and  not  a  detriment,  to 
enter,  particularly  when  £100  a  year  was 
the  result  of  the  transaction.     As  to  the 
Wixley  Hospital,  he  must  confess  that  it 
bad  proved  a  failure.     It  would  be  easy  to 
eonceive  the  evils  which  would  result  from 
twelve  bachelors  of  fifty,  afflicted  with  an 
inability  to  get  on  in  life-^or  otherwise 
they  would  not  have  offered  themselves  as 
candidate^  for  the  Tancred  benevolence — 
living  together  on  a  common  income  barely 
sufficient  to  keep  one  gentleman  in  decent 
circumstances,  in  little  rooms  cut  up  out  of 
a  small  country  house,  touching  which  the 
founder  had  the  vanity  to  propose  that  the 
buildings   should   never    be    enlarged    or 
altered.     Having  to  dine  together  and  live 
in  community  without  any  special  occupa- 
tion^  religious  vocation,  or  manly  sports, 
•cured  in  temper  by  the  degradation  of 
being  regarded  as  recipients  of   charity, 
and   with  nothing  to  do  but  to  kill  time, 
these  masculine  old  maids  would  naturally 
take  to  smoking,  eavesdropping,  and  quar- 
relling, if  not  something  worse.     In  1865 
the  case  of  the  Hospital  became  so  flagrant 
that  its  governors  submitted  a  scheme  to 
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the  Charity  Commissioners,  proposing  to 
reduce  the  number  of  the  pensioners  from 
twelve  to  six.     Some  other  reforms  were 
suggested ;    but   the  whole  proposal  was 
manifestly  too  timid  and  compromising  to 
command  success,  particularly  when  it  was 
remembered  that  the  estate,  which  when 
Tancred  died,  was  worth  something  less 
than  £1,000,  had  now  increased  in  value 
to  more  than  £4,000.     The  Charity  Com- 
missioners were  accordingly  solicited  from 
various  quarters  to  take  vigorous  measures, 
and  they  did  so  with  a  vengeance.     As  a 
first  step,  they  sent  their  assistant  Com- 
missioner, Mr.   Martin,  to  report  on   the 
condition    of   the  Hospital.     He  made  a 
very  minute   examination  of   its   internal 
arrangements,  in  which  he  was    assisted 
by  the   fussy   ingenuity  of  the   inmotes, 
men  of,  perhaps,  a  once  large  experience, 
who  had  withdrawn  their  powers  of  obser- 
vation from  the  world  to  concentrate  them 
within    the   narrow   limits    of    their  own 
circle.     The  Commissioners  came   to  the 
generally  approved  conclusion  that  the  Hos- 
pital as  an  almshouse  should  be  done  away 
with,  and  that  the  income  should  be  dis- 
pensed in  the  shape  of  out-door  pensions, 
supplementary  to  other  sources  of  income, 
to  educated   gentlemen,  so  that  no  reci- 
pient  should  run  a  risk  of  collision  with 
any  brother  in  misfortune.     The  scheme 
also  provided   that   when    the  number  of 
inmates  had  been  reduced  to  four,  these 
should  be  withdrawn  from  the  building  and 
the  establishment  broken  up.     The  charity 
would  thus  in  time  have  assumed  a  shape 
similar  in  organization  to  the  Royal  Lite- 
rary Fund  and  similar  institutions.     Em- 
bodied as  this  plan   was  in   the  original 
scheme,  and  consequently  in  the  Bill  as  it 
first  came  before  the  House  last  year,  it 
was  also  accepted  by  the  Select  Committee, 
and  therefore  was  embodied  in  the  Bill  of 
the  present  Session,  so  he  hoped  it  would 
be  cordially  approved  by  the  House.     Re- 
garding the  studentships,  Tancred  had  laid 
down  these  three  conditions  : — First,  that 
the  beneficiaries  should  be  natives  of  Great 
Britain,    thereby   shutting   out   Irishmen, 
colonists,    and    the   whole    world    beside ; 
secondly,  that  they  should  be  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  ;  and,  thirdly,  that 
they  should,  as  students,  be  educated  at 
the  particular  institutions,  in   relation  to 
which  the  list  of  governors  had  been  settled. 
The  limitation  to  members  of  the  Church 
of  England  was  objected  to  ;  but  surely,  for 
an  endowment  limited  in  amount  and  in  the 
number  of  possible  recipients  as  this  was, 
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it  opened  a  field  of  distribution  sufficiently  1 
Uvide   to  secure  an  unquestionable  power 
of  selection  among  excellent  competitors. 
What   better    schools    of   law,    of   medi- 
cine, or  divinity  existed  than  those  which 
this  testator  had  selected  ?     Of  Lincoln's 
Inn  he  need  not   make   himself   the  ad- 
vocate.     As   to  Gains    College,    it    had. 
from  the  days  of  its  second  founder,  been 
a  renowned  school  of  medicine;  while  the 
fame  of  Christ's   College  as  a  seminary 
of    divines   was   incontestible.      Yet   the 
Charity  Commissioners,  for  some  reason  of 
their  own,  wished  to  make  a  clean  sweep 
of  all  restrictions,  leaving  the  governors  of 
the  charity  to  elect  the  students  out  of  the 
wide  world;  and  whether  these  would,  in 
consequence,  take  their  degrees  in  Eng- 
land, in  France,  in  the  United  States,  or 
in  China,  was  to  be  a  matter  of  the  most 
complete  indifference.     The  Bill  introduced 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  Vice  President  of 
the   Council,   as  the   mouthpiece   of    the 
Charity  Commissioners,  for  giving  effect  to 
their  scheme,  appeared  in  a  shape  which 
niijL^ht  have  become  usual  with  regard  to  en- 
actments brought  before  Parliament  to  give 
legislative  sanction  to  such  proposals,  but 
against  which  ho  felt   bound  to  protest. 
Instead  of  the  scheme  being  cast,  in  proper 
legal  language,  into  a  Bill,  which  might  in 
time  become  a  statute,  it  was  with  all  the 
amplifications  and  fine  language  incident  to 
a  report,  and  out-of  place,  in  a  law,  trans- 
Iferred  justas  it  stood  within  the  four  corners 
lof  the  Bill,  with  a  few  words  of  prefatory 
lenactnient,  professing  to  give  validity  to 
Ithe  subsequent  essay  as  the  scheme  of  the 
ICharity  Commission.  This  Bill  was  rcferr^ 
to  a  Select  Committee,  which  altered  the 
Ischemein  various  particulars;  and  yet,  the 
iPrcamble  having  been,  by  the  forms  of  the 
JHouse,  first  adopted,  it  still  professed  to 
state  what  had  become  an  untruth — that 
the  scheme  so  propounded    and    proposed 
to  be    enacted   was   that   of   the  Charity 
Commission.     His  Bill,  which  substantially 
embodied  all  the  alterations  of  the  Com- 
Iniittee,  did  not  fullow  this  bad  example, 
Ibut  adopted    the  ordinary    form   of  other 
ll^ills.      The   Select   Committee   of   1867 
restored    the   vested    rights   of  Lincoln's 
[un    and    of  the    two  Colleges    as    reci- 
lients  of  the  gift,  together  with  the  limita- 
tion to  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
>f  these  studentships.     In  this  he  cordially 
Iconcurrcd  ;  but  there  were  other  points  cm- 
Ibodied  in  the  amended  scheme,  with  which 
|he  could  not  so  thoroughly  agree,  although 
|}ie  felt  it  was  most  respectful  to  the  Com- 
Mr,  Meresford  Eop$ 


mittee  to  introduce  the  Bill  in  the  shtpe  in 
which  they  had  cast  it,  leaving  it  to  the 
House  to  amend  it  in  Committee  if  they 
pleased.  Mr.  Tancred  had  devised  the 
advowBon  of  Wixley  to  the  charity  ;  but 
Lord  Keeper  Henley  pronounced  this  de- 
vise illegal.  Consequently  the  patronage 
of  the  living  had  since  continued  in  alien 
hands,  although  a  small  provision  had  been 
made  to  the  clergyman  who  was  constituted 
warden  of  the  Hospital.  The  scheme  pro- 
posed a  permanent  addition  to  the  living, 
consequent  on  its  being  purchased  by  the 
governors,  and  then  the  advowson  being 
sold  with  the  estate.  The  Committee  re- 
tained the  whole  of  the  land,  probably  look- 
ing upon  it  as  the  best  security  on  whieh 
the  charity  fund  could  be  put ;  and  yet 
owing,  he  hoped,  to  the  misadventure  of 
the  provision  for  the  increase  of  the  living 
having  come  earlier  in  the  scheme,  rejected 
the  proposal  of  augmentation,  with  the 
view,  no  doubt,  of  subsequently  rejecting 
the  complex  transaction  affecting  the  sale 
of  the  estate.  He  would  be  glad,  if  his 
Bill  got  into  Committee,  that  this  pro- 
vision would  be  reinstated,  without  pre- 
judice to  the  retention  of  the  estate.  It 
was  absurd  to  argue  that  the  purchase  of 
the  living  was  contrary  to  Tancred 's  in- 
tentions. In  the  first  place,  Tancred  wished 
the  living  to  belong  to  his  trust ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  regarding  the  pension 
portion  of  it  as  a  provision  for  meritorious 
gentlemen  outworn  by  work,  he  would  ask, 
who  could  be  so  meritorious  a  recipient  of  its 
benefits  as  a  clergyman  broken  down  by 
devoted  services  in  some  overgrown  town  or 
unheal tliy  colony?  In  fact,  the  vicar  of  Wix- 
ley might  and  ought  to  be  the  first  Tan- 
cred pensioner.  The  Committee  also  struck 
out  the  extension  of  the  pensions  to  women. 
Tancred,  no  doubt,  was  a  misogynist ;  bat 
he  thought  this  a  poor  reason,  now  that  the 
Hospital  was  to  be  extinguished,  to  refuse 
this  concession.  Such  was  the  Bill  of 
which  ho  moved  the  second  reading.  All 
agreed  that  the  Hospital,  as  it  stood  at 
present,  was  a  crying  evil.  The  Bill  pro- 
posed a  remedy  for  this  offence.  Its  other 
details  might  or  might  not  be  open  to  dis- 
cussion ;  they  could,  however,  be  taken  in 
hand  in  Committee.  For  the  sake,  how- 
ever, of  abating  the  Hospital,  he  contended 
that  the  House  ought  to  give  the  second 
reading  now.  If  it  refused  to  do  so,  it 
would  render  itself  responsible  for  all  the 
evils  which  were  making.  Wixley  a  by- 
word. 
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Motion  made,  and  QaeBtion  propoied, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  Beruford  Hope,) 

Mb.  BENTINCK  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEYRE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  stated  precisely  the  na- 
ture of  the  scheme  recommended  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  which,  although  of 
a  comprehensive  character,  did  not  go  as 
far  as  he  himself  wished.     The  Charity 
Commissioners  proposed  that  the  Hospital 
should  be  done  away  with  ;  that  the  pen- 
sioners should  be  increased  from  twelf  e  to 
twenty-four ;  that  women  as  well  as  men 
should  be  admitted  to  the  benefit  of  the 
charity  ;  that  this  should  be  thrown  open 
to  all  British  subjects;  and  that  restric- 
tions upon  the  religion  of  the  pensioners 
should  be  wholly  done  away  with.     They 
fuctber  proposed  that  the  allowance  of  the 
students  should  be  increased  to  £100  a 
year  each  ;  that  these  should  not  be  obliged 
to  belong  to  any  particular  College  or  Inn 
of  Court ;    and,  further,  that  the  estate, 
consisting   of  2,500  acres  in  Yorkshire, 
and  possessing  a  considerable  residential 
value,  which  non-residential  trustees  were 
incapable    of  fully  dcTeloping,   should   be 
sold,  and  the  proceeds  infested  in  Consols. 
A  Bill  for  carrying  out  the  scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  had  been  brought 
in  last  Session  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council;  in  doing  so,  how- 
ever, he  never  told  the  House  that  he  dis- 
approved of  the  provisions  of  that  scheme, 
but  referred  the   Bill  embodying  it  to  a 
Select  Committee  composed  of  five  Mem- 
bers  chosen   from   his   own   side  of   the 
House,  an^  but  two  taken  from  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches.     Bearing  in  mind  that  the 
Liberal  party  had  a  decided  majority  in 
the  House,   the   preponderating  influence 
ought  to  have  been  exactly  reversed.  The 
Committee  at  once  proceeded  to  cut  out 
all  the   liberal  parts  of  the  Bill,   and  so 
completely  altered  its  character  that  no- 
body could  any  longer  recognise  it.     On 
its  return  to  the  House  he  had  endeavoured 
to  restore  it  to  its  original  condition,  and 
gave  notice  of  Amendments  for  that  pur- 
pose.     The  noble   Lord   endeavoured   to 
force   the  Bill  through  the  House  ;  but, 
in  order  to  prevent  its  being  discussed  in  a 
thin  House,  he  (Mr.  Lefevre)  had  stayed  up 
night  after  night  till  three  in  the  morning, 
and  eventually  the  Bill  was  dropped.     But 
now,    in    the    present   Session,   his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cambridge,  fresh 
from  the  honours  of  an  Election,  in  which 
he  bad  received  considerable  Liberal  sup- 


port, re-introduced  the  Bill  in  the  same 
reactionary  form,   instead  of  leaving  the 
matter  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  Government 
measure,  introduced  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners.     In  its  pre- 
sent shape  he  thought  it  was  really  impos- 
sible to  amend  the  Bill.    It  would  be  better 
to  throw  it  out,  and   to  leave  it  in  the 
hands  of  the   Government  to  bring  in  a 
measure   dealing  in   a   wider   spirit  with 
this  charity.     Here  was  an  estate,  pro- 
ducing something   like  £5,000   a    year, 
which    might   be    turned   to  very  useful 
purposes  of  an  educational  character,  such 
as  had  been  pointed  to  by  a  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Marlborough)  in    "  another 
place  "  when  he  accounted  for  the  delay 
which  had  taken  place  in  producing   the 
educational  measures  of  the  Government 
by  the  hope  which  he  had  entertained  of 
getting  hold  of  some  of  the  waste  foun- 
dations of  the  country.    He  thought  that 
when  there   was   such   a  cry  for  techni- 
cal education  this  charity  might  be  used 
for   that   purpose.     He  believed  that,  in 
Yorkshire,  there    was    not   at  present  a 
single  school  for  technical  instruction.  The 
scheme  of  the  Select  Committee,  as  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
was  most  illiberal ;  as  be  hoped  the  House 
would  not  sanction  it,  he  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques* 
tion  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
months." — (Mr,  Shato- Lefevre,) 

ViscoimT  CRANBORNE  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  attempted  to  give  this  Bill 
a  thoroughly  party  aspect,  and  had  started 
some  theories  on  the  subject  of  endowment, 
which  were  almost  as  novel  to  Members  of 
his  own  party  as  they  were  to  those  who 
sat  upon  the  Ministerial  Benches.  He 
really  failed  to  gather  what  were  those 
"  liberal  provisions  "  which  the  Committee 
had  so  wickedly  struck  out.  He  found 
that  widows  and  daughters  had  given  way 
to  decayed  and  necessitated  gentlemen, 
and  that  the  restriction  to  British  subjects 
had  been  omitted.  Was  it  part  of  the  creed 
of  the  Liberal  party  that  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  pensioners  should  shiire  in  the 
endowments  ?  Had  the  Liberal  party  any 
objection  to  "  decayed  and  necessitous 
gentlemen?"  He  was  also  puzzled  by 
the  statements  which  he  had  heard  as  to 
the  party  composition  of  the  Committee  ; 
for,  as  it  happened,  the  two  Liberal  Memr 
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bers  did  not  Tote  upon  the  same  side.  If 
he  were  compelled  to  determine  between 
the  purity  of  water  of  the  Liberolism  of 
Gentlemen  opposito,  he  should  say  that  the 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Dent)  was, 
on  the  whole,  more  orthodox  thnn  the 
riuht  -hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe).  The  principlo  now 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Read- 
ing (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  could  not  be  nar- 
rowed to  a  particular  case.  If  the  inten- 
tions of  a  man  who  mnde  his  will  with  the 
full  knowleds^e  that  there  were  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  Roman  Catho- 
I  lies,  and  Dissenters,  and  who  discriminated 
between  them,  were  to  be  deliberately  set 
At  nought,  why,  in  fairness  to  testators  at 
the  present  day,  these  principles  of  action 
ought  to  be  declared.  At  one  of  those 
three  o'clock  sittings  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  alluded  to  he  startled  the  House 
by  the  decloration  that  it  was  ridiculous 
for  anybody  to  suppose  that  the  testator 
could  care  for  the  Church  of  his  baptism. 
That  might,  of  course,  be  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's own  view  of  the  case.  But  there 
were,  nevertheless,  large  numbers  of  indi- 
nridunls  who  did  attach  importance  to  their 
religious  belief,  and  were  prepared  to  help 
more  earnestly  those  who  agreed  with  them 
in  religious  belief  than  those  who  did  not; 
and  if  that  were  the  place  to  quote  Scrip- 
Iture,  passages  might  be  adduced  in  support 
lof  that  Tiew. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  begged  the 
loblo  Lord's  pardon.  He  had  never  nscd 
the  words  attributed  to  him  on  any  occa- 
sion at  three  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  Well,  then. 
It  was  at  half-past  one. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  had 
lever,  at  any  time,  made  use  of  any  such 
expression. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  certainly  had 

mdcrstood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that 

le  felt  no  individual  preference  for  those 

^ho  belonged  to  the  same  religious  body 

18  himself  ;  but  was  glad  to  find  that  he 

had  misconceived  what  was  actually  stated. 

he  hon.   Member,  however,  must  admit 

that  he  had  now  advocated  the  conversion 

>f  this  endowment  to  purposes  of  primary 

education — purposes    which    were    wholly 

foreign  to  those  which  the  testator  had  in 

'iew. 

Mr.  dent  had  the  authority  of  the 
llmrity  Commissioners  for  stating  that 
ihey  hnd  never  been  consulted  with  regard 
to  the  Bill  that  was  now  before  the  House  ; 
ind  ho  certainly   thought  it  a   rash  and 

Fucount  Cranlorm 


hazardous  proceeding,  in  a  matter  of  this 
nature,  for  private  Members  completely  to 
ignore  the  Commissioners,  and  take  the  dis« 
posal  of  the  revenues  into  their  own  hands. 
He  hoped  the  Bill  would  pasa,  and  that 
such  Amendments,  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the 
Committee  might  seem  fit|  would  be  intro- 
duced. Its  brond  features  would,  however, 
no  doubt,  remain  as  an  embodiment  of  the 
will  of  a  deceased  benefactor,  whose  Tiewe 
they  were  bound  to  respect  and  give  effect 
to.  He  therefore  should  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Reading, 
although  unable  to  agree  with  him  in  all 
the  views  that  he  had  expressed. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  present  was  the  time  in  the  history 
of  the  country  when  a  desire  to  increase 
the  comforts  of  old  and  decayed  persons 
could  be  legitimately  regarded  as  out  •of 
date.  In  Bradford  there  were  collections 
going  on  in  favour  of  various  asylums  do* 
voted  to  the  purpose.  The  question  in- 
volved in  the  opposition  to  this  Bill  was, 
whether,  when  there  was  an  endowment  in 
favour  of  a  religious  communion,  the  mem- 
bers of  that  religious  communion  should  be 
allowed  to  enjoy  the  property  devised  for 
their  benefit.  The  issue  at  stake  in  this 
case  did  not  affect  one  religion  alone,  bot 
the  endowments  and  bequests  of  all  bodies 
of  Christians  in  this  country.  He  must 
adhere  to  the  broad  principle  that  a  man 
icould  spend  his  money  as  he  liked,  and  so 
leave  it  after  his  death.  The  Report  of 
the  Middle-class  Schools  Commission  was 
in  favour  of  this  Bill,  which,  he  trusted, 
would  be  read  a  second  time.  Any  altera- 
tions which  it  was  desirable  to  make  in  the 
details  of  the  Bill  could  be  effected  in 
Committee,  while  its  broad  principles  were 
preserved. 

Mr.  THOMSON  HANKEY  thought 
the  discussion  showed  the  necessity  there 
existed  for  some  efficient  representative  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  in  that  House. 
There  was  at  that  moment  no  Member  of 
the  Government  on  the  Benches  opposite 
to  say  a  word  in  favour  of  the  Report  of 
the  Charity  CommisHoncrs,  or  to  give  any 
explanation  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  It 
would  be  more  satisfactory  if  such  mea- 
sures as  this  were  introduced  by  the  Go- 
vernment, instead  of  being  left  to  private 
Members.  It  could  not,  he  thought,  be 
said  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Reading 
(Mr.  Shaw-Lcfevre)  factiously  opposed  the 
Bill.  What  the  hon.  Member  asked  was, 
that  action  should  not  be  taken  in  the 
matter  until   the   Charity   Commissionert 
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ezpreBsed  their  opinion  with  reBpect  to  it, 
and  until  the  Go?ernment  tliought  fit,  on 
their  own  responsibility,  to  bring  in  a 
measure  on  the  subject.  He  supported 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  there  was  a  large 
charity  to  be  dealt  with.  It  was  admitted 
that  great  inconveniences  had  arisen  from 
its  existing  condition.  In  consequence  of 
the  state  in  which  it  was  represented  to  be, 
Commissioners  were  sent  to  the  spot  to 
inquire,  and  upon  their  Keport,  which 
contained  much  valuable  information,  the 
Charity  Commissioners  framed  schemes, 
•—not,  however,  in  strict  accordance  with 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  who  had 
made  the  inquiry — and  submitted  to  Par- 
liament a  Bill  to  carry  them  out.  The 
Bill  was  referred  to  a  Committee,  of  which 
he  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Mem- 
ber. It  so  happened  that  all  the  parties 
interested,  without  exception,  were  opposed 
to  the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  Those 
who  were  rich  enough  appeared  by  counsel ; 
those  who  were  not  rich  enough  were  al- 
lowed to  appear  and  state  their  own  case. 
It  happened  that  one  of  the  pensioners  had 
been  formerly  a  Member  of  this  House. 
What  had  the  Committee  to  do  ?  Thev 
had  to  sit  a  few  hours  every  day  to  devote 
to  a  consideration  of  what  was  just  and 
liberal.  The  House  had  received  that  day 
a  definition  of  what  liberality,  or  rather 
Liberalism,  really  was  according  to  the  view 
of  a  Liberal  Member.  They  were  told 
upon  that  authority  that  it  was  a  Liberal 
thing  to  do  away  with  everything  that  a 
founder  had  in  view  when  he  made  a  spe- 
cific bequest,  and  to  substitute  something 
entirely  different.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Beading  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefpvre)  said  the  in- 
tentions of  the  testator  should  be  dis- 
regarded, and  that  the  revenues  of  the 
charity  should  be  applied  to  general  edu- 
cational purposes.  But  the  Legislature 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  with  regard  to 
endowed  schools  that,  if  the  words  of  the 
bequest  were  precise,  the  advantogcs  of 
the  endowment  were  to  be  confined  to  per- 
sons of  that  particular  form  of  religion 
which  the  testator  indicated.  The  same 
principle  should  be  applied  in  the  present 
case.  It  was  quito  clear  that  the  testator 
bad  done  all  in  his  power  to  secure  his 
charity  for  members  of  tho  Church  of 
England  ;  and  another  circumstance  was, 
that  if  nothing  were  done  there  would  be 
m  Chancery  suit  to  settle  the  different  iiite- 
rests.  The  Committee  shrunk  from  order- 
ing a  Mdtt  of  the  estate  ;  and  from  dobg 


this  in  order  to  obtain  an  increased  present 
advantage  with  the  certainty  of  a  less  in- 
come in  the  future.  They  thought  that  in 
reference  to  the  questions  that  had  been 
raised  they  should  rather  be  dealt  with  by 
a  general  change  in  the  law  than  by  legis- 
lating for  this  particular  instance.  The 
Committee  had  come  to  tho  conclusion 
that  the  advantoges  of  the  charity  should 
be  confined  to  men,  and  not  extended, 
contrary  to  the  obvious  intention  of  the 
founder,  to  women.  They  differed  from 
the  Commissioners  also  on  this  question. 
The  founder  said  that  his  charity  should 
be  divided  into  two  equal  parts — one  for 
pensions  to  needy  persons,  and  the  other 
for  educational  purposes ;  and  the  Com- 
mittee saw  no  good  reason  why  this  limita<* 
tion  should  be  broken  through ;  and  they 
also  saw  no  reason  for  extending  the  area 
beyond  the  locality  to  which  the  testator 
had  limited  it.  Another  thing  that  weighed 
much  with  the  Committee  wos  the  con- 
sideration that  the  Bill  would  have  to  go  to 
the  other  House ;  and  they  desired  such  a 
measure  as  would  have  a  fair  chance  of 
passing  there  ;  and  the  more  especially  so 
when  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that 
legislation  was  necessary  to  remedy  the 
state  of  confusion  into  which  the  charity 
had  fallen.  If  money  left  for  one  purpose 
was  to  be  diverted  to  another  it  ought  to 
be  done  directly,  and  not  incidentally.  He 
hoped  that  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
second  reading,  and  if  any  Amendment 
were  thought  necessary,  that  matter  could 
be  considered  in  Committee. 

Mr.  BEUCE  said,  that,  while  he  agreed 
in  the  desirability  of  removing  existing  in- 
conveniences, he  could  not  but  think  that 
the  Bill  could  not  be  considered  npari  frum 
the  general  principle  which  applied  to  en- 
dowments. The  Legislature  had  commie  ted 
certain  duties  to  the  Cliarity  Commission- 
ers, who  were  empowered  to  devise  schemes 
for  improving  and  promoting  the  efficiency 
of  charitable  institutions;  and  it  was  in- 
tended that  such  schemes,  if  they  were 
approved  of,  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Legislature  by  some  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  was  the  practice,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  place  them  before  tho  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
whose  duty  it  was,  if  he  saw  anything 
objectionable  in  them,  to  refer  the  mea- 
sures back  to  the  Commissioners  for  further 
consideration.  In  the  present  case  no  such 
objection  was  made  to  the  Bill  as  prepared 
by  the  Commissioners  last  year  ;  but  when 
it  came  back  from  the  Committee  it  wat 
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Bubmitted  by  an  intlependcnt  Member,  and 
not  a  word  bad  been  said  in  support  of  its 
principle  bj  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  question  whether  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Bill  were  such  as  should 
receive  the  approval  of  the  House  deserved 
much  consideration  ;  and  he  did  not  think 
it  ou^ht  to  be  read  a  second  time,  unless 
the  House  was  prepared  to  sanction  the 
principle  with  respect  to  endowments,  that, 
in  all  cases  and  under  all  circumstances, 
whatever  restrictions  were  imposed,  the 
will  of  a  testator  should  be  adopted  and 
carried  out.  He  did  not  deny  that  the 
first  recipients  of  the  benefits  to  be  derived 
under  the  will  in  question  should  be  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England.  They 
were  to  live  together,  and  it  was  perhaps 
right  therefore  that  they  should  belong  to 
the  same  denomination  ;  but  the  question 
was  whether,  now  that  they  were  no  longer 
to  live  together,  but  to  be  scattered,  the 
same  restriction  should  be  maintained. 
Again,  they  could  not  be  quite  sure  that  if 
Mr.  Tancred  had  seen  the  ritualistic  ten- 
dencies of  the  day,  and  the  other  altera- 
Itions  that  had  taken  place,  he  would  have 
been  so  anxious  to  limit  the  charity  to 
members  of  the  Church  of  England.  And 
with  respect  to  the  scholarships,  it  was 
worthy  of  consideration  whether,  after  the 
I  lapse  of  100  years,  the  will  of  the  testator 
should  be  in  all  respects  adhered  to.  If 
the  limitations  with  reference  to  residence 
I  were  disregarded,  why  should  not  the  limi- 
tations with  regard  to  religion  ?  At  any 
rate  the  tendency  of  Parliament  was  now 
to  take  such  restrictions  into  consideration; 
and  the  School  Commissioners  had  recom- 
I  mended  that  every  fifty  years  such  endow- 
ments should  be  considered  by  some  com- 
Ipctcnt  authority,  which  should  determine 
whether  the  will  of  the  testator  should  in 
I  all  respects  be  adhered  to.  lie  thought 
that  a  Bill  of  this  importance  should  be 
I  brought  forward  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  Government  ;•  and,  under  all  the  cir- 
Icumstanccs,  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Reading. 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  that  he  was  by  no 
I  means  indifferent  to  the  propriety  of  re- 
specting the  general  intentions  of  testators 
who  aimed  at  forwarding  great  and  good 
objects;    but  it  was  quite   another  thing 
when  the  House  was  called  upon  to  assist 
in  placing  restrictions  around  institutions, 
and  where  the  testators  were  selfish  men 
and  wanting  in  natural  affection  for  their 
relations.     This   Mr.    Tancred   had   been 
lescribed  by  the  Judge  who  gave  a  deci- 
Mr*  Bruce 


sion  in  reference  to  his  will,  as  a  man  who 
seemed  to  have  cast  off  all  natural  affec- 
tion ;  and  the  Judge  regretted  that  he  was 
bound  by  precedents  to  a8»ist  in  carrying 
out  his  intentions.  He  had  sarroanded 
his  estate  with  a  wall,  and  had  erected 
certain  buildings  and  out-buildings,  and  he 
ordered  that  no  one  should  pall  down  the 
wall  or  buildings,  or  should  erect  any  new 
buildings.  His  first  object  seemed  to  be 
ta  cheat  his  sisters.  He  also  ordered  that 
forty  deer  should  be  kept  in  tbe  park. 
Were  those  who  opposed  the  extension  of 
the  benefits  derived  under  the  will  to  a  few 
ladies  anxious  that  those  directions  sbonld 
be  held  sacred  ?  He  (Mr.  Acland)  thought 
that  important  principles  and  main  objects 
should  be  respected  and  upheld  ;  but  that 
the  whims  and  fancies  of  such  a  testator, 
at  the  moment  of  death,  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  prevent  Parliament  from  apply- 
ing the  charity  for  the  benefit  of  the 
greatest  number  possible.  It  was  true 
that  the  testator  named  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  ;'  but  circumstanees 
had  greatly  altered  since  the  founder  di- 
rected that  the  residents  in  his  oenobita 
house  were  to  bo  members  of  the  Church 
of  England.  His  views  about  the  Choroh 
of  England  might  be  very  different  from 
those  which  were  now  entertained  ;  he 
might  have  looked  upon  the  Church  in  a 
much  wider  sense  than  was  supposed  ;  and 
certainly  they  ought  not  to  put  the  narrow- 
est construction  upon  his  words.  What 
they  were  bound  to  do  was  to  see  what  the 
main  object  was,  and  to  give  effect  to  it, 
and  not  to  limitations  which  had  a  smack 
of  religion  about  them,  perhaps  for  the 
purpose  of  making  them  look  respectable. 
It  ought  also  to'  be  considered  that  the 
testator  was  doing  for  persons,  who  lived 
150  years  after  his  death,  what  the  law 
would  not  allow  him  to  do  if  the  bequest 
had  been  applied  to  his  own  immediate 
descendants — that  was,  re^culate  the  terms 
upon  which  they  should  hold  the  property, 
lie  hoped  the  House  would  not  adopt  the 
broad  principle  involved  in  the  Bill,  which 
was  one  which  should  be  dealt  with  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government,  and  that 
they  would  not  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  SCHREIBERsaid:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  has  certainly 
formed  no  very  high  opinion  of  the  charac- 
ter of  the  late  Af  r.  Tancred  ;  but  I  did  not 
gather  from  anything  he  said  that  he  felt 
the  slightest  objection  to  fingering  the 
money  of  the  departed ;  and  I  mnsi  saj. 
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Sir,  that  it  is  rather  hard  to  take  a  man's 
money  for  upwards  of  a  century,  and  then 
abuse  him  at  the  end  of  it.  At  half-past 
one  o'clock  this  morning,  **  while  men 
slept,"  the  Church  of  England  was  sud- 
denly  deprived  by  Bill  of  does  and  rights 
she  has  enjoyed  for  centuries  ;  on  Monday 
next  it  is  proposed  to  rob  the  Irish  Church 
by  Resolution  ;  and  to-day,  I  preaume  to 
keep  the  Liberal  party  in  wind,  the  dispo- 
sition is  evinced  of  setting  aside  the  in- 
tentions of  a  Churth  of  England  testator 
and  diverting  the  uses  of  a  Church  of  Eng- 
land charity.  But  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site should  remember  that,  in  thus  acting, 
they  are  forging  weapons  which  may  be 
used  against  their  own  endowments,  and 
which,  if  we  cannot  defend  our  own  posses- 
sions, when  the  time  comes,  we  shall  not  be 
slow  to  use  against  theirs.  Motions  and 
speeches  of  this  kind  are  two-edged  swords 
which  will  not  always  be  allowed  to  cut  one 
way.  In  the  next  place.  Sir,  if  these  en- 
dowments bad  their  origin  in  the  religious 
sentiment — if  withont  it  they  would  never 
have  existed  —  I  would  ask,  how  much 
honesty  there  is  in  diverting  them  to  uses 
secular,  and  disconnected  with  the  profes- 
sion of  any  religious  faith  ?  It  seems  to 
nie.  Sir,  very  like  obtaining  money  under 
fialse  pretences  ;  but  then  we  are  told,  Sir, 
that  dead  men  should  not  be  allowed  to 
govern  the  living  from  their  graves;  but 
there  is  one  thing,  at  least,  you  cannot 
prevent  their  doing  —  they  can  warn  the 
living  from  their  graves  ;  and,  unless  this 
House  more  scrupulously  respects  the  in- 
tentions of  founders,  we  shall  soon  have 
heard  the  last,  I  fear,  of  bequests  for  reli- 
gious and  charitable  uses.  On  general 
grounds,  then,  and  because,  as  a  Cam- 
bridge man,  I  feel  a  deep  interest  in  this 
particular  instance^  I  trust  that  the  House 
will  not  refuse  a  second  reading  to  this 
Bill. 


Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  :^AjeB  69  ;  Noes 
83 :  Majority  14. 

Words  added. 

Main   Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  off  for  six  months. 


MUTINY  BILL.— SECOND  READING. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  objected  to 
the  way  in  which  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
no  one  having  heard  the  first  reading.  He 
admitted,  however,  that  in  accordance  with 
his  wish  it  was  printed  before  the  second 
reading.  Still  he  considered  it  was  objec- 
tionable that,  without  necessity,  such  a 
Bill  should  be  so  rapidly  passed  through 
the  House.  When  this  Bill  was  passed 
the  Minister  might  dissolve  Parliament  if 
it  did  not  act  according  to  his  wishes;  and 
this  indecent  haste  took  place  in  conse- 
quence of  party  contentions  which  properly 
should  have  no  relation  to  it. 

Motion  ctgreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommxtted 
for  To-morrovo, 

GRAND  JURY  PRESENTMENTS  (IRE- 
LAND).—COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  VANCE  moved,  that  the  Select 
Committee  on  this  Bill  do  consist  of  nine- 
teen Members,  and  that  Colonel  Stuart 
Knox  and  Captain  Archdall  be  added  to 
the  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<That  the  Select  Committee  on  Grand 
Jury  Presentments  (Ireland)  do  consist  of 
Nineteen  Members." — {Mr,  Vance.) 

The  O'CONOR  DON  objected  to  in- 
creasing the  numbers  of  the  Committee. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Six  o'dook. 
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ECCLESIASTICAL  TITLES  IN  GREAT     I 
BlUTAIN  AND   IRELAND.  i 

MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT   COMMITTEE. 


Earl  STANHOPE,  in  risinp:  to  moTe 
For  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
Ito  inquire  into  the  Operation  of  any  Lair  j 
)r  Laws  AA  to  the  Assumption  of  Ecclesi- 1 
istical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ;  | 
land    whether    any,  and    what.  Alteration 
lahould   be    made  therein,  said,  that  this 
Iquestion  had  given  rise  to  a  great  amount 
|of  irritation.    Being  anxious  to  see  it  satis- 
Factorily  settled,  he  now  asked  their  Lord- 
Iships  to  grant  a  Committee,  as  the  first 
step  in   their   Lordships'    House   towards 
Ithe  attainment  of  such  a  result.     As  to 
Ithe  present  state   of  the   law,    he  must, 
lin  the  first  place,  bring  under  their  Lord- 
ships* notice  a  clause  in  the  Act  of  1829, 
called    the   Eoman    Cnthulic   Relief   Bill, 
in  which  it   was   enacted  that  a  penalty 
of  £100  for  each  offence  should  be  im- 
posed upon  any  person  who  should  unlaw- 
fully assume  to  himself  any  title  borne  by 
any  Archbishop  or  Bishop  of    the  Esta- 
blished Church.     The  Roman  Catholics  of 
that  time  took   very   little   heed  of   that 
clause,  because  it  was  comprised  in  a  mea- 
sure   which  gave    them   the   great   boon 
of   equality    of    civil    rights.      Moreover, 
when  that  Bill  was  passed,  no  attempt  was 
made  to  bring  the  clau!«o   into  operation, 
and  it  remained  a  dead  letter.     But  the 
case  was  far  otherwise  when,  in  Septem- 
ber, 1850,  the  Pope  thought  tit  to  alter 
the  mode  of  exercising  his  ppiritual  autho- 
rity in  England.     Until  then  that  autho- 
rity had  been  excrcified  by  means  of  Vicars 
{apostolic  ;    hut  in  that  year  a  brief   was 
issued  by  the  Court  of  Rome,  which  estab- 
lished    twelve    dioceses    for    the    Roman 
Catholic  Church  in  England,  and  gave  to 
those  dioceses  titles  which  were  not  borne  by 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  of  the  Established 
Church,  but  derived  from  other  towns  or 
cities.    Under  that  brief  Cardinal  Wiseman 
assumed  the  title  of  Archbishop  of  West- 
minster.    This  brief  raised  a  great  flame 
in  the  country,  upon  two  separate  grounds 
—first,  it  was  regarded  as  an  act  of  Papal 
aggression  ;    and    secondly,    it   was    con- 
sidered to  be  aimed  at  the  authority  of  the 
Queen,   who  alone   had    the    privilege    of 
creating  territorial  titles  in   her  own  do- 
minions.     At  the  beginning  of  the  next 
Ses>ion,  a  noble  Earl  not  now  in  his  place 
(Earl  Russell),  who  was  then  Prime  Minis- 
ter and  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, brought  in  the  EocleBiasiical  Titles 


Bill.  Bat  although  he  (Earl  Stanhope) 
was  about  to  find  great  fault  with  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Bill,  he  by  no  meant  desired 
to  impute  it  in  terms  of  blame  to  the  noble 
Earl.  The  statement  made  by  one  of  the 
principal  and  most  distinguished  opponents 
of  this  Bill  should  always  be  home  in  mind. 
Sir  James  Graham  said — 

"  He  must  ackowledge  that  the  feeling  in  &voiir 
of  legislation  on  this  subject  was  so  stroog  and 
unanimous  that  no  Prime  Minister  coold  disrs- 
gard  it." 

The  Ecclesiastical  Tifles  meaeure,  after 
much  debate,  finally  passed  both  Houses ; 
and,  in  addition  to  the  penalty  of  £100,  it 
declared  null  and  void  all  the  briefs  and 
rescripts  that  had  been  or  might  be  pro- 
mulgated by  the  Court  of  Rome  in  refer- 
ence to  this  assumption  of  titles.  This  Act 
was  proclaimed  by  its  promoters  as  a  great 
victory  and  triumph  ;  but,  alas !  how  Tain 
and  hollow  had  that  victory  proved  ! 

**  Upon  his  head  they  placed  a  fruitless  crowiiy 
And  put  a  barren  sceptre  in  bis  gripe." 

Last  year,  when  some  discussion  took  place 
upon  the  subject  in  that  House»  their 
Lordships  were  told  by  Lord  Derby,  in  his 
capacity  of  Prime  Minister,  that  if  a  Re* 
turn  were  moved  for  of  all  the  prosecutions 
instituted  and  all  the  penalties  recovered 
under  that  Act,  the  Return  must  be  nil. 
The  fact  was  that  not  a  single  prosecution 
had  been  instituted,  and  not  a  single  pe- 
nalty had  been  recovered.  In  that  debate 
of  last  year  several  noble  Lords  expressed 
their  regret  that  they  had  been  parties  to 
the  passing  of  that  Bill.  He,  for  one, 
joined  in  that  regret  ;  not  that  he  or  any 
other  noble  Lords  need  be  ashamed  of  what 
they  had  done,  for  no  one  could  take  a 
more  conscientious  or  honourable  part  than 
vote  according  to  the  best  of  his  judg- 
ment at  the  time.  But  he  thought  that, 
guided  by  the  lights  of  experience,  they 
had  reason  to  regret  t))e  course  they  had 
pursued.  For  himself,  he  regretted  that 
lie  had  departed  from  the  guidance  of  those 
Gentlemen  with  whom  he  then  usually 
acted — the  followers  of  the  late  Sir  Robert 
Peel — who,  in  his  judgment  upon  this  mea- 
sure, and  upon  some  others  also,  displayed 
a  larger  amount  of  foresight  and  sagacity 
than  did  at  the  time  several  other  party 
chiefs  who  competed  with  them.  The 
Bill,  however,  having  now  been  the  law  of 
'  the  land  for  many  years,  it  became  their 
duty  to  consider  what  had  been  its  effect. 
Some  people  said  that  no  harm  could  arise 
I  from  a  law  which  was  not  executed.  For 
his  part,  he  objected   to  any  lair  that 
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wAi  not  executed.  It  wu  moit  unforta- 
nate  vhen  penalties  nere  placed  upon  the 
statute  book  wliicli  lUej  could  not  ven- 
tore  to  eaforce ;  and  there  could  be  no 
iror*e  state  of  things  than  when  there 
was  a  systematic  Tiolation  of  the  law  on 
one  side  nnd  &  systematic  cooniTfince  at 
that  violation  on  the  other.  The  whole 
course  of  legislation  of  late  jears  had 
been  in  opposition  to  snch  a  system  ;  and 
th«  Legislature  had  repealed  scores  of 
statutes  that  bad  fallen  into  desuetude. 
There  were  only  two  courses  to  pursue 
with  regard  to  any  law — either  to  enforce 
it,  if  it  were  deemed  right,  or,  if  deemed 
undesirable,  then  to  repenl  it.  If  there 
were  any  country  in  which  it  was  de- 
sirable to  promote  respect  for  the  law,  it 
was  Ireland.  What,  then,  must  be  the 
state  of  things  in  Ireland,  tvhen  the 
huroliler  classes  saw  those  in  whom  they 
confided,  and  whom  they  revered  —  the 
prelates  of  the  Church  to  which  they 
belonged — pay  no  regard  at  all  to  those 
■latutes  which  regulated  their  condi- 
Uoo  f  Might  not  such  a  spectacle  in- 
duce those  persons  to  suppose  that  they 
also  were  absohed  from  the  duty  of 
obedience  to  the  law  in  points  upon  wliich 
that  law  concerned  them  ?  Ue  thought 
the  fact  that  the  statute  had  fallen  into 
desuetude,  nr  that  it  could  not  be  enforced, 
afforded  a  very  good  reason  why  they  should 
repeal  it,  or,  at  all  events,  why,  at  least, 
they  should  not  refuse  an  inquiry  into  the 
question.  Another  ohjcetion  to  the  Act 
was  tlist  it  had  caused  oonsiderable  diffi- 
cnlty  with  regard  to  Soman  Catholic  be- 
quests, and  some  information  on  this  point 
would  be  found  in  the  Report  of  tho  Hnuae 
of  Commons'  Committee  of  last  year  which 
had  been  communicated  to  their  Lordships, 
and  weald  be  in  their  hands  in  a  few  days. 
It  was  true  tliot  it  had  not,  as  far  as 
was  aware,  led  to  the  infliction  of  : 
substantial  injustice.  But  under  its  opera- 
tion Roman  Catholics  had  been  subjected 
to  harassing  proceedings  in  difl^ereut  courts, 
and  thst  was  manifestly  a  griersnce  which 
ought,  if  possible,  to  be  removed.  A  fur- 
ther objection  to  the  Act  was  that  it  did 
not  deal  with  the  question  in  an  equal 
spirit.  Had  it  rested  on  the  broad  prin- 
ciple that  any  person  assuming  a  territorial 
title  in  the  Queen's  dominions  without  Her 
Uajesty's  permission  should   be  liable  to  a 

Esoalty,  much  might  he  said  in  its  favour  ; 
at  how  did  it  deal  with  the  Bishops  of  the 
Epiaeopal  body  in  Scotland  !  Bishop 
Fwb«a,  with  Whom  he  bad  been  in  oono- 
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spondence,  end  who  was  held  ii 
honour  and  respect  by  all  who  kn( 
hsd  exactly  the  same  rigbt  to  take  the 
title  of  Bishop  of  Brechin  that  Dr.  Manning 
had  to  style  himself  Archbishop  of  West- 
minster ;  yet  the  Act  eipressly  excepted 
the  SpiscopsI  body  in  Scotland  from  its 
operation.  Surely,  the  penalty  ought  to 
I  be  applied  equally,  or  not  at  all.  He 
i  found,  too,  thst  the  Act  exercised  an  evil 
I  effect  upon  the  action  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
'  tholio  body  in  Ireland,  as  had  been  shown 
j  by  the  evidence  adduced  before  (he  Com- 
i  mittee  of  the  House  of  Commons  which 
had  inquired  into  the  subject  lost  Session.. 
)  Bishop  Iforiarty,  in  the  course  of  his  ez> 
before  that  Committee,  said — 


"  I  know  thst  berars  the  pauing  of  the  Eosle- 
aiaitioul  Titles  Act  sevsrsl  Bistiaps  wsre  in  tbs 
hsbit  of  attending  ths  reeeptiana  af  the  Lord 
Lieutansnt,  snd  1  know  that,  on  msnj  ooosiions, 
Biahop*  wsra  eonaulted  bj  ths  Govemmeat  of  tbs 
oountrj,  and  tbit  tbsj  fresl;  gKTS  their  sdvioe, 
and  offered  their  adiioe,  to  ths  Govsmmant  of 
thp  country.  Sinae  the  pssaing  of  lbs  Eealssi- 
astionl  Titlss  Act  the  Biahopa  think  (hat  it  is 
Ihelr  duty,  or  thnt  it  ia  becoming  their  station,  to 
keep  theroaelrea  altagelher  spsrt  from  any  oBicisl 
cannection  or  cemmunication  with  the  Govern- 
ment  of  the  oouDtrj." 

I  That  was  a  very  important  answer,  and  the 
i  Bishop  also  stated  thst  the  Roman  Calholio 
I  jirelatos,  acting  on  that  rule,  had  retired 
.' nltogetlier  from  the  Board  of  National 
'  Education.      When  asked  whether  there 

was  anything  iii  the  Act  which  required 

thom  to  do  so,  he  replied — 

"  No  ;  but  among  the  Commiaaioners  of  Na- 
tional Education  jou  had  the  Arohbtahop  of  Dub- 
;  lin,  you  bad  the  Catholic  Dean  of  Dublin,  and  yoa 
I  had,  I  think,  two  or  three  ether  Roman  Catholis 
I  Bishepa  aitting  on  ths  Board  of  Natloasl  Eda- 
I  oalion  ;  thej  ttsve  all  retired,  and  an  Bitbop  at 
j  Ihs  present  day  would  accept  a  seat  on  ttuit 
I  Board." 

J  The  evidence  of  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan, 
j  another  of  the  witnesses  of  high  authority 
.examined  by  the  Committee,  wis  to  the 
same  effect,  and  he  would  read  a  question 
I  put  to  him,  with  his  answer — 
!  "  Your  opinion  ii  that  tlie  main  evil  of  that 
I  tegistatioi]  ia  a  matter  of  feeling  on  ths  part  of 
I  (be  people  of  Ireland  !— It  is,  no  doubt,  a  matter 
of  feeling,  but  of  feeling  itauing  in  fact,  and  in 
very  rormidsble  fact  too.  I  think  that  ths  feeling 
of  a  Biataop  which  prevents  him  from  having,  in 
a  poaition  of  perfect  independence,  which  ahould 
nlwaya  be  maintained,  the  meat  cordial  relalions 
with  Che  EsccutiTS  Government  of  the  country, 
and  siding  It  cordially  and  efTectDalty  by  word  and 
deed,  in  all  proper  osaei.  ia  s  feeling  fbllowed  by 
a  fact  of  s  very  formidsble  aori." 

Their  Lordships,  he  thought,  would  admit 
that  a  meastira  whioh  MTered  all  ties  bs- 
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tween  the  spiritual  heads  of  several  millions 
of  our  fellow-subjects  and  the  GoTernment, 
and  also  all  ties  between  those  heads  and 
the  system  of  national  education  in  Ire- 
land, was  a  firetit  eTiI.  lie  (Earl  Stanhope) 
had  now  pointed  out  the  ill  effect  of  having 
statutes  which  could  not  be  enforced,  nnd 
penalties  which  could  not  be  recovered, 
the  harassing  operation  of  the  Act  on  Ro- 
man Catholic  bequests,  its  unequal  applica- 
tion, and  the  alienation  which  it  had  caused 
on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Bi- 
sliops  with  regard  to  the  Executive  and 
the  Education  Board.  This  being  the 
price  wo  had  paid  for  the  Act,  he  was  en- 
titled to  turn  round  on  its  supporters  and 
ask  what  equivalent  we  had  received  ?  Here 
was  the  loss,  but  where,  he  now  asked,  was 
the  gain  ?  Could  it  be  said  that  a  measure 
which  had  remained  a  dead  letter  afforded 
the  smallest  security  to  any  of  our  Protest- 
ant Establishments  ?  It  had  simply  given 
us  the  pleasure,  if  pleasure  it  were,  of  for- 
bidding what  we  wero  unable  to  prevent,  and 
of  declaring  illegal  what  was  nevertheless 
done  every  day  and  every  hour  before  our 
eyes  and  in  spite  of  our  law.  It  must  be 
remembered,  moreover,  that  serious  times 
"were  possibly  at  hand.  While  observing 
due  reserve  towards  measures  which  were 
not  yet  fully  developed,  and  which  at  all 
events  were  not  yet  before  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  he  might  bo  allowed  to 
say  this — that  many  persons  entertained 
apprehensions  that  proposals  might  be 
pressed  upon  Parliament  by  a  numerous 
section  of  our  fellow-subjects  which  it  might 
be  its  bounden  duty  to  refuse.  In  view  of 
such  a  contingency  his  counsel  was — 
**  Make  concessions  when  vou  can,  so  as  to 
he  able  to  make  resistance  when  you  must." 
If  we  cleared  our  position  of  anything  that 
was  doubtful  or  ambiguous,  anything  that 
was  ill-considered  at  the  time  and  had  not 
been  attended  with  the  expected  results, 
we  should  be  better  able  to  refuse  unrea- 
sonable demands.  In  the  discussion  of  last 
year  several  Peers,  who  formerly  supported 
tho  measure,  admitted  the  evils  which  had 
resulted  from  it,  and  avowed  their  change 
of  opinion,  and  with  that  change  of  judg- 
ment avowed  by  so  many,  and  by  himself 
among  the  rest,  he  maintained  that  re-con- 
sidcratiun  was  required,  and  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  now  grant  the  Committee 
for  which  he  asked.  He  believed  con- 
siderable progress  might  thereby  be  made 
towards  the  settlement  of  the  question.  It 
need  not  be  a  Committee  of  very  long 
luration.     He  believed  that  all  the  facts 

JEarl  Stanhope 


I  which  it  was  desirable  to  aseertAin  had 
been  laid  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  which  had  sat  last 
Session,  and  he  doubted  whether  it  would 
be  requisite  that  the  Committee  should  call 
for  any  further  evidence ;  but  he  thought 
that  something  might  be  gained  by  a  care- 
ful consideration  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  and  by  inquiring  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  put  an  end  to  the  present  atate 
of  things,  and  at  the  same  time  to  assert 
tho  Queen's  undoubted  authority  aa  the 
source  of  all  honours  in  this  country.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Bill  which  had 
been  introduced  in  the  other  House  did  not 
deal  with  the  subject  in  the  most  aatis- 
factory  manner,  for  it  proposed  the  repeal 
of  these  provisions  and  nothing  more. 
There  were  several  other  points  also  weU 
deserving  of  consideration.  He  would  men- 
tion one  which  was  suggested  by  the  Report 
of  the  Commons'  Committee  of  1867.  That 
Report  said — 

"  Your  Committee  submit  for  tho  eonsfdoratioii 
of  the  Ilouse  whether,  for  purpoies  of  legal 
desoription,  certain  modes  of  designation  applie»- 
ble  to  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  might  not  bs 
adopted,  whereby  some  inconvenienos  whioh  havt 
been  pointed  out  to  the  Committee  might  bo 
avoided." 

But  nothing  appeared  in  the  Commons*  Bill 
of  1868  to  carry  out  that  recommendation. 
That  Bill  proposed  nothing  beyond  the 
repeal  of  the  two  enactments  of  1829  and 
1851.  Again,  tho  question  as  to  the 
Queen's  supremacy  in  this  country  was  one 
which  should  engage  attention.  He  thought 
the  Committee  would  be  materially  aided 
by  the  presence  of  some  Members  of  the 
right  rev.  Bench.  Ho  had  tho  pleasure  of 
stating  that  if  the  House  should  be  disposed 
to  grant  this  Committee,  one  most  rev. 
Prolate  (tho  Archbishop  of  York)  had  de- 
clared his  willingness  to  be  proposed  a 
Member  of  it.  He  saw  no  reason  why,  in 
any  point  of  view,  this  should  be  regarded 
as  a  party  question.  Most  noble  Peers 
who  had  taken  an  active  part  in  politics  on 
one  side  or  the  other  had  been  concerned 
either  in  the  framing  or  the  support  of  the 
measure  into  the  operation  of  which  he  pro- 
posed to  inquire  ;  he  said  so  without  intend- 
ing to  cast  any  imputation  upon  them,  and 
now  he  thought  it  would  be  perfectly  consist- 
ent with  tho  course  they  had  formerly  taken 
if,  without  any  admixture  of  party  feeling, 
they  should  apply  themselves  to  see,  whe- 
ther, without  impairing  the  Queen's  autho- 
rity, they  might  not  be  able  to  redress  the 
grieranoes  of  which  so  many  of  the  Queen's 
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ftubjects  had  now  good  reason  to  com- 
plain. It  was  with  this  Tiew  that  he  had 
introduced  the  subject  to  their  Lordships' 
notice.  He  thanked  their  Lordships  for 
the  indulgence  with  which  they  had  heard 
him.  He  begged  to  move  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed,  and  now,  with 
entire  confidence,  he  left  the  subject  in 
their  Lordships'  hands. 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Operation  of  any  Law  or  Laws 
SB  to  the  Aunmption  of  Ecclesiastical  Titles  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ;  and  whether  any  and 
what  Alteration  should  be  made  therein. — ( The 
Earl  Stanhope,) 

LoBD  EEDESDALE  said,  he  thought 
the  noble  Earl  had  not  fully  considered  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  law  arose. 
The  question  was  not  a  religious  one,  it 
was  a  purely  ecclesiastical  question  and  an 
Imperial  question.  It  was  not  so  much  an 
assumption  of  certain  titles  that  had  led 
to  the  passing  of  the  measure  as  the  fact 
that  these  titles  had  been  conferred  by  a 
foreign  Power;  and  the  Act  was  drawn  up 
and  remained  as  a  protest  against  that 
proceeding.  No  foreign  Sovereign  had  a 
right  to  issue  ony  document  or  brief  by 
which  titles  of  authority  were  conferred  in 
this  country,  and  it  was  against  that  which 
the  law  protested.  There  was  no  more 
difference  in  the  Pope  creating  on  Arch- 
bishop of  Westminster  than  in  the  Em- 
peror of  the  French,  or  any  other  foreign 
SoTcreign,  creating  the  noble  Earl  Duke 
of  Chevening,  That  was  the  case  of  a 
foreign  Power  interfering  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  and  that  was  the 
point  taken  up,  and  he  held  rightly  taken 
up.  by  the  6o?ernment  in  1851.  Their 
Lordships  might  make  what  alterations 
they  pleased,  and,  at  the  same  time,  might 
do  what  they  could  to  reserve  the  rights 
of  the  Crown  and  the  independence  of  the 
country  with  regard  to  this  matter  ;  but  if, 
ID  any  way  whatever,  they  countenanced  a 
foreign  Power  doing  anything  by  authority 
in  this  kingdom,  they  would  do  that  which 
would  be  contrary  to  the  liberties  of  the 
country,  and  would  lay  the  foundation  of 
great  and  impending  danger.  Suppose 
tbeir  Lordships  admitted  the  right  of  the 
Pope  to  create  the  Archbishop  of  a  diocese 
in  this  country;  in  a  short  time  it  would 
be  said  that  the  same  right  ought  to  be 
given,  which  was  acknowledged  in  other 
eoantries,  of  granting  dispensations  with 
r^^rd  to  certain  marriages.  Why,  it 
woold  then  be  asked,  should  not  the  Pope 
be  allowed  to  grant,  in  the  case  of  those 


professing  his  own  faith,  a  dispensation  to 
an  uncle  to  marry  his  niece,  and  to  do 
other  things  which  were  done  every  day 
in  Roman  Catholic  countries  ?  There  was 
much  more  involved  in  that  matter  than 
those  who  only  looked  at  it  superficially 
might  be  supposed  to  think.  The  action 
of  the  Pope  in  that  case  had  been  utterly 
uncalled  for;  because  since  the  time  of  the 
Reformation  until  1851  the  whole  religious 
proceedings  of  the  Roman  Catholic  popu- 
lation of  this  country,  as  distiqguished 
from  Ireland,  were  carried  on  without  the 
necessity  of  having  any  bishop  with  an 
English  territorial  title.  If  such  was  the 
case  during  all  that  period,  why  were  not 
things  allowed  to  remain  so  ?  Why,  in- 
stead of  a  Bishop  of  Ephesus,  for  example, 
or  an  Archbishop  of  Tarsus,  who  did  every- 
thing necessary  for  the  faith  of  that  por- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  were  bishops 
with  English  titles  appointed  ?  Why  was 
it  necessary  to  interfere  with  that  state  of 
things  ?  It  was  done  for  a  purpose ;  that 
purpose  was  oppression,  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  did  right  to  interfere. 
The  noble  Earl  had  said  that  the  Act  was 
a  dead  letter.  But  even  although  nobody 
had  thought  it  worth  while  to  enforce  the 
measure,  it  still  stood  as  a  protest  against 
that  foreign  interference,  and  in  that  re- 
spect it  had  a  value.  The  best  proof  that 
no  injury  was  done  by  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  of  the  Act  was  to  be  found  in 
the  fact  that  a  clause  of  a  similar  purport 
had  been  inserted  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
Relief  Bill  with  reference  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholic prelates  in  Ireland  ;  and  that  no  one 
had  complained  of  that  provision.  The 
Act  was  passed  as  a  denial  of  the  right  of 
the  Pope  to  issue  any  order  that  was  to 
be  obeyed  in  this  country  ;  and  the  Pope 
would  have  interfered  less  with  our  inde- 
pendence if  he  had  created  an  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  than  he  had  interfered  with 
it  by  creating  an  Archbishop  of  West- 
minster ;  because,  in  the  former  case,  he 
would  only  have  dealt  with  an  existing 
diocese,  and  he  could  not  have  claimed  a 
power  of  parcelling  out  the  country  into 
such  ecclesiastical  divisions  as  he  might 
think  fit.  The  sending  of  bulls  and  docu- 
ments which  came  directly  from  the  Pope 
was  prohibited  by  law  as  old  as  the  Plau- 
tagenets,  and  there  had  been  a  continued 
protest  against  such  interference  from  the 
earliest  days  down  to  the  present  time. 
The  noble  Earl  had  moved  for  a  Commit- 
tee on  this  subject ;  but  even  according  to 
hia  own  admission  a  Committee  was  unne- 
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Icessarj,  for  he  said  that  all  the  evidenee 
Ion  the  question  had  been  given  elsewhere. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  have  the  ques- 
tion treated  in  a  Bill,  than  to  have  a  Com- 
mittee in  which  a  few  Members,  according 
to  their  bias,  might  prepare  a  Report  which 
would,  perhaps,  rather  tend  to  embarrass 
the  House  than  to  assist  it.  Now,  what- 
ever he  had  said  on  this  subject  had  been 
uttered  without  tlie  slightest  feeling  of 
animosity  toward  those  who  professed  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion.  On  the  contrary, 
up  to  a  few  years  ago  he  was  rejoicing  at 
the  good  feeling  which  had  arisen  and  was 
extending  between  persona  of  that  faith 
and  Protestants.  Any  one  who  remem- 
bered the  religious  contentions  in  which 
we  had  been  involved  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill, 
and  again  at  the  period  of  the  passing  of 
the  EcclesiAstical  Titles  Bill,  must  have 
perceived  that  kindlier  feelings  had  for 
Bomo  years  sprung  up  among  the  profes- 
sors of  the  Protestant  and  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic creeds.  Within  the  last  few  years, 
however,  things  had  been  materially  al- 
tered. There  had  been  a  degree  of  agita- 
tion on  the  subject  of  the  claims  of  Roman 
Catholics  on  different  points,  which  he  was 
sorry  had  been  pushed  forward  in  a  manner 
which  had  led  to  a  great  degree  of  ill- 
feeling,  and  which,  if  persevered  in,  would 
lead  to  a  great  deal  more.  The  temper  of 
this  country  was  such  that,  if  once  excited, 
it  might  go  to  considerable  extravagance. 
They  might  depend  upon  it  that  the  Pro- 
testant feeling  of  this  country  was  of  such 
a  nature  that  it  was  not  desiraiile  to  excite 
it  in  any  way,  and  he,  therefore,  sincerely 
jregretted  tho  moving  of  these  questions, 
lie  confessed  ho  did  not  think  the  oppoint- 
mcnt  of  a  Committee  on  this  subject  de- 
sirable, and  ho  should  be  sorry  that  their 
I  Lordships  should  a^ree  to  it. 

Lord  LYVEDEN  said,  their  Lordships 
would  recollect  that  when  he  brou&ht  for- 
ward  this  question  last  Session,  one  Peer 
after  another  rose  to  express  his  penitence 
for  having  consented  to  tlie  passing;  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act.  The  noble  Earl 
on  his  left  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  excused 
himself  on  the  ground  that  he  was  very 
youn^i^  at  tho  time ;  and  tho  noble  Earl 
below  him  (Earl  Granville)  said  that,  as  he 
was  not  then  in  the  Cabinet,  he  was  not 
responsible  for  the  measure  brou|;ht  for- 
ward bj  the  Ministry,  though  he  had  sup- 
ported it,  and  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  also  regretted 
what  he  had  done. 

LordBeiudaU 


The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE : 
I  did  not  say  so.  I  aaid  I  would  vote  for 
it  again  under  the  same  circumstaocea. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  aaid,  he  thought 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Lyveden)  had  better 
consult  Hansard  on  the  subject. 

Lord  LYVEDEN  said,  it  appeared  that 
he  had  been  mistaken  with  reapect  to  tho 
opinion  of  the  noble  Marquess  ;  but  many 
of  their  Lordships  had  certainly  made  their 
recantations  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
had  referred.  lie  did  not  mean  to  cast 
any  reflection  on  his  noble  Friends.  He 
knew  a  very  important  question  on  which 
public  men  had  changed  their  opiniona 
over  and  over  again  in  the  course  of  one 
year.  He  would  pass,  however,  at  ones 
to  a  consideration  of  the  present  state 
of  the  question.  There  was  at  that  mo- 
ment a  Bill  before  the  House  of  Commons 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
Act;  and,  as  it  was  reported  in  the  news* 
papers,  the  Prime  Minister  stated  he  would 
soon  give  the  opinion  of  the  GovernmeDt 
upon  it.  That  being  so,  a  legitimate  op- 
portunity would  perhaps  be  given  to  their 
Lordships  of  expressing  their  views  on  the 
subject  in  a  short  time.  Into  what  was 
the  Committee  to  inquire  ?  The  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  the  other  House  bad 
been  presented,  and  they  had  recommended 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  14  &  15  Ftc.,  c.  60, 
and  of  the  24tli  section  of  the  Act  10 
Geo,  IV.,  c  7,  and  they  submitted  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House  whether,  for 
the  purposes  of  legal  description,  certain 
modes  of  designation  applicable  to  Roman 
Catholic  Bishops  might  not  be  adopted, 
whereby  some  inconvenience  which  had 
been  pointed  out  to  the  Committee  might 
be  avoided.  That  was  a  matter  which 
might  properly  come  before  the  House  in 
discussing  a  Bill  in  Committee,  and  if  the 
noble  Earl  had  confined  his  request  to 
that  there  might  have  been  some  object 
in  it.  But  the  noble  Earl  desired  to  dis- 
cuss the  Acts  referred  to  themselves;  but 
what  object  could  he  expect  to  attain  by 
that  r  •  The  Committee  asked  for  would 
only  reproduce  the  evidence  already  given 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  or  comment 
upon  what  was  already  before  them,  or  add 
the  testimony  of  similar  witnesses.  Among 
the  witnesses  examined  before  the  House 
of  Commons  Committee  were  Mr.  Justice 
0*Haixan,  Mr.  Hope  Scott,  Dr.  Manning, 
Dr.  Ullathorne,  and  Sir  George  Bowyer, 
than  whom  men  more  competent  to  give 
an  opinion  upon  the  subject  could  not  be 
obtained.    Unless,  therefore,  theur  Lord- 
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ships  wished  for  some  harmless  occupation 
for  their  leisure  hours,  he  could  not  ima- 
gine what  good  would  result  from  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee.  Lord  Derby 
had  said  that  it  was  not  well  to  moot  a 
subject  which  would  only  excite  religious 
discussions  and  religiousdifferences.  Would 
there  not  be  enough  of  religious  animosity 
next  week  without  such  a  Motion  as  this  ? 
Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  wished  to  know 
what  decision  the  Government  had  come 
to ;  but  after  ascertaining  this  a  Com- 
mittee would  be  unnecessary.  If  the  House 
assented  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl, 
he  hoped  care  would  be  taken  to  so  limit 
the  inquiry  as  that  it  should  not  be  allowed 
to  interfere  with  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
Act  if  it  came  up  to  that  House  in  time. 
He  had  no  great  objection  to  the  Commit- 
tee asked  for ;  but  he  had  the  strongest 
possible  objection  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Titles  Act,  which  was  one  of  those  ob- 
noxious  measures,  to  a  large  body  of  people, 
which  had  made  us  to  an  extent  unpopular 
with  the  Irish  Romon  Catholic  Population, 
Acts  every  one  of  which  we  should  wish 
to  see  removed. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  he 
did  not  see  what  advantage  was  to  be 
gained  by  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  had  been  asked  for.  Having 
formerly  voted  for  this  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
Bill,  he  wished  to  say  that  he  had  not 
changed  his  opinion  upon  the  subject. 
This  assumption  of  titles  was,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  time,  an  outrage  upon 
the  dignity  of  the  Crown  and  upon  the 
Protestant  feelings  of  the  country.  He 
beliefed  that  the  country  so  regarded  it, 
and  that  a  protest  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary. He  was  glad  that  the  Act  had  had 
no  further  consequence  ;  for  he  did  not 
wish  to  impose  any  penalties  upon  religious 
opinion,  nor  did  he  think  at  the  time  that 
it  would  be  possible  to  enforce  the  penal- 
ties. The  protest  embodied  by  the  Act 
was  all  that  was  valuable  in  it.  Their 
Lordships  would  remember  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Bill  was  brought 
forward.  Both  sides  of  the  House,  before 
this  assumption  of  titles,  had  shown  their 
anxiety  to  conciliate  the  Catholics,  and  to 
bring  them  into  amicable  relations  with 
the  Protestants.  But  when  such  a  step 
was  taken  as  this  assumption  of  titles  the 
Government  were  bound  to  meet  it.  At 
present  we  were  very  liberal  on  all  sides, 
and,  with  a  generosity,  which  people  often 
abowed  in  giving  away  what  did  not  belong 


to  them,  Parliament  was  going  to  give 
away  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown.  The 
Crown,  as  the  fountain  of  honour,  had  the 
prerogative  of  bestowing  titles.  If  the 
rights  of  the  Crown,  in  this  respect,  were 
given  away  with  the  assent  of  the  Crown 
and  of  the  Government,  of  course  there 
could  he  no  objection  ;  but  he  believed 
that  the  step  would  be  offensive  to  the 
people  of  this  country.  There  was  a  very 
strong  Protestant  feeling  in  this  country, 
and  it  would  he  very  unwise  to  disturb  this 
question  for  a  small  purpose.  This  was 
only  one  of  many  questions,  and  it  was  ' 
both  unnecessary  and  useless  to  take  it 
by  itself  and  disturb  the  country  with 
it.  All  these  questions  should  be  dealt 
with  at  once.  He  thought  the  Committee 
asked  for  would  be  perfectly  useless,  and 
that  when  the  Bill  now  before  the  other 
House  came  before  their  Lordships,  would 
be  the  proper  time  to  make  such  altera- 
tions and  amendments  in  the  existing  law 
as  should  be  fairly  consistent  with  the  au- 
thority of  the  Crown. 

The  Mabquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
thought  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act  ought 
to  be  repealed,  for  his  noble  Friend  who 
made  the  Motion  showed  clearly  that  the 
Act  was  of  no  use  whatever  fur  good.  But 
it  was  quite  another  thing  to  have  been 
a  party  to  the  Bill  when  proposed.  It  was 
brought  forward  in  consequence  of  an  in- 
vasion of  Her  Mojesty*s  authority  on  the 
part  of  the  Pope,  in  the  creation  of  eccle- 
siastical titles.  At  that  time,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  wisely  or  unwisely,  tliere  was  a 
strong  feeling  in  this  country  on  the  sub- 
ject, in  consequence  of  that  assumption  on 
the  part  of  the  Pope,  and  of  the  Tracta- 
rian  controversy  which  was  then  going  on, 
and  the  country  was  amazingly  excited. 
It  was  not  at  all  advisable  to  rouse  the 
Protestant  feelings  of  the  people,  and  to 
swell  the  ••  No  Popery "  cry  ;  and  the 
Government  of  the  day  took  what  they 
thought  was  a  safe  and  moderate  course 
to  prevent  this,  and  to  protest  against  the 
act  of  the  Pope.  For  this  object  the  Bill 
was  perfectly  successful ;  but,  while  the 
Bill  had  otherwise  been  useless,  he  had 
not  anticipated  the  effect  it  would  have  of 
creating  a  practical  evil.  At  this  moment 
it  was  a  grievance,  and  a  serious  griev- 
ance, to  eminent  Roman  Catholics ;  for 
there  were  cases — with  reference,  for  ex- 
ample, to  wills  and  bequests — in  which, 
in  Courts  of  Justice,  it  might  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  ascertain  who  were  the 
individuals  exercising  certain  ecclesiastical 
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functions,   and   by  signing  certificates  in 
the  names  by  which  they  were  recognized 
in  their  Church  they  would  be  compelled 
to  violate  the  ]aw.    While,  therefore,  the 
Act  now  did  no  good,  it  was  not  wholly 
harmless,  and  ought  to  be  repealed.     He 
agreed,  however,   with   his  noble   Friend 
who  spoke  last,  that  no  good  would  result 
I  from   the  appointment   of   a  Committee. 
The  matter  was  ripe  for  decision  now.    To 
I  say  that  a  return  to  the  state  of  things 
which  existed  before  1851  would  imply  the 
giving  of  more  power  to  the  Pope  in  this 
country  than  be  ever  possessed  was  to  at- 
|tach  exaggerated  importance  to  the  Act. 
The  Pope  might  exercise  bis  powers  of  dis- 
Ipensation,  and  so  he  might  now.  He  might 
I  grant  a  dispensation  for  the  marriage  of  an 
uncle  with  his  niece,  as  was  apprehended, 
and  so  mii^ht  any  of  their  Lordships,  or  any 
man  in  the  streets  ;  but  that  would  not 
make  such  a  marriage  legal,  and   would 
not  entitle  any  one  to  inherit  property  un- 
der it.     No  such  dispensation  could  affect 
a  legal  title  or  right.     It  was   perfectly 
consistent  in  those  who  supported  the  law 
in  question  when  it  was  passed,  to  be  anx< 
ious  now  that  it  should  be  repealed,  and 
that  nothing  more  should  be  heard  about 
it,   seeing   that  the  titles  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  prelates  were  not  put  forward  in 
a  manner  such  as  to  give  offence  to  those 
who  were  not  Roman  Catholics. 

Earl  GREY  said,  he  did  not  think  full 
justice  had  been  done  to  the  noble  Earl's 
Motion  by  those  of  their  Lordships  who 
had  spoken  upon  it.  He  thought  it  might 
bo  questioned  whether,  having  passed  the 
EcclcsiaBtical  Titles  Act  as  a  protest  Act, 
under  the  circumstances  which  seemed  to 
call  for  it,  the  simple  repeal  of  the  protest 
would  leave  us  in  precisely  the  same  posi- 
tion we  occupied  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  It  would  be  taken  to  imply  that  we 
had  made  a  protest  that  we  ought  not  to 
havo  made,  and  that  for  that  reason  we 
withdrew  it.  Ho  did  not  think  that  the 
question  was  bo  simple  as  it  was  assumed 
to  be.  The  list  of  witnesses  read  omitted 
some  persons  whom  it  would  bo  proper  to 
hear  before  we  came  to  a  final  conclusion 
on  the  subject,  lie  wanted  some  good 
ecclesiastical  lawyers  to  explain  what 
would  bo  the  effect  of  a  simple  repeal  of 
tho  law,  and  so  to  indicate  the  proper 
course  to  be  taken  with  regard  to  all  these 
ecclesiastical  titles.  They  ought  to  adopt 
the  same  courso  with  respect  to  the  Scotch 
Episcopal  Bishops  that  they  did  with  re- 
spect to  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops. 
The  Marquen  of  Clanrtcarde 


They  ought  to  allow  either  or  to  allow 
none  to  assume  territorial  titlea.  But  ha 
thought  an  exaggerated  importanee  had 
been  attached  to  the  whole  subject.  What 
real  harm  did  it  do  to  anyone  that  the 
Pope  authorized  Cardinal  Wiseman  to  call 
himself  Archbishop  of  Westminster?  It 
gave  him  no  power  or  jurisdiction  what- 
ever, and  if  he  had  gone  to  a  Court  of 
Law  he  would  be  told  that  he  had  no 
ground  for  the  assumption  of  any  power 
of  jurisdiction.  But  with  regard  to  hii 
moral  power  and  jurisdiction  over  hia  own 
flock,  no  Act  of  Parliament  could  alter 
that  ;  and  he  possessed  it  just  as  much 
after  the  passing  of  the  Eecleaiaatieal 
Titles  Act  as  he  did  before  it.  Prejodieo 
and  passion  on  both  sides  had  raised  thtf 
question  to  undue  importance,  and,  under 
tho  circumstances,  he  (Earl  Grey)  eonii- 
dered  that  the  Motion  before  the  Hoaie 
was  a  very  judicious  one. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  Nothieg 
could  be  more  at  variance  with  your  Lord- 
ships' usual  practice  than  for  your  Lord- 
ships to  grant  a  Committee  that  is  moved 
for,  and  assume  in  doing  so  that  jou  had 
arrived  at  a  foregone  conclusion,  as  to  what 
the  Report  of  that  Committee  should  be. 
The  conversation  that  has  taken  place  in 
this  House  to-night  will  have  satisfied 
your  Lordships  how  widely  different  are 
the  opinions  entertained  on  the  subject  of 
tho  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend.  It  appears 
to  me  that  all  wc  can  at  present  do  is  to 
consider  whether  my  noble  Friend  has  or 
has  not  made  out  a  case  for  a  Committee 
upon  the  subject.  I  will  say  that  in  my 
opinion  my  noble  Friend  has  fully  made 
out  a  caso  for  a  Committee.  In  the  first 
])lace,  without  entering  into  a  detailed  exa- 
mination of  the  circumstances  under  which 
tho  Act  of  1851  was  passed,  I  think  that 
those  who,  like  myself,  consider  that  that 
Act  was,  at  all  events,  vahiablo  as  a  pro- 
test, are  compelled  to  admit  that  the  pro- 
test contained  in  that  Act  was  made  in 
the  most  inconvenient  form,  and  in  a  man- 
ner which,  while,  perhaps,  it  secured  in 
some  way  the  end  of  a  protest,  has  accom- 
panied the  protest  with  consequences  which 
experience  has  proved  eminently  undesira- 
ble. Moro  than  that,  my  noble  Friend 
has  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  which  sat  during 
the  last  Session  upon  the  subject,  and  it 
is  quite  true  that  that  Committee  presented 
a  Report  which  has  already  been  referred 
to  ;  but  it  should  be  remembered  that  that 
Committee  was  so  evenly  divided  in  opinion 
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that  the  Report  was  carried  simply  hj  the 
easting  vote  of  the  Chairman.  There  was 
a  discussion  in  this  House  last  Session, 
when  Tarious  Members  of  jour  Lordships' 
House  again  took  different  views  upon  the 
question  of  the  repeal  of  the  Act  of  1851 
and  the  section  of  the  previous  Acts,  some 
of  your  Lordships  expressing  the  opinion, 
contrary  to  opinions  previously  entertained, 
that  that  repeal  should  take  place,  while 
others  were  of  opinion  that  the  Act  should 
be  continued  unchanged.  With  these  dif- 
ferences of  sentiment  in  both  branches  of 
the  Legislature,  I  cannot  but  think,  if 
there  are  facts  to  be  inquired  into,  and  if 
there  be  law  to  be  considered,  nothing  can 
be  more  convenient  than  a  Committee  of 
this  House  for  that  purpose.  .  1  own  I  do 
not  quite  take  the  view  of  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Lyveden)  who  said,  that  in  the  evi- 
dence taken  by  the  Committee  of  the  other 
House  he  should  find  all  the  information 
upon  this  subject  which  could  be  required. 
I  think  that  that  evidence  might  be  very 
naefully  enlarged.  There  are  many  points 
connected  with  this  subject  as  a  whole 
which  were  not  inquired  into  by  that  Com- 
mittee. Let  me  point  out  what  advantage 
it  seems  to  me  may  result  from  inquiry  in 
this  House.  My  noble  Friend  has  done 
well  to  give  his  proposition  the  breadth  and 
■cope  which  it  derives  from  the  words  of 
his  notice  of  Motion,  No  greater  mistake 
could  be  made  than  to  suppose  this  is 
simply  a  question  connected  with  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church;  and  that  it  is  not 
a  question  which  goes  very  much  further, 
and  involves  the  whole  law  with  regard  to 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown,  and  the  as- 
■umption  of  titles  of  the  kind  which  has 
been  referred  to  by  any  Church  or  by  any- 
body. My  noble  Friend,  therefore,  has 
proposed  that  a  Select  Committee  shall  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of 
all  the  laws  of  the  country  with  regard  to 
the  assumption  of  ecclesiastical  titles,  whe- 
ther the  laws  be  written  or  not  written, 
and,  moreover,  whether  any  alteration 
should  be  made  therein.  It  has  been 
urged  in  objection  to  the  Motion  that  there 
is  no  Bill  before  the  House,  and  a  noble 
Lord  appeared  to  think  that  that  was  an 
objection  to  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee. I  own  I  think,  on  the  contrary, 
it  is  a  great  advantage  to  the  Committee. 
If  there  were  a  Bill  before  the  Committee 
simply  repealing  one  or  both  of  the  Acts 
which  had  been  referred  to,  there  would  be 
Tory  considerable  danger  of  the  Committee 
nusiDg  upon  that  Bill  more  or  less  of  a 


struggle,  and  there  would  be  a  desire 
either  to  pass  the  Bill  or  reject  it ;  and 
it  would  not  have  that  cool  and  disembar- 
rassed consideration  which,  in  a  Committee 
of  this  kind,  may  be  given  to  the  law  apart 
from  any  measure  that  may  be  pending. 
1  think,  moreover,  if  there  is  any  place 
where  this  subject  can  be  considered  dis- 
passionately and,  I  might  almost  say,  in  a 
judicial  spirit,  it  is  before  a  Committee  of 
this  House.  We  can  approach  this  sub- 
ject without  any  of  those  prejudices  or 
passions  which  surround  the  discussion  of 
it ''  elsewhere."  We  may  hope  to  have  the 
assistance  of  the  right  rev.  Bench,  whose 
authority  on  subjects  of  this  kind  must 
carry  the  greatest  weight.  If  a  Committee 
be  appointed,  although  I  do  not  anticipate 
what  conclusions  it  may  come  to,  I  cer- 
tainly trust  one  result,  at  all  events,  will 
be  that  the  law  upon  this  subject  in 
whatever  enactments  contained,  will  be 
put  on  a  clearer,  a  better,  a  more  definite, 
a  more  consistent,  and  a  more  satisfactory 
footing  than  it  is  at  present. 

The  Earl  op  MALM  BS  BURY  :  Your 
Lordships  will  have  gathered  from  the 
statement  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  that  the  Govern- 
ment, as  a  Government,  have  no  objection 
whatever  to  the  appointment  of  this  Com- 
mittee ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  they 
think  it  will  be  rather  useful  than  other- 
wise. I  wish,  however,  to  say  a  word  with 
respect  to  my  own  conduct.  I  certainly 
was  one  of  those  who  voted  in  favour  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill  in  1851, 
though  I  was  prevented  by  domestic 
reasons  from  being  present  when  the  mat* 
ter  was  discussed  in  this  House  last  Ses- 
sion ;  but  had  I  been  present  I  certainly 
should  not  have  cried  "  Peccavi  "  as  some 
of  your  Lordships  have  done.  I  am  not 
at  present  prepared  to  say  that  I  regret 
the  vote  which  I  gave  in  1851  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time  that  circumstance  only 
makes  me  the  more  anxious  to  investigate 
and  thoroughly  understand  the  change  of 
feeling  which  has  occurred  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  and  the  causes  which  have 
induced  many  of  your  Lordships,  and  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  to  alter  their  minds  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  must  protest  against  «vhat  has 
been  said  by  the  noble  Baron  on  the  back 
Benches  (Lord  Lyveden)  as  a  reason  for 
not  discussing  this  question  ;  for  1  think 
your  Lordships  will  agree  with  me  that  it 
is  not  our  business  to  be  biassed  by  what 
is  going  on  in  the  other  House  of  Farlia- 
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ment,  but  that  we  ought  to  do  our  dutj  in 
an  independent  spirit.  A  measure  has,  I 
believe  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  in  reference  to 
this  question  ;  but,  at  present,  it  is  not  our 
business  to  go  into  that  at  all.  The  proba- 
bility that  that  measure  will  be  sent  up  to 
us  is  an  additional  reason  for  appointing  a 
Committee,  in  order  tliat  we  may  bo  tho- 
roughly informed  on  the  subject.  I  very 
much  regret  that  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
JRussell)  is  not  present,  and  also  tho  cause 
lof  his  absence  from  tho  House  this  even- 
ing ;  for  he  certainly  bore  a  very  prominent 
part  in  passing  the  Act  of  1851,  and  I 
Bliould  have  liked  to  hear  his  opinion  re- 
specting the  advisability  of  stirring  up  the 
Isubject  again,  and  bringing  it  before  your 
JLordships'  consideration.  I  trust  my  nublc 
Vicnd  who  has  proposed  this  Committee 
rill  take  some  pains  to  constitute  it  in 
Isuch  a  manner  as]  to  make  it  impossible 
for  anybody  to  suppose  that  it  was  biassed 
by  any  political  or  party  feeling,  and  that 
with  this  end  in  view  he  will  invite  such 
Members  to  sit  on  it  as  are  best  able  to 
investigate  this  question  calmly  and  with 
experience.  I  also  think  it  essential  that 
some  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  should  be 
|appointed  Members  of  the  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

And,  on  March  30,  the  Lords  following  were 
Inamed  of  the  Committee :  the  Committee  to  meet 
on  March  31,  at  Four  o'clock,  and  to  appoint 
their  own  Chairman  : 


Ld.  Chancellor 
Ld.  Abp.  York 
Ld.  Privy  Seal 

D.  Somerset 

E.  Stanhopo 
£.  Carnarvon 
E.  Harrow  by 
£.  Granville 


£.  Russell 
L.  Bp.  London 
L.  Bp.  Oxford 
L.  llodesdale 
L.  Colchester 
L.  Somerhill 
L.  Lyveden. 


ICOMFDLSOBY  CHX7BCH   BATES  ABOLITION  BILL. 

Brought  from  tho  Commons  ;   road  1*. — (  The 
\Earl  Runell)    (No.  55.) 

medical  pbactitionebs  (colonies)  bill 

[h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  enable  Colonial  Legislatures  to  en- 
I  force  Registration  of  Medical  Practitioners  in  tho 
Colonics — Vi an  presented  by  Tho  Duke  of  Buck> 
|ixoHAM  and  Cuaados  ;  read  1*.    (No.  50.) 

House  adjourned  at  half-past 

Six  o'clock  till  To-morrow 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


Th$  £arl  of  ILalmulury 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  March  26, 1868. 

MINUTES.]- Select  Coi^mittsb— On  Sale  of 
Liquors  on  Sunday  nominaUd;  Publio  Schools 
nominated. 

Supply — considered  in  CommitUe — Abxt  Em* 

MATES. 

PuBuc  Bills — Ordered — Local  GoTemment  Sn^ 

plemental.* 
Firti    Reading —  Local    Government    Snpplt- 

niental*   [77];    Boroughs    and    Di?iaioni   ol 

Counties  •  [78]. 
SeeoTid  Beading— Perth  and  Brechin  Proviaional 

Orders    Confirmation  *    [74]  ;    Eccleataatieal 

Commissioners  Orders  in  Council  [60]. 
Committee — Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Prae> 

tices  at    Elections    (re-comm.)   [tt3]  —  [k^J  ; 

Mutiny;    Consolidated  Fund   (£6,000,000)*; 

Inclosure  •  [73]. 
Report  —  Mutiny  ;    (£0,000,000)     Consolidated 

Fund  ;  Inclosure  •  [73]. 
Considered  as  amended  -  London  Coal  and  Wiao 

Duties  Continuance  [43]. 
Third  Reading  -  Oyhter  and  Mussel  Fiaheriei* 

[54];  Indian  Railway  Companies  *  [56];  Court 

of  Appeal   Chancery   (Despatch  of  BuainoM) 

Amendment  *  [08],  and  passed, 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACTS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  PIM  Baidy  he  wislied  to  ask  tba 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  hU 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  working 
of  **  The  Local  Government  (England)  Act, 
1858."  and  "  Tho  General  Police  and  Im- 
provement  (Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  and  to 
the  facilities  offurded  by  those  Acts  to 
corporate  and  other  towns  in  Great  Bri- 
tain to  obtain  power  for  the  better  ezecl^ 
tion  of  the  Local  Improvement  Acts  in 
force  in  such  towns,  without  incurring  the 
costs  and  expenses  attendant  upon  Prirata 
Bill  Legislation  ;  whether  it  is  his  inten* 
tion  to  propose  any  similar  Act  for  Ireland, 
by  which  the  advantages  now  enjoyed  bj 
tho  citius  and  towns  of  England  and  Scot- 
land, and  which  have  been  so  largely 
availed  of,  be  extended  to  the  cities  and 
towns  of  Ireland  ;  whether  the  Laws 
which  provide  for  the  keeping,  for  the 
auditing,  and  for  tho  publication  of  tho 
accounts  of  the  municipal  corporationS|  the 
boards  of  town  commissioners,  and  some 
other  public  bodies  in  Ireland,  are  not  ^erj 
defective,  and  whether  he  intends  to  pro- 
pose any  remedy  therefor  ;  whether  it  is 
not  tho  case  that,  in  respect  to  the  election 
of  commissioners  under  "The  Towns  Im- 
provement (Ireland)  Act,  1854,"  equal 
facilities  are  not  provided  for  the  exercise 
of  tho  Franchise  as  are  provided  for  tho 
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election  of  tbe  Englisb  looal  boards  under 
<*The  Public  Healtb  Act,  1848/'  and 
<'Tbe  Local  GoTernment  Act,  1858;" 
and,  wbetber  he  is  prepared  to  take  this 
Bubject  into  consideration,  and  propose  a 
remedy  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO,  in  reply,  said,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Oeotleman  that 
tbe  Irish  Law  in  regard  to  the  matter 
in  question  was  defective,  and  it  would  be 
a  great  public  advantage  if  the  same  faci- 
lities for  obtaining  provisional  orders  which 
existed  under  the  Local  Government  (Eng- 
land) Act  were  provided  for  Ireland.  He 
also  thought  that  the  mode  of  taking  the 
polls  at  municipal  elections  for  Ireland  was 
Tery  defective,  and  ought  to  be  remedied. 
It  would  also  be  a  great  public  advantage 
if  a  more  effective  mode  were  adopted  for 
auditing  the  accounts  of  local  bodies  act- 
ing under  the  Municipal  and  Towns  Im- 
provement Acts.  He  had  given  directions 
that  the  Towns  Improvement  Act  gene- 
rally should  be  very  carefully  considered, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  some  amend- 
ments in  it  ;  and  he  hoped  shortly  after 
Easter  to  lay  on  the  Table  a  Towns  Im- 
provement Bill  which  would  deal  with  the 
questions  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred* 

ARMY— COOKING  APPARATUS. 
QUESnOK. 

Colonel  SYEES  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  application  of  Captain  Warren, 
R.N.,  whose  patent  cooking  apparatus  has 
been  adopted  for  use  in  the  Army  by  War 
Office  Memorandum,  dated  War  Office, 
21st  August,  1867  [B/a— 1741],  will  be 
referred  to  the  **  Standing  Committee  for 
the  eoDsideration  of  the  claims  of  inventors 
to  rewards,"  in  conformity  with  the  War 
Office  Circular,  dated  28th  June,  1867 
[84  Gen.  Nos.  1571  and  1601 J  ? 

Mb.  THOMSON  HANKEY  said,  he 
also  wished  to  ask,  Whether  a  cooking  ap- 
paratus of  a  similar  character  had  been 
patented  by  Mr.  Jaques  ? 

SiB  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
aaid,  it  was  quite  true  that  Captain  Warren 
had  claimed  to  have  invented  such  an 
apparatus ;  but  he  believed  that  Captain 
Warren  had  been  sufficiently  rewarded  by 
baviog  bis  apparatus  purchased  from  his 
own  agents,  and  he  (Sir  John  Pakiogton) 
eertainly  had  no  intention  to  refer  the 
question  to  any  Committee.  With  re- 
ferenoe  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 

TOL.  GXCL    [xHzxD  axans.] 


her  for  Peterborough  he  really  was  unac- 
quainted with  the  merits  of  Mr.  Jaques' 
invention  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
renew  his  inquiry  he  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
would  afford  any  information  which  he 
might  be  able  to  obtain. 

POST  OFFICE— EASTERN  MAIL  SEEU 
VICES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  sums,  amounting  in  the  whole  to 
£27,643,  stated  in  a  Return  dated  7th 
December,  1867  (Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  68,  of  the  present  Session),  to  be 
the  estimated  receipts  in  respect  of  the 
Eastern  Mail  Services  outwards  and  in- 
wards for  four  weeks,  are  calculated  at  the 
rates  of  postage  in  force  at  the  time  when 
the  Return  was  made  up,  or  at  the  pre- 
sent increased  rates  ;  and,  in  the  former 
case,  what  may  be  the  sum  by  which  the 
Estimate  of  £27,643  may  be  expected  to 
be  augmented  by  reason  of  the  increased 
charge  ;  whether  the  sums  receivable  in 
India  or  elsewhere  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom  are  included  in  the  estimate  in 
question,  so  as  to  come  in  further  diminu- 
tion of  the  sum  which  may  be  voted  for 
the  conveyance  of  the  Eastern  Mails ; 
and,  whether  an  exact  account  is  kept  of 
the  postages  received  or  chargeable  in  re- 
spect of  the  said  Services  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  replied,  that 
the  receipts  were  calculated  on  the  rates 
in  force  at  the  time  when  the  Return  was 
made  up.  If  the  increased  rates  now  in 
force  had  been  taken  into  consideration, 
there  ought  to  have  been  an  increase  in 
the  estimate  of  £2,900  per  month.  The 
whole  of  the  sums  receivable  in  India,  as 
well  as  elsewhere,  were  taken  into  account 
in  this  estimate,  and  a  separate  account  of 
the  outward  and  inward  postage  was  kept. 

RATES  FOR  SANITARY  IMPROVEMENTS. 

QUESTIOir. 

yiscouNT  ENFIELD  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  any  defect 
exists  as  regards  the  levying  of  Rates  for 
Sanitary  Improvements  in  tbe  provisions 
of  the  forty-ninth  Clause  of  **  The  Sani- 
tary Act,  1866,"  and  of  the  second  Clause 
of  "  The  Sewage  Utilization  Act,  1867;  " 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  proposes  during  the 
present  Session  to  bring  in  any  measure 
to  remedy  the  same;   and,  whether  any 
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steps  have  been  taken,  under  the  pro?!- 
sions  of  the  above-mentioned  Acts,  to  re- 
medy the  imperfect  state  of  the  drainage 
of  Acton,  Chiswick,  and  a  detached  part 
of  Ealing,  as  reported  to  the  Home  Depart- 
ment in  October,  1866,  by  Mr.  Fulton, 
the  engineer  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON,  in  reply. 
Isaid,  ho  was  not  prepared  to  admit  that 
there  were  defects  in  the  Law  to  which  his 
Doble  Friend  pointed.  Where  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  reason  to  belieye  there  was 
any  disinclination  on  the  part  of  the  local 
authority  to  execute  necessary  drainage 
operations,  he  sent  down  a  person  to  in- 
quire into  the  ease  ;  if  ho  found  the  local 
authority  disinclined  to  perform  the  neces- 
sary works,  he  ordered  them  to  be  carried 
into  execution,  and  he  had  power  to  re- 
cover the  cost  of  the  works.  The  remedy 
was  by  attachment  of  the  property  of  the 
defaulting  parties.  In  the  case  of  a  vestry 
there  was  no  personal  property  ;  and  it 
was  a  question,  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  could  oblige  the  overseers  to  pay. 
The  Opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Grown  liad  been  taken  last  year,  and,  from 
their  Opinion,  it  appeared  doubtful  if  the 
Act  of  1867  gave  powers  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  issue  a  precept  to  the  overseer 
to  levy  additional  rates.  But,  believing 
that  the  Legislature  intended  to  give  him 
the  power  to  enforce  his  order,  his  (Sir 
James  Fergusson*s)  right  hon.  Friend  in- 
tended to  try  to  enforce  it,  and  if  he  found 
that  he  had  not  that  power,  he  would  apply 
to  Parliament  for  additional  powers.  The 
pariBhes  in  question  had  failed  to  execute 
the  necessary  works  because  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  declined  to  allow  them  to  drain 
into  the  only  available  outfall,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  insufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose. They  would  therefore  have  to  take 
I  other  steps. 

IRELAND— TREATMENT  OF  PRISONERS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  STOCK  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
I  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  the 
Law  in  Ireland  is  tho  same  as  that  in 
England  with  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
I  prisoners  convicted  of  seditious  libel  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply,  that 
I  he  did  not  know  whether  this  was  quite  a 
Question  which  he  should  be  called  upon 
to  answer  ;  but  he  might  state  shortly 
what  he  believed  to  be  tho  difference  of 
the  Law  in  England  and  Ireland.  In  Ire- 
land the  Law  did  not  provide  for  the  clas- 

Vucount  Enfield 


sification  of  prisoners  eonvioted  of  miada- 
meanour;  but  in  England  the  Prison  Aet 
of  1865  contained  this  provision— 

"  And  whenever  any  person  conviot«d  of  mis- 
demeanour is  sentenced  to  imprisonment  without 
hard  labour,  it  shall  be  lawfal  for  the  Court  or 
Judge  before  whom  such  person  has  been  tried  to 
i  order,  if  such  Court  or  Judge  think  fit,  that  sneh 
person  shall  be  treated  as  a  misdemeanant  of  ths 
first  division,  and  a  misdemeanant  of  the  first  divi- 
sion shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  a  crimiBal  prisonsr 
within  the  meaning  of  this  Act." 

The  treatment  of  persons  undergoing  len- 
tences  for  this  description  of  offences  wu 
that  of  first-class  misdemeanantiy  whieh 
was  regulated  by  Rules  made  by  tvo 
Justices  at  Quarter  Sessions,  sabjeot  to 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
He  would  hand  a  copy  of  those  Bnlei  to 
the  hon.  Member. 

ARMY— GRANT    FOR    FORTIFICATIONS 

QUESnOK. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  iBrished  toHk 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury »  Whether 
the  Treasury  Minnte,  dated  the  16th 
August,  1867,  for  the  audit  of  the  lams 
granted  for  Fortifications  annually  has  been 
carried  into  effect;  and  whether  the  reialti 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTHsaid,  in  reply, 
that  the  annual  audit  of  these  somi  had 
been  carried  into  effect  in  aceordanoe  with 
the  terms  of  tho  Treasury  Minute,  and  the 
results  of  that  audit  would  bo  laid  upon 
the  table  of  the  House  as  soon  as  possible. 
He  could  not  promise,  however,  that  they 
would  be  ready  by  a  very  early  day. 

THE  SURVIVORS  OF  THE  "  ST.    ABBE.' 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  tho  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  If  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  send  out  any  person  to  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa,  to  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  the  report  that  there  are  detained 
as  prisoners,  by  the  Somali  tribe,  some  lar- 
vivors  of  the  ship  8t,  Abhe,  which  was 
wrecked  off  Tenadi  Nuova  in  1855  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
in  reply,  that  a  deputation,  consisting  of 
members  of  the  Royal  Geographical  So- 
ciety, including  Sir  Roderick  MurchisoOt 
waited  upon  him  at  tho  India  Office  some 
time  ago,  and  represented  that  steps  should 
bo  taken  to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  the 
report  relative  to  the  supposed  survivon  of 
the  ship  St.  Abbe.  It  was  suggested  by 
the  deputation  that  the  Government  ihonU 
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give  Iftoilities  to  a  gentleman  well  ac- 
quainted with  that  part  of  Africa  to  make 
ioqairies  respecting  those  persons.  The 
matter  was  considered  bj  the  Council  of 
India,  who  did  not  think  it  right  that  any 
fiaoilitj  of  that  kind  should  be  given,  or 
that  the  GoTernment  should  pledgo  itself 
in  any  way,  and  make  such  inquiries 
through  an  authorized  agent  of  the  British 
Oorernment  in  a  country  with  which  we 
had  no  diplomfttto  relations.  However, 
another  inggestion  was  made,  which  was 
that  there  was  a  great  fair  being  held  at 
Berbera  about  this  time  of  the  year,  and 
that  among  the  large  numbers  of  persons 
present  there  might  be  means  afforded  of 
making  inquiries  ai  to  the  existence  of 
tbeie  alleged  sorviyors,  and  it  was  sug- 
gested that  a  reward  might  be  offered 
which  should  have  the  effect  of  bringing 
the  required  information.  He  had  com- 
municated with  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  upon  the 
subject;  and,  with  the'noble  Lord's  concur- 
renee,  he  had  communicated  with  the  Eng- 
lish Resident  at  Aden,  authorizing  him  to 
offer  a  suitable  award  for  any  information 
respaeting  the  subject  of  the  report. 

INDU— THE  BONUS  COMMITTEE. 
QUE8TI0K. 

Mr*  BRUEN  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  When 
the  Bonus  Committ^  sitting  in  India  are 
likely  to  come  to  a  settlement  of  claims  to 
compensation  made  by  Officers  in  the  late 
East  India  Company's  Army  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE,  in 
reply,  said,  several  Committees  were  sitting 
upon  this  subject.  Inquiries  had  to  be 
made  into  the  particulars  of  each  case,  and 
in  a  great  number  of  instances  an  award 
had  been  made  of  the  sums  payable  to  the 
Officers.  As  fast  as  the  awards  were  made 
the  money  awarded  was  paid  over  to  those 
entitled  to  receive  it. 

DR.  ROGERS,   MEDICAL  OFFICER  OF 
THE   STRAND   UNION.— QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  SIMEON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  What  were  the  grounds  on  which 
tbe  Board  accepted  the  resignation  of  Dr. 
Rogers,  the  late  Medical  Officer  of  the 
Strand  Union  ;  and,  whether  that  resigna- 
tion implied  anything  unfavourable  to  the 
abaraeter  or  to  the  professional  ability  of 
Dr.  Began? 


SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
in  reply,  that  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  were 
these  : — In .  December  last  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  the  Strand  Union  called  upon 
their  medical  officer.  Dr.  Rogers,  to  re- 
sign, and  the  matter  coming  before  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  they  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  the  reasons  for  such  a  step 
being  taken.  The  Board  of  Guardians 
returned  for  answer  that  Dr.  Rogers  had, 
for  a  long  time  past,  committed  a  series  of 
indiscretions  which  rendered  it  impossible 
for  them  to  work  harmoniously  together, 
and  exhibiting  a  great  want  of  courtesy  in 
his  communications  with  the  Officers  of 
the  Board.  The  result  was,  that  the  Board- 
thought  it  necessary  to  suspend  him  from 
his  office.  With  respect  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question,  he  could  not  do 
better  than  read  the  concluding  paragraph 
of  the  Board's  letter  on  the  occasion,  which 
stated^ 

**  The  Board  are  happy  to  be  able  to  add  that 
DO  blame  can  be  impated  to  you  in  reference  to 
the  discharge  of  your  strictly  professional  duties, 
and  the  Board  do  not  doubt  that  you  have  shown 
zeal  and  ability  in  the  performance  of  them.  This 
adds  to  the  regret  of  the  Board  that  you  should, 
from  other  causes,  have  rendered  it  necessary  for 
them  to  accept  your  resignation." 

INDIA  —  RELIGIOUS     PROVISION     FOR 
SOLDIERS  IN  INDU.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther an  order  has  been  issued  by  the  Go- 
vernor General  in  Council  in  India — 

"  Relative  to  providing  a  room  in  the  Lines  of 
European  Regiments  in  India  to  which  tbe  men 
can  resort  for  private  reading  and  prayer,  and  for 
holding  prayer  meetings  and  other  meetings  of  a 
similar  character,  and  directing  that  a  room  of  a 
Boitable  size,  with  such  furniture  as  may  be 
deemed  to  fit  it  for  the  purposes  above-mentioned, 
shall  be  considered  one  of  the  recognized  require- 
ments in  the  barracks  of  every  British  Regiment 
or  considerable  detachment  of  British  Troops; 
and  further  that  a  residence  will  be  assigned  to  a 
Scripture  Reader  in  the  married  quarters." 

Whether  the  rooms  contemplated  in  the 
abore  order  will  be  aTailable  for  the  Roman 
Catholic  Soldiers  for  similar  purposes  of 
united  and  public  prayer  and  other  de- 
votional exercises  consonant  with  their  re- 
ligion ;  and,  whether  in  cases  where  Roman 
Catholic  Soldiers  comprise  the  majority  or 
or  other  large  portion  of  the  troops,  a  resi- 
dence will  be  assigned  to  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Catechist  or  religious  teacher,  as  in 
other  cases  to  a  Protestant  Scripture 
Eeader  ? 
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Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE,  in 
reply,  said,  ho  had  received  no  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  this  order,  although 
to  had  seen  some  reference  to  it  in  the 
lewspapers.  If  such  an  order  had  been 
Issued  he  would  no  doubt  receive  official 
Information  respecting  it  in  a  few  days. 

ARMY— DAILY  PAYMENT  OF  MEN. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  W.  STUART  said,  ho  would 

»g  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
hether  the  Order  for  the  daily  payment 
)f  Men  in  the  Army  after  Morning  Parade 
\n  the  presence  of  an  Officer  under  Queen's 

Icgulations  1859,  page  132,  sec.  65,  is 
continued  in  the  eame  way  by  the  Queen's 

Regulations  1868,  page  90,  paragraph  387, 
rhich  states,  "  that  the  issue  of  pay  is  to 
le   made   punctually,  in  accordance  with 

loyal  Warrant,  Part  I.,  paragraph  534," 
this  paragraph   not  being  set  out  in  the 

Queen's  Regulations ;    and,  whether   the 

Irder  for  the  daily  payment  of  Men  in  the 
presence  of  an  Officer  renders  it  necessary 
pay  the  Men  on  Sunday,  in  the  pre- 
lence  of  an  Officer  after  Morning  Parade, 
Lhere  being  no  other  Parade  except  Church 
^arade,  which  does  not  always  take  place 
it  the  same  hour  for  all  the  Men  of  a  Regi- 

lent? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
)ly,  that  he  had  written  to  the  Adjutant 

feneral  with  reference  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  but  ho  had 
lot  yet  received  a  reply.  He  would  give 
m  answer  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber's Question  on  a  subsequent  day. 

PETIT  JURIES   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  ESMONDE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
[r.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
le  intends  to  proceed  with  the  Petit  Juries 
l(Ireland)  Bill  that  night  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  por 
[IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  in  reply, 
Ithat  if  there  was  any  objection  to  proceed 
Ithat  night  with  the  Bill,  which  was  similar 
Ito  the  one  introduced  last  year,  it  should 
>e  taken  the  next  day. 

PARLIAMENT— ARRANGEMENT  OF 
BUSINESS. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think  it  would 
Ibo  convenient  that  the  House  should  know 
Ithe  business  it  is  intended  to  take  this 
jevening.     There  are  four  or  five  subjects 

Mr.  (yjReillif 


of  great  interest  and  importance  set  down 
— Supply,  the  Mutiny  Bill,  the  Contro- 
verted Elections  Bill,  and  the  Capital 
Punishments  Bill. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  Of  course  the  ar- 
rangement of  business  for  this  OTeaing 
will  be  greatly  dependent  on  those  Gentle- 
men who  have  Motions  upon  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  if  a  consider- 
able time  is  occupied  with  tbeae»  I  mnat 
modify  the  proposed  arrangements.  In 
that  case  I  shall  not  be  able  to  proceed* 
as  I  could  much  have  wished  to  do»  with 
the  Controverted  Elections  Bill,  aa  I  nndeiv 
stand  there  is  to  be  considerable  diacaBuon 
in  Committee  on  tlie  Mutiny  Bill,  and  that 
is  of  so  pressing  a  character.  Bnt  if  we 
go  into  Supply  and  obtain  some  Votes, 
then  I  shall  avail  myself  of  the  privilege 
of  going  on  with  the  Controverted  Elec- 
tions Bill.  With  respect  to  the  Motion  of 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
given  notice  on  the  subject  of  telegraphy, 
we  onticipated  that  probably  the  House 
would  be  satisfied  with  hearing  his  state- 
ment, and  that  there  would  be  no  discui- 
sion  on  it,  and  therefore  that  it  might  be 
made  at  a  very  late  period  of  the  evening. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  :  I  beg  to  ask.  what 
is  to  be  done  with  the  Capital  Punishment 
Bill  ?  I  would  also  take  the  libertj  of  sug- 
gesting, with  reference  to  the  TelegrafJi 
Bill,  that  the  subject  is  one  of  such  novelty, 
and  involving  a  number  of  complex  details, 
that  it  would  hardly  be  desirable  for  the 
House  to  proceed  with  it  at  a  verj  lata 
hour. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  With  respect  to  the 
Capital  Punishments  Bill,  if  it  comes  on 
late — and  of  course  discussion  is  antici- 
pated upon  it — we  shall  not  press  it.  If  it 
is  the  wish  of  the  House  that  the  Tele- 
graphs Bill  should  not  be  brought  forward, 
of  course  we  are  in  their  hands,  and  shall 
not  press  it.  In  answer  to  Questions,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  added,  that  neither 
the  Capital  Punishments  Bill  nor  the  Con- 
troverted Elections  Bill  would  be  brought 
on  after  half-past  ten  o'clock. 

THE    REV.  MR.  WILSON. 
FERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  GREGORY  asked  leave  to  make 
a  brief  personal  explanation,  and  to  do 
justice  to  a  gentleman  to  whom  he  had 
unintentionally  done  injustice.  In  the  dis- 
cussion which  took  place  the  other  night 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Maguire),  he  (Mr.  Gregory)  at 
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luded  to  the  language  used  by  some  clergj- 
men  at  the  different  Church  defence  meet- 
ingB  held  in  Ireland,  and,  amongst  others, 
referred  to  the  language  used  by  the  Rer. 
Mr.  Wilson,  at  Limerick,  whom  he  inoor- 
reotlj  described  as  Moderator  of  the  Pres- 
byterian Assembly  of  Ulster.  He  was 
informed,  and,  at  the  time,  he  unquestion- 
ably believed  it  to  be  true,  that  the  Mr. 
Wilson  who  made  the  speech  was  the 
Moderator  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
Ulster.  He  now  found  he  was  in  error, 
and  as  the  statement  had  given  that 
rev.  gentleman  very  great  pain,  he  took 
that  opportunity  of  correcting  the  mis- 
take. 

SUPPLY. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Cbair." 


BANKRUPTCY  LAW.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  MOFFATT,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  position  of  Parliament  in 
reference  to  the  amendment  of  the  Law  of 
Bankruptcy,  and  to  the  expediency  of  in- 
troducing a  Bill  into  the  House  for  that 
purpose  without  delay,  said,  that  the  law 
as  it  now  stood  gave  immense  privileges  to 
debtors,  restrained  greatly  the  rights  of 
ereditors,  and  vested  large  discretionary 
powers  in  the  Judge.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy  was  one  of 
the  most  important  of  laws  in  a  commercial 
eommunity  like  that  of  this  country.  The 
Bankruptcy  Law  was  amended  by  Lord 
Westbury's  Act  in  1861,  and  in  1864  the 
number  of  bankruptcies  bad  increased  from 
1,432  to  7,224,  whilst  the  amount  of  assets 
bad  decreased  about  50  per  cent.  In  1867 
the  number  of  bankruptcies  had  increased 
to  8,994.  By  Lord  Westbury's  Act  it  was 
provided  that  persons  might  become  bank- 
rupts on  their  own  petition  ;  and  in  1864 
there  were  of  these  5,260,  and  in  1867 
the  number  was  6,532,  showing  an  increase 
of  gentlemen  who,  having  nothing  to  pay, 
ehose  to  become  bankrupt,  of  25  per  cent. 
In  1864  there  were  discharged  without  any 
punishment  5,335  bankrupts,  and  the  num- 
oer  in  1867  was  6,902  ;  but  the  amount 
collected  had  shrunk  from  £677,000  to 
i&583,000.  The  number  of  bankrupts 
who  had  paid  no  dividend  was  no  less 
than  5,876  ;  and  this,  he  submitted,  could 
not  he  considered  a  satisfactory  state  of 
things*    He  indeed  believed  that  the  whole 


system  had  fallen  into  such  a  state  that  it 
was  as  bad  as  it  could  be.     The  figures  to 
which  he  had  referred  did  not  at  all  show 
the  extent  of  the  evil ;   for  the  facilities 
given  by  the  Act  of  1862  for  private  ar- 
rangements had  led  to  gross  abuse,  which 
reflected    the   greatest   possible  discredit 
upon  the  legislation  of  the  country.  Under 
the  Act  of  1862  composition  deeds  became 
a  part  of  the  Bankruptcy  Law  ;  and  the 
number  of  them  had  since  very  largely  in- 
creased.    Their  number  in  1862  was  698, 
and  in  1867  3,971,  giving  a  gross  amount 
of  unsecured  debts  of  £373,000,  as  against 
£8,246,432.     The  number  of  the  deeds  of 
assignment  registered  in  1862  was  1,886, 
in  1864  2,284,  and  in  1867  2,803  ;  but 
the  gross  amount  of  unsecured  debts  had 
risen     from     £1,013,000     in    1862,     to 
£5,725,592  in  1864,   and  £10,642,646 
in  1867.     The  same  result  had  occurred 
with  deeds  of  inspectorship,   which  from 
46  in  1862  had  increased  to  138  in  1867, 
showing  a  gross  amount  of  unsecured  debts 
of  £190.400  in  the  former  year  as  against 
£10,753,550  in  the  latter.    No  man  could 
go   into  any  counting-house   in  the  City 
without  finding  the  present  state  of  the 
law  strongly  reprobated.     It  really  would 
almost  appear  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  successfully    endeavoured    to   invent 
some  system  by  which  creditors  should  be 
mulcted  of  the  money  to  which  they  were 
entitled.     Seeing  how  the    Act  of  1862 
was  working,  the  House  in  1864  appointed 
a  Committee  which  inquired  very  carefully 
and  fully  into  the  question,  and  afterwards 
made  a  Report,  recommending  the  estab* 
lishment  of  some  cheap  and  simple  mode 
of  administering  bankrupts'  estates,  such 
as  the  Scotch  system.     The   Committee 
endeavoured  to  disentangle  the  question  of 
punishment  of  debtors  from  that  of  the 
distribution  of  their  estates,  and  they  re- 
commended the  abolition  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Courts,  both  the  London  and  the  District 
Courts.  He  could  not  say  that  these  recom- 
mendations had  been  productive  of  much 
good.     It  was  quite  true  that  they  caused 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  in  the  following 
Session ;  but  that  Bill  was  of  so  cumbrous 
a  character  and  so  little  regarded  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  that  it  soon 
ceased  to  exist.    The  Bill  of  1866,  though 
more  formidable  in   appearance   than  its 
predecessor  with  its  480  clauses,  required 
two  Bills  to  prop  it  up,  and  was  now  con- 
sidered useless.  He  thought  that  the  House 
of  Commons  should  be  specially  charged 
with  a  subject  which  was  so  intimately 
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connected  witli  trade,  and  he  found  with 
^Icep  ref^ret  that  this  great  question  was 
*elegated  to  the  other  House.     He  could 
lot  refer  to  what  had  occurred  in  "  another 
»1ace"  ;  but  he  hoped  to  receive  some  in- 
Formation  as  to  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
rhich  the  Government  intended  to  bring 
before  the  House  of  Commons.     The  pre- 
sent law  was  a  remnant  of  the  old  system 
)f  protection  which  governed  all  our  com- 
mercial dealings  two  centuries  ago.     We 
»cgan  by  protecting  the  creditor,  and  then 
'cnt  on  to  protect  the  debtor.     The  result 
ras  that  we  had  a  system  of  protection 
so  perfect  for  the  debtor,  and  so  adverse 
to  the  creditor,  that  it  was  as  discreditable 
\o  fair  dealing  as  any  of  the  worst  cases  of 
)rotection  in   the  matter  of  trade  which 
lad  long  ago  censed  to  exist.     It  might 
)c  described  as  giving  immunity  to  fraud, 
ind  ns  confiscating  the  assets  of  creditors, 
in  1865  the  amount  divided  among  ere- 
litors  was  £450.000,  and  to  divide  that 
lum  it  cost  £375,000.  When  they  coupled 
lis  with  the   fact  that   every  man  could 
lake  himself  bankrupt  and  get  discharged 
Prom  his  debts  with  the  greatest  immunity, 
10  thought  that  it  must  be  felt  that  there 
}ould  not  be  a  worse  system.     A  debtor 
^ho  did  not   want  to  pay  his   debts  fre- 
[ucntly  said,  "  I  court  inquiry,  and  I  will 
»ut  my  affairs  into   the  Court  of   Bank- 
'iipfcy,"   and   under  this  threat  creditors 
took  anvtliing  they  could  get  rather  than 
lose  the  whole.     When  these  matters  were 
;onsidured  they  could  scarcely  bo  surprised 
it  the  distress  which  paralyzed  the  coun- 
[ry,  and  the  effect  of  this  vicious  legisla- 
ti(m    had   been    greatly  increased    by   the 
facilities  given  to  Limited  Liability  compa- 
nies.    In  Iiis  opinion  the  sooner  they  abo- 
lialied  tlie  whole  system  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Law  tho  better.  lie  hoped  that  they  would 
idopt  the  Scotch  system,  modified  to  suit 
10  wants  of  tliis  country.     Small  changes 
^ould  be  of  no  use,  and  whilst  they  re- 
tained the  present  staff  of  Bankruptcy  offi- 
Mais   the  Bankruptcy  system  would  never 
jiave  the  public  confidence,  and  would  not 
leserve  to  have  it.     He   wished  to  know 
[lie   principles  upon    which    tho    proposed 
»ill  was  founded ;  whether  it  was  in  ac- 
[ordanco  with  tho  recommendations  of  the 
Jommittee  of  1865;  and  further,  whether, 
luBtcad  of  a  Bill  framed  in  cumbrous  and 
[ortuous  language,  it  would  not  be  possible 
lo  bring  in  a  short  and   simple  measure  ? 
i  thev  did  not  do  this  thev  had  better  at 
mce  repeal  the  existing  Bankruptcy  Law, 
;d  do  for  one  year  without  a  Bankruptcy 
Ur.  Moffatt 


Law;  for  he  was  satisfied  that  this  even 
would  be  a  great  relief  to  the  oommerM 
of  the  country. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said. 
that  it  would  be  very  inooDTeDient  for 
him  to  state  the  principles  of  the  meaaare. 
The  House  was  perfectly  aware  that  a  Bill 
had  been  brought  in  and  read  a  oeeond 
time  in  the  House  of  Lords;  and,  in  doe 
course,  he  hoped  it  would  come  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  when  they  would  have 
the  advantage  of  the  hon.  Member's  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  in  discnssing  the 
measure. 

Motion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES, 

Supply  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £322,900,  Clothing  Establishments. 
(2.)  £506,300.  Barrack  EstabUshment. 
(3.)  £26,800,  Divine  Senrice. 
(4.)  £13.000,  Martial  Law. 
(5.)  £280,800,  Hospital  Establishmeni 
(6.)  £686.800,  Militia  and  Inspeolionof 
Reserve  Forces. 
(7.)  £58.000,  Yeomanry  Cavalry. 

(8.)  £285.100,  Volunteer  Corps. 

Colonel  BARTTELOT  expressed  a 
wish  to  make  some  remarks  upon  this  Vote. 
An  influential  deputation,  composed  of 
Volunteer  commanding  officers,  had  re- 
cently waited  upon  his  right  hon.  Friend 
tho  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  The 
deputation  was  most  courteously  received, 
but  its  prayer  was  not  granted •>— that 
prayer  being  that  some  increase  should  be 
made  in  the  amount  of  the  Grant  voted 
for  the  Volunteer  service.  He  (Colonel 
Barttelot)  believed  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
that  House  and  the  country,  the  Volunteer 
force  was  considered  a  most  valuable 
though  inexpensive  one.  and  that  it  ought 
to  be  maintained  in  an  efficient  state.  The 
question  for  the  House  and  the  country  to 
consider  was,  whether  such  efficiency  conld 
be  secured  by  a  small  addition  to  the  exist* 
ing  Grant,  or  whether,  by  the  refusal  of 
the  application  made,  they  were  running  the 
risk  of  diminishing  the  force  or  causing  it 
to  dwindle  away.  It  might  be  said  that 
the  force  had  not  fallen  off  in  numbers ; 
but  had,  on  the  contrary,  increased,  and 
was  increasing.  That  was  no  doubt  true ; 
but,  nevertheless,  subscriptions  to  the  foree 
were  gradually  declining ;  and  the  conse- 
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quenee  was  that  a  great  amount  of  expense 
was  thrown  upon  the  force,  and  especially 
upon  its  officers.  It  was  not,  he  heliered, 
the  wish  of  the  House  or  of  the  country 
that  that  should  he  the  case.  If  the  force 
was  to  be  kept  up  as  a  Reserre  force  some 
additional  Grant  must  be  made  to  it.  All 
the  Volnnteers  required  was,  that  all  ex- 
penses connected  with  drills  away  from 
he^d-qnarters  should  be  paid  by  the  coun- 
try. The  Volunteers  were  willing  to  give 
their  services  to  their  country ;  but  they 
considered  that  if  they  went  to  different 
places  for  the  purposes  of  drilling  for  their 
country,  that  their  country  ought  to  pay 
their  expenses.  He  thought  that  a  Royal 
Commission  ought  to  be  issued  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  question  of  the  Reserve 
forces,  of  which  the  Volunteers  were  a 
Taluable  auxiliary. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  felt  that  the 
Volunteer  force  must  have  been  greatly 
disappointed  at  the  answer  given  to  the 
deputation  the  other  day.  The  impression 
created  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members,  by 
the  language  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  War  last  year, 
was  that  this  subject  would  be  well  con- 
aidered  and  that  some  addition  would  be 
made  to  the  resources  of  the  Volunteer 
corps.  The  Yeomanry  force  was  actually 
paid  while  out  for  training.  That  was  not 
required  by  the  Volunteers;  but  he  thought, 
if  the  public  provided  the  funds  for  prizes 
to  stimulate  rifle-shooting,  all  other  neces- 
sary expenses  ought  to  be  borne  by  the 
State,  and  especially  that  of  clothing, 
which  was  a  necessary  article  of  Volunteer 
equipment. 

CoLONBL  SYKBS,  though  not  anxious 
to  increase  the  public  expenditure,  thought 
that  the  Volnnteers  ought  to  receive  some- 
thing more  than  they  did.  The  majority 
of  the  men  composing  the  Volunteer  ranks 
were  workmen  receiving  weekly  wages 
•▼eraging  from  £]  to  30«.  per  week  ;  and 
in  their  case,  after  three  or  four  years' 
aerrice,  when  their  clothing  was  worn  out 
they  were  unable  to  replace  it,  and  were 
eoDiequently  lost  to  the  senrice.  The  re- 
^mental  subscriptions  were  always  consi- 
derable, and  the  officers  in  command  de* 
eerred  the  greatest  possible  credit  for  the 
pecuniary  assistance  they  rendered.  In 
India  when  men  were  specially  employed 
they  receired  an  increased  allowance.  And 
he  thought  that  when  the  Volunteers  went 
to  auch  places  as  Brighton  or  Portsmouth, 
it  would  be  well  to  pay  for  their  transit. 
Soeh  eaaual  allowances  might  be  made 


without  imposing  any  serious  burden  on 
the  country. 

Colonel  C.  H.  LINDSAY  :  Sir,  I  rise 
in  the  position  of  a  Volunteer  command- 
ing officer,  and  as  a  duty  which  I  owe  to 
the  service  in  which  I  am  engaged;  and  I 
cannot  help  remarking  that  the  question  of 
an  increase  of  the  Capitation  GLrant  is  a 
much  more  serious  one  than  many  people 
seem  to  think.    I  shall,  therefore,  divide 
the  remarks  that  I  think   necessary   to 
make  into  three  parts — namely,  the  past, 
the  present,  and  the  future,  of  the  Volun- 
teer movement.     It  is  not  difficult  to  de- 
scribe the  two  former.      With  regard  to 
the  past,  I  will  simply  date  back  to  the 
year  1859,  and  ask  the  Committee  to  re- 
member what  was  the  feeling  which  existed 
upon  the  question  of  invasion  by  France. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  an  uneasy  one,  and  one 
that  was  derogatory  to  the  character  and 
position  of  England ;   and  if  it  had  conti- 
nued, most  injurious  to  the  interests  of  her 
trade  and  commerce.     A  remedy  for  this 
state  of  feeling  was  wanted.    It  was  found 
by  the  bone  and  sinew  of  the  country,  who 
commenced  the  great  national  movement 
of  defence  ;  but  which,  for  a  time,  did  not 
inspire  the  necessary  confidence.     It  must 
be,   however,  in    the  recollection  of   the 
Committee,  that  the  movement  did  before 
long  gain  the  approval  and  confidence  of 
the  country  ;  and,  from  that  time  to  this,  a 
valuable  and  necessary  armament  has  been 
recognized,  possessing  a  great  moral  effect 
over  Europe,  settling  the  question  of  inva- 
sion, and  dispelling  alarm  and  panic,  which 
would  have  been  so  destructive  to  every 
interest.     So  much  for  the  past.     With 
respect  to  the  present  position  of  the  Vo- 
lunteer service,  it  continues  to  exist.     It 
exists  partly  upon  the  inadequate  support 
it  receives  from  the  Government ;  partly, 
upon   the   support  from    private   sources^ 
and  partly  upon  its  own  merits.    It  is  more 
efficient  than  at  any  other  period  of  its 
history.  It  has  been  mainly  instrumental  in 
the  introduction  of  rifle  shooting  through- 
out the  country.    It  has  been  instrumental 
in  advancing  science,  in  the  manufacture 
of  small  arms,  and   it  hss  produced    the 
most  remarkable  skill  in  the  use  of  those 
arms.      Its    discipline,    its    prestige,^  its 
morality,  and  its  social  element,  are  in  a 
higher  state  of  action  than  at  any  other 
time ;  and  it  is  ready  and  anxious  to  con- 
tinue to  preserve  those  attributes,  provided 
the  Government  of  the  day  is  willing  to 
support  it,  and  provide  for  its  requirements ; 
and  this  brings  me  to  the  important  sub- 
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ject  of  the  desired  increase  of  the  Capita- 
tion Grant,  which  is  not  going  to  bo  given. 

lOw,  Sir,  as  a  Volunteer  commanding 
officer,  I  hare  rcceired  in  common  with 
jevery  other  commanding  officer  in  the  coun- 
try, that  ultimatum,  and  I  hare,  therefore, 
10  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  axe  has 
)een  laid  at  the  root  by  that  ultimatum ; 
md  that  its  continued  existence  and  effi- 
ciency are  endangered  by  it ;  and  that  wo, 
i%  commanding  officers,  will  be  placed  in  a 
rery  awkward  and  delicate  position.  The 
time  has  arriyed  when  some  clear  under- 
JBtanding  is  necessary,  so  that  there  may 
le  no  mistake  as  to  the  position  in  which 

re  are,  as  the  nation's  guard  of  de- 
rence.  This  is  the  serious  and  natural 
riew  to  take,  and  it  bears  especially  upon 
the  future  position  of  the  movement.  Now, 
it  has  frequently  been  remarked  that  the 

'olunteer  movement  has  taken  deep  root 
the  country.     Sir,  no  institution  can  be 

lid  to  have  taken  root  at  all,  if  it  is 
leither  self-supporting  nor  adequately  sup- 
jportcd  by  the  Government;  and  it  is  partly 
for  that  reason  that  we  have,  on  two  or 
jthroe  occasions,  recorded  our  almost  unani- 
mous opinion  that  the  requirements  of  it 
loannot  be  much  longer  met  with  success, 
lunless  the  Government  consent  to  increase 
Ithe  Grant,  for  the  purses  of  those  who 
Ihave  always  been  friends  of  the  movement 
lare  wearied  out.  Sir,  that  significant 
leputation  which  waited  upon  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  a  few  days  ago, 
informed  him,  through  tlio  noble  Lord  tho 

lember  for  Haddingtonshire,  what  we,  as 
commanding  officers,  considered  to  be  ne- 
cessary :  that  we  did  not  ask  as  a  favour, 
)r  a  right,  but  that  we  considered  our 
luty,  both  to  the  Government  and  tho 
country,  was  to  inform  them  of  our  opi- 
lion ;  and  the  noble  Lord  made  it  clearly 
mdcrstood  that,  in  tho  event  of  an  un- 
favourable reply,  we  should  consider  our- 
iolves  relieved  from  any  responBibility 
should  the  Volunteer  service  collapse  for 

^ant  of  support.  We  consider  our  opinion, 
is  commanding  officers,  to  be  entitled  to 
the  fullest  respect ;  and  we  cannot  agree 
that  the  flourishing  state  of  the  service 
should  be  used  as  an  argument  against 
Further  aid  from  Government,  for  it  would 
»e  a  premium  upon  inefficiency  and  languor; 
md  it  is  an  unjust  acknowledgment,  after 
the  extraordinary  exertions  that  havo  been 
nade  to  keep  up  the  service  in  high  effi- 
ciency and  discipline  for  the  honour  and 
credit  of  the  country.     If  the  Volunteer 

movement  is  not  worth  any  additional  sup- 

Colonel  C,  H,  Lindiay  • 


port  from  GoTemment,  it  would  be  better 
that  that  policy  should  be  declared,  eo  that 
our  position  may  be  clearly  UDdeniood. 
But,  unless  something  more  be  done  in 
support  of  the  movement,  we  may  all  find 
ourselves  in  a  serious  scrape  \  lome  eight 
or  ten  years  hence,  when  the  present 
dynasty  of  France  may  have  passed  away, 
when  our  army  may  be  engaged  in  aome 
European  war,  and  our  shores  denuded  .of 
tho  British  bayonet,  owing  to  the  Volnn- 
teers  of  the  country  having  dwindled  down 
to  a  myth.  Wo  cannot  now  expect  any 
additional  Grant  this  year,  owing  to  the 
heavy  expenditure  required  by  the  army  ; 
but  wo  ought  to  receive  some  anaaranee 
that  our  necessary  requirements  will  re- 
ceive the  favourable  consideration  of  the 
Government  next  year  ;  for  nnleu  it  can 
do  so,  consequences  much  to  be  regretted 
might  ensue,  against  which  our  effortf 
would  be  powerless. 

Mr.  dent,  in  answer  to  the  hen. 
Member  for  Devizes  (Mr.  D.  Griffith),  aaid 
he  supposed  that  the  reason  why  the  Yeo- 
manry were  paid  and  the  Volunteers  wen 
not  was,  that  the  Yeomanry  had  to  be 
away  from  home  with  their  horses  for  eight 
days,  while  it  seldom  happened  that  the 
Volunteers  were  absent  for  a  single  night. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  had 
always  been  in  favour  of  economy;  but  he 
thought  it  barely  respectable  for  the  country 
to  take  services  which  were  admitted  to  be 
very  valuable,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to 
allow  poor  men  to  put  their  hands  into 
their  own  pockets  for  tho  purpose  of  ren- 
dering those  services. 

Mr.  OTWAY  contended  that  all  men 
performing  the  same  service  should  have 
the  same  rate  of  pay.  When  he  had  asked 
whether  the  scrjeant-instructors  of  Volun- 
teers were  to  have  tho  additional  2d.  as 
the  same  class  of  men  received  in  the 
army,  he  was  told  that  the  matter  was 
under  the  consideration  of  Government, 
lie  wished  now  to  ascertain  whether  that 
question  had  been  settled  ? 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  other  even- 
ing, while  he  was  calling  attention  to  some 
remarks  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  the  right  hen.  Baronet  had  in- 
terrupted him  for  tho  purpose  of  declaring 
that  he  had  not  made  the  statement  at- 
tributed to  him.  Since  then  he  had  en- 
joyed the  advantage  of  reading  a  very  ac- 
curate report  of  the  speech  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  and  found  that  it  ez* 
actly  corresponded  with  the  views  which 
ho  had  expressed,  and  that  the  right  hon. 


278 


Sf^lg'^Armif 


IMabch  26,  1868] 


SstimaUi. 


274 


Baronet  did,  in  fact, '  inform  the  Honse 
that  it  was  his  intention  to  put  the  Militia 
and  Volunteer  forces  under  the  command 
of  general  officers  of  high  standing  in  the 
different  districts  of  England.  Ho  should 
therefore  like  to  have  some  clear  and 
specific  explanation  of  the  riews  of  the 
nght  hon.  Baronet  on  this  point.  In  his 
reply,  at  the  close  of  the  evening,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  stated  that  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  appoint  officers  of  rank,  who,  in 
some  way  or  other — he  did  not  make  it 
yery  clear  how — were  to  have  control  over 
the  Militia  and  Volunteer  forces.  Bid  he 
contemplate  any  proceeding  which  was  to 
interpose  any  general  officers,  or  any  officer 
at  all,  with  authority  over  those  forces, 
between  the  Volunteer  corps  and  Militia, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  ?  If 
he  did,  the  matter  ought  to  be  very  for- 
mally and  distinctly  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  He  appre- 
hended it  would  be  a  wholly  unconstitu- 
tional proceeding  to  divest  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  of  any  part  of  his  official 
responsibility  in  relation  to  the  Militia  or 
the  Volunteers  ;  and  if  any  attempt  were 
made,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  place  the 
Yolnnteer  force  under  the  control  of  general 
officers  of  the  army,  it  must  end  in  the 
total  destruction  of  that  body.  The  very 
easenoe  of  the  Volunteer  movement  was 
that  it  was  a  spontaneous  movement  of  the 
people,  which  should  be  carried  on  under 
the  direct  authority  of  the  civil,  without 
any  intervention  of  the  military  power. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  the  intention  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  excellent 
—that  of  placing  the  Volunteers  and  other 
Reserves  under  a  distinguished  general 
officer,  in  order  to  effect  as  far  as  possible 
unity  of  action  in  the  place  of  the  present 
divided  authority  ;  but  he  did  not  see  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be  able  to 
do  more  in  time  of  peace  by  the  change 
than  was  at  present  done  by  the  inspectors. 
The  Militia  and  Volunteers  would  never 
be  required  to  be  called  out  in  the  time 
of  peace,  and  in  time  of  war,  then,  ipso 
faeU)^  they  passed  from  these  generals  of 
Reserve  to  the  complete  control  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  as  any  other  part  of 
the  regular  army.  There  was  a  rumour 
abroad — he  could  not  say  whether  it  was 
correct  or  not— that  Colonel  Erskine  had 
been,  aa it  were,  superseded;  and  that  that 
gallant  officer,  who  had  been  eight  years 
intimately  connected  with  the  Volunteers 
(three  or  four  years  under  Colonel  M'Murdo) 
oad  been  treated  in  this  matter  with  scant 


courtesy  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
change  had  been  made  without  his  know- 
ledge, or  any  previous  consultation  with 
him;  and  the  first. notice  he  received  of  it 
was  an  intimation  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  of  a  new  appointment  of 
an  inferior  character,  and  between  £300 
or  £400  per  annum  less  in  amount.  He 
very  much  doubted  whether,  in  the  interest 
of  the  corps,  it  would  not  have  been  advis- 
able, if  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
before  making  so  great  a  change,  would 
liave  taken  so  old  an  officer  into  his 
counsel,  more  especially  as  he  knew  from 
personal  knowledge  that  Colonel  Erskine 
had  some  scheme  in  view  for  brigading  and 
otherwise  re-organizing  the  force.  As 
regards  the  Parliamentary  Grant,  he  wished 
to  observe  that  the  deputation  who  had  an 
interview  with  the  Secretary  for  War  on 
the  subject  did  not  apply  informApauperit. 
Neither  did  they  profess  to  agitate  on  the 
question,  or  desire  to  come  to  Parliament  to 
ask  for  an  increased  Grant ;  but  it  was  his 
conviction  that  there  was  danger  of  the 
necessary  expenses  not  being  covered  by 
the  present  Grant,  and  of  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  force  falling  away  in  conse- 
quence. It  was  thought  right  to  make 
known  that  danger,  leaving  the  Govern- 
ment and  Parliament  to  decide  whether  it 
was  necessary  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  informed  the  House  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  consider  themselves  justified 
in  proposing  this  year  an  increase  in  the 
Grant;  and  what  he  (Lord  Elcho)  would 
suggest,  was  that  the  present  state  of  the 
Volunteer  corps  with  that  of  our  Reserves 
in  genera],  should  form  the  subject  of 
inquiry  under  a  Royal  Commission,  and  he 
intended  to  bring  the  subject  before  the 
House  after  the  Easter  Recess. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  should  not  then  consider  whether  the 
whole  question  of  our  Reserve  force  should 
be  referred  to  a  Royal  Commission ;  but 
it  would  be  very  desirable  to  make  the 
grievance  of  the  Volunteer  corps  the  subject 
of  such  an  inquiry.  The  difference  between 
the  Volunteer  and  Militia  forces  was  such 
that  the  inquiry  into  one  ought  to  be  to 
a  certain  degree  independent  of  the  other. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  not  consider  himself 
precluded  by  the  answer  he  gave  the  other 
day,  from  allowing  this  question  to  undergo 
a  strict  inquiry.  The  time  had  arrived 
when  the  inquiry  of  1862  ought  to  be 
resumed,  because  at  that  time  the  Volun- 
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teer  force  was  bo  joung  tbat  ifc  was  impos- 
nble  to  test  the  amount  of  expenditure 
that  would  be  required  by  the  officers  and 
len  in  keeping  up  the  force,  and  )iow  far 
the  Parliamentary  Grant  then  proposed 
rould  meet  it.  Ho  had  received  a  memo- 
rial from  8,000  Volunteers  in  Scotland  for 
presentation  to  the  Secretary  of  Stato  for 

^ar;  but  he  had  not  presented  it,  because 
they  were  willing  that  their  claims  should 
lerge  into  those  of  the  general  body, 
lany  of  the  corps  were  now  in  a  position 
rhich  made  it  rery  uncertain  whether  they 
jwould  be  able,  in  consequence  of  the 
lifficulty  they  experienced  in  obtaining 
officers,  to  keep  up  their  efficiency.  No 
loubt  there  were  many  officers  who,  by 
the  same  public  spirit  as  led  them  to  en- 
;age  in  the  service,  would  be  prevented 
lacking  out  of  it  when  they  found  the 
obligations  falling  on  them  rather  too 
leverely.  Therefore  they  had  a  strong 
)laim  on  the  Government;  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  allow  the  matter  to 
»e  settled  by  the  declaration  that,  as  long 
18  the  Volunteer  force  kept  up  their 
lumbers,  there  was  no  occasion  for  any 
ladditional  Grant. 

Mr.  ACLAND  hoped  that  the  Secretary 
for  War  would  give  the  House  a  fuller  ex> 
>lanation  than  had  as  yet  been  afforded, 
ispecting  the  scheme  for  the  organization 
>{  the  Reserved  forces.  He  hoped  the  right 
ion.  Baronet  would  state  his  views  clearly 
md  fully  on  that  subject.  His  impression 
>f  what  the  Secretary  of  State  paid  on  a 
former  occasion  was  that  he  had  found  it 
expedient  for  administrative  purposes  to 
*oncentrato  certain  offices  in  the  hands 
>f  one  general  officer  ;  and  that  he  quoted 

letter  from  the  general  commanding  the 
forces  in  the  North,  to  show  that  certain 
jioconvenience  arose  from  the  present  rela- 
tions between  the  generals  of  districts  and 
Ithis  auxiliary  force.  For  his  own  part  he 
Imust  say — and  his  experience  dated  from 
Ithe  very  commencement  of  the  Volunteer 
jmovement — that  a  good  deal  of  inconve- 
ticnco  now  arose  from  the  undeGned  rela- 
jtions  between  commanding  officers  of  Vo- 
lunteers, Volunteer  associations,  who  cn- 
leavour  not  very  successfully  to  provide 
the  corps  with  locomotion,  the  assistant  in- 
spector, and  the  general  of  the  district.  It 
^as  quito  true  that,  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  there  was  a  line  that  might  be 
Irawn,  which  did  clearly  define  their  re- 
ipective  duties.  But  he  could  give  very 
itrong  instances  to  show  that  great  incon- 
venience did  arise  from  this  source.     He 

Sir  Edward  Colehroohe 


had  had  to  deal  with  three  snoeMaifo 
generals  at  Plymouth ;  and  if  there  was  one 
thing  more  than  another  that  characteriMd 
them  it  was  their  extreme  unwillingneu 
to  assume  authority  over  the  Volunteers, 
or  do  anything  to  complicate  relations  with 
their  officers.  Many  things  were  now  done 
by  a  kind  of  tacit  understanding  between 
the  parties,  which  it  would  be  better  to 
put  upon  a  certain  footing.  Bat  these 
things  required  to  be  looked  into^  and  it 
was  possible  the  difficulties  might  be  got 
over.  After  the  reference  which  had  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Elobo)  to 
the  case  of  an  individual  officer,  whom  be 
felt  pride  in  calling  his  personal  friend, 
he  must  be  allowed  to  say  that  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be  able  to 
show  that  Colonel  Erskine  had  been  treated 
in  this  matter  with  proper  oourteiy.  He 
had  heard  nothing  from  Colonel  Erskine ; 
but  the  report  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  certainly  was  widely  current,  and  be 
must  say,  if  it  should  turn  out  tbat  a 
Minister  occupying  the  high  poiition  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  treated  Colonel 
Erskine  with  any  want  of  courtesj,  there 
never  was  an  officer  whose  character  and 
services  less  deserved  such  treatment.  He 
believed  there  was  no  individual  in  the 
country  to  whom  the  whole  Vol  on  teer  ferae 
owed  so  much  as  to  Colonel  Erskine.  He 
did  not  know  whether  it  would  be  better 
that  the  whole  force  should  be  under  one 
general,  or  under  respective  inspectors  ; 
but  if  Colonel  Erskine  had  incurred  a  loss 
of  income  to  the  extent  of  some  £400  a 
year,  and  if,  instead  of  being  promoted,  he 
had  been  placed  in  an  inferior  position, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  at 
least  be  able  to  show  that  he  had  made  an 
economical  arrangement,  which,  from  pre- 
sent information,  he  very  much  doubted.  It 
would  be  premature  to  express  any  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord  for  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  Reserve  force  gene- 
rally ;  but,  as  colonel  of  an  administrative 
battalion,  he  was  able  to  state  on  the  an« 
thority  of  his  adjutant,  that  the  ten  oorpi 
under  his  command  were  in  a  good  state  of 
equipment,  and  if  they  had  not  a  balanee 
in  hand  they  had  not  anticipated  their  fu- 
ture resources.  Many  of  the  gentlemen 
who  commanded  them  had  acted  liberally, 
and  he  believed  that  the  Volunteer  force 
was  most  effective  when  it  had  partly  relied 
on*  local  pecuniary  support.  A  relation  of 
his,  out  of  the  ordinary  resources,  had  been 
able  to  give  his  men  great  coats,  and  ano> 
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tber  captain  had  supplied  hla  men  with 
capes  out  of  the  ordinary  resouroes  of  the 
regiment.  The  country  corps  were  at  pre- 
sent allowed  5#.  per  head  for  battalion 
drill,  but  none  was  made  to  the  town  corps ; 
and,  in  that  respect,  he  thought  a  change 
ought  tp  be  made,  and  some  such  allowance 
given  to  the  town  corps  to  go  to  the  butts 
and  qualify  for  the  position  of  eitra  pro- 
ficients. Bui  he  did  not  think  that  for 
equipment  and  the  ordinary  expenses  of 
the  corps  it  was  necessary  to  raise  the  al- 
lowance. The  Yolunteers  had  been  a  good 
deal. petted  by  public  confidence,  and  care 
must  be  taken  lest  people  should  begin  to 
think  that  they  were  making  themseWes 
too  expensive.  He  thought  it  rery  desi- 
rable that  they  should,  if  possible,  increase 
their  efficiency  and  discipline  before  asking 
for  much  more  money.  If  they  could  not 
obtain  money  for  brigade  meetings  he 
hoped  the  case  would  be  considered  before 
another  year.  But  still  he  had  great  doubt 
OS  to  the  expediency  of  an  indiscriminate 
increase  of  the  Capitation  allowance  to  any 
Tcry  large  extent. 

Mr.  DILLWTN  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  unless  some  aid  was  afforded  to  the 
Volunteers  they  could  not  be  kept  at  their 
present  state  of  efficiency.  The  legitimate 
expenses  of  the  Volunteer  corps  very  much 
exceeded  the  amount  they  received  from 
the  Capitation  Grant,  and  the  commanding 
officers  of  regiments  had  generally  a  con- 
siderable amount  to  pay  out  of  their  own 
pockets.  Even  with  the  increased  sum 
which  was  asked  from  the  Government,  he 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  knew  that  he  would  still 
have  to  put  his  hand  in  his  pocket,  though 
not  to  the  same  extent.  It  was  in  fact 
a  question,  whether  the  Volunteer  force 
was  to  be  maintained  on  an  efficient 
footing. 

Sib  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  ob- 
served that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  informed  the  House  the  other 
night  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  in- 
crease the  Grant  as  a  whole  ;  but  the  Go- 
vemment  should  recollect  that  the  object 
was  not  to  increase  the  numbers  of  the 
force  so  much  as  to  render  the  force  effi- 
cient. For  this  end  no  arrangement  was 
likely  to  be  so  serviceable  as  keeping  them 
in  the  field  with  regular  troops,  and  it 
would  be  worth  while  to  allow  them  a 
field  allowance  for  this  purpose. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
thought  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
no  antique  jealousy  of  the  Crown  should 
be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the  efficiency 


of  either  the  Volunteers  or  the  Militia. 
He  understood  the  Secretary  for  War  to 
propose  that  the  Militia  and  the  Volun- 
teers should  be  under  the  command  of  one 
general  officer  ;  but  he  should  suggest  that 
both  forces  should  be  under  the  command 
of  the  general  officer  commanding  the  par- 
ticnlar  district.  In  the  event  of  war,  the 
Volunteers  and  the  Militia  must  be  brought 
into  the  general  military  organisation  of 
the  country,  and  they  must,  in  that  case, 
be  placed  under  the  command  of  the  offi- 
cers commanding  the  various  districts ;  and 
if  they  were  now  to  be  placed  under 
separate  command  and  kept  distinct  from 
the  rest  of  the  army  great  difficulties 
would  be  incurred  in  effecting  the  change 
at  the  time  of  the  breaking  out  of  war. 
By  putting  the  Volunteers  and  the  Militia 
under  the  command  of  the  generals  of  dia* 
tricts  those  forces  would  be  brought  into 
more  perfect  union  with  the  regular  mili- 
tary service  of  the  country,  and  would  ren- 
der them  more  like  soldiers  than  they  were 
at  present,  while  it  would  greatly  increase 
their  general  efficiency. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
not  only  could  have  no  objection  to  what 
had  been  said  by  his  hon.  Friend  behind 
him,  but  he  could  not  dissent  from  a 
word  he  had  heard  on  the  subject,  with 
the  exception  only  of  what  fell  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Abingdon 
(Colonel  C.  H.  Lindsay),  who  went  so  far 
as  to  state  his  opinion  that,  because  the 
Government  had  declined  to  accede  to  the 
propositions  which  had  been  made  to  them» 
they  were  indifferent  to  the  success  of 
the  Volunteers.  He  was  anxious  to  say 
that  there  was  no  foundation  whatever  for 
such  an  assertion.  As  far  as  he  was  per- 
sonally concerned,  he  could  only  express 
his  regret  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
have  made  a  statement  in  support  of  which 
he  could  give  no  good  reason.  Those  who 
were  members  of  that  most  important  de- 
putation, and  those  who  heard  his  state- 
ment on  Monday  night  could  not  accuse 
him  of  having  giving  utterance  to  any  re- 
mark that  would  justify  such  an  accusa- 
tion being  brought  against  him.  In  his 
opinion  the  Volunteer  movement  was  a 
very  noble  one,  and  he  appreciated  most 
highly  the  value  of  the  fine  body  of  men  it 
had  placed  at  the  service  of  the  country. 
His  Colleagues  entirely  concurred  with  him 
in  looking  upon  the  movement  as  the  most 
striking  and  successful  one  that  had  taken 
place  in  any  country  in  Europe  for  a  long 
time.    From  the  time  of  its  commence- 
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lent  it  had  bad  a  great  effect  upon  the 
lontinent ;  and  it   was   a   proof   of  the 
>ower  of  this  country  that  it  had  been  able 
ilmost  in  a  moment  to  produco  a  defen- 
live  force  of  such  great  strength  and  effi- 
;iency.     Under  these  circumstances  it  was 
slear  that  he  could  have  had  no  intention 
to  under-rate  the  importance  of  the  Volun- 
ier  force.      Uer  Majesty's   Government 
lad,   however,  to  consider   whether    they 
iould,  consistently  with  their  duty,  accede 
to  the  request  of  the  Volunteer  officers  for 
in  increased  Capitation  Grant.   He  stated 
bo  that  deputation  that,  so  far  as  ho  had 
ien  able  to  form  an  opinion,  the  question 
ras  one  that  varied  in  different  localities, 
md  that  if  there  were  many  places  where 
in  additional  Grant  would  be  convenient 
the   officers  there  were   other   places 
lot  thus  situated.     On  Monday  night  he 
stated  what  were  the  facts  and  what  was 
the   reason    why    the   Government  could 
lot,  at  this  moment,  grant   the  increase 
if  the   Volunteer  eipenses    which    they 
lad  asked.     An  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
)i  the   smallncBs   of   the  increase   asked 
|for,    and  said    it   was   a  thousand   pities 
that  the   Government  had   not  increased 
the  Grant.     But  the  money  was  not  small, 
|The  expense  of  the  Volunteer  movement, 
rhatever  might  be  its  value,  was  £385,000 
year.     Add  £185,000  to  the  expenses, 
md,  whatever  mi^ht  be  his  personal  fcel- 
|ing  to  the  Volunteer  force,  his  belief  was 
this,   that  if  he   had  come    down   to  the 
IHouso  and  asked   for  an  increased   Vote 
lof   £185,000,  numbers  of  Gentlemen  op- 
Iposite    would    have    started    up    to    ask 
lupon  what  grounds  ho  made  such  a  pro- 
Iposal.  He  would  have  been  asked  whether 
Ithe  Volunteers  were  falling  off  in  number ; 
whether  they   were  increasing  their  effi- 
ciency ;  and  whether  it  was  impossible  that 
the  movement  could  be  supported  by  the 
allowance  already  made  to  them  ?  Ho  must 
remind  the  House  that  there  had  been  a 
considerable  change  in  the  nature  of  the 
Volunteer  movement  since  its  commence- 
ment.    The  Volunteer  force  was  originally 
intended  to  be  a  self-supporting  force,  and 
that  it   should  consist  of  a  class  of  men 
every  one  of  whom  should  provide  himself 
with  uniform,  and  should  pay  his  own  ex- 
penses.   He  thought  that,  as  far  as  the  de- 
fence of  the  country  was  concerned,  the 
Volunteer   movement   was    worth   all    the 
I  money    that  it  had    cost   us,  and  that  it 
would  be  only  advisable  to  give  any  mo- 
derately additional  assistance  which  could 
really  be  shown  to  bo  necessary.    His  hon. 

Sir  John  Pakington 


Friend  the  Member  for  Deyonshire  (Mr. 
Acland)  had  referred,  as  he  presamed,  to 
the  increase  in  the  allowance  which  he  had 
proposed  in  order  to  enable  members  of 
administrative  battalions  in  the  couDtry  to 
meet  together  for  the  purposea  of  batallion 
drill. 

Mr.  acland  said,  he  intended  to  re- 
fer to  the  Grant  made  for  that  object^  and 
he  had  suggested  that  money  ahoald  be 
granted  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  batta* 
lions  to  take  part  in  brigade  field  days. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  laid,  he  had 
proposed  that  increase  because  ho  thought 
that  the  case  was  one  in  which  it  might 
reasonably  be  given;  and  he  should  be 
ready  to  give  his  consideration  to  any  case 
in  which  it  was  thought  that  a  similar 
course  might  be  attended  with  advantage. 
He  would  now  turn  to  another  matter*  Mid 
he  trusted  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hasi- 
lets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  would  not  impute  to  hun 
any  disrespect  when  he  stated  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  entirely  mistaken 
what  he  had  said  on  a  former  occasion. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  had 
referred  to  his  speech.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  in  that  case  done  more  than  he 
himself  had  done ;  but,  whatever  report 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  consulted,  he 
could  only  say  that  he  was  misinformed 
when  he  stated  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
place  the  Volunteers  and  the  Militia  under 
the  general  officers  commanding  in  dis- 
tricts. He  had  not  the  slightest  idea  of 
doing  anything  of  the  kind.  His  hen. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Devonshire  had 
rightly  interpreted  his  intentions,  which, 
however,  appear  to  have  been  misunder- 
stood bv  several  hon.  Members.  Hitherto 
the  Volunteers  and  the  Militia  had  been 
placed  under  the  command  of  three  differ- 
ent persons.  The  Volunteers  had  been 
commanded — or  rather,  placed  under  the 
supervision  of  an  officer  of  the  rank  of  a 
colonel  or  lieutenant-colonel.  The  Militia 
were  also  placed  under  the  superintendence 
and  charge  of  an  officer  of  the  rank  of  a 
colonel  or  lieutenant-colonel;  and  the  Army 
of  Reserve  were  similarly  commanded.  His 
belief  was,  that  it  would  be  better  to  place 
these  bodies  under  the  direction  of  one 
instead  of  three  distinct  officers,  and  that 
that  officer  should  possess  a  higher  rank 
than  that  of  colonel  or  lieutenant  colonel, 
lie  had  therefore  placed  these  bodies  under 
the  supervision  of  a  general  officer  of  high 
rank  ;  but  he  had  not  intended  to  carry 
the  change  any  further,  or  to  alter  the  re- 
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latiTe  anthoritj  of  the  commanders  of  the 
different  corps,  or  their  relations  to  the 
ei?il  poirer.  Under  the  new  arrangement, 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  he  ahle  so 
to  improre  the  organisation  that  the  local 
authority  would  not,  as  hitherto,  he  de- 
prifed  of  the  assistance  of  these  forces  in 
case  of  need.  He  would  now  turn  to  the 
remarks  which  his  nohle  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  and 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Memher  for  Devonshire 
niilr.  Acland)  had  made  with  regard  to 
Uolonel  Erskine ;  and  he  regretted  that  he 
should  he  accused  of  a  discourtesy,  which 
he  trusted  was  entirely  alien  to  his  nature 
or  his  character.  His  nohle  Friend  had 
alluded  to  a  circumstance  which  was  the 
result  of  an  accident — a  mistake  which  was 
corrected  and  explained  fully  and  frankly 
to  Colonel  Erskine  himself,  and  he  trusted, 
therefore,  that  he  should  not  hear  of  it 
again.  It  had  also  been  stated  hy  the 
noble  Lord  that  Colonel  Erskine,  on  being 
deprived  of  his  position  in  connection  with 
the  Volunteers,  had  been  placed  in  the 
same  position  as  the  one  which  he  had  pre- 
Tiously  held. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  did  not  consider 
it  a  promotion  ;  because,  whereas  Colonel 
M'Murdo  had  been  promoted  to  the  ofSce 
of  Inspector  General  of  Volunteers,  Co- 
lonel Erskine  was  only  placed  in  the  same 
position  as  that  which  Colonel  M'Murdo 
proTiously  occupied. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
his  desire  had  been  throughout  to  treat 
Colonel  Erskine  with  the  greatest  possible 
fairness  and  consideration,  and  it  was  in 
that  spirit  that  he  was  led  to  offer  Colonel 
Erskine  the  command  of  the  Military 
Train,  which  had  been  rendered  vacant  by 
the  lamented  death  of  Colonel  Kennedy, 
who  had  fallen  a  victim  to  the  exertions 
ID  oonnection  with  the  Abyssinian  war. 
He  had  been  sorry  to  hear  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Devonshire  say  that  he  had  fined 
Colonel  Erskine  £400  a  year.  He  did 
not  know  what  the  difference  was  between 
the  value  of  the  two  appointments.  [Mr. 
AcLAKD  said,  that  the  effect  of  the  change 
wai  to  decrease  Colonel  Erskine 's  income 
between  £300  and  £400  a  year.]  What- 
ever it  was,  it  was  only  a  matter  of  two 
jaara  ;  for  at  the  end  of  that  time  Colonel 
Bnkine's  command  as  Inspector-General 
of  Volanteers  would  have  come  to  a  termi- 
Bation.  He  believed,  however,  that  he  had 
appointed  Colonel  Erskine  to  a  superior 

K'tion ;  and  if  anything  should  occur  to 
rfere  with  the  permanence  of  the  pre- 


sent arrangement,  it  would  of  course  be 
their  duty  to  make  some  provision  for  its 
effects  as  far  as  Colonel  Erskine  was  con- 
cerned. He  had  not  proposed  the  new 
arrangement  with  any  special  view  to  eco- 
nomy ;  but  its  results  would  be  to  produce 
a  slight  reduction  of  expense.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lanarkshire  (Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke)  had  suggested  an  inquiry  into 
the  present  state  of  the  Volunteer  force ; 
but  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  then  to 
enter  into  that  question,  because  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  had 
given  notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  for- 
ward the  same  subject,  though  in  a  larger 
form,  and  when  the  noble  Lord  did  so  he 
should,  for  his  own  part,  be  prepared  to 
give  his  best  attention  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  ACLAND  explained  that,  in  the 
remarks  that  he  had  made,  he  had  spoken 
not  for  the  Volunteers  generally,  but  only 
for  his  own  battalion. 

Lord  ELCHO  felt  very  strongly  that 
it  was  not  desirable  it  should  go  forth  in 
any  way  to  the  public  that  the  Volunteer 
commanding  officers  came  to  the  House  of 
Commons  asking  for  money  in  formd 
pauperis.  He  protested  against  any  such 
impression  getting  abroad,  as  it  was  pos- 
sible it  might  do,  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Devonshire  (Mr.  Acland)  said  it  was 
very  likely  that  some  officers  might  want 
more  money  to  spend.  They  had  heard  a 
good  deal  about  Government  by  minorities. 
Well,  it  looked  to  him  very  much  as  if  on 
that  question  of  the  Volunteer  force  they 
were  carrying  on  Government  by  a  mi- 
nority, because  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
spoken  represented  a  small  minority  of  that 
force.  Both  last  year  and  this  year  every 
means  had  been  taken  to  ascertain  the  reid 
opinion  of  the  force  on  that  point,  and  he 
now  ventured  to  say,  speaking  not  as  an 
individual  or  in  the  name  of  the  London 
commanding  officers  only,  but  speaking  ad- 
visedly in  the  name  of  the  Volunteer  force 
in  general,  that  their  deliberate  opinion 
was  that  that  force  could  not  be  main- 
tained at  its  present  strength  with  the 
present  Capitation  Grant.  A  commanding 
officer  was  sitting  near  him  who  spent  a 
large  sum  annually  upon  his  corps  ;  and 
another  Gentleman,  also  a  Member  of  that 
House,  informed  him  that  his  regiment 
cost  him  £200  or  £300  a  year.  Their 
point  was  this,  that  in  their  opinion  it  was 
requisite  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  to  the  fact  that  the 
necessary  expenses  of  Volunteer  corps 
were  not  covered  by  the  ParliamAni5;Ax\ 
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iGrant,  which  had  to  be  largely  lupple- 1 
jmented  by  the  BubscriptionB  of  the  offioere 
ind  men,  and  also,  at  the  same  time,  to 
iipreu  the  strong  feeling  which  thej  be- 
lieved to  pervade  the  Volunteer  force  that 
those  who  freely   and    without  pay  gave 
their  Bervices  to  tho  State  should  be  re- 
lieved from  the  necessity  of  incurring  such 
>er8onal    expenditure.      His    right    hon. 
^riend  said  the  original  intention  of  the 
force  was  that  every  man  was  to  bear  his 
»wn  expenses.     That  might  have  been  the 
theory  ;    but   in  practice  it  could   not  be 
carried  out,  and   a  Commission  in  1862 
|r«commended  Parliament  to  give  the  Vo- 
lunteer corps  a  Capitation  Grant  of  £1.  It 
ras  proved  before  that  Commission  that 
two-thirds  of  the  force  were  composed  of 
irtisans  and  men  of  the  labouring  class, 
therefore,  if  they  wished  to  keep  up  that 
>ree,  and  to  relieve  the  officers  from  the 
lunfair   expenditure   to   which   they   were 
mow  put,  Parliament  must,  sooner  or  later, 
Ibe  prepared  to  increase  the  Grant.     But 
Ihe  might  state  that  the  officers  had  made 
lup   their   minds  to  do  nothing  further — 
pever  to  send  another   deputation  to  the 
IWar  Office— never  to  make  another  appeal 
in  that  Uouse  ;    that   having  now  finally 
laid  their  claims    before   the  House  and 
the  country,  they  left  it  to  the   Govern- 
ment to  say  what  steps  they  would  take 
to  recognize  them.     If  it  could  be  shown 
thi^t  the  existence  of  the  force  depended 
npon  whether  20«.,  30«.,  or  40«.  was  suffi- 
cient, he  believed,  in  opposition  to  his  hon. 
Friend,  that  the  country  would  deem  that 
a  sufficient   ground   for  an  inquiry.      At 
any  rate,  in  1862,  it  was  deemed  sufficient 
ground  for  an  inquiry.       But  he  did  not 
propose  that  the  inquiry  should  be  limited 
to  so  small  a  point  as  that  ;  but  that  it 
should  be  full   and    complete,   embracing 
our  whole  system  of  military  orgauization, 
with  reference  to  its  capabilities  for  ex- 
pansion in  time  of  war  and  for  home  de- 
fence.    That  was  the  question  which  he 
intended  to  bring  before  the  House  after 
I  Easter,  and  the  incidental  point  now  raised 
might  fairly  form  part  of  tho  inquiry. 

Sir  T.  F.  BUXTON  said,  he  thought 
it  was  desirable  to  have  a  wider  range  of 
selection  for  the  commanders  of  Volun- 
teer corps  than  they  had  at  present.  At 
present  the  class  was  extremely  limited, 
I  because  the  commanding  officer  must  not 
only  have  some  knowledge  of  military 
matters,  but  he  must  be  able  from  his 
own  means  to  keep  a  horse,  and  to  be 
prepared  to  spend  from  £300  to  £600  a 

Lord  Ekho 


year  upon  bis  regiment.  He  thought  thif 
limitation  was  a  very  serious  one,  and  one 
that  ought  to  be  abolished. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he  be- 
lieved that,  under  ordinary  circumBtancetv 
the  House  would  be  disposed  cheerfully  to 
vote  any  reasonable  amount  that  might  be 
requisite  for  the  Volunteer  force ;  but  he 
thought  it  might  be  preferable  to  give 
them  the  clothing,  and  leave  tho  Capitation 
Grant  as  it  stood. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(9.)  39.600,  Enrolled  Pensionen  and 
Army  Reserve  Force. 

Sir  WILLIAM  GALLWEY  vriahed 
to  know,  when  the  instructions  relative  to 
the  Army  Reserve  and  to  the  Militia  Ro- 
serve  would  be  issued;  as  it  was  very  im- 
portant that  they  should  be  issued  bofors 
the  Militia  were  called  out. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINOTONiud, 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  this  opportunity  to  tell  them  what 
had  been  done,  up  to  the  present  time,  with 
the  Army  Reserve;  and,  whether  anythiog 
had  been  done,  or  was  presumed  to  bo 
done,  with  regard  to  the  Militia  Resenro. 
Last  year  the  rificht  hon.  Gentleman  took  a 
Vote  of  £30,000  for  Volunteers  in  tho 
Militia  engaging  to  serve  in  a  Militia  Ro« 
serve  Force,  and  £20,000  for  men  volan- 
teering  by  commutation  of  service  for  en- 
rolment in  the  Army  Reserve  Force.  They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  last  year  of  these 
Reserve  forces;  but  he  could  not  hoar  that 
anything  had  been  done. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  the 
noble  Lord  referred  to  this  question  on 
Monday  last,  and  had  charged  him  with 
having  made  no  reference  to  this  subject 
in  his  general  Statement.  The  noble  Lord 
was  mistaken.  He  stated  then — what  he 
was  prepared  to  repeat  now — that  one  very 
important  step  had  been  taken,  and  that 
in  accordance  with  the  plan  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Huntingdon  (General 
Peel),  the  Government  had  decided  that 
the  entire  corps  of  the  Militia  should  be 
raised  up  to  its  increased  quota — half  the 
battalions  in  the  present  year  and  the  other 
half  next  year.  Last  year,  before  the 
change  was  decided  on,  the  Militia  regi- 
ments were  5,000  below  the  strength  of 
their  reduced  quota.  But  when  the  order 
was  given  to  raise  the  regiments  to  their 
full  quota  recruiting  commenced,  and  was 
so  successfully  carried  on,  that,  instead  of 
the  force  being  5,000  below  the  redoeed 
quota,  it  was  now  only  2,300  below  tho 
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inereased  quota  for  the  preseot  year.  With 
regard  to  the  iBBue  of  the  regulations  to 
which  the  hon.  Barooet  had  referred,  the 
only  reason  why  they  had  not  heen  laid 
upon  the  tahle  of  Uie  House  was  that 
before  doing  so  he  wished  to  hare  the 
opinion  of  General  Lindsay  respecting  them, 
MM  he  would  haTO  so  large  a  share  in  carry- 
iog  them  into  effect.  The  men  were  al- 
lowed to  commote  a  portion  of  their  army 
MrTiee  for  senrice  in  the  ReserTo;  and  the 
Vote  of  £7,000  for  the  probable  number 
of  men  who  would  engage  under  the  Army 
BeserTO  Aet,  1867»  was  intended  to  cover 
the  expense  of  whatOTor  men  they  were 
able  to  obtain.  But  General  Lindsay  woald 
enter  upon  Ub  duties  in  a  few  days,  and 
the  regulations  would  be  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House  immediately  after  Easter. 
The  noble  Lord  did  not  appear  to  be  san- 
guine, and  he  could  not  say  that  he  was 
aangoine  either,  as  to  the  suocobs  of  the 
■eheme  of  a  ReaerTO  force. 

Thb  Mabqubsb  op  HARTINGTON  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  original  inten- 
tion of  the  GoTernment  on  that  subject 
had  not  been  carried  out.  It  was  the  in- 
iention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
oommenee  the  formation  of  the  two  forces 
last  year ;  but  he  gathered  from  his  state- 
ment that  not  a  single  man  had  yet  joined 
aithor  the  Militia  Reserve  force  or  the 
Army  Reserve  force. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
Iho  first  step  he  had  taken  to  carry  out 
the  Aet  waa  to  increase  the  nnmber  of  the 
MiHtia. 

Vote  a^rwd  to. 

(10.)  liotion  made,  and  Question  pro- 

poaed, 

•'That  a  ram,  not  ezoeeding  £768,i00,  be 
granftad  to  Her  Mi^ty  (in  addition  to  the  sum 
of  £300,000  already  voted  on  account),  towards 
defraying  the  Charge  of  Superintending  Establish- 
ment of,  and  Expenditure  for.  Works,  Buildings, 
and  R^Murs,  at  Home  and  Abroad,  which  will 
eome  in  eooree  of  payment  from  the  1st  day  of 
April  1868  to  the  dlit  day  of  March  1869,  inclu- 

■iTO." 

Sn  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
oartain  charges  for  police,  &c.,  were  traus- 
ferred  from  Votes  o  and  12  to  this  Vote, 
and  they  swelled  the  Vote  in  appearance, 
althoQgh  the  sum  asked  for  was  not  greater 
in  reality.  The  Vote  included  a  proposal 
to  apend  £20,000  upon  hospitals  for  con- 
tagions diseases. 

Majob  ANSON  called  attention  to  the 
inereaae  that  had  taken  place  in  the  esta- 
Miahmimtehaigea.    In  1863  these  charges 


amounted  to  £78,000,  and  they  had  risen 
to  the  present  charge  of  £100,544.  In 
1859-60  we  did  work  amounting  to 
£1,455,000,  and  the  establishment  charges 
for  that  year  were  only  £56,526.  In  1860 
we  did  work  to  the  amount  of  £1,752,000, 
and  the  establishment  charges  were 
£62,500.  This  year  the  Estimates  for  work 
to  be  done  amount  to  £867,000.  yet  the 
establishment  charges  exceed  £100,000« 
That  seemed  to  him  a  roost  unnecessary 
increase,  and  he  hoped  that  some  explana- 
tion would  be  giren.  From  a  comparison 
of  Returns  which  had  been  obtained  in  the 
years  1857  and  1867  respectiTely,  he 
found  that  there  had  been  a  decrease  in 
the  barrack  accommodation  to  the  extent 
of  accommodation  for  2,000  men.  Yet,  in 
the  intervening  ten  years,  we  had  spent  in 
brick  and  mortar,  in  one  way  or  another, 
no  less  than  £9,583,000.  Naturally,  one 
would  have  imagined  that  the  barrack  ex- 
penditure in  colonial  and  tropical  climates 
would  haTO  been  Tory  heavy  compared  with 
the  outlay  at  home.  But  he  found  that 
we  had  spent  during  that  period  four  timea 
as  much  upon  barracks  at  home  as  we  had 
done  in  the  colonies.  With  regard,  again, 
to  married  soldiers'  quarters  :  it  was  pro- 
posed now  to  devote  no  less  a  sum  than 
£935,000  towards  that  object,  in  addition 
to  £240,000  already  voted  ;  but  it  seemed 
that  it  had  taken  no  less  than  ten  years 
to  spend  that  sum  of  £240,000 ;  instead  of 
providing,  as  seemed  the  natural  course, 
whatever  accommodation  was  required  for 
married  soldiers  at  onoe«  At  the  same 
rate  of  expenditure  it  would  take  twenty- 
two  years  to  expend  this  Vote  of  £935,000 
upon  the  housing  of  married  soldiers ;  and 
it  seemed  doubtful  whether  the  expendi- 
ture was  necessary  when  they  could  spread 
it  over  thirty  years  —  at  all  events  the 
House  ought  to  be  informed  in  tliis  and 
every  other  case  what  increase  of  accom- 
modation is  secured  for  the  money  spent. 

Mr.  CHILDEHS  called  attention  to 
what,  he  said,  formed  a  serious  departure 
from  the  usual  mode  of  stating  some  of 
the  items  of  the  present  Vote.  In  the 
case  of  any  Vote  proposed  for  the  first 
time  and  involving  further  liability,  it  waa 
usual  to  set  out  in  the  first  column  of  the 
Estimates  the  total  amount  which  the  De- 
partment had  it  in  contemplation  to  ex- 
pend upon  that  particular  object.  And  hav- 
ing dealt  thus  frankly  with  the  House,  the 
Government  were  able  to  come  down  in 
any  subsequent  year,  when  a  further  in- 
stalment of  the  money  waa  asked  for  and 
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objected  to,  and  say  that,  to  some  extent, 
an  implied  sanction  has  been  given  by  the 
House  to  the  total  expenditure  when  the 
matter  was  originally  broached  in  the  Es- 
timates.   This  year,  however,  items,  which 
I  last  year  gave  no  indication  of  being  parts 
of  a  great  whole,  were  stated  in  the  Esti- 
I  mates  as  forming  part  of  a  total  estimated 
outlay  of  £1,416,000,  of  which  part  had 
been  voted  in  previous  years.     This  would 
throw  anyone  off  his  guard,  and   was  a 
very  improper  way  of  stating  the  items. 
|Again,  with  regard  to   the  two  items  of 
£75,000  each,  for  alterations  to  works  for 
la  revised  armament  in  the  principal  sea 
batteries     at    Gibraltar    and    Malta,    he 
thought  it  should  have  been  stated  that 
these  sums  were  in  excess  of  the  original 
Estimate  of  £470,000,  whereas  ho  found 
no  reference  to  past  expenditure  under  this 
bead.      As   to  the   proposed  expenditure 
for  additional  barrack  accommodation  at 
Chelsea,  such  accommodation  was  probably 
wanted;  but  an  explanation   should  have 
been  given  on  the  subject.     The  expendi- 
ture at  Woolwich  of  £70,000  for  store- 
houses for  miscellaneous  stores  from  the 
Tower  he  held  to  be  perfectly  unnecessary  ; 
for    abundant  accommodation    might    bo 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  War  Office 
by  the  Admiralty,  as  the  abandonment  of 
JDeptford  dockyard  was  contemplated.     He 
|did  not  know  whether  the  Vote  of  £3,000 
low  proposed  would  pledge  the  Committee 
the    expenditure     of    the    remaining 
;67,000. 

Lord  ELCHO,  calling  attention  to  the 
charges  attending  the  camp  at  Aldershot, 
irged  the  desirability  of  adopting  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Royal  Commission  by 
lispensing  with  a  permanent  encampment, 
^he  buildings  were  liable  to  constant  ex- 
penditure for  repairs,  and  it  gave  great 
lissatisfaction,  both  to  officers  and  men, 
^0  be  kept  in  camp  during  the  winter.  It 
^ould  be  much  better  to  keep  the  troops 
in  barracks  in  different  parts  of  the  country, 
ind  march  them  to  these  places  temporarily, 
;eeping  them  under  canvas  there.  It  was 
tlso  desirable  that  as  many  officers  or 
generals  ns  possible  should  have  tho  oppor- 
tunity of  commanding  large  bodies  of 
droops,  and  such  appointments  should  there- 
fore be  made  yearly,  instead  of  only  once 

five  years. 

Colonel  SYKES  called  attention  to  the 
charge  for  the  surveyor,  deputy  surveyors, 
';c.,  of  the  Royal  Engineers.     He  objected 

an  increasing  establishment  as  an  iusi- 
lious  thing  which  they  could  not  get  rid 

Mr.  Childeri 


of.  He  remarked  that  while  there  was  a 
decrease  in  one  Department  of  the  least 
paid  officials  from  twenty-seven  to  twenty- 
two,  there  was  an  increase  of  the  higher 
paid  from  twenty-nine  to  thirty-two.  He 
called  attention  to  the  increase,  not  only  of 
the  clerks,  but  of  military  foremen,  and 
asked  why  it  had  taken  place.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would,  at  his  earliest 
convenience,  give  some  explanation  of  the 
increase  in  the  establishment  to  whieh  he 
referred. 

Captain  VIVIAN  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  about  the  camp  at  Aldershot.  He 
had  the  honour  of  sitting  in  the  Honse  when 
the  camp  was  first  projected,  and  he  then 
raised  his  voice  against  it.  They  had  been 
told,  with  great  truth,  that  one  of  the  causet 
of  the  great  losses  which  our  troops  suffered 
in  the  first  Crimean  campaign  was  that  they 
did  not  know  how  to  kill  their  meat,  to 
forage,  or  to  perform  the  other  dotiea  in- 
cident to  the  position  in  which  they  were 
placed  ;  and  the  French  troops  had  a  great 
advantage  over  them  because  they  had 
been  instructed  in  routine  field  work.  It 
was  proposed,  therefore,  to  form  a  camp  at 
Aldershot  to  give  a  training  to  our  aoldierii 
and  that  was  all  very  well.  But  in  a  short 
time  those  large  barracks  were  built  at 
immense  outlay.  He  would  venture  to  say 
that  it  would  have  been  infinitely  better  to 
have  spent  the  money  on  improving  the 
various  barracks  in  London,  some  of  whieh 
wore  a  disgrace  to  the  army.  Aldershot^ 
instead  of  being  a  camp,  was  now  a  large 
military  town,  and  a  military  town  of  the 
worst  description,  and  was  extremely  nn* 
popular  among  the  men.  When  a  soldier 
came  home  from  foreign  service,  instead  of 
being  allowed  to  go  into  country  quarters 
or  to  see  his  friends,  he  was  sent  to  Aider- 
shot.  He  hoped  that  Aldershot  would  not 
bo  so  much  used  as  a  winter  quarter  for 
the  future.  It  might  be  available,  how- 
ever, in  the  summer  months.  He  quite 
agreed  with  what  had  been  said  by  his  hon. 
Friend  about  tho  change  made  in  the 
Estimates.  It  was  a  dangerous  change. 
Close  upon  £40,000  had  been  spent,  and 
spent  wisely,  on  the  establishment  at  Pirn- 
lico,  and  a  large  yearly  rent  was  now  paid 
for  it.  There  was  no  doubt  that  there 
would  be  ample  room  for  all  tho  Woolwich 
stores  in  Plmlico. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  that  whenever  he 
attempted  to  cut  down  a  Vote  for  works  he 
was  always  told  that  the  works  were  in 
progress,  and  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  make  any  reduction.    Last  year,  when 
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a  D6W  item  erepi  into  those  EstimateB,  he 
and  his  Friends  thought  they  should  make 
an  effort  to  reduce  the  Vote  ;  hut  when 
they  went  to  a  division,  they  were»  of 
oourso,  heaten,  the  House  heing  always  in 
mnch  the  same  condition  when  they  were 
TOting  away  millions,  and  there  being  al- 
ways a  number  of  Members  ready  to  rush 
in  from  the  gastronomioal  Department  to 
support  the  Minister.  In  this  Vote  14 
there  were  some  most  objectionable  items. 
The  other  efening  they  had  a  debate  as  to 
the  military  cost  of  the  colonies  ;  but  the 
Vote  taken  on  that  occasion  by  no  means 
represented  the  whole  cost,  because  in  this 
Vote  would  be  found  very  large  items  with 
reference  to  those  very  colonies.  For  in- 
stance, it  was  proposed  to  spend  £202,000 
for  the  defence  of  the  Mauritius.  Ho 
doubted  whether  anyone  was  ever  going  to 
attack  the  Mauritius  ;  but,  in  any  case,  the 
money  would  be  only  thrown  away.  It 
was  utterly  impossible  to  defend  that  island 
by  any  such  expenditure,  and  by  retaining 
in  it  two  battalions  of  troops.  Mauritius, 
if  to  be  defended,  must  be  defended  by  sea, 
and  to  spend  so  much  money  upon  works 
there  was  to  throw  a  great  burden  upon 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country.  The  whole 
of  the  columns  of  the  Estimate  book  con- 
tained similar  extravagant  charges;  and 
he  eould  wish  that  some  gentleman  of  mili- 
tary position,  like  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Lichfield  (Major 
Anson),  would  take  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  it.  That  would  be  the  only 
way  to  prevent  such  an  outlay  in  future. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  a  great 
portion  of  the  expenditure  upon  barracks 
and  works  was  caused  by  the  erroneous 
■jstem  that  was  pursued.  There  was  no 
man  in  the  House  that  had  a  greater  re- 
spect for  the  Engineers  than  he  (Mr. 
Otway)  had  ;  he  looked  upon  them  as  an 
nnsarpassed  corps,  but  they  were  the  most 
expensive  and  extravagant  set  of  men  in 
dealing  with  public  works  that  could  pos- 
sibly be  found.  They  were  greedy,  not  of 
money,  but  of  work  ;  they  tried  to  mono- 
polise everything,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  the  country  was  put  to  vast  ex- 
pense for  repairs  which  it  would  be  spared 
under  a  different  system.  Let  the  Com- 
mittee conceive  the  idea  of  an  officer  in  a 
barraek  who  had  the  lock  of  his  door  out 
of  repair.  Before  he  got  it  repaired  he 
bad  to  apply  to  an  Engineer  officer,  who 
had  to  speak  to  the  contractor ;  and  it  could 
not  be  pnt  to  rights  without  the  contractor's 
permission,  or  by  any  man  not  employed 
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under  the  Engineer.  The  colonel  of  a  regi- 
ment was  intrusted  with  the  happiness  not 
alone  of  the  600  or  800  men  whom  he  com- 
manded, but  of  their  wives  and  children, 
and  vet  he  could  not  bo  intrusted  with  the 
ordering  of  a  lock  out  of  repair  to  be  set 
right.  They  had  all  heard  of  the  story 
about  the  bellows ;  but  there  was  a  similar 
story  about  a  pump,  concerning  which  a 
correspondence  had  been  going  on  for 
years,  and  was,  he  believed,  still  going  on. 
He  had  asked  the  commander  of  a  foreign 
regiment  if  a  pump  was  out  of  order  what 
he  would  do,  and  he  said  he  would  of 
course  direct  that  it  should  be  mended. 
When  asked  by  whom  ?  he  answered, 
"  By  my  soldiers."  And  when  the  case 
was  put — **  Suppose  there  were  no  soldiers 
that  could  do  it,"  he  seemed  to  think  that 
an  absurd  supposition,  because  a  regiment 
contained  artificers  of  every  class  ;  but  he 
replied  he  would  order  a  proper  workman 
to  go  and  do  it.  Now  what  he  wanted  to 
impress  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
the  necessity  for  a  greater  employment  of 
military  labour.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  consult  the  most  distinguished 
Engineer  officer  this  country  had  possessed 
for  many  years,  Field-Marshal  Sir  John 
Burgoyne,  he  would  find  that  a  great  eco- 
nomy might  be  effected  by  the  employment 
of  military  labour.  He  was  told  that  the 
experiment  was  now  being  tried  in  the  Isle 
of  Wight.  All  that  was  wanted  was  to 
developo  the  system,  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  a  very  large  reduction  would  soon 
be  made  under  the  head  of  barrack  re- 
pairs. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  that  sol- 
diers really  required  something  to  do.  The 
other  day  a  deserter  was  brought  before 
him  when  sitting  as  a  magistrate,  and  he 
said  to  the  prisoner,  ''  You  are  an  intelli- 
gent young  man — why  did  you  leave  the 
army  V*  The  answer  was,  that  he  hated 
the  army — that  there  was  nothing  but  drill, 
drill,  everlasting  drill,  day  after  day,  and 
that  it  was  perfectly  intolerable. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY  was  of  opinion 
that  nothing  tended  so  much  to  make  the 
army  unpopular  as  Aldershot.  It  would 
be  very  well  to  send  men  to  encamp  there 
occasionally  ;  but  to  condemn  them  to 
winter  quarters  in  those  vile  huts  had  a 
very  mischievous  effect. 

Colonel   NORTH  concurred   with  the 

hon.  Baronet  as  to  the  effect  of  Aldershot 

as  winter  quarters.     He  could  not  expect 

men  returning  from  twelve  or  fifteen  years 

I  of  foreign   service  to  like  being  sent  to 
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Jdershot  or  the  Curragh.  It  was  a  mis- 
kake,  howeTer,  to  suppose  that  Boldiers  bad 
lotbini;  to  do  in  connection  with  their  mili- 
\rj  drill,  and  that  they  had  much  time  at 
their  diaposal  for  the  work  which  had  been 
dluded  to. 

Major  ANSON  asked  for  some  expla- 
lation  of  the  item  of  £10,000  for  old 
gorges  and  shops. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  inquired  how 
nnoh  it  was  proposed  to  spend  on  military 
milliard- rooms  this  year?  [An  bon.  Mem- 
ber :  £3,000.]  If  that  is  so,  I  shall  move 
m  Amendment  to  it. 

Sir  JOHN  FAKING  TON  said,  there 
lad  been  a  great  many  inquiries  and  cri- 
ticisms on  this  Vote  ;  but  he  could  not  help 
ixpressing  his  sense  of  the  courtesy  with 
rhioh  they  had  been  made.  As  to  the 
remarks  of  his  hon.  and  frallant  Friend 
^he  Member  for  Lichfield  (Major  Anson) 

id  the  hoD.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
[ember  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel  Sykes)  on 
the  establishment  charges,  he  had  to  say 
^hat  the  increase  to  which  they  referred 
ras  to  be  attributed  to  the  transfer  to  that 
^ote  of  charges  previously  made  in  other 
'otes.  With  respect  to  what  his  hon.  and 
;allant  Friend  had  said  on  the  great  ez> 
»ense  for  barracks  as  compared  with  the 
iccommodation  afforded,  this  was  the  re- 
mit of  the  anxiety  manifested  by  the  House 
for  the  health  and  comfort  of  the  soldiers, 
^nder  existing  regulations  one-third  more 
lubio  space  was  provided  for  the  soldier 
[ban  had  been  hitherto  afforded  to  him. 
tie  believed  that  this  was  a  very  great 
Improvement ;  but  the  House  would  at 
»nce  see  that  one  of  its  consequences  must 
>e  that  the  expense,  as  compared  with  the 
kctual  accommodation  of  a  given  number 
»f  troops,  must  be  greater  than  it  had 
formerly  been.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
lad  complained  that  the  War  Department 
ras  not  proceeding  as  rapidly  as  it  ought 

do  with  the  married  soldiers'  quartern, 
'his  showed  how  careful  they  had  to  be 

preparing  these  Estimates.  On  the  one 
land,  they  were  liable  to  be  accused  of  ex- 
Iravagance  ;  and  on  the  other,  tbey  were 
men  to  attacks  for  not  doing  this  and  not 
loing  that.  He  was  as  conscious  as  his 
ion.  and  gallant  Friend  of  the  importance, 
)r  the  propriety  and  respectability  of  the 
irmy,  of  providing  a  sufficiency  of  married 
[oldiers'  quarters  as  soon  as  possible.  But 
lis  was  attended  with  very  considerable 
:pense,  and  therefore  it  had  been  thought 
Ldvisablo  to  proceed  gradually.  The  sum 
[oted  this  year  was  £30,000  for  this  pur- 
Cohnel  Iforth 


pose,  and  he  believed  that  that  amn  would 
be  asked  in  succeeding  years,  although,  ai 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  was  sorry  that 
he  could  not  ask  double  that  sum.  He 
was  afraid  that  they  must  look  forward  to 
even  a  larger  expenditure  than  that  which 
now  existed.  With  regard  to  the  com- 
ments of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Meaiber  for 
Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  ou  the  excep- 
tional form  of  the  Estimates,  it  would  be 
very  presumptuous  in  him  to  oriticiae  the 
decisions  of  high  authorities  at  the  Trea* 
sury,  of  whom,  but  a  short  time  ago,  his 
hon.  Friend  was  not  the  least  distinguished; 
and  he  (Mr.  Childers)  knew  that  in  these 
matters  the  other  Departments  had  to  pay 
some  deference  to  the  opinion  of  the  Trea- 
sury. 

Mr.  childers  said,  he  had  not  ob- 
jected to  the  form  of  the  Estimates ;  bot 
had  said  that  so  great  a  change  as  had 
been  introduced  that  year  ought  to  hare 
been  noticed. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  ha  was 
not  the  champion  of  the  form  in  whieh 
these  Estimates  appeared,  and  admitted 
that  his  difficulty  in  explaining  the  Esti* 
mates  was  much  increased  by  not  bringing 
the  charge  of  the  current  year  in  close 
juxtaposition  with  the  charge  of  last  jtKt, 
With  regard  to  the  estimated  expenses  in 
the  last  column,  he  did  not  at  all  intend 
thereby  to  involve  the  House  in  any  pledge. 
He  very  much  doubted  whether  it  did  pledge 
the  House;  it  was  intended  only  as  a  frank 
statement  of  the  final  cost  of  the  works 
commenced.  As  to  the  charges  for  Malta 
and  Gibraltar,  they  were  only  to  defray  a 
particular  outlay  ;  and  he  would  not  dis- 
guise from  the  Committee  that,  in  all  pro- 
bability, if  theso  two  fortresses  were  to  be 
placed  in  a  proper  state  of  defence,  they 
must  look  forward  to  a  much  larger  expen- 
diture than  anything  entered  either  in  the 
present  Estimates  or  in  those  of  last  year. 
Another  item  alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend 
was  the  expenditure  proposed  on  account 
of  Chelsea  Barracks,  and  here  his  hon. 
Friend  was  under  some  misapprehension. 
It  was  thought  desirable  to  extend  the 
barrack  accommodation  at  Chelsea,  with  a 
view  to  set  free  the  St.  George's  Barracks^ 
behind  the  National  Gallery,  for  a  recruit- 
ing dep6t.  In  carrying  out  the  new  regu- 
lations with  regard  to  recruiting,  and  those 
improvements  in  the  sj^stcm  which  were 
mentioned  in  the  Commissioners'  Report, 
a  good  recruiting  dcp6t  in  London  was 
found  indispensable,  and  the  most  con?e- 
nient  place  was  the  St.  George's  BarraokSy 
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which  would  aooordingly  be  appropriated 
for  that  purpose,  while  the  Chelsea  Bar- 
racks would  accommodate  the  Guards  here- 
tofore quartered  there.  Then  there  was 
the  proposed  new  store  accommodation, 
and  he  doubted  whether  any  one  charge 
in  all  these  Estimates  was  of  more  press- 
ing necessity  than  this.  Ever  since  the 
Crimean  War  our  stores  had  been  huddled 
together  in  a  ditch  at  the  Tower  in  the 
most  unseemly,  inconvenient,  and  extra- 
vagant way.  Hon.  Members  would  re- 
collect the  painful  alarm  that  arose  some 
months  ago  as  to  the  possibility  of  acts 
of  outrage  in  London.  Ho  did  not  feel 
at  liberty  to  disregard  the  remonstrance, 
pressed  upon  him  from  the  highest  quar- 
ters, lest  damage  should  be  done  to  these 
stores.  They  were  close  to  the  east  angle 
of  the  Tower,  exposed  to  injury  by  fire 
thrown  over  the  wall ;  and  upon  represen- 
tations made  by  competent  officers  whom 
he  had  appointed  to  inspect  the  Store  De- 
partment, he  ordered  the  stores  to  be  at 
once  removed.  They  were  very  large  in 
quantity  and  very  valuable;  and,  having 
no  place  to  put  them,  he  was  obliged  to 
distribute  them  all  over  the  country  —  a 
measure  not  only  inconvenient,  but  costly. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  arranged 
for  the  purchase  of  a  large  building  on  the 
banks  of  the  Thames,  opposite  Woolwich, 
bat  legal  difficulties  unfortunately  occurred, 
and  he  was  unable  to  proceed  with  the 
purchase.  His  hon.  Friend  said,  "  Why 
did  you  not  put  them  at  Deptford  ?"  He 
was  desirous  to  put  them  there,  and  sent 
to  inspect  the  site.  But  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  a  water  access,  and  the 
Admiralty  would  not  part  with  any  portion 
of  the  yard  which  had  a  water  access. 
The  only  remaining  point  he  had  to  notice 
was  the  reference  that  had  been  made  to 
Aldershot.  On  this  point,  he  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  thought  there  was  some  mis- 
apprehension. He  was  asked  to  relieve 
the  soldiers  from  the  inconvenience  and 
annoyance  .of  being  quartered  there  in  the 
winter.  Now,  the  reports  which  reached 
him  were  that  regiments  returning  to  this 
country  were  far  from  objecting  to  Aider- 
shot.  For  the  sake  of  the  soldier  and  of 
the  country,  however,  he  thought  it  was 
desirable  that  considerable  portions  of  the 
troops  should  be  sent  into  barracks  in 
eoontry  quarters  ;  and  had  it  not  been  for 
the  unfortunate  outrages  which  occurred 
io  connection  with  Fenians,  arrangements 
would  have  been  made  with  this  view.  But 
great  expense  arose  in  moving  soldiers 


about  the  country,  and  he  wished  to  check 
the  expense  of  unnecessary  marches.  He 
would  not  therefore  venture  upon  pledges 
which  he  might  not  find  convenient,  or, 
perhaps,  even  agreeable  to  the  soldier,  to 
carry  out ;  and  he  could  only  assure  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  he  thought  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  worthy  of 
careful  consideration. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  concurred  in  the  wish 
that  the  Estimates  had  been  more  clearly 
prepared.  He  trusted  that  the  Civil  Esti- 
mates when  produced  would  be  found  to  be 
arranged,  not  after  the  fashion  of  the 
Army,  but  of  the  Navy  Estimates.  He 
wished  to  say  a  word  about  the  store- 
houses at  Woolwich.  He  was  far  from 
saying  that  more  store  accommodation 
was  not  needed  at  the  Tower.  But  the 
Admiralty  had  valuable  property  at  Wool- 
wich and  at  Deptford  suitable  for  storing 
purposes  ;  and  he  did  not  see  why  the 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office  might  not 
have  referred  the  matter  to  the  Treasury 
for  settlement.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  had  stated  that  he  would  aban- 
don Deptford,  and,  after  a  time,  Woolwich, 
as  far  as  shipbuilding  was  concerned  ; 
but  Deptford  was  the  best  store  receiving 
place  in  the  Kingdom  ;  and  it  would  there- 
fore be  a  great  waste  of  money  to  spend 
£70,000  for  new  storehouses  at  Woolwich. 
He  trusted  that  the  Admiralty  and  the 
War  Office  would  come  to  some  arrange* 
ment  in  regard  to  this  matter. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  remmded 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  could  not 
prepare  these  Estimates  in  reference  to 
an  opinion  uttered  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  only  a 
few  days  ago.  He  should  be  glad,  how-* 
ever,  to  come  if  possible  to  an  arrangement 
with  the  Admiralty,  in  which  event  the 
proposed  expenditure  would  of  course  be 
unnecessary. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY  remarked  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  adverted  to 
the  possibility  of  sending  a  portion  of  the 
Guards  away  from  the  middle  of  London 
to  a  most  inconvenient  barrack  at  Chelsea. 
Two  years  ago,  indeed,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
Cowper)  suggested  that  the  barracks  be- 
hind the  National  Gallery  might,  perhaps, 
be  done  away  with  at  some  future  time. 
On  the  very  night  that  suggestion  was 
made  be  chanced  to  walk  from  the  House 
to  Hyde  Park,  and  there  found  a  mob 
busily  engaged  in  knocking  down  the  rail- 
ings.    That  circumstance  plainly  showed 
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I  the  impolicy  of  carrying  out  the  suggestion, 
as  these  har racks  were  of  grent  import- 
ance for  securing  the  tranquillity  of  the 
metropolis  in  the  event  of  disturbances 
I  breaking  out. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  the 
I  whole  matter  had  been  duly  weighed  and 
considered  before  it  was  determined  to 
I  remove  the  barracks  to  Chelsea. 

Mr.  CIIILDERS  said,  he  hoped  that 
I  the  sum  of  £3,000  proposed  for  the  new 
Istorehouses  would  be  omitted. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  assured  his 
Ihon.  Friend  that  no  premature  step  should 
be  taken  ;  and  that  he  would  make  in- 
quiries to  see  whether  there  could  be  any 
arrangement  which  would  render  the  pro- 
jposed  expenditure  unnecessary. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  intended 

move  the  omission  of  the  item  of  £3,000; 
Ibut  would   not  do  so  if   he  received   an 
lassurance  that  the  matter  should  be  decided 
)y  the  Treasury. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
intended  that  the  matter  should  be  referred 

the  Treasury. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  moved  to  omit 
From  the  Vote  £3,000  for  billiard  tables, 
[e  did  not  see  that  wo  were  bound  to 
provide  the  officers  of  the  army  with  bil- 
liard tables,  any  more  than  we  were  bound 
to  provide  them  with  card  tables,  fowling 
neces,  or  horses  for  fox-hunting.  It  was 
ilso  desirable  for  the  sake  of  the  young 
ncn  themselves  that  they  should  not  be 
mcouraged  to  frequent  billiard  rooms, 
'hich  were  often  so  full  of  tobacco  smoke 
that  one  could  hardly  see  from  one  side  to 
[he  other.  This  created  lassitude,  and 
[he  frequenters  of  the  rooms  could  not 
ilways  very  well  tell  what  they  were  about. 
[t  was  too  much  to  aek  the  public  to  find 
imusement  for  young  men  who  entered 
the  army.  If  their  wages  were  too  small, 
let  them  ask  for  more. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  Item  of  £3,000,  for  Billiard  Rooms 
In  Barracks,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote." 
Mr.  Lusk.) 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  remarked 
lat  the  worthy  Alderman  had  fought  this 
[attle  of  the  billiard  board  last  year  with 
rreat  gallantry,  and  had  been  defeated, 
he  item  for  billiard  tables  was  inserted 
1st  year  for  the  first  time  by  the  right 
Ion.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hunting- 
Ion  (General  Peel)  and  the  worthy  Al- 
erman  could  hardly  have  forgotten  the 
{rounds  on  which  the  Committee  allowed  it. 
Sir  Marry  Vemey 


The  Committee  was  influenced  bj  these  two 
considerations — first,  that  the  officers'  pay 
was  very  small,  compared  with  the  position 
they  occupied,  and  secondly,  that  it  was  of 
great  importance  that  officers  in  the  various 
stations  should  have  every  induoement 
held  out  to  them  to  engage  in  innocent 
recreation  and  amusement.  Upon  these 
considerations  the  Committee  determined, 
by  a  considerable  majority,  to  promote 
their  amusement  by  providing  billiard 
tables.  He  trusted  the  Committee  would 
see  the  force  of  the  arguments  adduced 
last  year,  and  not  refuse  to  grant  this  Vote. 
Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  should  vote 
with  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk) 
if  the  Motion  were  pressed  to  a  division. 

Question  put, 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  24  ; 
Noes  72  :  Majority  48. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow^ 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

ELECTION    PETITIONS    AND    CORRUPT 
PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  {re-eommU 
ted)  BILL— [BILL  63.] 

(Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr*  Seerektry 

Oaihome  Hardy,  Sir  Stafford  Ncriheoie.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  a.  MITCHELL  said,  he  rose  to 
move  the  Resolution  of  which  ho  had  given 
Notice.  He  was  sorry  that  the  task  of 
bringing  forward  this  Motion  had  not  been 
undertaken  by  some  Member  of  more  ex- 
perience ;  but,  no  one  else  having  taken 
it  up,  he  felt  it  his  absolute  duty  to  do  so. 
He  thought  local  investigations  into  cor- 
rupt practices  at  elections  would  be  more 
eatisfactory  than  as  they  were  now  con- 
ducted. Investigations  should  be  more 
rapid,  and  should  be  made  by  one  who  was 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  law  —  a 
man  of  honour,  capable  of  sifting  evidence; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  convinced 
that  the  retention  by  the  House  of  its  own 
jurisdiction  and  the  right  of  determining 
who  were  its  Members  was  essential  to  its 
dignity  and  independence.  There  was  to 
be  no  appeal  from  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
petition.  The  proceeding  of  the  Judge  was 
to  be  final,  and  his  order  was  to  be  carried 
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into  execntion.    The  present  Bill  proposed 
to  introduce  a  power  between  the  House 
and  the  electors,  which  had  never  before 
been  heard  of  in  the  history  of  this  coun- 
trj.     Before  1770,  election  petitions  were 
decided  bj  the  whole  House  ;  but  between 
that  date  and  the  year  1828  these  peti- 
tions were  referred  to  a  Committee  of  fif- 
teen Members.     In  the  beginning  of  the 
reign  of  Her  Majesty  Queen  Victoria  great 
alterations  were  made,  and  Bills  upon  the 
Bobjectwere  also  passed  in  1854  and  1860, 
the  last  Act  which  regulated  elections  being 
passed  in  1863.     In  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
which  bore  the  same  names  upon  its  back 
as  the  present,  the  most  careful  provision 
was  made  for  the  protection  of  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  present  Bill  completely  destroyed  the 
privilege  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  de- 
termine who  its  own  Members  were.    This 
was  a  most  miserable  and  vicious  attempt 
to  deal  with  this  question.     If  he  might 
without  presumption   suggest  a  plan   by 
which  the  object  of  the  Bill  could  be  ob- 
tained, he  should  propose  that  a  Committee 
of  the  most  important  Members  of  that 
House  —  men  of  the  highest  position  and 
highest  honour  —  should  be  appointed  to 
draw  np  a  list  of  barristers  of  seven  years' 
standing,  one  of  whom  should  be  sent  down 
to  the  spot  with  full  powers  to  conduct 
the    inyestigation,    accompanied    by   two 
Members  of  that  House,  one  from  each 
side,  who  were  to  represent  that  House, 
and  who,  on  their  return,  would  be  able  to 
state  whether,  in  their  opinion,  the  investi- 
gation had  been  full  and  fair.     That  Com- 
mission should   make   a  Report  to   the 
Hoase ;  and  the  recommendations  in  that 
Report  should  be  carried  into  effect  within 
a  week,  if  the  Report  were  not  objected  to 
by  a  Member  of  that  House.     His  plan,  if 
adopted,  would  preserve  the  right  and  pri- 
Tilege  of  that  House  to  say  who  were  its 
Members,  and  would  settle  controverted 
elections  in  the  best  possible  manner.     In 
cooclusion,  he  implored  hon.  Members  to 
recollect  that  the  privileges  of  the  House 
had  been  of  old,  highly  valued  by  its  most 
important  Members;  and  that,  if  they  as- 
sented to  the  Bill,  they  would  be  placing 
the  power  of  the  Crown  between  the  elec- 
tors and  that  House. 

Mb.  KINQLAKE  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
and  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  Hoast,  whils  earnestly  desiring  to  provide 


the  best  tribunal  for  the  trial  of  Controverted 
Elections,  to  reduce  the  cost  of  such  trials,  and 
to  ensure  the  detection  and  punishnnent  of  bribery 
and  corruption,  is  not  prepared  to  assent  to  any 
measure  which  aims  at  the  destruction  of  its  an- 
cient right  and  privilege  to  hold  in  its  own  hands 
the  power  of  determining  who  are  its  Members,  a 
right  which  the  House  has  asserted  and  exercised, 
to  its  great  advantage,  for  several  hundred  years, 
and  upon  the  possession  of  which  the  dignity  and 
independence  of  this  House  and  the  constitutional 
freedom  of  the  electors  greatly  depend," — {Mr, 
Alexander  Mitchell^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  that  having 
been  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  which 
last  year  recommended  a  Bill  something  in 
the  nature  of  that  now  under  theconsidera- 
tion  of  the  House,  he  wished  to  be  allowed 
to  state  some  of  the  reasons  which  had 
induced  them  to  come  to  the  conclusions  at 
which  they  ultimately  arrived.  Before  doing 
BO,  however,  he  must  remark  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  A. 
Mitchell)  had,  by  the  terms  of  his  Notice, 
led  the  House  to  believe  that  he  desired 
that  the  trial  of  election  petitions  should 
remain  as  at  present ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
when  he  came  to  make  his  speech,  he  had 
proposed,  as  an  alternative  to  the  scheme 
of  the  Bill,  a  plan  which  was  open  to  two 
or  three  grave  and  fatal  objections.    In  the 
first  place,  the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
that  two  Members  of  that  House  should 
accompany  a  certain  set  of  lawyers,  who 
were  to  be  barristers  of  seven  years'  stand- 
ing, down  to  the  spot  from  whence  the  pe- 
tition emanated  to  try  the  election  petition. 
If  that  proposition  were  adopted  it  would 
often  be  impossible  that  the  trial  of  election 
petitions  could  be  entered  upon  immediately; 
because,  if  the  House  were  not  assembled, 
whence  would  they  get  the  two  Members 
who  were  to  form  a  portion  of  the  Com- 
mission ?     In  the  next  place,  if  the  House 
were  sitting,  it  might  place  the  Members 
selected  to  go  down  to  the  country  in  a 
most   inconvenient    position    as    regarded 
their  respective   constituents,  who   would 
naturally  find  fault  with  them  if  they  were 
absent  when  grave  and  important  questions 
were  under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
The  third  objection  to  the  hon.  Member's 
plan  was  the  most  fatal  of  them  all.     The 
Granville  Act  had  been  passed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  rid  of  the  horrible  system 
of  bringing  discussions  on  election  petitiona 
upon  the  floor  of  that  House  ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  proposed,  in  contravention  of  the 
spirit  of  that  Act,  to  bring  the  Reports  of 
the  Commissioners  under  the  cognizance 
of  the  House  on  the  Motion  of  any  hon* 
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[ember  who  might  object  to  decisions  at 

rhtch  they  had  arrived.     It  would  almost 

ippear,  from  the  manner  in  which   this 

[uestion   had   been  argued  both   iu   that 

lonso  and  in  the  Press,  as  though  their 

mlj  object  was  to  substitute  for  the  Elec- 

|ion  Committee  another  tribunal ;    but,  for 

lis  own  party  he  would  not  have  consented 

|o  part,  with  the  power  of  that  House  with 

jespect  to   elections   petitions   upon   that 

round  alone.     The  two  great  objects  to 

(e  kept  in  view  were  to  secure  an  itnmedi- 

Jkte  trial ;  and  to  secure  that  the  trial  should 

ake  place   on  the  spot.     By  trying  the 

lase  immediately  they  would  get  rid  of  the 

lisgraceful  system,  which  he  was  given  to 

mderstand  prevailed  to  a  large  extent,  of 

^airing  off  one  petition  against  another,  by 

rhich  the  worst  cases  of  corruption  were 

prevented  from  coming  before  the  public. 

[t  was,  of  course,  difficult  to  procure  evi- 

jence  upon  this  point ;  but  he  was  afraid 

mere  was  but  too  much  truth  in  the  charge. 

hen,  as  to  the  advantages  to  be  derived 
rom  a  trial  upon  the  spot,  most  hon.  Mcm- 

irs  had  been  present  during  the  time  that 
|ne  of  those  disgraceful  scandals — the  trial 
if  an  election  petition — was  going  on,  and 
Ine  of  the  worst  features  of  those  trials 
ras  that  frequently  answer  after  answer  was 
^iven  which  everyone  present  knew  was 
intrue.  This  would  not  be  the  case  if  the 
[vidence  were  given  in  the  face  of  those  who 
rore  fully  acquainted  with  the  facts,  and  at 
he  place  where  the  witness  lived.  The  trial 
If  elections  as  proposed  by  the  Bill  would 
le  surrounded  by  circumstances  similar  to 
pose  attending  ordinary  trials  by  a  Judge 

open  court.  The  trial  of  a  charge  of 
jribery  could  not,  therefore,  fail  to  bo  as- 
)ciated  in  the  minds  of  the  people  with 
te  trial  of  other  criminal  offences  ;  and 
^ould,  in  time,  induce  the  belief  that,  after 
11,  bribery  was  a  serious  offence  of  which 

honest  man  should  bo  ashamed.  It  was 
kid,  however,  that  tho  House  was  un- 
[illing  to  part  with  its  jurisdiction.  But 
[hat  was  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  in 
hat  matter  at  present  ?  Ho  said  that  tho 
iouec  as  a  House  had  no  more  jurisdiction 

the  case  at  present  than  it  would  have 
ider  the  Bill.     The  House  had  no  voice 

the  constitution  of  the  Election  Com- 
littces,  and  it  had  not  reserved  to  itself 
le  right  of  questioning  tho  decisions  of 
lose  Committees.  As  Sir  Erskino  May 
id  accurately  said,  it  was  impossihlo  to 
mceive  a  Legislative  Assembly  more 
triotly  bound  by  a  public  law  over  which 

had    no  control,  and   in   carrying  out 

Ifr.  Whithread 


which  it  had  little  or  no  discretion.     The 
moment  the  House  had  allowed  the  General 
Committee  of  Elections  to   be  appointed 
unchallenged  it  had  no  more  Toice  in  the 
matter.     Another  illustration  of  the  er- 
roneous impression  existing  with  regard  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  was  to  be 
found  in  the  case  of  a  bankrupt  Member, 
If  after  a  year  that  Member's  bankrupU^ 
was  not  reversed,  the  House  did  not  thinK 
its  jurisdiction  encroached  on  because  the 
seat  was  vacated  without  a  Parliamentary 
inquiry  into  the  solvency  of  its  Member. 
All  that  was  wanted   in  the  trial  of  an 
election  petition  was  to  ascertain  a  matter 
of  fact — whether  A.  B.  was  guilty  of  tender- 
ing a  bribe  or  not.     That  was  not  the  pro- 
vince of  a  Legislature,  but  eminently  within 
the  province  of  a  Judge.     Some  hoped  to 
see  bribery  die  out  as  constituencies  were 
enlarged ;  but  he  had  little  faith  in  that 
prophecy.     It  was  true  the  smaller  consti- 
tuencies  had  furnished  cases  of  most  flagrant 
corruption  ;  the  obvious  reason  being  that 
it  was  easier  and  cheaper  to  buy  a  small 
constituency  than  a   large  one.      Othen 
had  directed  attention  to  the  West,  and 
perhaps  an  hon.  Member  experieneed  in 
United  States  elections  would  furnish  the 
House  with  trustworthy  information  on  the 
subject.    His  belief,  however,  was  that  any 
person  in  the  streets  of  a  United  States' 
city   during   a   closely   contested   election 
would  soon  be  asked  whether  he  had  voted, 
and,    if  not,    would   be   informed   that  a 
sumptuous  breakfast  and  a  ten  dollar  bill 
were   at  his   disposal   in   a  neighbouring 
house.     Still,  it  could  not  be  denied  the 
changes  proposed  by  the  Bill  were  yery 
great,  and  it  too  often  hapened  that  it  was 
only  when  a  change  had  been  made  that 
the  wisdom  of  the  original   practice   was 
discovered.    But,  notwithstanding  this,  the 
House  should  inquire  under  what  circum- 
stances the  Bill  had  come  before  it.     Two 
years  ago  the  table  of  the  House  was  laden 
with  petitions,  and,  from  time  to  time,  hon. 
Members  had  received  the  records  of  the 
disclosures  to  which   those  petitions   led. 
Another  General  Election  was  impending^ 
and  if  some  such  Bill  as  the  present  were 
not  passed  a  repetition  of  theso  unwelcome 
proceedings  must  necessarily  follow.     He 
therefore  contended  that  somo  change  was 
demanded  by  tho  necessities  of  the  times  ; 
and,  in  his  opinion,  the  changes  proposed  by 
the  Bill  were  one  and  all  sound  in  principle. 
He  would  have  been  unwilling  to  refer  the 
trial  of  election  petitions  to  any  tribunal 
which  had  not  the  full  confidence  of  the 
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conntrj;  but  tbe  Boheme  of  tbe  Bill  left 
no  room  for  criticiBm  on  tbis  head.  The 
Dew  francbisoB  conferred  by  the  Act  of  last 
year,  if  used  honestly,  would  be  a  source 
of  strength  to  the  House  ;  but,  if  they  be- 
came wares  to  be  bought  and  sold,  they 
wonld  undoubtedly  be  a  source  of  great 
weakness.  If  corruption  entered  largely 
into  the  composition  of  the  next  Parlia- 
ment tbe  money-elected  would  find  that  it 
was  one  thing  to  buy  tbe  suffrages  of  tbe 
people,  but  quite  another  to  secure  their 
confidence.  Such  a  Parliament  might  well 
and  fairly  represent  the  heaped-up  wealth 
of  the  country ;  but  it  would  fail  to  feel  the 
puhe  which  stir  those  working  millions 
who  go  to  make  the  real  life-blood  of  the 
nation. 

Sir    GEORGE    BOWYER    said,    he 
feared  some  misapprehension   existed   re- 
garding the  constitutional  question  inyoWed 
in  the  Bill.     It  seemed  to  be  assumed  that 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Commons 
OTer  its  election  petitions  was  a  part  of  the 
ancient  Constitution,  and  of  the  liberties  of 
Parliament ;  but  it  could  be  traced  back 
DO   earlier    than    Elizabeth's    time,    and 
originated  in  an  anomalous  usurpation  by 
tbe  House  of  Commons  contrary  to  the 
common  law  of  the  country  ;  though  pro- 
bably it  was  necessary,  considering  the  in- 
flaence  of  the  Crown  at  that  time,  that 
Parliament  should  yindicate  its  right  to 
say  who  should  and  who  should  not  sit  in 
tbe  House.     No  such  vindication,  howeyer, 
was  necessary  in  these  days.  What,  then, 
was  tbe  common  law  on  the  subject  ?     Be- 
fore that  usurpation  to  which  he  referred, 
the  common  law  was  that  a  return  to  a 
writ,  if  triable,  had  to  be  inyariably  con- 
teated  in  the  Court  from   which  it  had 
isaned,  and  to  which  it  returned.     The 
writ  for  the  election  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament is8ued7rom  tbe  Court  of  Chancery ; 
and  the  return   was   still   made    to  that 
Court,  and  no  Member  could  take  his  seat 
until  tbe  return  had  been  so  made.     If 
questioned,  the  validity  of  the  return  was 
tried  in  the  Courts  of  Law  ;  if  impeached 
by  a  demurrer,  it  was  tried  in  tbe  Court  of 
Chancery,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Common 
Law  ;    if  impeached  by  a  trayerse,   the 
Lord  Chancellor  deliyered  tbe  record  into 
the  hands  of  tbe  officers  of  tbe  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  and  tbe  trial  was  made 
by  that   Court  and    a  jury.      This    was 
the  more  worthy  of  remark  because  the 
Judges  had  lately  declared  tbemselyes  in- 
competent to  decide  any  election  -ques- 
tions ;  whereas,  by  the  common  law  of  the 


country,  the  Judges  were  bound  to  decide 
such  matters  when  they  rested  upon  ques- 
tions of  fact.  In  cases  of  bribery,  the 
Lord"  Chancellor,  not  being  able  to  decide 
questions  of  fact,  wonld  in  former  times 
send  the  traverse  to  the  Queen's  Bench  as 
a  matter  of  conne,  and  then  it  would  be 
tried.  So  that  it  would  appear  that  by 
tbe  ancient  common  law  every  question  of 
fact  with  regard  to  the  validity  of  the  re- 
turn to  tbe  writ  for  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  was  triable  by  the 
Judges  with  a  jury,  and  not  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that,  when  tbe  validity  of 
the  election  depended  upon  a  quoBtion  of 
law,  it  was  decided  by  the  Chancellor  with- 
out a  jury,  sitting  as  a  Judge  at  common 
law  on  the  Common  Law  side  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  So  if  the  election  of  a  Co- 
roner, under  the  writ  De  Ooront^ore  eli' 
gendo,  or  a  Yerderer,  were  impeached 
questions  of  law  were  decided  by  the 
Chancellor  sitting  on  the  Comfbon  Law  side 
in  Chancery,  while  questions  of  fact  were 
triable  by  the  Judges  with  a  jury  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench.  The  present 
anomalous  power  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  been  assumed  for  political  rea« 
sons ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  tbe 
House  of  Commons,  in  abandoning  this 
jurisdiction,  could  fairly  be  charged  with 
sacrificing  any  portion  of  its  independence, 
CBpecially  when  they  remembered  tbe  great 
power  which  the  House  of  Commons  pos- 
sessed and  the  diminished  importance  of 
the  Royal  Prerogatiye.  Though  he  ap- 
proved, however,  tbe  principles  on  which 
tbis  Bill  was  founded,  he  doubted  whether 
tbe  mode  selected  was  the  one  best  calcu- 
lated to  carry  out  the  objects  which  they 
had  in  view.  He  understood  the  Bill  to 
provide  that  two  Judges  Bbould  be  drafted 
from  the  Superior  Courts,  to  decide  upon 
this  question  of  contested  elections  ;  but 
he  much  doubted  whether  they  would  be 
able  to  determine  all  the  questions  that 
would  be  raised  after  a  General  Election, 
while,  at  other  times,  they  would  have  little 
more  than  sinecure  appointments.  He 
would  recommend,  instead  of  this  proposal^ 
that  power  be  given  to  the  Crown  to  issue 
a  Special  Commission  whenever  elections 
were  to  be  decided  upon — a  plan  by  which 
the  services  of  the  most  competent  persona 
could  be  secured  ;  while,  when  no  election 
inquiries  were  pending,  they  would  not  have 
officials  receiving  salaries  without  render- 
ing any  services  in  return. 

Mr.  BERKELEY  said,  this  was  a  Bill 
which  had  come  down  to  tbe  House  by 
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lineal  descent.  A  measare  of  this  kind  was 
first  introduced  during  Lord  Aberdeen's 
tenure  of  office  after  an  election  of  more 
than  usual  vicious  character,  from  a  con- 
viction that  the  electoral  system  might 
▼ery  well  be  altered  for  the  better.  The 
Earl  of  Aberdeen,  however,  shrunk  from 
I  adopting  the  only  remedy — the  ballot — 
and  the  Bill  was  referred  to  a  Committee 
oomposed  principally  of  lawyers,  and  they 
as  usual  made  a  mess  of  it.  The  measure 
which  that  Committee  brought  forward 
|was  analysed  by  the  late  Mr.  Coppock,  in 
The  TimeSf  who  concluded  by  saying, 
I ''When  the  House  of  Commons  passes 
such  a  Bill  as  this,  we  all  know  what  it 
means/'  and  the  Editor  endorsed  Mr. 
Coppock's  opinion  by  this  just  remark  : 
I"  This  Bill  is  a  pompous  profession  meant 
to  be  inoperative."     The  Bill  found  favour 

rith  the  House  because  it  contained  one 
»r  two  good  clauses — such  as  doing  away 

^ith  bands  and  colours  at  elections.  Every 

Tember  had  felt  the  inconvenience  and  ex- 
tense  of  such  things,  and  so  they  passed 
^ho  Bill.  The  result,  howeve,,  was,  that  the 

leasure  was  found  to  bo  inoperative — nay, 
positively  mischievous.     It  was,  in  fact,  an 

xt. passed  to  protect  the  candidates,  and 
to  punish  the  least  guilty  parties.  The 
clauses  against  intimidation  were  a  perfect 
["arce  ;  and  those  against  bribery  laid  hold  of 
the  poor  man,  whilst  the  candidate  passed 
)y  unscathed.  The  measure,  however,  died 

natural  death,  and  they  then  came  before 
Parliament  again  for  its  renewal,  but  with- 
out the  true  remedy — the  ballot.  Wlien 
[he  Bill  went  to  the  other  House,  Lord 
>erby  gave  it  his  parting  blessing,  and  said 
[hat  it  was  not  worth  more  than  so  much 
raste  paper.  With  that  recommendation, 
lowever,  it  went  to  tho  country,  when 
^gain,  it  was  found  inoperative,  and  to  be, 

fact,  no  more  than  so  much  waste  paper, 
'he  First   Lord   of  the  Treasury  had   re- 
produced that  Bill  with  a  still  more  objec- 
jionablo    clause,    and   which    proposed    to 
five  them  a  complete  leap  in  the  dark  at 
Ihe  cost  of  £10.000  per  year.     The  Com- 
nittees  of  that  House  had  not  failed  in  their 
Juty;  the  failure  is  in  the  law  they  are 
Irmed    with.      They   might  have  passed 
landidate   after  candidate   who  had  been 
[uilty  of  bribery  ;  but.  with  such  a  law  for 
leir  guide,  they  could  not  find  them  guilty 
^he  Government  did  not  attempt  to  deal 
rith  corruption  or  intimidation  ;    but  they 
jassed  a  law  to  punish  some  wretched  Inilor 
shoemaker   who  accepted  £10,  whilst 
ley  turned  their  back  upon  the  candidate 

Mr,  Berkeley 


from  whom  the  £10  came.  It  had  been 
throughout  a  mere  tub  for  the  whale,  and 
they  evaded  the  great  and  broad  question 
of  giving  protection  to  the  voter  by  the 
means  of  the  ballot.  Nothing  but  that 
would  protect  the  voter,  and  cause  purity 
of  election.  It  was  coming  to  that ;  bat| 
according  to  the  trick  of  the  times  and 
the  fashion  of  the  day,  it  would  appear  in 
that  House  as  a  Conservative  measure. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
he  thought  that  what  the  hon.  GeBtleman 
who  spoke  last  had  said  made,  to  a  oonti- 
derable  extent,  a  case  for  the  introduetion 
of  that  Bill.      He  perfectly  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  since  the  recent 
changes  in  the  constitution  of  the  Election 
Committees  of  that   House   it  would  be 
difficult,  perhaps  impossible,  to   point  to 
any  case  in  which  those  Committees  had 
failed  to  do  their  duty ;    and  that,  never* 
theless,  in  spite  of  the  purity  and  efficiency 
of  the  Committees  of  that  House*  the  sys- 
tem of  bribery,  as  they  very  well  kenw^ 
prevailed  to  a  scandalous  degree.     Well, 
the  hon.  Member  had  a  nottrwa  of  his 
own,  and  said,  "Don't  introduce  anything 
to  improve  the  present  state  of  things  tiU 
you  give  us  the  ballot."     That,  of  coarse, 
was  a  fair  line  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
take  if  ho  was  anxious  to  recommend  his 
own  peculiar  remedy  to  the  ezdnsion  of 
all  others.     [Mr.  Berkeley  :  I  never  said 
that.]     That,  however,  was  what  the  hon. 
Member's  argument   pointed  to,  because 
he  contended  that  unless  they  gave  the 
ballot  it  was  of   no  use  trying  anything 
else.     It  was  all  very  well  for  Gentlemen 
who  believed  the  ballot  was  an  invaluable, 
if    not    the    only   eflfeotual,    preservative 
against  electoral   corruption  to   argue   in 
that  manner.     But  those  who  were  of  a 
dififerent  opinion  on  that  point,  and  who 
wished  to  consider  whether  there  was  any 
other  way  of  grappling  with  that  evil,  were 
naturally  led   by  their  conviction  that  the 
Election    Committees  had   done  all   that 
could  fairly  have  been  required  of  them, 
but  without  effect,  to  inquire  whether  it 
was  not  necessary  to  take  a  step  further, 
and  go  beyond  the  precincts  of  the  House 
itself  in  order  to  accomplish  that  at  which 
they  all  professed  to  aim.   He  had  listened 
to  the  speech   of   the  hon.   Member  for 
Berwick-on-Tweed  (Mr.  A.  Mitchell)  ex- 
pecting to  hear  from  him  a  stronger  case 
than  he  had  presented.     Of  course,  it  was 
easy  to  say  they  all  had  the  same  great 
object  in  view,  that  they  all  desired  to  pro- 
mote an  efficient  inquiry,  and  bo  forth ; 
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bat  when  the  question  came  how  that  was 
to  be  done,  the  hon.  Gentleman  gaTe  them 
a  most  Tague  and  shadowy  plan.     And  as 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  objection  to  the 
plan  of  the  Government,  he  must  say  he 
never  heard  a  more  miserahle  objection  ; 
because,  when  reduced  to  its  elements,  it 
amounted  to  this,  that,  in  his  opinion,  ap- 
parently, it  was  the  House  of  Commons 
only  that  was  interested  in  the  character 
of  the  elections  to  that  House,  and  that 
it  would  be  a  crying  sin  and  shame  if  the 
House  of  Commons  were  to  surrender  its 
right  to  control  and  regulate  the  elections 
of   its  own  Members.     Now,  he  entirely 
disagreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
Tery  foundation  of  his  argument ;  because 
he  said  it  was  not  the  House  of  Commons 
only  that  was  interested  in  the  purity  of 
the  elections  to  that  House,  but  the  whole 
country  was  interested  in  it.  [Mr.  Mitchell 
here  made  a  remark  which  did  not  reach 
the  Gallery.]    The  hon.  Gentleman  might 
say  it  was  an  afiPair  that  rested  with  the 
constituencies  and  the  House  ;  but  he  held 
that  the  whole  country  was  interested  Id 
the  matter;  and  if  by  any  particular  system 
tbey  could  secure  greater  electoral  purity, 
and  could  pro? ide  a  better  remedy  against 
the  evils  which  unfortunately  crept  into 
the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament, 
he  maintained  that  any  attempt  to  resist 
that  upon  the  ground  that  it  invoWed  an 
interference   with  certain  imaginary  pri- 
vileges of  the  House  of  Commons  was  an 
objection    to    which    the    country    would 
never  listen,  and  ought  not  to  listen.     Of 
course,  if  he  could  show  that   the  par- 
ticular   proposal   contained    in    the    Bill 
would  be  inefficient  for  its  purpose,  that 
was   a  valid    objection  ;    but    the    main 
sround  on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  put 
bis  argument  was  that  they  would  have 
another  power  in  the  State  interfering  be- 
tween the  electors  and  the  elected.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
bad  answered  the  hon.  Member  for  Bor- 
wiok-on-Tweed  extremely  well,   and  had 
ahowB  that  there  were  now  various   in- 
stances in  which  another  power  interfered 
between  the  electors  and  the  elected.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  noticed  the  case 
of  a  Member  of  that  House  who  might  be 
adjudged  a  bankrupt ;    but  he  mentioned 
another  and  more  frequent  occurrence  of 
ibe  interposition  of  another  power — namely, 
in  the  very  settlemput  of  the  list  of  electors 
themselves.     Who  was  it  that  adjudged 
wbether  an  elector  had  or  had  not  a  right 
to  his  vote  ?   Why,  the  Revising  Barrister, 


a  power  not  appointed  by  that  House  at 
all — but  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Berwick- 
on-Tweed  would  say — by  another  branch  of 
the  Legislature ;    and  they  might  as  well 
say  it  was  an  infringement  of  the  privileges 
of   that  House  that   Revising   Barristers 
should   go   round   the  country  to   decide 
whether  a  man  had  a  right  to  his  vote  as 
that  a  Judge  or  any  other  tribunal  should 
go  to  decide  whether  he  had  rightly  exer- 
cised his  franchise.     He  did  not  wish  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  by  discuss- 
ing that  matter.    It  seemed  to  him  that,  if 
they  were  really  in  earnest  about  it,  they 
do  much  better  by  proceeding  to  consider 
the  Bill  submitted  to  them  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  not  only  by  the  Government, 
but  by  the  careful  Report  of  a  very  well- 
selected  Committee  of  that  House,  com- 
prising the  most  important  Members  chosen 
from   all   parts  of  the  House,  who  gave 
great  attention  to  that  subject  last  Ses- 
sion.   The  Government  when  they  brought 
in  their  measure  last  Session,  did,  indeed, 
proceed  tentatively  and  cautiously,  and  it 
was  true,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Berwick- 
on-Tweed  said,  that  that  Bill,  as  originally 
introduced,  preserved    the    right  of   the 
House  of  Commons  to  review  the  decisions 
which  another  tribunal  might  come  to  on 
these  matters.    What  the  Government  had 
felt  was,  that  it  was  important  they  should 
introduce  a  measure  which  would  be  effica- 
cious, and  which  would  also  be  accepted, 
and  that  it  was  of  no  use  bringing  in  one 
that  might  look  well,  but  that  would  be 
exploded.      Therefore,   they   proposed    a 
measure  which,  in  the  first  instance,  was 
very  carefully  prepared,  to  preserve   the 
ultimate  control  of  that  House  over  these 
cases.     But  the  moment  that  Bill  was  in- 
troduced. Member  after  Member  rose  and 
said,  if  they^were  to  make  the  attempt  they 
should  do  it  on  sound  principles,  and  not 
seek  to  bring  the  decisions  of  the  external 
tribunal  under  the  review  of  that  House ; 
and  when  the  Bill  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee, there  was  found  to  be  almost  an 
unanimous  opinion  there  that  it  would  be 
better  to  intrust  that  jurisdiction  to  a  tri- 
bunal which  would   command  confidence, 
and  with  which  they  could  leave  the  final 
decision.     The  Government  accepted  the 
decision  of  the  Committee,  and  the  Bill 
had  been  brought  in  in  accordance  with 
that  decision.     If   they  went  into  Com- 
mittee he  should  bo  prepared  to  discuss 
the  particular  framework  of  the  tribunal  ; 
but  he  thought,  if  the  House  was  really 
in  earnest  in  its  desire  to  check  bribery  at 
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elections,  that  it  would  fairly  grapple  with 
the  question,  and  that  it  was,  he  might 
ilmoBt  say  childish,  and  certainly  futile,  to 
»e  raising  these  ohjcctions  ns  to  an  un- 
rillingnesB  to  part  with  an  imaginary  privi- 
lege of  that  House  which  stood  in  the  way 
)f  serious  improvement. 

Mr.  p.  WYKEHAM- martin  said, 
le  approved  of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
lembor  for  Dundalk  (Sir  George  Bowyer) 
that  the  old  common  law  practice  should 
^e  reverted  to,  and  the  evidence  on  elec- 
tion petitions  be  heard  before  a  Judge  and 
jury.  It  was  proposed  to  inflict  a  very 
leavy  penalty  on  a  man  for  bribery — no 
[ess  than  making  him  an  outlaw  for  seven 
rears,  which  was  a  great  deal  worse  than 
^he  punishment  which  would  be  inflicted 
m  him  if  he  had  robbed  a  hen-roost, 
.nd  yet  the  man  might  have  been  guilty 
)f  no  crime  at  all.  They  proposed  not 
to  subject  him  to  the  opinion  of  the  coun- 
try— to  which  there  was  no  objection — but 
to  the  caprice  of  a  single  individual.  He 
lid  not,  in  the  least  degree,  impute  any  im- 
propriety to  the  Judge,  who  would,  no 
loubt,  try  the  case  conscientiously  ;  but 
[he  opinion  of  Judges  on  the  moral  guilt 
)f  bribery  varied,  for  he  had  himself  heard 
me  Judge  assert  that,  in  his  opinion, 
[here  was  no  moral  guilt  to  be  imputed 
[o  a  candidate  for  the  former  borough 
»f  St.  Albans,  because  it  was  the  custom 
lo  give  tho  voters  .£10  a  head  all  round, 
[herefore,  a  man  gained  the  same  which- 
ever way  he  voted  ;  and  another  assert 
|hat,  in  his  view,  it  was  bribery  on  the 
»art  of  a  candidate  to  subscribe  to  the 
local  charities,  and  even  to  the  local 
jiflo  corps.  If,  as  was  said  by  the  right 
ion.  Baronet,  bribery  was  an  evil  which 
It  was  to  the  interest  of  the  whole  country 
hat  anyone  practising  it  should  bo  sub- 
jected to  the  penalty,  then  the  accused 
lerson  ought  to  be  tried  by  a  jury  of  his 
lountrymen.  So  strong  were  the  opinions 
»f  some  men  as  to  what  was  bribery,  that 
le  remembered  on  the  occasion  of  one  of  his 
elections  giving  a  dinner  to  his  own  father, 
md  the  solicitor  who  was  the  agent  came  in, 
md  insisted,  under  the  Corrupt  Practices 
~^revention  Act,  that  his  father  should  pay 
for  his  share  of  the  dinner.  His  father 
md  to  pay,  and  the  solicitor  saw  a  regular 
[eceipt  given  for  it  before  be  went  away. 
Tow,  was  that  an  act  of  bribery  or  not? 
'his  Bill  ought  nut  to  be  made  a  trap  in- 
volving the  most  fearful  penalties  for  what 
^ight  be  a  perfectly  innocent  act.  He 
'as  told  a  few  days  ngo  by  a  most  eminent 
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counsel  and  solicitor,  both  of  tbein  opposed 
to  him  in  politics,  that  frightful  extortion 
might  be  committed  under  this  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
said  that  time  was  a  great  element  in  the 
matter  ;  but  in  twenty  days  a  man  might 
be  able  to  make  up  something  that  would 
extort  a  very  considerable  sum  from  an 
unfortunate  Member.  There  was  hia  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Nottingham,  who 
would  not  give  sixpence  away  improperly, 
and  who  would  yet  go  the  length  of  anb- 
scribing  to  the  Nottingham  Rifle  Corpa. 
[Mr.  Osborne  :  Yes  ;  or  a  dinner  to  mj 
father.]  Suppose  a  man  went  in  twenty 
days  after  an  election  to  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  said,  "  Your  Friend,  Mr.  Wykeham- 
Martin,  has  been  down  to  Nottinghami 
through  his  great  zeal  for  you,  and  fae^ 
having  come  down  on  your  acconnt,  having 
walked  out  with  you  frequently,  and  being, 
in  fact,  your  agent,  has  ffiven  a  quart  of 
beer  to  one  of  the  electors.  [Mr.  Obborxe: 
He  would  not  care  much  for  a  quart.]  In 
that  case  there  would  be  no  suaptoion  of 
bribing  ;  but  there  would  be  the  offence 
much  more  difficult  to  avoid,  of  treating. 
If  the  man  in  that  case  did  not  hare  mat- 
ters squared  with  him,  the  Member's  career 
might  be  cut  very  short,  and  he  would  be 
made  an  outlaw  for  seven  years.  His 
hon.  Friend  might  not,  under  such  eiroum- 
stanccs,  submit  to  extortion  ;  but  many 
timid  Members  might.  If  this  Bill  only 
had  those  offences  which  constituted  bribeiy 
properly  defined,  it  might  be  made  a  very 
valuable  measure  ;  but  if  not  it  might  be- 
come a  most  iniquitous  one.  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  satisfy  him  that 
the  Bill  was  bond  fide^  and  not  to  be  made 
into  an  engine  of  tyranny  and  oppression, 
he  would  cordially  support  it ;  but  if  not, 
he  should  be  inclined  to  vote  not  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berwick-on-Tweed  but 
against  the  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL :  Sir,  if  the 
question  were  solely  between  the  Bill  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Amendment, 
I  should  have  no  hesitation  in  at  at  onoo  de- 
ciding for  the  Bill.  Not  that  it  corresponds 
or  comes  up  in  all  respects  to  my  notion 
of  what  such  a  Bill  should  be.  Nor  do  I 
believe  that  by  any  one  expedient — and 
there  is  only  one  expedient  in  this  Bill— > 
we  can  hope  to  put  down  corrupt  practices. 
If  the  House  are  in  earnest  in  their  desire 
to  put  down  corrupt  practices  at  elections 
— and  I  am  bound  to  believe  that  they  are, 
however  little  credit  they  receive  for -such 
earnestnepB  out  of  doors — I  apprehend  they 
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will  be  obliged  to  have  recourse,  not  to  one, 
bat  to  seTeral  expedients.  Nevertbeless,  I 
think  faTOurablj  of  the  Bill,  because  though 
it  does  in  reality  only  one  thing,  that  thing 
18  a  Tigoroua  one,  and  shows  an  adequate 
sense  of  the  emergency.  It  shows  a  sense 
that,  in  order  to  put  down  this  great  evil,  it 
is  necessary  to  go  out  of  the  common  path. 
The  truth  is  that,  howcTor  possible  it  may 
be  for  Committees  of  this  House  to  be  im- 
partial on  the  question  to  whom  the  seat 
shall  be  given — ^and  I  do  not  deny  that 
they  are  often  impartial  in  that  respect, 
nor  is  it  hopeless  that  they  might  be  always 
so— nobody  out  of  this  House,  and  I  think  I 
may  almost  add  in  it,  believes  that  so  long 
as  the  jurisdiction  remains  in  this  House 
the  penalties  against  the  giver  of  the  bribe 
will  ever  be  seriously  enforced.  There  are 
several  reasons  for  this,  some  of  which, 
perhaps,  had  .better  be  understood  than 
expressed.  To  confine  myself  to  what  may 
be  said  with  safety  ;  any  tribunal  that  acts 
only  occasionally  as  a  tribunal,  still  more 
any  person  called  for  the  first  time  so  to 
act,  as  is  often  the  case  with  Members  of 
Parliament,  has  naturally  a  very  strong 
indisposition  to  convict :  and  still  more  is 
this  the  case  when  those  who  have  to 
decide  are  men  of  the  same  class,  and  the 
same  general  cast  of  feelings,  and  subject 
to  the  same  temptations  as  the  accused, 
and  men  of  whom  it  must  be  said  that 
hitherto  they  have  been  disposed  to  con- 
sider a  scrape  of  this  sort  as  much  more 
a  misfortune  than  a  crime.  I  think  that 
there  is,  after  all,  something  in  the  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal  for  giving  the  ultimate 
deeision  to  a  Judge  not  appointed  by  the 
House.  There  is  some  reason  against  their 
handing  over  their  jurisdiction  at  once  and 
for  ever  to  a  functionary  appointed  solely 
by  the  Crown  ;  but  there  is  an  easy  mode 
of  getting  rid  of  that  objection — namely, 
by  making  the  Act  temporary.  I  am  not 
■are  that  it  should  not  be  annual — that  it 
ought  not,  like  the  Mutiny  Act,  to  be  re- 
newed every  year,  so  that  there  should 
never  he  any  long  time  during  which  evil 
consequences  need  be  suffered.  And  al- 
though I  do  not  myself  think  that  any  evil 
eonseqoenees  are  likely  to  follow,  still,  as 
where  there  is  a  bare  possibility  there  is 
always  apprehension,  I  hope  that,  if  the 
Hoasa  adopts  the  Bill,  the  Government  will 
■66  the  propriety  of  introducing  some  limi- 
tation soch  as  I  have  suggested.  There 
is  another  point  on  which  I  wish  to  say 
■amething.  Great  objections  appear  to  bo 
felt  to  taming  over  these  inquiries  to  the 


Judges  of  the  land.  Would  it  not  be  a 
suitable  way  of  meeting  these  objections  if 
this  tribunal  were  to  be  only  a  tribunal 
of  appeal  f  Indeed,  even  if  the  House 
should  not  choose  to  adopt  this  tribunal-— 
if  they  should  keep  these  matters  in  the 
hands  of  a  Committee  of  their  own  Mem- 
bers presided  over  by  a  legal  assessor — 
and  few,  I  think,  will  now  deny  that 
there  must  at  least  be  a  legal  assessor 
— whether  the  House  adopt  this  way,  or 
whether  they  adopt  the  proposal  of  the  Go' 
vernment — there  are  very  strong  reasons 
for  making  the  tribunal  only  a  tribunal  of 
appeal.  It  is  only  by  enquiry  diligently 
made  on  the  spot,  that  the  truth  in  such 
matters  can  be  discovered.  I  will  make 
one  suggestion,  which  will  be  found  in  a 
pamphlet  which  has  attracted  a  good  deal 
of  attention,  and  has  been  read,  I  know,  by 
Members  of  the  Government.  It  is  written 
by  Mr.  W.  D.  Christie,  formerly  a  Member 
of  this  House,  and  who  I  hope  may  be  so 
again.  It  is  that  there  should  be  a  local 
inquiry  by  a  person  of  competent  legal 
qualifications  after  every  Parliamentary 
election,  whether  there  is  a  petition  or  not. 
[*•  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Notwithstanding  the  dis- 
sent with  which  this  proposition  seems  to 
be  met,  much  may  be  said  in  its  favour  ; 
for  the  very  worst  cases  are  invariably 
those  in  which  petitions  are  either  not 
presented,  or,  having  been  presented,  are 
afterwards  withdrawn,  because  it  is  found 
that  an  inquiry  would  bo  equally  damaging 
to  the  case  of  the  petitioner,  both  parties 
being  tarred  with  the  same  brush.  These 
are  such  flagrant  cases  that  I  am  sure  it 
must  be  admitted  that,  unless  they  are  in 
some  manner  provided  for,  it  will  be  im- 
possible effectually  to  put  down  bribery. 
The  officer  whom  I  suppose  to  be  appointed 
would  proceed  after  every  election  to  the 
spot,  and  there  sit  in  public  to  receive  any 
complaints  that  may  be  made.  Of  course  it 
is  a  necessary  consequence  that  this  officer 
should  have  the  power,  where  the  com- 
plaints are  frivolous,  of  throwing  the  ex- 
pense on  the  complainant.  And  whatever 
expenses  would  not  thus  be  met,  should  be 
defrayed  by  the  locality — should  be,  in  fact, 
a  public  charge.  There  is  the  more  reason 
for  appointing  such  an  officer,  as  it  is  indis- 
pensably necessary  that  there  should  be 
an  inquiry,  not  only  into  Parliamentary, 
but  into  municipal  elections,  which  are  the 
nurseries  of  Parliamentary  bribery.  Mr. 
Philip  Rose,  a  Conservative  solicitor,  well 
known  to  many  hon.  Members  opposite,  has 
I  expressed  an  opinion  on  this  subject  which 
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bs  well  entitled  to  attention.     Mr.  Rose 
iaj8,  in  bis  evidence  before  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  that  in  a  vast  number 
lof  places,  illegal  practices  arc  carried  on  at 
Imunicipal  elections  bj  a  regular  machinery, 
Iwhich  is  also  made  use  of  at  Parliamentary 
leleotions.     He  adds  that  great  pressure  is 
Ibrought  to  bear  upon  Members  of  Parlia- 
Iment  to  contribute  towards  the  expenses  of 
Imunicipal  contests,  because  it  is  held  out 
Ito  them  that  £10  spent  upon  one  of  these  is 
better  than  £100  spent  in  a  Parliamentary 
contest ;   and  that  it  is  an  axiom  among 
agents — "  Wo  were  able  to  return  our  mu- 
nicipal candidate,  and  we  shall  therefore  be 
able  to  return  our  Parliamentary  candidate.'' 
After  such  testimony,  coming  from  such  a 
quarter,  it  is  plain  that,  if  you  really  wish 
to  put  down  bribery  and  corruption  at  Par- 
liamentary elections,  you  must  extend  your 
interference  to    municipal    elections   also. 
In   addition    to  the  duties   which  I  have 
suggested  that  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
quiry should  perform  after  each  election, 
there  are  a  number  of  other  duties  which 
I  might  well  be  performed  by  those  func- 
tionaries.  They  would  naturally  act  as  elec- 
tion auditors  ;  and,  in  places  from  which  no 
petition  proceeds,  their  principal  business 
will  probably  consist  in  scrutiniiing  the  ac- 
counts which  Members  are  already  obliged 
to  render,  and  which  ought  to  bo  required 
from  them  with  greater  accuracy  and  com- 
pleteness.    Belonging  to  the   same   class 
from  which  revising  barristers  are  taken, 
there  will  be  an  obvious  propriety  in  their 
acting  also  in  that  capacity;  and  they  might 
even  fulfil  tho  duties  of  returning  officers. 
\J*  Oh,  oh  !  '*]     Whatever  functionaries  of 
this  description  may  be  appointed,  no  fear 
need  be  entertained  that  there  will  be  any 
want  of  work  for  them.     If  you  feel  that 
the  control  of  all  theso  matters  ought  not 
to  pass  out  of  your  own  hands,  you  might 
leave  the  nomination  of  theso  functionaries 
in    the   hands   of  the  Speaker  ;    but  any 
difficulty  on  that  score  will  best  bo  got  rid 
of  by  making  tho  legal  authority  proposed 
by  the  Bill  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  tribunal  of   appeal.      These  are   the 
suggestions  which  I  have  felt  it  my  duty 
to  offer  in  reference  to  the  measure  brought 
forward  by  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Head  of  the  Administration.     The  reasons 
in  support  of  them  will  be  found  at  length 
in  the  very  able  pamphlet  to  which  I  have 
referred. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  how- 
ever unpleasant  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill) 
Mr.  J.  Stuart  Kill 


might  be  to  the  House  and  to  the  country, 
which  would  have  to  pay  for  it,  he  thought 
one  set  of  gentlemen,  at  all  events,  would 
owe  him  a  debt  of  gratitude — he  meant  the 
revising  barristers  and  barristers  of  seven 
years'  standing.     The  scheme  was  so  chi- 
merical that  he  should  not,  at  that  time  of 
night,  waste  the  time  of  the  House  by  an- 
swering it.     There  was  (o  be,  it  seemed,  a 
Court  of  Appeal,  so  that  there  would  be 
two  trials  instead  of  one,  which  would  per- 
petuate and  increase  the  very  objection  now 
made  to  our  present  election  tribunals,  that 
thoy  were  so  expensive.     He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whi thread),  who  had  given  reasons  whicli 
it  was  impossible  for  any  man  to  answer, 
that  so  far  from  the  dignity  of  the  House 
being  concerned  in  retaining  its  jurisdie- 
tion,  it  was  rather  a  point  of  weakness  and 
dissatisfaction  throughout  the  countrj  to 
see  the  present  unsatisfactory  waj  in  which 
Committees  discharged  their  duties.     Ha 
was  surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  E.  P.  Bouverie)  lately 
say  that  the  issues  before  the  Committees 
were  so  simple  that  any  body  of  men  could 
easily   decide   them.      One  of   the  most 
complicated  questions  was  that  of  agency. 
If  the  House  gave  up  their  jurisdiction,  as  he 
thought  they  would  be  quite  right  in  doingi 
they  ought  to  transfer  it  to  the  highest 
possible  tribunal.     He  had  as  great  respect 
for  the  dignity  of  tho  Judges,  with  whom 
he  was  more  nearly  connected,  as  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  and  he  put  it  to  him,  whether 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  get  this  juris* 
diction  undertaken  by  them  ?     When  this 
House  gave  tho  Judges  tho  appointment 
of  revising  barristers  they  did  not  object 
that   that  patronage  would   destroy  their 
independence   and    render  them  political* 
lie  recognized  no  right  in  the  Judges  to 
decide  upon  their  duties  ;  if  they  objected 
to   discharge  them,   the   course    open  to 
them    was   clear.      In    the  words  of  the 
excellent  prayer  which   they  used  to  re- 
peat in  College,  there  would  always  be  a 
supply  of  men  duly  qualified  to   serve  in 
Church   and    State.      Tho  duties  of  the 
Judges  had   been  very  much   diminished 
of  late  by  two  Acts  transferring  a  large 
share  of  the  business  which  formerly  came 
before  them  to  the  County  Courts  on  the 
one  hand,  and  to  the  masters  and  clerks 
on   the  other.     And  further  than  this,  it 
was  proposed  that  three  Judges  should  be 
allowed  to  sit  in.  banco  instead  of  four. 
The  fourth,  when  he  did  sit,  was  always 
an  outsider;  for  the  Chief  Justice  sat  in 
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the  middle,  with  a  puisne  on  either  side  of 
of  him,  and  the  fourth  was  unable  to  com- 
municate with  anybody.  With  erery  pos- 
sible respect  for  the  Judges,  they  should 
be  inyited  to  re-consider  their  decision.  It 
might  be  necessary  to  add  two  or  three  to 
the  total  number,  and  when  a  necessity 
arose  for  sending  down  a  special  Commis- 
sion connected  with  elections  all  tho  names 
might  be  put  together  and  a  couple  of 
Judges  chosen  by  ballot.  The  Scotch 
Judges  had  Tory  little  to  do,  and  they 
might  be  got  to  try  the  Scotch  petitions. 
The  Irish  Judges  also,  his  friends  told 
him,  had  a  g^eat  deal  of  leisure  on  their 
hands ;  and  if  they  were  called  upon  to 
take  cognisance  of  the  Irish  elections,  that 
would  be  only  "justice  to  Ireland."  With 
a  little  eoaxing  and  encouragement  on  the 
part  of  the  Prime  Minister,  backed  by  an 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  the  Judges,  he  was  convinced, 
might  be  induced  to  undertake  the  duties 
which  it  was  sought  to  intrust  to  their 
hands. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  thai  one  sug- 
ffestioQ  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster,  to  the  effect  that  any  transfer 
of  jarisdiotion  to  an  external  tribunal  should 
be  temporary  in  its  character  and  renew- 
able from  time  to  time,  was  well  worthy 
of  faTOorable  eonsideration.  The  experi- 
ment was  a  bold  one,  and  he  entertained 
great  doubts  whether  it  would  succeed. 
The  House  seemed  hardly  to  attach  suffi- 
cient Talae  to  the  constitutional  privilege 
whioh,  to  a  great  extent,  it  still  retained  of 
appointing  its  own  tribunal  to  try  those 
important  questions  concerning  the  seats 
of  its  own  Members.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Rochester  (Mr.  P.  Wykcham-Martin) 
had  Tory  properly  objected  to  the  proposal 
to  place  the  trial  of  controverted  elections 
in  the  bands  of  a  Judge  without  a  jury. 
For  what  was  the  present  tribunal  but  a 
small  jury  selected  with  care  by  tho  House, 
and  composed  of  men  in  whom  it  could 
trusty  to  try  the  question  of  facts,  whether 
the  sitting  Memoer  by  his  agents  had  or 
had  not  been  guilty  of  bribery?  Let  the 
House  bear  in  mind  that  this  privilege 
bad  been  only  won  from  the  Grown  after 
a  great  struggle  250  years  ago.  It  was 
thooght  then  by  our  ancestors,  who  were 
as  wise,  perhaps  wiser,  than  ourselves 
apoD  these  matters,  that  it  was  essential 
to  their  independence  that  they  should 
have  the  trial  of  these  questions  in  their 
own  hands.  And  if  hon.  Members  thought 
fit  to  look  back  to  the  Great  Remonstrance 


presented  by  the  House  of  Commons  to 
King  James  at  the  commencement  of  his 
reign,  they  would  find  that  this  was  one 
of  the  points  most  strongly  insisted  upon 
by  the  Commons.  What  was  the  proposal 
now  made  by  the  Government,  with  the 
sanction,  apparently,  of  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers present,  and  with  the  approval  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)? 
It  was  to  transfer  to  ono  person  nominated 
by  the  Crown  the  trial  of  controverted 
elections.  The  nomination  of  the  Crown 
now-a-days  was  the  nomination  of  the  party 
commanding  a  majority  in  that  House.  And 
when  party  spirit  ran  high — and  they  knew 
that  Judges,  before  their  appointment  at 
any  rate,  had  not  been  untainted  with 
party  spirit — how  long  did  the  House  sup- 
pose that  the  decision  of  a  single  Judge 
sitting  to  try,  without  appeal,  the  character 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  and  of  constituencies, 
would  continue  to  be  regarded  with  re- 
spect ?  However  pure  and  upright  a  single 
Judge  might  be  they  might  rely  upon  it 
that,  after  a  time,  there  would  be,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  a  weight  of  odium  accumu- 
lating against  his  decisions,  rendering  it 
impossible  for  such  a  tribunal  to  continue. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  present  tribunal 
was  a  perfect  one ;  but,  like  a  jury,  it 
ceased  to  exist  as  soon  as  it  had  given  a 
decision,  and  though  that  decision  might 
be  found  fault  with  by  people  out-of-doors, 
no  personal  imputation  rested  upon  those 
who  had  composed  it.  They  wero  in  the 
long  run  admitted  to  have  acted  honestly, 
even  if  imperfectly,  and  no  odium  attached 
to  them.  But  would  this  be  the  case  with 
a  single  Judge  ?  If  a  gentleman  of  the 
long  robe  who  had  taken  a  warm  part  in 
Parliamentary  conflicts  became  a  Judge, 
as  often  happened,  and  if  he  had  to  de- 
cide absolutely  upon  the  seat  and  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Leader  of  the  House  or  the 
Leader  of  tho  Opposition,  would  his  de- 
cision be  accepted  as  a  pure  and  impartial 
one  ?  He  had  spoken  with  eminent  men 
of  the  legal  profession  on  the  subject;  and 
they  had  urged  with  much  force  that  such 
a  jurisdiction  involved  an  amount  of  odium 
and  an  imputation  of  party  spirit  which  in 
tho  long  run  would  assuredly  destroy  its 
weight  and  character.  Lord  Chief  Justice 
Cockburn,  than  whom  there  was  no  more 
competent  authority,  had  stated  this  ob- 
jection very  forcibly,  showing  that  Judges 
were  now  free  from  such  imputations  be- 
cause they  had  not  to  try  questions  of  this 
kind,  and  the  argument  was  no  mere  ad 
captandum  one,  but  was  entitled  to  great 
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reight.    His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
lad    urged  that  the  plan  proposed  would 
lecure  a  trial  on  the  spot  aud  an  imme- 
liate  decision  ;  but  if,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  had  suggested,  there 
rere  a  fishing  inquiry  into  every  election* 
there  would  be  little  prospect  of  an  imme- 
liate   decision,  and  even  if  only  returns 
bhat  were  petitioned  against  were  inquired 
into,  he  questioned  whether  the  dilatoriness 
^f  the  new  tribunal  would  not  far  exceed 
that  of  the  present  one.     Indeed,  one  of 
the  advantages  of  Parliamentary  Commit- 
tees, whether  with  regard  to  election  peti- 
tions or  Private  Bills,  was  that  their  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  however  rough  and 
inskilful,  was  rapid.   A  decision  was  given 
rithin  a  reasonable  time,  whereas,  if  forty, 
ifty,  or  sixty  petitions  had  to  be  tried  by 
^wo   Judges  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
rith  the  host  of  witnesses  which  a  local 
Inquiry  would  produce,  he  doubted  whether 
the  proceedings   would  be  completed    in 
less  than  two  or  three  years.     He  thought 
that  a  great   deal  of  the   public   feeling 
rhich  existed  as  to  the  unsatisfactory  na- 
ture of  the  present  tribunal  was  due  to  a 
kisapprehensiou.     The  popular  notion  was 
that  a  Committee  sat  to  try  the  corruption 
»f  a  constituency;  but  in  truth  the  simple 
^ssue  to  be  tried  was  whether  the  sitting 
Tember  had  been  guilty,  personally  or  by 
lis  agents,  of  bribery  or  treating,  and  the 
lamount  of  evidence  adduced  by  the  pcti- 
Itioners  was  generally  the  smallest  which 
Icould   be   adduced    with    safety   to    their 
cause.     A  Committee  had  not  to  inquire 
into   the  general  corruption  of   a  consti- 
tuency, over  which,  indeed,  all  parties  were 
Imore  or  less  interested  in  drawing  a  veil; 
land  the   simple   issue   presented  to  them 
jwas  one  which  a  jury  of  English  gentle- 
men  were  perfectly  competent  to  deter- 
mine.  Moreover,  the  expense,  unless  from 
an   unforeseen    accident   the    proceedings 
were  unusually  delayed,  was  not  excessive. 
An  inquiry  on  the  spot  would,  he  believed, 
be  more  costly — ["Oh!"] — because  the 
expensive  part  of  the  machinery  would  have 
to  be  taken  down  to  the  inexpensive  part. 
He  believed   it  would  be   dearer   for   the 
counsel  and  agents  to  go  down  from  Lon- 
don than  for  the  witnesses  to  be  brought 
up.     However  that  might  be,  ho  thought 
the  local  inquiry  should  be  confined  to  the 
charge  of  corruption  against  a  constituency; 
and  if  the  Bill  provided  a  permanent  tri- 
bunal for  the  investigation  of  such  charges, 
whenever  made,  without  the  cumbrous  pre- 
jliminary  of  an  Address  by  both  Houses  to 
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the  Crown,  it  would  be  much  better  than 
the  present  proposal.  While  trusting  that 
the  House  would  weigh  well  the  importance 
of  parting  with  a  privilege  wrung  from  the 
Crown  by  our  ancestors,  he  would  recom- 
mend the  hon.  Member  for  Berwick-on« 
Tweed  (Mr.  A.  Mitchell)  not  to  divide  the 
House  upon  his  Amendment,  since  it  wai 
not  favourably  viewed,  and  he  thought  that 
in  Committee  the  practical  difficulties  of  the 
Government  scheme  would  be  so  eyident 
as  to  necessitate  a  preference  for  some- 
thing like  the  existing  system. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  Homo 
was  now  discussing  for  the  first  time  s 
measure  of  great  importance,  and,  before 
going  into  Committee,  they  ought  to  know 
how  Scotch  and  Irish  petitions  were  to  be 
tried.  Wore  they  to  be  tried  in  the  same 
manner,  or  were  they  to  be  tried  in  Soot- 
land  and  Ireland  by  the  ordinary  Jadgeit 
He  would  not  attempt  the  disagreMble 
task  of  persuading  hon.  Members  to  retun 
an  authority  which  they  felt  themselvsi 
conscientiously  unfit  to  exercise ;  bat  he 
doubted  whether  this  measure  would  im- 
prove the  administration  of  the  law.  It 
had,  apparently,  two  objects — first  to  de- 
prive the  House  of  its  jurisdietion,  in 
regard  to  the  right  of  Members  to  sit  is 
it,  and  secondly  to  repress  electoral  eor- 
ruption.  Now,  would  it  not  be  better  to 
pursue  the  latter  object  alone,  withoat 
dealing  with  the  question  of  jurisdiction? 
That  question  had  important  constitutional 
bearings;  and  its  transference  to  the  Judges 
might  raise  the  question  whether  a  seat 
had  been  vacated,  or  whether  a  writ  had 
been  properly  issued,  leading,  perhaps,  to 
a  conflict  between  the  House  and  an  autho- 
rity beyond  its  walls.  It  had  been  said 
that  there  was  a  law  of  the  land  as  admi- 
nistered in  Westminster  Hall,  and  a  law 
of  Parliament  administered  in  this  Hoose, 
and  that  a  Judge  thoroughly  oonrersant 
with  the  former  might  be  profoundly  igno- 
rant of  the  latter.  Now,  a  Judge  vested 
with  this  authority  might  enforce  what  he 
held  to  be  the  law  of  the  land  withoat 
taking  due  cognizance  of  the  law  of  Par- 
liament. So  far  from  their  being  likely  to 
repress  bribery,  ho  believed  these  provisions 
were  artfully  conceived  for  the  purpose 
of  encouraging  bribery.  ["  Oh  I"].  He 
would  tell  the  House  why.  A  Judge  of 
Assize  was  to  go  down,  with  all  tbo  dignity 
of  his  office,  to  try  a  charge  of  electoral 
corruption.  He  would  not  go  down  like 
those  ferrets,  the  Commissioners^  who  had 
no  dignity  to  uphold,  and  who  coold  par- 
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sue  ibeir  inquiries  when  and  where  they 

Slensed,  and  ascertain  the  trath.  The 
adge  was  to  try  an  issae  technically 
raised  under  an  Act  of  Parliament.  Well, 
the  parties  prosecuting  might  not  appear, 
and  then  the  Judge  could  no  nothing  ;  his 
functions  were  practically  at  an  end.  In 
order  to  ensure  that  the  Judge  should  have 
as  little  as  possible  to  do,  what  did  the  Bill 
propose  ?  It  proposed  that  a  man  should 
be  compelled  to  give  such  a  security  as 
would  make  him  very  unwilling  to  act  at 
all.  And,  then,  in  order  to  insure  a  full 
disclosure  of  corraption,  the  Bill  proTided 
that,  in  the  case  of  an  inquiry  into  the 
general  corruption  of  a  constituency,  the 
expenses  of  the  inquiry  should  fall  upon 
tlie  inhabitants  of  the  place.  He  could 
not  conceive  any  expedients  better  devised 
to  render  the  inhabitants  indisposed  to  a 
full  and  searching  inquiry.  Besides,  the 
Judge  would  confine  himself  to  trying  the 
one  simple  and  narrow  issue — the  right  to 
the  seat ;  and,  the  moment  a  single  act  of 
bribery  was  proved,  the  Judge  would  be 
called  upon  to  decide  the  question  of  the 
seat,  as  it  was  not  for  the  interest  of  any- 
one to  expose  general  oorruption  or  to  risk 
the  disfranchisement  of  the  borough.  He 
was  perfectly  ready  to  go  into  Committee 
for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether  they 
GOttld  discover  a  mode  for  putting  down 
bribery  and  oorruption,  though  he  held 
that  the  Bill  would  wholly  fail  to  effect  the 
main  purpose  for  which  it  was  said  to  have 
been  introduced.  He  recommended  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berwick-on-Tweed  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mk.  WALPOLE  said,  he  believed  the 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  was  very  easy — namely, 
that,  by  the  very  provisions  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment must  almost  of  necessity  bring  in  a 
measure  which,  regard  being  had  to  the 
different  circumstances  of  the  country, 
would  establish  aa  nearly  as  possible  the 
same  system  for  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
The  objections  taken  to  this  Bill  were  of 
four  kinds.  The  first  objection  insisted  on 
in  the  Amendment,  and  still  more  strength- 
ened by  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie), 
was  that  it  was  proposed  to  take  away  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House.  But  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  had  shown  very 
clearly  that  the  privilege  supposed  to  be- 
long to  the  House  was  clearly  imaginary. 
It  was  Tcry  true»  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  reminded  them,  that  the  House 


had  200  years  ago  extorted  this  privilege 
from  the  Crown.  But  the  state  of  things 
was  very  different  200  years  ago  from  what 
it  was  now.  Then  it  was  the  law  and  cus- 
tom of  Parliament  to  determine  the  right 
of  the  different  electors  to  vote  for  the  dif- 
ferent places,  and  that  law  and  custom  of 
Parliament  could  not  be  interpreted  by 
any  authority  but  that  of  Parliament  itself. 
But  the  moment  they  turned  the  right  of 
election  into  statutory  law,  then  it  was  no 
longer  a  question  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  determine,  according  to  the  cus- 
tom of  Parliament,  but  according  to  the 
rules  by  which  Courts  of  Law  decide  that 
and  other  questions.  The  question  which 
was  sent  to  a  Committee  upstairs  to  de- 
cide was  not  what  the  Parliamentary  cus- 
tom might  be,  but  what  the  statute  law 
was.  Then,  the  second  objection  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
Stuart  Mill)  was  to  this  effect,  that  they 
were  about  to  transfer  to  the  Judges  of 
the  land  a  power  which  they  might  exercise 
in  a  manner  not  satisfactory  to  the  House, 
inasmuch  as  they  were  appointed  by  the 
Crown.  Such  an  objection  as  that  would 
also  have  been  very  good  200  years  ago, 
when  the  Judges  were  removeable  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  Crown  ;  but  when  once  the 
Judges  were  made  independent,  they  were 
as  independent  of  the  Crown  as  of  that 
House  in  administering  the  law.  The  next 
objection  was  one  that  was  urged  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rochester  (Mr.  Wykeham- 
Martin),  and  there  was  some  force  in  it — 
that  they  were  giving  power  to  a  single 
Judge  to  try  questions  affecting  the  cha* 
racter  of  individuals,  and  to  inflict  upon 
them  very  heavy  penalties.  Now,*the  Bill 
dealt  with  two  different  subjects — the  one 
a  question  of  law,  the  other  of  fact.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  law,  that  would 
be  referred  back  under  the  Bill  to  more 
Judges  than  one.  But  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  fact,  it  might  be  worth  while  to 
consider  in  Committee,  whether  in  some 
cases  it  might  not  be  the  privilege  and 
right  of  persons  whose  interests  were  af- 
fected to  insist  upon  having  the  matter 
tried  by  a  jury  under  the  direction  of  a 
Judge.  The  last  objection  was  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayr  ton) — namely, 
that  they  would  by  this  Bill  increase,  in- 
stead of  diminish,  corruption  and  expense. 
But  how  could  that  be  proved  ?  The  fact 
was,  that  if  they  sent  these  matters  to  an 
independent  tribunal,  where  the  Judges 
were  not  interested  in  the  least  degree  in 
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upholding  corruption  or  in  screening  it,  the 
probability  waa  that  they  would  do  more 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  yicious  practices  than 
if  they  were  to  keep  the  inquiry  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  might  come  personally 
into  contact  with  the  gentlemen  implicated 
in  the  alleged  crime,  and  who,  therefore, 
might  be  disposed  to  be  more  lenient  than 
a  Judge  of  the  land  would  he.  On  the 
subject  of  expense,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  could  hardly  be  serious  in  arguing 
that  to  try  these  questions  where  the  wit- 
nesses were  not  brought  from  a  great  dis- 
tance, where  large  fees  were  not  paid  to 
I  counsel,  and  where  constant  adjournments 
would  not  take  place,  could  be  more  ex- 
I  pensive  than  it  was  at  present  where  such 
inconveniences  also  necessarily  occurred. 
It  is  true  that  by  this  Bill  the  alleged  cor- 
ruption of  any  particular  constituency 
would  not  bo  investigated,  because  the 
issue  would  be  raised  not  with  regard  to 
the  general  constituency,  but  with  regard 
to  the  particular  seat,  and,  in  such  cases, 
recourse  must  be  had  to  a  petition  pre- 
sented to  that  House,'  and  the  matter  must 
be  tried-  by  a  different  tribunal  when  the 
charge  of  corruption  was  distinctly  brought 
against  a  whole  constituency.  For  these 
reasons  he  hoped  the  House  would  go 
into  Committee,  in  order  to  constitute  a 
better  tribunal  than  that  which  they  had 
I  been  hitherto  able  to  obtain. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  ho  was  anxious  to 
Isay  a  few  words  on  this  Bill.  He  thought 
it  was  incumbent  on  those  who  wished  to 
make  a  great  change — to  take  away  a 
privilege  of  200  years*  standing — to  show 
distinctly  that  what  they  proposed  would 
I  be  an  improvement,  and  that  it  would  stop 
that  corruption  which  it  was  its  professed 
I  object  to  put  down.  Let  them  look  to  the 
tribunal  constituted  under  the  Bill.  The 
House  was  now  discussing  a  second  pro- 
posal. The  first  proposal  was  for  Judges 
of  a  certain  standing;  but  now  they  had 
got  to  Judges  of  higher  salaries  and  greater 
honours,  and  not  only  that,  but  his  right 
I  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Walpolc)  said  that  they 
must  have  a  jury  also.  But  where  were 
they  to  end  ?  Now  he,  for  one,  was  of 
opinion  that  they  were  departing  from  the 
old  principles  of  our  law  and  jurisprudence 
in  putting  crimes  of  such  vast  consequence 
not  only  to  individuals,  but  to  the  coun- 
try, upon  the  judgment  of  a  single  man. 
I  He  cared  not  who  that  man  was  for;  they 
could  not  show,  in  the  whole  range  of 
our  law,  an  instance  in  which  issues  of 
this    kind  were    placed   at    the  will  of  a 
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single  man  without  appeal.  For  what 
were  they  doing  ?  They  were  not  only 
depriving  the  individual  of  a  seat ;  but 
they  were  putting  it  in  the  power  of  this 
Judge  to  stamp  with  infamy  for  seven 
years,  any  man  whom  he  might  condemn 
honestly,  no  doubt,  but  perhaps  mistakenly. 
If  the  case  were  a  simple  one,  where 
there  was  no  conflict  of  testimony,  it  wai 
not  of  much  consequence  what  kind  the 
tribunal  was,  for  justice  was  sure  to  bo 
done.  But  in  these  cases  there  was 
always  a  great  conflict  of  testimony  from 
tho  mouths  of  witnesses  not  the  most 
reliable ;  for,  generally,  the  class  of  wit- 
nesses on  election  petitions  was  tinged 
with  party  feeling.  He  did  not  mean  that 
they  said  what  they  knew  not  to  be  true ; 
but  in  the  heat  of  elections  people  acted 
under  the  influence  of  strong  feelings, 
and  the  most  contrary  evidence  of  what 
took  place  was  given.  The  proper  tri- 
bunal for  such  cases  was  a  jury ;  and  if 
the  House  wanted  to  have  justice  done 
they  would  take  care  to  have  Junes  whers 
men  helped  one  another  to  come  to  a  right 
conclusion.  Juries  would  do  justice  wliere 
a  single  Judge  would  not  do  it.  In  the 
conflict  of  testimony  a  single  man  would 
shrink  from  coming  to  a  hostile  conclusioDt 
And  why  did  they  say  that  cases  where  a 
a  man's  life,  or  character,  or  property 
was  at  issue  should  come  before  a  jury,  and 
not  merely  before  a  Judge?  Well,  if 
they  wore  right  in  that,  on  what  prin- 
ciple would  they  hand  cases  of  contested 
elections  over  to  a  single  Judge  ?  At 
present  a  Committee  of  ^le  was  a  jury 
composed  of  a  man's  equals,  and  that  was 
tiic  principle  of  our  law  from  beginning  to 
end.  Ho  thought  it  was  incumbent  on 
tho  Government  to  show  that  the  Court 
which  they  proposed  to  establish  would  be 
better,  moro  in  consonance  with  the  usages 
of  this  country,  and  more  likely  to  stop 
corruption.  He  did  not  believe  it  would 
be.  He  gave  the  Government  great  credit 
for  endeavouring  to  deal  with  this  very 
difficult  subject  ;  but  he  did  not  believe 
that  their  plan  would  be  an  improvement 
on  the  existing  system.  If  this  were  so, 
it  would  be  better  not  to  proceed.  He  did 
not  think  that  abstract  Resolutions  were 
convenient.  It  would  be  far  better  to  have 
no  abstract  Resolution  at  all  on  the  matter. 
He  was  sure  that  tho  House  would  even 
give  up  a  privilege  if  by  so  doing  they 
could  stop  bribery  and  corruption ;  but  he 
repeated  that  he  did  not  think  this  BUI 
would  have  that  effect. 
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Mr.  CRAUFIJRD  opposed  the  progress 
of  the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that  it  would,  hj 
its  operation,  entail  as  much  expense  as, 
or  more  expense  than,  was  caused  hy  the 
present  system.  He  thought  that  it  was 
doe  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  and  to  the  House  that  the 
Head  of  the  Government  should  meet  the 
objections  which  had  been  urged  against 
the  Bill.  He  begged,  therefore,  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

This  Amendment  met  with  no  Seconder. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leare  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress. 

Mr.  AYRTON  hoped  that  before  the 
Motion  was  agreed  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would 
state  the  intentions  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  Ireland  and  Scotland. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  We  propose,  when 
this  Bill  is  carried,  to  introduce  Bills  for 
Ireland  and  Scotland  analogous  in  their 
nature  to  this,  though  not  exactly  the 
same.  We  do  not  contemplate  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  increase  the.  number  of 
Judges  either  in  Ireland  or  in  Scotland. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
open  Monday  next. 

MUTINY  BILL.— COMMITTEE. 

{Mr.  Dodson,  Sir  John  Pakington,  The  Judge 

Advocate  General.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  21,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Providing  for  the  infliction  of 
corporal  punishment). 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  that  this  question 
had  been  so  often  argued  in  the  House 
that  he  should  not  dwell  upon  it  at  any 
length.  Last  year  he  showed  that  corporal 
punishment  had  failed  as  a  remedial  mea- 
Bure  ;  that  those  soldiers  who  had  been 
subject  to  it  had  become  worse  men  ;  and 
that,  in  modern  armies,  with  one  exception, 
corporal  punishment  had  been  abandoned. 
In  the  Russian  army  he  believed  the  lash 
was  still  administered  ;  but  even  there  it 
was  more  equitable  than  with  us,  seeing 

YOL.  CXCI.    [third  0KRI£0.] 


that  not  only  private  soldiers,  but  officers, 
and  even  noblemen,  were  occasionally  sub- 
ject to  the  infliction.  The  question  had 
very  much  progressed  since  it  had  last 
been  discussed  in  that  House,  although  in 
the  House  itself  the  cause  had  retrograded ; 
their  proceedings  with  respect  to  the  prac- 
tice having  been  something  like  the 
Pyrrhic'  dance  —  a  step  forward  and  then 
another  backwards.  Although  flogging 
had  been  abolished  for  certain  offences, 
the  distinction  which  had  before  prevailed 
was  abolished.  Formerly  all  soldiers  when 
first  enlisted  belonged  to  the  first  class,  on 
which  corporal  punishment  could  on  no 
pretence  be  inflicted  ;  but,  in  a  weak 
moment,  the  Minister  for  War  yielded  to 
the  representations  of  Gentlemen  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  and 
abolished  the  distinction  of  classes  which 
Lord  Herbert  had  pronounced  to  be  the 
great  protection  of  the  soldier.  It  might 
be  said  that  this  question  should  not  be 
discussed  now,  because  the  larger  question 
of  Courts  martial  was  submitted  to  a  Royal 
Commission.  Of  late  an  extraordinary 
theory  of  Government  had  been  acted  upon 
when  difficult  questions  were  for  settle- 
ment, which  was  to  relieve  the  Executive 
of  its  responsibilities  by  referring  the  mat- 
ter to  a  Royal  Commission.  Passing  that 
by,  the  Royal  Commission  in  question  could 
not  command  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
With  the  exception  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  until  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Truro  (Cap- 
tain Vivian)  was  appointed  the  other  day, 
the  Members  of  that  Commission  had,  by 
voice  or  vote,  expressed  themselves  in 
favour  of  corporal  punishment.  Yet  he 
assumed  that  the  most  important  thing  to 
be  decided  by  the  Royal  Commission  was 
this  very  question  of  corporal  punishment. 
Pending  the  decision  of  this  Royal  Com- 
mission, he  maintained  that  it  was  import- 
ant that  the  punishment  of  the  lash  should 
be  suspended.  What  would  be  the  feelings 
of  any  man  who  was  punished  while  the 
question  was  under  consideration  ?  And 
who  were  the  men  on  whom  we  inflicted 
this  degrading  punishment  ?  In  all  times, 
I  from  the  days  of  Cressy  and  Agincourt  to 
those  of  Waterloo  and  Lucknow,  the  Bri- 
tish soldier  had  been  a  model  of  valour  and 
discipline,  and  yet  he  was  to  be  subjected 
to  the  same  degradation  as  a  cowardly 
garotter  or  a  convicted  felon.  Parliament 
had  recently  admitted  the  fathers  and 
brothers  of  British  soldiers  within  the  pale 
of  the  Constitution ;  let  them  do  one  thing 
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more-^Iet  them  endeavour  to  elevate  the 

soldier  rather  than  degrade  him  ;  let  them 

make  him    feel  that  he    was  the   armed 

citizen  of  a  free  country.     In  conclusion, 

he  moved  to  omit  part  of  the  clause,  and  to 

insert — 

"  No  court  martial  shall  for  any  offence  what- 
ever committed  under  this  Act  during  the  time  of 
peace,  within  the  Queen's  Dominions,  have  power 
to  sentence  any  soldier  to  corporal  punishment." 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  any,"  in  line  30, 
to  the  word  "  shall,"  inclusive,  in  line  40,  in  order 
to  insert  the  words  "no  court  martitil  shall  for 
any  offence  whatever  committed  under  this  Act 
during  the  time  of  peace,  within  the  Queen's  Do- 
minions, have  power  to  sentence  any  soldier  to 
corporal  punishment," — {Mr,  Otway,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Sir  JOHN   PAKINGTON  said,  that 
considering  the    present  position    of   the 
Iqucstioni  he  should  not  think  it  necessary 
I  to  follow  the  hon.  Memher  at  any  length. 
He  would  merely  remind  the  Committee 
that   very  great   concessions   were   made 
{upon  this  subject  last  Session.     Corporal 
punishment  was  now  in  a  very  different 
position  from  that  in  which  it  had  ever 
I  been  before.    The  Government  hnd  recom- 
mended the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Com- 
I mission,  which  was  to  inquire  not  only  into 
the  constitution  of  Courts  martial,  but  into 
the  whole  system  of  military  punishments. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  hoped  the 
|hon.  Member  would  not  press  his  Motion. 
Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  he  rose  to  correct 
It  wo  inaccuracies  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
IChatham.     Before  last  Session  men  might 
Ibe  flogged  for  mutiny  and  insubordination, 
Iwhcther  they  were  in  the  first  or  second 
Iclass,  and   that  rule  was  continued  ;  and 
Ibosides  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
|Whitbread),  there  was  another  unpledged 
[ember  of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  that 
'as    himself.      Last    year    he    expressly 
;uarded  himself  against  giving  any  opinion 
ks  to  whether  corporal  punishment  ought 
to  bo  done  away  with  or  not.    As  the  sub- 
ject   was    now    before    a  Comnii&sion,    of 
'hich  he  was  a  Member,  he  must  abstaih 
From  taking  part  in  any  division  upon  it. 

Captain  VIVIAN  said,  last  year  he 
roted  against  the  continuance  of  corporal 
punishment,  and  he  held  the  same  opinion 
itill;  for  he  believed  it  would  bo  a  good 
^hing  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
itato  that  it  should  be  abolished  —  that 
rould,  ho  thought,  tend  to  increase  the 
iordle  of  the  army  more  than  anything 
ilse  ;  but  the  House  had  been  informed 
ihat  ho  had  been  appointed  a  Member  of  J 
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the  Royal  Commission ;  and,  after  consult- 
ing the  other  Members  of  it,  he  felt  it  was 
a  delicate  matter  to  give  a  vote  upon  a 
question  which  that  Commission  had  to  try. 
Therefore  he  trusted  that  the  qoestion 
would  not  be  pressed  to  a  division. 

Colonel  WILSON-PATTBN  said,  that 
having  the  honour  of  being  Chairmao  of 
the  Commission  which  had  been  alluded  to, 
he  also  should  refrain  from  voting  on  the 
present  occasion. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  obserred, 
that  last  year  it  was  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otway)  that 
men  were  deterred  from  entering  the  army 
by  the  existence  of  corporal  pnnishmeots. 
Now,  the  fact  was  that,  during  the  last' 
year,  26,000  men  had  re* enlisted;  and  this 
was  a  larger  number  than  those  for  the 
whole  seven  years  before  amounted  to^ 
and  recruiting  had  during  the  year  enor* 
mously  increased.  The  cases  of  corporal 
punishment  had  also  during  the  year 
amounted  in  number  to  only  seventeen  for 
the  whole  army.  They,  at  this  time  of 
day,  were  rather  in  favour  of  jumping  to 
conclusions  all  of  a  sudden.  Muoh  im- 
provement had  taken  place  in  the  army, 
and  this  was  caused  to  a  great  extent  by 
the  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Huntingdon  (General  Peel),  who  increased 
the  pay  of  the  soldier  2d.  a  day,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  they  were  getting 
better  and  more  contented  men.  As  a 
proof  of  this,  he  might  mention  that  out  of 
the  812  men  who  composed  his  own  bst- 
tnlion,  there  were  only  two  who  could  not 
sign  the  pay-book.  Ho  hoped  that  corporal 
punishment  would  grow  less  yearly  ;  bat 
his  own  opinion  was  thot,  for  the  ruffians 
who  were  in  the  army  —  for  there  were 
somo  such — there  ought  bo  retained  the 
power  of  inflicting  corporal  punishment, 
which  power  should  bo  exercised  with  dia- 
cretion  and  with  great  reluctance. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  the 
strongest  statement  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  there  had.  in  the 
year,  been  only  seventeen  cases  of  corporal 
punishment,  whilst  enlistments  were  largely 
increased  by  the  extra  2d.  a  day.  This 
being  so,  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  send  the  seventeen  bad  bargains 
packing,  and  do  away  with  this  degrading 
punishment. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  127; 
Noes  152  :  Majority  25. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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Clanfes  23  to  31,  incIaBiTe,  agreed  lo, 

Glanse  32  (Expenses  of  confining  mili- 
terj  prisoners  in  county  gaols). 

IfR.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  moved  an 
AmendQieDt.  The  hon.  Member  explained 
that,  according  to  the  present  regulations, 
GoYeniment  only  allowed  Is.  a  day  for  the 
maintenance  of  military  prisoners  in  county 
gaols,  which,  in  many  cases,  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  coTer  the  expenses.  He  moved 
that  words  be  added  to  the  clause  enacting 
that  a  sum  equal  to  the  expense  which 
each  prisoner  might  occasion  for  mainten- 
ance and  establishment  charges  in  such 
prison  should  be  allowed  by  the  Government. 

Sir  JOHN  FAEINGTON  resisted  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  1«.  a  day 
covered  all  expenses  in  the  case  of  military 
prisoners. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Glaoae  agreed  to. 

Clames  33  to  66,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 
Claase  67  (Interpretation). 

Lord  OTHO  FITZGERALD  moved  an 
Amendment,  with  the  view  of  placing  Ire- 
land in  the  same  position  as  England  and 
Scotland  with  respect  to  the  billeting  of 
loldiers.  In  the  latter  two  countries  pri- 
TEte  individuals  were  exempted  from  having 
■oldiers  on  the  march  billeted  upon  them, 
Md  what  he  wanted  was  that  Ireland  also 
ihould  be  included  in  the  exemption,  which 
could  be  effected  by  leaving  out  of  the 
ckiisc  the  words  ''in  Great  Britain."  The 
noble  Lord  moved  accordingly. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  opposed  the 
Amendment.  The  grievance  complained 
of  was  seldom  experienced,  and  limited  to 
ft  few  persons.  The  fact  was  that  the 
tcarcity  of  public-houses  in  certain  parts 
of  the  country  in  Ireland  rendered  it 
necessary  to  billet  soldiers  upon  some  pri- 
TRte  hooses. 

Gaptaik  VIVIAN  said,  that  having 
exempted  England  and  Scotland  from  this 
grievance,  tie  Government  sought  to  im- 

re  it  upon  Ireland.     This,  then,  might 
considered  one  of  the  causes  of  Irish 
diaecntent. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
bafiog  made  inquiries  upon  the  subject,  he 
feimd  that,  from  the  scarcity  of  public- 
hoasea  on  certsin  roads  in  Ireland,  it  be- 
eune  necessary  sometimes  to  billet  soldiers 
en  priTate  houses. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  believed  that  the  same 
leaaone  preoitdy  had  been  urged  in  favour 


of  the  power  of  billeting  soldiers  in  Scot- 
land. In  spite,  however,  of  such  reasons, 
Scotland  was  exempted  from  this  annoyance, 
and  no  inconvenience  had  been  experienced 
in  consequence. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Preamble. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  that  words  were 
inserted  in  the  Preamble  which  were  not 
true— namely,  that  the  British  army  was 
kept  up  for  the  purpose  of  "  maintaining 
the  balance  of  power  in  Europe."  If  he 
wanted  an  authority  upon  this  point,  he 
need  only  refer  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary for  Foreign  Affairs,  who  stated 
that  the  British  army,  which  consisted  of 
only  40,000  or  50,000  men,  could  have  no 
effect  upon  the  balance  of  European  power. 
He  therefore  proposed  in  lines  7  and  8  to 
omit  the  words  "for  the  preservation  of 
the  balance  of  power  in  Europe." 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  though  not 
concurring  in  the  reason  urged  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  omission  of  the  words, 
nevertheleds  did  not  consider  them  of  suffi- 
cient importance  to  contest  the  point. 

Preamble,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

LONDON  COAL  AND  WINE  DUTIES  CON- 

TINUANCE   BILL— [Bill  43.] 
(Mr.  DodtoUf  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr,  fftnU.) 

CONSIDERATIOir. 

Order  for  consideration  of  the  Bill  aa 
amended  read. 

Mr.   AYRTON  moved    the    following 

clause  :— 

"  The  accounts  of  the  Coal  and  Wine  Duties 
shall  be  audited  by  the  auditor  appointed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  under  the  Act  of  the  eighteenth 
and  nineteenth  of  Victoria,  chapter  one  hundred 
and  twenty,  in  the  same  manner  as  the  accounts 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  are  directed  to  be 
audited  under  that  Act,  and  the  mayor,  alder- 
men, and  commons  of  the  city  of  London  shall 
lay  before  the  auditor  all  the  accounts  and 
Touchers  relating  to  the  said  Coal  and  Wine  Da- 
ties,  and  the  auditor  shall  have  and  exercise  in 
regard  to  such  accounts  all  the  powers  that  he 
has  in  regard  to  the  accounts  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 

time. 
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Mb.     CRAWFORD    objected   to    tlie 

Mb.'  AYRTON  snij,  that  he  sliould 
persist  in  tnoving  llio  clauta.  It  nas  one 
that  ought  really  to  be  adopted.  There 
should    be   nn    independent   and   efficient 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  did  not  see  why  in  a 
Continuance  Bill  a  different  audit  should 
be  established  from  Uiat  already  prorided. 

LOED  JOHN  MANNERS  snid,  that 
when  the  metier  was  first  mentioned  to 
hira  he  saw  no  particular  objecCion  lo  the 
appointment  of  an  independent  auditor; 
but  he  had  not  then  lieard  the  objectinna 
of  the  City  authorities.  Ah  no  charge  itbs 
made  ngainst  the  mode  in  which  the  ac- 
ts hnd  hitlierlo  been  audited,  he  lioped 
Iho  hon.  nnd  learned  Member  for  tlie  Tower 
Hamlets  trould  withdraw  his  clause. 


The  House  divided  :— Ayes  28  j  Noes 
82:  Majority  54. 
Bill  to   be  read    the  third  time   To- 


ECCLE5USTICAL   COMMISSIONERS  OR- 
DERS IN  COUNCIL  BILL  (Lord*). 
[bill  69.]    SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Rending  read. 

Mil.  MONK  asked  for  some  explanation 
oftlic  legal  difficulties  which  had  rendered 

eh  iL  mesRure  neccasary. 

Mr.  GATIIORNE  HARDY  said,  llic 

ill  was  essential   in  order  lo  establish  the 

.tidity  of  certain  sales  of  capitular  pro- 
perty imder  Orders  in  Council,  on  the 
legality  of  which  sonic  doubt  hnd  been 
thrown  by  the  Judicial  Commitico  of  (he 
Priyy  Council. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  expressed  a  hope 
tiiat  the  measure  would  not  only  cstabliab 
.bo  validity  of  what  bad  already  been  done; 
but  would  provide  for  llie  commutation  of 

lier    ecclesiastical    estates   not    already 

Mit.  BBNTINCK  intimated  his  inten- 
tion to  oppose  the  Bill  on  its  next  stage. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
or  Wednetday  next. 


Wflit  Dwbr.  Eton,  Llanellf,  Oianhope  and 
Stitnbar;,  and  Keighlej  :  sad  for  other  puTpoHt 
relntini  to  certAtn  districts  under  the  said  Act, 
orderea  to  bs  brought  in  by  Mr.  SecretsTj  Gl- 
THOHNi  IliSDT  >nd  Sir  Jiu»  FiBsessoH. 
Bili  preiented,  nod  rssd  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  TT.] 


Haass  adjouraed  at  a  qnartsr 


LOCAL    OOVEBNMENT    SCPPLKWEHTAL   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Githdrhs  IliBDT, 
Bill  to  cont^rm  certain  Proviiional  Orders  under 
■  The  Locnl  Government  Act.  1868,"  relstinR  to 
;hu  districts  of  Workington,  Walton  on  tho  llitl, 
Mr.  Ayrton 


belbi*  Two  o'elosk. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Friday,  March  27,  1868. 

MINUTES. J— Pdbuo  Bnis— J=Vr*(  Readmg- 
Indian  Railway  Companies*  (57) ;  Oystsraad 
Mussel  Fiahcriea  *  [68). 

CowiHiiffe^— Rjulwayi(Eiteo»ionofTitne)«(SS); 
Consolidated  Fund  (£363,306  lOf.  M.)';  Ls- 
gitimaej  Declaration  (Ireland)*  (97). 

i^rjiort— Consolidated  Fund  '£S63.80a  \iM.tif; 
Legitimacy  Declaration  (Ireiaod)*  (37). 

Third   Readiti^  —  Yiin    (Ireland)*    (VI),   tai 

SCOTLAND-POOR  ASSESSMENT. 

HOnON  TOR  RSTUSHa. 

The  Earl  of  AIRLIB  said :  I  think 
that  the  Returns  wliich  I  propose  to  mora 
for  wilt  throw  some  light  on  a  meunn  ' 
that  is  likely  to  come  before  the  Houaa  tbii 
Seeeion— I  mean  the  Bill  to  Amend  tbs 
Representation  of  tlio  People  in  Scotland. 
As  tlint  Bill  is  not  now  before  yoQr  Lord- 
ehipn,  of  course  I  do  not  mean  lo  discou 
its  profisions  ;  and  I  shnl)  not  refer  to  it 
further  than  to  say  that  I  understand  it  ii 
the  intention  of  tho  Government  to  propoM 
for  Scotland  llic  same  occupation  frknehix 
in  counties  that  was  embodied  in  the  Re- 
form Act  of  last  year — a  franchise  bated 
on  rateable  value.  As  a  general  rule,  I  Kin 
Btrongly  in  favour  of  placing  England  and 
Scotland  as  nearly  as  possible  on  the  same 
fooling  ;  hot  1  think  if  wo  can  show  that 
there  ore  circumstDnccs  in  the  ease  of  Scot- 
land which  make  it  inexpedient  lo  adopt 
a  franchise  founded  on  rateable  value,  that 
WD  are  fairly  entitled  to  press  that  con- 
sideratioii  upon  the  Government.  Perhapl, 
for  tho  snko  of  strengthening  my  case,  I 
may  bo  allowed  to  refer  to  what  has  lately 
taken  plnco.  A  very  short  time  ago,  the 
Prime  Minister  addressed  a  letter  to  tba 
newspapers  in  which  he  laid  down  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  o  Conservative  Reform  Bill 
should  bo  founded.  Quo  of  those  cardinal  ' 
points  was  that  no  place  should  be  wholly 
disfranchised.    But  I  uDderatand  that  in 
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the  case  of  Ireland  the  OoyernmeDt  pro- 
pose wholly  to  disfranchise  five  or  six  bo- 
roaghs.  I  understand  also  that  the  much- 
abosed  'Miard  and  fast  line,"  which  the  right 
Hon.  Gentleman  denounced  last  jear  as 
wholly  inadmissible,  is  to  be  adopted  in  tho 
Irish  Reform  Bill.  I  refer  to  these  cir- 
cumstances not  for  the  sake  of  taunting 
the  GoTernment  with  haying  abandoned 
some  of  those  Conservative  principles  which 
the  Leader  of  the  Party  invented  for  them 
last  year,  and  whicli  he  affirmed  again  this 
year,  some  ten  days  before  he  threw  them 
over,  but  because  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
.the  Government  are  not  exactly  in  a  posi- 
tion to  require  us  to  accept  any  provisions 
whicli  they  may  choose  to  put  into  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill,  merely  because  they 
happen  to  have  been  inserted  in  the  Reform 
Aet  of  last  year.  In  the  few  observations 
I  am  about  to  make,  I  shall  confine  myself 
entirely  to  the  eounty  occupation  franchise, 
leeaose  I  take  it  for  granted  that  the 
burgh  franchise  in  Scotland  will  be  the  same 
as  the  English  borough  franchise — that  is, 
that  it  will  be  simple  household  suffrage. 
We  have  in  Scotland  that  which  you  have 
not  in  England,  a  valuation  of  the  whole 
property  of  the  country,  founded  upon  that 
which,  after  all,  is  the  true  measure  of 
Talue,  the  rent  actually  paid  by  the  oc- 
eapier.  On  that  valuation  all  rates  are  as- 
sessed with  the  exception  of  the  poor  rates, 
and,  in  aome  counties,  of  the  rates  levied 
for  keeping  up  the  roads.  Nothing  would 
be  simpler  than  to  make  tho  valuation  roll 
the  register,  as  practically  it  is  now.  The 
figore  to  which  you  should  reduce  the  fran- 
chise so  as  to  make  it  equivalent  to  a  £12 
rating  in  England  would  be  a  fair  subject 
for  discnssion.  But  when  you  come  to 
deal  with  the  rateable  value  on  which  the 
poor  rates  are  assessed,  and  seek  to  found 
ft  franchise  on  it,  you  get  into  all  sorts  of 
di£5cnlties.  In  the  first  place,  there  are 
about  a  hundred  parishes  in  Scotland  where 
the  occupiers  are  not  rated  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor.  If  you  say  that  rateable  value 
is  to  be  the  basis  of  the  franchise,  you 
eaanot  leave  the  state  of  things  in  those 
parishes  exactly  as  it  is  at  present,  because 
the  result  would  be  not  only  that  there 
would  be  no  enfranchisement  in  those 
pftrishesy  but  that  the  occupiers  who  now 
nave  votes  would  actually  be  disfranchised; 
and,  of  coursoi  that  is  too  absurd  a  con- 
dosion  to  be  contemplated.  There  re- 
Bains»  then,  only  one  alternative — you  may 
hne  an  assessmeut  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  on   those  parishes  where  it  does  not 


now  exist.  I  cannot  imagine  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  bring  forward  so  mischievous 
a  proposal.  Why  are  there  no  poor  rates 
in  tho  parishes  I  have  referred  to  ?  Be- 
cause there  is  full  employment  for  the  able- 
bodied  men,  and  the  sick  and  infirm  are 
supported  mainly  by  their  relatives,  who, 
from  a  feeling  of  honourable  pride,  are  not 
willing  that  they  should  be  dependent  upon 
strangers.  Any  small  deficiency  there  may 
be  is  made  up  by  collections  in  church,  sup- 
plemented by  voluntary  contributions  from 
tho  proprietors.  To  force  an  assessment 
on  these  parishes  would  go  far  to  demoralise 
and  pauperize  them.  The  only  course, 
then,  open  to  you  with  regard  to  these 
parishes  is,  that  the  assessor  should  be 
called  upon  to  make  deductions  from  the 
rents  paid  by  the  occupiers,  for  the  sake  of 
establishing  what  you  may  call  a  rateable 
value,  but  which  really  is  not  a  rateable 
value  because  no  rates  are  assessed  on  it ; 
there  are  no  poor  rates,  and  all  the  other 
rates  are  levied  on  the  gross  rental.  You 
are  going  to  establish  a  fictitious  valuation, 
not  for  tho  purpose  of  rating,  but  merely 
to  ascertain  the  occupier's  qualification  to 
vote,  when  you  might  arrive  at  the  same 
result  by  much  simpler  means.  I  come 
now  to  those  parishes — the  great  majority 
— in  which  the  occupiers  are  rated  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor.  In  these  parishes,  the 
valuations  are  made  by  the  parochial 
boards,  who  are  authorized  to  make  de- 
ductions, and  those  deductions  are  not 
made  on  any  uniform  principle.  They  vary 
greatly,  not  only  as  between  different 
kinds  of  property,  but  as  between  property 
of  tho  same  kind  in  different  parishes.  I 
have  had  occasion  to  look  into  this  matter 
of  parochial  assessments,  and  I  find  that 
in  the  county  of  Forfar  the  deductions  vary 
from  nothing  at  all  to  about  40  per  cent — 
that  is  to  say,  in  one  parish  an  occupier 
who  pays  £12  is  rated  at  £12,  while  in 
other  parishes  a  £12  rating  is  equivalent 
to  a  rent  of  about  £20.  I  believe  that  as 
great  discrepancies  exist  in  the  other 
counties  which  are  included  in  the  Return 
moved  for.  I  have  here  a  Return  made 
up  by  those  persons  whose  duty  it  is  to 
collect  the  poor  rates  in  the  county  of 
Renfrew.  I  find  that  the  deductions 
allowed  to  occupiers  of  the  same  descrip- 
tion of  property  vary  in  different  parishes 
from  nothing  at  all  up  to  75  per  cent.  As 
to  dwelling-houses,  in  five  parishes  there 
is  no  deduction  made,  and  in  them  a  £12 
rental  and  a  £12  rating  are  synonymous  ; 
in  one  parish  a  deduction  is  made  of  33^ 
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»r  cent,  and  there  a  £12  rating  is  eqaiva- 
fent  to  a  rental  of  £18  ;  in  other  parishes 
the  deductions  vary  from  10  to  25  per  cent, 
tnd  the  amount  of  gross  rent  required  to 
a    £12   rating  varies   from  £13  to 


rive 


|£16.     But  in  the  case  of  lands,  the  dis- 
crepancies are  much  greater.      In   three 
>arishes  no  deductions  are  made  ;  in  two 
parishes   a  deduction   is  given  of  75  per 
sent,  and  in  those,  to  get  a  £12  rating 
m  occupier  must  paj  a  rent  of  £48.     Be- 
tween these  limits  there  is  almost  every 
conceivable  variety  in  the  amount  of  de- 
luctions  allowed.     If,  then,  you  found  the 
iounty  occupation  franchise  on  the  rateable 
ralue  on  which  the  poor  rates  are  assessed, 
ind  if  you  fix  the  figure  at  £12,  the  re- 
Isult  will  be  this,  that  in    one  parish  an 
joccupier  who  pays  a  rent  of  £12  will  have 
vote,  while  his  neighbour,  perhaps  in  the 
lext  parish,  will  not  be  qualified  to  vote 
Ifor  the  same  county  unless  he  pays  a  rent 
lof  £48.  This  is  an  inequality  too  monstrous 
Ito  be  endured  ;  the  county  franchise  mdst 
Ibe  established  on  a  basis  which  shall  ap- 
Iproximate  at  least  to  justice  and  equality. 
put  I  do  not  understand  that  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  alter  in  any 
way  the  laws  relating  to  the  assessments 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in  Scotland.  We 
come,  then,  to  this  point,  that  while  the 
valuation  for  purposes  of  assessment  is  to 
Ibe  continued  on  the  old  footing,  another 
{valuation  is  to  be  made,  not  for  purposes 
lof  assessment,  but  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
jqualification    of    occupiers    to    vote.      To 
Imako  this  valuation,  we  must  set  in  motion 
la  machinery  of  somo  kind — wo  must  have 
la  staff  of  clerks,  and  this  needless  expense 
and  trouble  is  to  be  incurred  merely  for  tho 
sake  of  enabling  the  Government  to  pre- 
Iserve  what  they  are  pleased  to  call  their 
Iconsistency.  It  may  be  said  that  1  have  an- 
jticipated,  in  some  degree,  n  discussion  that 
Imight  more  conveniently  have  taken  place 
when  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  came  before 
this  House.     1  will  endeavour  to  meet  that 
lobjection.    1  cannot  forget  what  took  place 
|last  year  when  a  far  greater  measure — the 
lUglish  Reform   Bill—came  before    your 
iLordships.     On  that  occasion  very  impor- 
Itant  Amendments   were  proposed  by  two 
jemincnt  Members  of  this  House.     Nobody 
!an  pretend  that  those  Amendments  were 
in  any  degree  factious,  or  that  any  excep- 
Ition  could  be  taken,   on  that   ground,  to 
Ithe  speeches  by  which  they  were  supported. 
jThose  Amendments  were  honestly  intended 
to  assist  tho  Government  in  framing  a  mea- 
jsure  which  might  have  some  elements  of 

The  Mtrl  of  Airli0 


permanence.  How  were  those  proposals 
met  ?  The  Government  not  only  opposed 
the  Amendments ;  they  refused  even  to 
discuss  them.  They  said,  in  effect — Your 
proposals  may  be  good  or  bad,  but  we  can- 
not consider  them,  it  is  too  late  ;  the  sub- 
ject has  been  fully  discussed  in  the  Hoase 
of  Commons  ;  if  you  introduce  any  ma- 
terial alterations,  we  throw  upon  you  the 
responsibility  for  the  loss  of  the  Bill.  That 
was  the  manner  in  which  this  great  mea- 
sure was  dealt  with  here — that  was  the 
manner  in  which  this  House  waa  treated 
by  a  Government  which  calls  itself  Con- 
servative. I  cannot  expect  that  the  Seotch 
Reform  Bill  will  be  treated  with  more 
ceremony  than  the  English  Bill— I  eanoot 
expect  that  the  Government  will  show  more 
respect  and  consideration  for  your  Lord- 
ships' House  this  year  than  they  did  last 
year.  I  have  moved  for  these  Retaraiy 
because  I  wish  that  this  particular  p<Mnt^ 
as  well  as  the  Bill  itself,  may  be  fully  dis- 
cussed, and  discussed  in  good  time,  both 
here  and  elsewhere  ;  and  I  am  not  without 
hopes,  when  the  matter  is  placed  in  its 
true  light,  that  Parliament  will  adopt  a 
county  franchise  founded  on  the  real  reniy 
and  will  reject  this  fanciful  scheme  of  a 
franchise  founded  on  what  is  called  rateable 
value,  but  which  is  not  rateable  value  at 
all,  because  no  rates  are  to  be  aaieesad 
on  it. 

Motion  for. 

Return  from  each  Parish  in  the  several  Comi- 
ties of  East  Lothian,  Mid  Lothian,  Lanaric,  Ren- 
frew, Ayr,  Aberdeen,  Fife,  and  For&r,  showiof 
in  a  tabular  Form  tho  Deductions  allowed  b/ 
Parochial  Boards  to  the  several  Classes  of  Ocea- 
picrs  of  Lands,  Minerals,  Dwelling  Houses,  Publio 
Works,  and  Railways  ;  and  showing  the  Gross 
Rent  which,  subject  to  such  Deductions,  b  re- 
quired in  order  to  give  to  each  Class  of  Oecapieis 
a  clear  Rent  of  £12  rated  for  Poor  Asiestment : 
Also,  for  a  Return  of  the  Parishes  in  Scotland  in 
which  the  Occupiers  are  not  rated  for  the  Relief 
of  the  Poor.— ( The  Earl  of  Airlie.) 

The  Earl  of  DE VO^  thought  it  mora 
convenient  to  abstain  from  discussing  the 
details  of  a  measure  which  was  not  jet 
before  their  Lordships;  and  he  would  there* 
fore  merely  state  that  the  Governmeot 
had  no  objection  to  tho  production  of  the 
Return. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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the  blockade  to  bo  Bubject  to  tbe  common 
law  of   nations,  which  exposed  merchant 
ships  to  the  risk  of  capture  if  they  carried 
anything  contraband  of  war.     They  were 
for  protecting  such  ships  by  the  naval  force 
of  this  country.     I  find  that  the  danger 
now  is  of  a  totally  different  kind.     I  find 
that  that  partiality  for  the  Southern  States 
has  altogether  ceased;  and  that,  instead  of 
the  difficulty  which  I  had  to  encounter,  as 
the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  in  performing 
the  duties  of  neutrality,  there  is  a  difficulty 
in  preserving  the  proper  position  and  dignity 
of  this  country  against  unreasonable  or  un- 
founded demands.   Not  that  I  think  any  ob- 
jection can  be  taken  to  the  course  that  has 
been  pursued  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment.    It  is  only  natural  that  people  who 
suffered  from  the  capture  of  their  merchant 
ships  and  the  destruction  of  their  property 
should  come  to  us  for  redress.  The  Govern- 
ment of  that  country  have  stated  their  case 
very  temperately,  and  it  is  not  from  them 
that  any  of  the  excitement  which  has  lately 
prevailed  has  arisen.     It  is  persons  in  this 
country  who,  when  the  excitement  caused 
by  the  capture  of  the  Alabama  and  other 
vessels  was  entirely  allayed  in   America, 
have  raised  the  question  anew,  being  appa- 
rently apprehensive  that  we  shall  have  to 
meet  the  heavy  claims  which  have  been 
preferred.     1  confess  that,  under  these  cir- 
enmstances,  I  feel  considerable  apprehen- 
sion that  the  Government  maybe  so  pressed, 
that,  either  by  negotiation  or  by  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  into  Parliament  at  a  time 
when  the  business  of  the  Session  is  hurried 
through — or,  perhaps,  by  both  modes — our 
position  as  a  neutral  nation  may  be  endan- 
gered, and  we  may  concede  demands  to 
which,  as  an  independent  Power,  we  ought 
not  to  submit.     It  is  with  this  view,  there- 
fore, that  I  beg  to  recall  to  your  Lordships 
some  of  the  circumstances  which  have  oc- 
curred since  the  present  Government  have 
been  in  power,  and  also  during  the  former 
Government.    Just  before  I  left  the  Foreign 
Office  I  had  a  correspondence  with  Mr. 
Adams ;  and  here  I  may  say,  that  I  cannot 
mention   that   gentleman's   name  without 
expressing  my  high  esteem  and  respect  for 
him,  the  value  I  place  upon  his  character, 
and  the  aseurance  I  feel  that  in  eond noting 
business  he  did  everything  which  honour 
and  good  faith  and  moderation  could  pre- 
scribe.    While  carrying  out  the  orders  of 
his  Government,  his  invariably  conciliatory 
conduct  tended  to  render  easy  what  would 
otherwise  have  been  an  almost  impossible 
task.     Now,  with  regard  to  Mr.  Adams, 


UNITED  STATES—THE   NEUTRALITY 
LAWS— THE  "  ALABAMA  "  CLAIMS. 

MOTION  FOR  PAPERS. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  calling  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  Commission  on  the  Neutrality  Laws, 
and  to  ask,  how  soon  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  will  be  laid  before  Parliament? 
and  to  move  that — 

'*An  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  for.  Copies  or  Extracts  of  any  further 
Correspondence  that  may  have  taken  place  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  Go- 
▼•mment  of  the  United  States  in  reference  to 
lbs  Alabama  and  other  claims." 

Mj  Lords,  in  doing  this,  though  I  do  not 
desire  to  censure  the  coarse  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  yet  I  may  say  that  I  do  not  concur 
in  that  oonrse.  My  wish  is  that  this  coun- 
try shall  avoid  as  much  as  possible  just  the 
opposite  error  to  that  which  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  were  disposed  to  fall  into 
three  or  four  years  ago.  During  the  pro- 
gress of  the  civil  war  in  America  it  was 
evident  that  a  considerable  number  of 
Members  of  both  Houses  were  hardly 
prepared  to  do  justice  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  and  as  non -bellige- 
rents to  perform  all  the  duties  of  neutrality 
in  good  faith,  and  to  abstain  from  every- 
thing to  which  that  Government  could  justly 
ta][e  exception.  I  remember  that  when, 
on  one  occasion,  I  referred  to  the  Southern 
States  as  the  *'  so-called  "  Confederate 
States,  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  told 
me  that  I  might  with  just  as  much  pro- 
priety speak  of  the  United  States  as  the 
"  so-called  United  States  ;"  and  the  same 
noble  Earl  indulged  in  a  panegyric  upon 
Mr.  Lairdy  who,  in  my  view,  was  usurping 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown  and  endea- 
Tonring  to  make  war  on  his  own  account, 
thereby  running  the  risk  of  involving  this 
eoontry  in  hostilities.  It  will  also  be 
remembered  that,  in  the  presence  of  a 
large  company  of  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  Mr.  Laird  said  he  was  proud 
of  having  fitted  out  the  Alabama^  and 
much  preferred  being  the  builder  of  that 
vessel  to  having  made  such  a  speech  as 
Mr.  Bright  had  recently  delivered;  and 
that  statement  was  loudly  applauded  by 
many  hon.  Members.  All  this  shows  that 
many  Members  in  both  Houses  were  not 
prepared  to  do  everything  required  by 
the  daties  of  neutrality.  Moreover,  some 
noble  Friends  of  mino  objected  very 
stroD^Ij  to  our  allowing  ships  fitted  out 
in  tbia  country  for  the  purpose  of  running 
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may  state  the  way  in  which  ho  and  I  left 

the  question  when  I  was  about  to  leave  the 

'oreign  Office.     I    wrote   to   Mr.  Adams 

dating  the  whole  case  as  then  understood 

»y  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment,  and  about 

fortnight  afterwards  an  answer  was  re- 
ceived by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Clarendon). 
;oing  through  all  the  points  to  which  I  had 
addressed  myself.  Mr.  Adams  stated  that 
ipon  the  law  we  entirely  agreed.  I  had 
laid  frequently  that  the  conduct  of  the 
United  States  towards  Portugal  in  1818 

as  such  as  might  advantageously  be  fol- 
lowed, since  when  some  Portuguese  ships 
lad  been  captured  by  privateers  fitted  out 
|n  America  they  did  all  that  was  required 
>y  their  neutral  position  and  by  their  dignity 
is  an  independent  State.  Mr.  Adams,  at 
^he  commencement  of  his  letter,  stated  that, 
M  we  entirely  agreed  upon  the  law,  there 
ras  no  need  of  carrying  on  further  discus- 
uou  upon  that  subject ;  but  he  went  on  to 

lake  a  statement  with  respect  to  the  facts 

»f  the  case.     I  had  expressed  a  hope  that 

there   might   be    some    legislation   which 

rould  tend  to  ascertain  more  precisely  the 

position  of  neatrals,  and   on  which  both 

'owers  might  agree.  Mr.  Adams,  remark- 
iog  upon  this,  said — 

*'  So  long  as  tho  heayy  list  of  depredations  upon 
Lmerican  commerce,  consequent  upon  the  issue  of 

succession  of  hostile  cruizers,  built,  fitted  out, 
irmed,  manned,  and  navigated  from  British  ports, 
;ontinuos  to  weigh  upon  their  minds,  it  would  be 
tho  height  of  assurance  to  expect  any  common 
legislation/' 

^pon  this  Lord  Clarendon,  in  a  letter  dated 

\he  2nd  of  December,  1865,  remarked — 

"It  is,  nevertheless,  my  duty  in  closing  this 
jorrespondenco  to  observe  that  no  armed  vessel 
lepartod  during  tho  war  from  a  British  port  to 
:ruizo  against  the  commerce  of  tho  United 
States." 

'hu3,  while  there  was  an  agreement 
'ospecting  tho  law  of  the  case,  there  was 
the  widest  difference  with  respect  to  the 
Facts.  Mr.  Adams  spoke  of  a  succession 
)f  armed  cruizers  being  fitted  out  in  British 
torts.  But  Lord  Clarendon  said  that  no 
luch  cruizers  loft  British  ports  to  prey  upon 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States.  The 
toble  Lord  who  now  holds  the  seals  of  the 

'orcign  Office  differs  so  far  from  me,  that 

|ie  holds  it  was  wise  to  submit  tho  question 

it  issue  in  this  controversy  to  arbitration. 

have  already  stated  in  this  House  that 
that  is  a  matter  entirely  within  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State;  and  that  the 
fact  of  my  having  refused  to  submit  the 
[uestion  to  arbitration  was  no  reason  what- 
ever against  Lord  Stanley  adopting  that 
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mode  if  he  thought  that  beneficial  results 
would  follow,  and  to  that  course  I  could 
not  make  any  objection.  But  I  certainly 
do  not  anticipate  any  good  results  from 
arbitration.  T^ow,  as  to  the  questions  to 
be  submitted  to  arbitration,  1  own  I  cannot 
concur  with  Her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment. It  seems  to  me  that,  Mr.  Adams 
having  stated  that  a  succession  of  hostile 
cruizers,  manned  and  armed  by  this 
country,  had  been  sent  out  to  prey  upon 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  and 
Lord  Clarendon  having  distinctly  denied 
that  assertion,  the  first  thing  for  an  arbiter 
or  for  any  Commission  that  might  be  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  would  be  the  facts. 
If  it  was  found  that  there  had  been 
armed  vessels,  or  even  that  there  had 
been  vessels  built  and  equipped  in  this 
country,  that  had  gone  out  to  prey  on  the 
commerce  of  the  United  Slates,  it  would 
then  become  a  substantive  question  to  as- 
certain  whether  there  had  been  any  want 
of  due  diligence  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country.  In  tho  mean- 
time it  would  seem  to  bo  useless  to  plaee 
so  vague  a  question  before  an  arbiter 
as  whether  this  country  was  morally  re- 
sponsible for  that  which  had  been  done 
during  the  war.  Evidently  that  would  be 
an  entirely  independent  question.  I  know 
not  in  what  manner  any  arbiter  or  Com- 
mission could  proceed  unless  first  to  ascer- 
tain the  facts  of  the  case.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  wish  to  make  some  observations 
on  a  very  few  cases  concerning  which  there 
may  bo  a  complaint  that  armed  vessels 
had  been  sent  out  to  prey  upon  the  com- 
merce of  tho  so-called  Confederate  States. 
One  of  the  first  of  theso  cases  was  that 
of  the  Florida,  She  was  equipped  here, 
and  afterwards  obtained  a  commission  at 
Mobile,  a  port  belonging  to  the  so-called 
Confederate  States.  The  next  case  was 
thnt  very  remarkable  one  which  has  given 
rise  to  the  greater  part  of  this  corre- 
spondence— that  of  the  Alabama,  Now, 
unless  it  be  said  that  the  Government 
are  morally  responsible  for  the  mental  ill- 
ness of  Sir  John  Harding,  I  do  not  know 
how  we  can  bo  held  blamable.  According 
to  the  Opinion  of  the  Law  Ofiicers  of  the 
Crown,  there  was  not  sufficient  evidence 
upon  which  the  Government  could  proceed 
to  detain  that  vessel  until  the  24th  of  July. 
The  Opinion  of  Sir  Robert  Collier,  upon 
which  the  American  Minister  relied,  was 
taken  on  the  23rd  of  July.  If  Sir  John 
Harding  had  been  in  possession  of  his  usual 
judgment  upon  that  day,  the  Law  Ofiicers 
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would  haTe  agreed  upon  an  Opinion,  and  on 
the  25th  the  Alabama  would  have  been  de- 
tained. But,  unfortunately,  it  so  happened 
that  the  great  excitement  to  which  Sir 
John  Harding  had  been  subjected  in  the 
course  of  these  questions  unfitted  his  mind 
for  giving  an  opinion  on  so  important  a 
matter,  and  therefore  some  little  time  was 
lost,  and  it  was  not  until  the  morning  of 
the  29th  of  July  that  the  Foreign  Office 
were  in  possession  of  the  Opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers.  That  Opinion  would  have 
been  immediately  acted  upon,  but  on  that 
day  information  was  received  that  the 
Alabama  had  gone  to  sea  upon  a  trial 
trip.  Orders  were  immediately  sent  to 
Queenstown  and  also  to  Nassau  with  a 
Tiew  to  the  detention  of  the  vessel ;  but  I 
hold  in  my  hand  aa  account  sent  by  the 
Consul  of  the  United  States  at  Liverpool 
to  Mr.  Adams,  to  the  effect  that  she  was 
not  an  armed  yessel,  and  that  after  going, 
I  think,  to  Beaumaris,  she  sailed  round  by 
the  North  of  Ireland,  and  never  stopped 
until  she  reached  the  Azores.  There  she 
obtained  from  another  vessel  her  powder 
and  stores.  The  Alabama  was  therefore 
not  an  armed  vessel  when  leaving  this 
country,  and  it  was  in  the  jurisdiction  of 
another  Sovereign  that  she  received  her 
armament.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  neutrality,  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  may  be  said  to  be  founded  upon 
the  conduct  of  the^ American  President 
and  Secretary  of  State  in  1794.  Until 
that  time  it  had  been  held  by  writers 
on  the  Law  of  Nations  that  a  neutral 
Power  might  take  one  of  two  courses 
^-  it  might  either  allow  arms  and  am- 
munition to  be  supplied  to  two  belli- 
gerents impartially,  or  it  might  abstain 
from  giving  succour  to  either.  The  latter 
coarse  was  thought  by  Washington  to  be 
the  safer  and  wiser.  That  course  was 
followed  by  the  United  States  in  1794, 
and  the  law  remained  in  that  condition  un- 
til the  wars  broke  out  between  the  colonies 
of  Spain  and  Portugal  and  the  mother 
countries,  when  great  complaints  were 
made  by  the  latter  of  the  number  of  cap- 
tures that  had  been  made  by  the  cruizers 
acting  from  the  United  States.  1  hold  in 
my  hand  the  complaint  made  on  the  8th  of 
March,  1818,  by  Senhor  Correa  do  Serra 
to  the  United  States  Government,  in  which 
be  said  that  three  Portuguese  ships  had 
been  captured  by  privateers  fitted  out  in 
the  United  States,  manned  by  American 
crews,  and  commanded  by  American  cap- 
tainsy  though  under  insurgent  colours,  and 


he  demanded  satisfaction  and  indemnifi- 
cation for  the  injury  which  had  been  done 
to  Portuguese  subjects,  as  well  as  for  the 
insult  which  had  been  offered  to  the  Portu- 
guese flag.  To  this  letter  the  American 
Secretary  of  State,  after  reciting  the  com- 
plaint of  the  Portuguese  Minister,  replies 
as  follows : — 

"  The  Government  of  the  United  States  having 
used  all  the  means  in  its  power  to  prevent  the 
fitting  out  and  arming  of  vessels  in  their  ports  to 
cruize  against  any  nation  with  whom  thej  are  at 
peace,  and  having  fitithfullj  carried  into  execution 
the  laws  enacted  to  preserve  inviolate  the  neutral 
and  pacific  ohligations  of  this  Union,  cannot  con- 
sider itself  bound  to  indemnifj  individual  foreign- 
ers for  losses  by  capture  over  which  the  United 
States  have  neither  control  nor  jurisdiction.  For 
such  events  no  nation  can  in  principle,  nor  does 
in  practice,  hold  itself  responsible." 

The  United  States,  however,  not  only 
took  measures  to  prosecute,  but  enacted  a 
special  law  in  order  to  maintain  their  neu- 
trality more  faithfully.  The  Act  of  1818 
having  passed,  it  is  alleged  that  those  de- 
predations ceased  ;  but  about  a  year  and  a 
half  afterwards  Senhor  Correa,  in  a  note 
of  the  23rd  of  November,  1819,  says^ 

**  I  do  justice  to,  and  am  grateful  for,  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Executive  in  order  to  put  a  stop 
to  these  depredations,  but  the  evil  is  rather  in- 
creasing. 1  can  present  to  yon,  if  required,  a  list 
of  fifty  Portuguese  ships,  almost  all  richly  laden, 
some  of  them  East  Indiamen,  which  have  been 
taken  by  these  people  during  the  period  of  full 
peace.  This  is  not  the  whole  loss  we  have  sus- 
tained, this  list  comprehending  only  those  cap- 
tures of  which  1  have  received  ofilcial  complaints. 
The  victims  have  been  many  more,  besides  viola- 
tions of  territory  by  landing  and  plundering 
ashore,  with  shocking  circumstances.  One  city 
alone  on  this  coast  has  armed  twenty-six  ships, 
which  prey  on  our  vitals ;  and  a  week  ago  three 
armed  ships  of  this  nature  were  in  that  port  wait- 
ing for  a  fiivourable  opportunity  of  sailing  on  a 
cruize." 

Now,  the  Portuguese  having  suflFered  by 
the  loss  of  many  of  their  vessels,  and  the 
United  States  Government  having  stated 
that  they  had  put  the  laws  in  force,  and 
having  assumed  that  they  alone  were  to  be 
the  judges  how  their  laws  were  to  be  car- 
ried into  effect,  Mr.  Adams  says  he  consi- 
ders the  case  of  the  United  States  against 
Portugal  "  impregnable."  They  endea- 
voured to  put  their  laws  in  force;  bat  there 
was  a  great  public  feeling  in  favour  of  fit- 
ting out  privateers  against  the  Portuguese 
Government,  and  they  were  not  able  to 
prevent  Americans  —  for  the  ships  were 
manned  and  commanded  by  citizens  of  the 
United  States— from  carrying  on  such  de- 
predatioDS.  Then,  I  say,  if  that  case  be 
"impregnable/'  if  the  United  States  had 
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lo  reason  to  make  any  indemnity,  or  to 
Igree  to  any  commission  for  the  purpose 
[f  seeing  whether  the  Portuguese  owners 
lould    be  indemnified,  the  case  of   Her 
iajesty's  Government,  which  is  similar  to 
tat  of  the  United    States  in  regard  to 
^ortugal,  is  equally  impregnnhle.     Your 
lOrdships    know   what   proceedings   took 
|Iace  with  regard  to  the  Alexandra,  A  very 
mg  argument  was  carried  on  in  the  Court 
[f  Exchequer,  and  the  reason  why  the  case 
ras  not  fully  judged  was  owing  to  a  very 
;rango  peculiarity  in  our  mode  of  proceed- 
ig.     Another  matter  of  dispute  was  with 
$gard  to  the  rams  that  were  built  and  fit- 
)d  out  at  Birkenhead.     There  was  great 
jiflSoulty  in    getting   legal  evidence  with 
aspect   to   these  ressels.     Wo  were   in- 
armed, however,  that  these  vessels  were 
(tended  for  the  service  of  the  Confederate 
itates,  and  the  question  was  whether,  on 
ly  own  responsibility,  I  should  order  their 
jetention.     The  allegation  made,  on  the 
|thcr  hand,  was  that  these  vessels  were 
itended  for  the  Pasha  of  Egypt.     There- 
Ipou  I  sent  a  telegram  to  our  Consul  Ge- 
[oral  in  Egypt,  directing  him  to  inquire  of 
he   Pasha    whether    these  vessels   were 
)ally  building    for  him    at  Birkenhead  ? 
Ind  I  received  an  answer  that  the  Pasha 
lenied  that  he  had  given  any  such  orders, 
Ind  said  that  a  proposal  for  a  contract  had 
een  made  to  the  former  Pasha,  but  that 
jo  had  refused   to  have  anything  to  do 
^ith  it     I  then  directed  the  Secretary  of 
imbassy  at  Paris  to  make  inquiry  there 
|f  M,  Bravay,  with  a  view  to  ascertaining 
whether  or  not  these  vessels  were  intended 
)x  the  Confederate  States  ;  and  a  contract 
^as  placed  in  his  hands,  by  M.   Bravay, 
jccording  to  which  Captain   Bullock,  the 
jgent  of  tho  Confederate  States,  was  said 
have    transferred,    for   a   certain    sum 
If  money,  tho  possession  of  these  vessels 
nto  his  hands.     I  at  length  succeeded  in 
scertaining  a  fact  which  the  Customs  De- 
lartment  had    previously  been  unable  to 
[scertain — namely,  that  these  vessels  were 
learly  built  for  "the  Confederate  States  ; 
[nd  when  1  had  once  ascertained  that,  and 
lat  the  Confederate  Government  had  tried 
secure  themselves  by  selling  the  vessels 
other  parties,  I  thought  that  I  was  fully 
juthorized  to  detain   them,  though  I  was 
Ivised  that  it  was  doubtful  whether,  when 
le  case  came   to  a  trial,  there  was  legal 
jvidence  against  them.    Still,  it  seemed  to 
le  that  there  was  sufficient  moral  evidence 
lat  these  vessels  were  intended   to  act 
gainst    (ho  blockading   squadron   of   the 
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United  States  ;  I  therefore  gave  orders  for 
the  detention  of  these  vessels.    Now,  I  do 
not  believe  tiiat  I  exceeded  the  law  in  so 
doing ;  but  it  was  very  possible  that  if  the 
case  had  come  on  for  trial  it  might  have 
been  found  that  we  had  not  the  legal  evi- 
dence to  secure  a  conviction.     I  was  told 
even  that,  although  I  had  in  my  own  hands 
a  copy  of  the  contract  to  which  I  have  just 
alluded,  it  would  not  be  possible  to  produce 
it  in  a  Court  of  Law  in  this  country,  the 
peculiarities  of  our  law  being  such  that  it 
was  necessary  that  the  original  contract 
should  be  produced.     I  know  not  how  that 
may  be  ;    but  I  thought  that  possibly  the 
peace  of  this  kingdom  was  at  stake,  and 
that  if  these  vessels  went  out  to  break  the 
blockade  instituted  by  the  United  States, 
an  injury  would   be  inflicted   upon   that 
Government  which  the  United  States  pro- 
bably would  not  pass  over ;   and  I  there- 
fore thought  that,  whether  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  law  had  been  complied  with 
or  not,  I  should  be  right  in  ordering  the 
seizure  of  these  yessela.    If  r.  Adams  con- 
tinued to  complain  that  we  had  not  altered 
our  law  ;  but  if  we  had  altered  it — if  we 
had  adopted  the  American  law — we  should 
not  have  been  able  to  take  the  efficient 
measures  which  we  did  take.     We  might 
then  have  compelled  them  to  forfeit  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  money,  but  we  should  not  have 
been  able  to  seize  and  keep  the  yessels. 
We  certainly  incurred  considerable  risk, 
which,  I  think,  wo  were  bound  to  incur  in 
order  to  maintain  the  peace  of  this  coun- 
try.    The  only  other  case  I  shall  mention 
is  a   very  important  one,  to  which  great 
weight  should  be  attached — tho  case   of 
the  Shenandoah,     The  Shenandoah  was  a 
regular  merchant  vessel,  and  was  sold  by 
the  person  then  tho  owner  of  it   to  some 
person  who  was  engaged  for  the  Confede- 
rates.    It   left  this  country  without   any 
arms,  equipment,  or  furnishing  whaterer, 
other    than   those   of  a   merchant    ship  ; 
and    it   was  not   till   a  month   afterwards 
that  wo  heard  it  had  arrived  off  the  port 
of   Funchal,    and    was    being    armed  by 
other   vessels.      Now,    it    seems    to    me 
that    this    is   a   very    importont  question, 
not   only    as   regards  the   conduct  of  the 
Secretary  of   State  for  Foreign    Affairs, 
but    as    regards    our    futuro    legislation* 
Thero  are  two  things  wo  may  very  well 
do    in   order   to   ])re8erve   our  neutrality. 
You  may  prevent  troops  from  being  drilled 
or  recruited  on  your  own  soil  with  a  view 
to  enter  tho  service  of  a  belligerent  Power. 
That  you  may  do  by  tho  excrciao  of  your 
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authority.  What  jou  cannot  do  is  to  pre- 1 
▼ent  individuals  from  p^oing  to  a  foreign 
country,  as  the  Earl  of  Dundonald  did,  and 
engaging  in  the  service  of  a  helligerent. 
So  likewise  with  regard  to  yessels.  If  a 
Tcssel  is  heing  armed,  or  fitted  as  a  yes- 
Bel  of  war,  in  one  of  your  ports,  you 
DAAy  gi^o  power — and  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  see  such  power  given — to  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  to  detain  that  vessel 
upon  the  order  of  the  Judge  of  the  Admi- 
ralty Court,  or  of  some  competent  autho- 
rity, unless  the  Government  is  fully  satis- 
fied that  the  vessel  is  not  intended  for  use 
against  any  State  friendly  to  Her  Majesty. 
That  you  can  do.  But,  suppose  that  a 
vessel  ia  simply  a  merchant  vessel,  that 
you  have  no  information  of  the  purpose  for 
which  she  is  destined,  that  no  one  has  told 
you  that  the  owner  has  got  a  secret  en- 
gagement, how  can  you  prevent  that  vessel 
from  going  to  some  far  distant  neutral  port, 
and  there  heing  armed  against  some  Power 
in  amity  with  Her  Majesty  ?  I  will  put  a 
case  that  might  occur  in  the  future,  and 
that  might  have  occurred  some  months 
ago.  There  was  fin  apprehension  at  one 
time,  and  a  very  natural  apprehension, 
that,  on  account  of  Luxemburg  or  some 
other  cause,  France  and  Prussia  would 
engage  in  war.  It  was  well  known  that 
the  French  naval  forces  were  vastly  su- 
perior to  those  of  Prussia,  and  it  was  be- 
lieved that,  in  a  short  time,  the  ports  of 
Prussia  and  her  allies  would  be  blockaded. 
But  what  was  to  prevent  the  Prussian  Go- 
vernment from  entering  into  contract  with 
a  merchant  at  Amsterdam  for  the  building 
of  steam  vessels  of  speed  and  strength  in 
English  ports  on  the  Thames,  the  Clyde, 
and  the  Mersey,  those  steamers  afterwards 
going  to  certain  neutral  ports  without  arms 
in  order  to  meet  other  vessels  furnished 
with  arms  and  equipment?  I  submit  to 
your  Lordships  and  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  who  is  a  Member 
of  the  Commission  on  the  Neutrality  Laws, 
that  it  would  be  carrying  our  neutral  obli* 
gations  to  a  very  dangerous  length  if  we 
were  to  say  that,  where  an  unarmed  mer- 
chant vessel  sailed  to  a  foreign  port  and 
was  there  armed,  the  Power  in  whose  ports 
she  was  built  became  responsible  for  any 
of  her  subsequent  acts.  I  own  it  seems  to 
me  that  we  have  already  in  spirit  gone  far 
enough  in  our  Neutrality  Laws.  It  would 
be  a  wise  precaution  to  give  greater  power 
to  the  Executive  Government  over  armed 
vessels,  or  vessels  fitted  out  as  vessels 
of  war,  littemptiog  to  leave  our  coast  for 


belligerent  purposes.  But  if  we  were  by 
treaty  or  by  law  of  the  realm  to  impose 
such  further  obligations  as  I  have  just 
mentioned,  and  if  we,  as  a  shipbuilding 
country,  engaged  to  stop  unarmed  vessels 
from  leaving  our  coast,  that  would  be  a 
dangerous  obligation  into  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  ought  not  to  enter. 
Another  suggestion  has  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  Alabama  claims  and  our 
differences  with  America.  It  is  wnderstood 
to  have  been  made  by  Mr.  Seward — 
namely,  that  every  other  question  with  re- 
gard to  which  we  have  had  controversies 
with  the  United  States  as  to  the  meaning 
of  treaties  and  the  occupation  of  territory 
should  be  considered  at  the  same  time, 
and  that  we  should  come,  if  possible,  to 
some  general  agreement  on  all  these  points. 
I  believe  that  to  be  a  very  wise  and  prac- 
ticable suggestion,  and  at  all  events  we 
should  endeavour  to  settle  all  these  mat- 
ters. My  Lords,  I  will  now  ask  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  how  soon  the  Report  of 
the  Neutrality  Commission  will  be  laid  on 
the  table  ? 

Thb  lord  chancellor  :  I  shall 
endeavour,  in  the  first  place,  to  answer 
the  Question  which  the  noble  Earl  has  put 
to  me.  This  time  last  year,  as  the  noble 
Earl  has  stated,  a  Royal  Commission  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  and  consider  the 
character,  working,  and  effect  of  the  Laws 
of  this  Realm  available  for  the  enforcement 
of  Neutrality  during  the  existence  of  hos- 
tilities in  other  States  with  whom  Her 
Majesty  is  at  peace ;  and  further  to  report 
what,  if  any,  change  ought  to  be  made  to 
give  them  increased  efficiency  and  bring 
them  into  full  conformity  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's International  obligations.  That 
Commission  was  composed,  among  others, 
of  a  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House- 
Lord  Houghton  ;  Dr.  Lushington  (the  late 
Judge  of  the  Admiralty  Court);  Sir  William 
Erie,  Mr.  Baron  Bramwell,  Sir  R.  Phillir 
more.  Sir  Roundell  Palmer,  the  present 
Queen's  Advocate,  Sir  Travers  Twiss ; 
Mr.  Vernon  Harcourt,  Mr.  Baring,  Mr. 
Gregory,  and  Mr.  Forster.  I  also  had 
the  honour  of  serving  upon  it,  and  we  had 
the  great  advantage  of  being  presided 
over  in  our  deliberations  by  the  sagocity 
and  experience  of  another  Member  of  your 
Lordships'  House — Lord  Cran worth.  I 
think  your  Lordships  will  be  of  opinion 
that  this  Commission  has  not  lost  any 
time.  It  was  appointed  just  a  year  ago  ; 
and  it  was  composed  of  members  whose 
occupations  iu  other  respects  were  very 
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ressing.  Notwithstanding  that,  wo  ha?e 
ild  something  like  twcntj-five  meetings, 
id  I  am  happy  to  say  wc  have  agreed — 
think  I  may  say  unanimously — upon  our 
[eport.  It  is  on  the  point  of  being  pre- 
mted  to  Her  Majesty,  and  after  that  no 
>ubt  it  will  be  laid  in  the  usual  way 
iforo  your  Lordships.     As  to  the  views 

that  Commission,  it  would  be  obviously 

1  proper  for  mo  to  say  a  word.     I  may, 

»wever,  express    a   hope  that  when  the 

^commendations  of  that  Commission  are 

Inown,  if  it  should  be  the  pleasure  of  Par- 

lamcnt  to  adopt    them   in   the  shape  of 

)gislation,   I  trust  that  many,  if  not  all, 

he  difficulties  and  embarrassments  which 

kve  arisen  in  times  past  may  easily  for 

le  future  be  avoided.     The  other  question 

It  by  the  noble  Earl  is  as  to  any  Cor- 

ispondence  which  may  have  taken  place 

itween  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 

le  Government  of  the  United  States  in 

)ferenco  to  the  Alabama  and  other  claims. 

'here  is  no  Correspondence  subsequent  to 

lat  which  has  been  already  laid  before  Par- 

jament  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 

State.     Beyond  this  I  hope  the  noble 

larl  will  not  consider  I  am  wanting  in  any 

mrtesy  or  respect  for  him  if  I  decline  to 

>lIow  him  into  the  somewhat   largo  and 

ifficult  field  upon   which  he  has  entered. 

feel  quite  satisfied — as  I  am  sure  your 

iordships  do — that  when  the  noble  Earl, 

rho  was  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  Office, 

ilt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  decline  the  arbi- 

^ation  for  the  settlement  of  these  claims 

jroposcd  by  the   United   States,  he  acted 

:om  a  high  sense  of  public  duty.     I  think 

Jou  will  be  of  opinion  that,  in  the  progress 

If  public  sentiment  upon  this  subject,  and 

Is  time  went  on  and  public  prejudice  and 

[assion   much   abated,   my  noble    Friend 

le  present  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

.ffairs  did  that  which  was  eminently  de- 

irable  for  the  maintenance  of  good  rela- 

ions  between  this  country  and  the  United 

•tates  when  he  consented,  or  proposed,  to 

ifer  to  arbitration  the  question  of  these 

[aims.     If  I  rightly  understand  the  noble 

larl,   the  objections  or  doubts  which    he 

iggestcd  as  to  arbitration   of   that  kind 

ere  really  only  two.     The  noble  Earl,  as 

understood  him,  said  that  the  case  upon 

ir  side  as  regards  these  claims  was  an 

:trcmely  clear  one  ;  and  that    we   were 

|ot  chargeable  in  any  way  or  manner  in 

^hich    the    Government    of    the    United 

[tates  contended  we  were  chargeable.     It 

no  reason  for  declining  arbitration  that 
|ou  have  an  extremely  good  case  to  Bub- 
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mit  to  the  arbitrators.  On  the  contrary, 
I  think  that  would  be  rather  a  reason 
why  we  should  not  shrink  from  having 
the  case  alleged  against  us  referred  to  a 
tribunal  of  that  kind.  The  other  objection 
which  the  noble  Earl  mentioned  was  this 
— he  said  there  was  a  controversy  on  a 
matter  of  fact  at  the  very  commencement 
of  the  claim  which  was  made  by  the  Ame- 
rican Government.  The  noble  Earl  atated 
very  accurately  that  Mr.  Adams  had  con- 
tended that  armed  ships  had  left  the 
ports  of  this  country  ;  whereas  Lord 
Clarendon  had  taken  issue  on  that  point, 
and  had  denied  that  any  ships  which 
could  be  properly  so  described  had  left 
the  ports  of  this  country.  Questions 
of  fact  are  just  as  necessary  to  be  re- 
ferred to  arbitration  as  questions  of  law. 
I  should  desire  to  know  how  a  question  of 
fact  of  that  kind,  asserted  on  one  side  and 
disputed  on  the  other,  is  to  bo  determined, 
unless  you  are  able  to  evoke  the  aid  of 
some  independent  arbiter  or  tribunal,  who 
will  decide  the  fact  as  well  as  he  will  de- 
cide the  law.  I  think,  therefore,  none  of 
these  grounds  could  afford  any  reason  why 
we  should  decline  arbitration.  I  do  nut 
desire  to  say  more  with  regard  to  the  state 
of  the  negotiations  than  to  remind  year 
Lordships  exactly  how  they  now  stand.  As 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  ssid 
elsewhere,  wo  have  now  conceded  that 
which,  in  the  first  instance,  the  American 
Government  required — that  is  to  say,  that 
there  shall  be  arbitration  as  to  the  liability 
of  the  Government  of  this  country  with  re- 
gard to  the  claims  in  question.  But  be- 
yond that,  and  since  tiiat  concession  on  our 
part,  the  American  Government,  through 
tiieir  Foreign  Minister,  have  made  a  fur- 
ther demand,  and  they  require  now  not 
merely  that  we  shall  refer  to  the  arbitra- 
tor whether  this  country  is  liable  in  respect 
of  these  claims  ;  but  also  that  it  shall  be 
referred  to  the  aibitrator,  as  a  matter  to 
be  decided,  whether  this  country  acted  pro- 
perly or  improperly  in  recognising  the  se- 
ceding Southern  States  as  belligerents  at 
the  time  this  country  so  recognised  them. 
In  answer  to  that  demand,  the  argument 
of  my  noble  Friend  has  been  so  simple, 
and  I  venture  to  say  so  conclusive,  that 
in  a  very  few  sentences  I  will  remind  your 
Lordships  of  it.  My  noble  Friend  con- 
tended, in  the  first  place,  that  that  ques- 
tion is  altogether  irrelevant  to  the  claims 
arising  out  of  the  case  of  the  Alabama 
and  of  other  ships,  and  irrelevant  for  this 
reason  :   it  has  never  been  disputed  on 
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either  side  that  there  was  a  time  at  which, 
beyond  all  douht,  the  recognition  of  the 
Soathem  States  as  helligcrents  must  hsTe 
been  proper  and  necessary  on  the  part  of 
thia  country.     If  we  take  that  time  —  it 
matters  little  whether  it  be  a  month  sooner 
or  later — about  the  month  of  July,  or  the 
date  of  the  battle  of  Bull's  Run,  then  it 
would  be  many  months  before  the  time  at 
which  the  A  lahama  left  this  country,  which 
happened  in  the  April  following.     In  the 
next  place,  my  noble  Friend  has  contended 
that,  according  to  the  principles  of  Inter- 
national Law,  according  to  all  authorities 
on  International    Law,   according  to  the 
authorities  recogniied  by  the  United  States 
Oovernment  itself,  the  question  whether  a 
neutral  Power  shall,  at  any  particular  time, 
recogniie  a   state   of    war  between    two 
Powers  which   are  actually  at  war,  is  a 
matter  entirely  to  bo  decided  by  the  neu- 
tral Power  itself ;  and  that  there  are  no 
data  upon  which  any  arbitrator  or  inde- 
pendent  tribunal   can  be  called  upon   to 
pronounce  whether   the    recognition   was 
proper  or   was  improper.     In   the   third 
place,  my  noble  Friend  has  contended — 
and  this,  perhaps,  will  be  quite  suflScient 
even  if  there  were  no  other  argument  in 
the  ease  —  that  before  the  GoTernment  of 
thia  country  recognized  the  Southern  States 
M  belligerents,    the   OoTemment  of  the 
United   States  itself  had  recogniied  the 
Sonthem  States  in  that  capacity,  by  de- 
daring  the  blockade  of  their  ports,  which 
eonid   be  declared  only  upon  the  footing 
that  a  state  of  war  existed.     My  noblo 
Friend  has  pointed  out  that  if  the  ques- 
tion were  to  be  re-opened  it  would  go  fur- 
ther than  the  United  States  has  proposed, 
heeanae  it  would  entitle  us  to  claim  com- 
penaation  for  all  captures  made  by  the 
United  States  OoTemment  of  ships  that 
were  breaking  the  blockade.     That  is  the 
atage  at  which  the  negotiations  —  I  hope 
only  for  the  present — have  come  to  a  halt. 
The  noble  Earl  referred,  in  words  which  I 
am  aore  would  find  a  response  in  the  minds 
of  all   your  Lordships,  to   the  character, 
great  eminence,  and  ability  of  the  distin- 
gaiahed  statesman  who  has  been  so  long 
the  Minister  to  this  country  of  the  United 
Statea,    and    whoso  departure  from   this 
•oantry  in  that  capacity  we  all,  I  am  sure, 
extremely  regret.     I  could  not  help  being 
mneh  struck  by  some  obscrTations  made 
bj  that  very  eminent  person  a  few  days 
•go.     Speaking  on  the  subject  which  has 
BOW  ooeapied  your  Lordships'   attention, 
Jir.  AdAma  ia  reported  to  haTo  said — 


"  The  sam  of  all  true  diplomacy  is  to  be  found 
in  the  Christian  maxim  of  doing  to  your  neigh- 
bour that  which  you  would  he  should  do  to  you  ; 
and  where  the  will  is  good  a  way  of  arrangement 
is  sure  ultimately  to  be  found." 

My  Lords,  I  think  we  have  shown  sub- 
stantially that  our  will  for  the  adjustment 
of  this  difiiculty  is  good.  I  am  willing  to 
take  according  to  the  letter  what  Mr. 
Adams  states  of  the  will  and  inclination 
of  the  American  GoTernment.  It  will  be 
strange,  iudeed,  my  Lords,  if  with  that 
state  of  mind  on  both  sides,  an  arrange- 
ment of  this  difficulty  does  not  before  long 
present  itself. 

Lord  WESTBURY  wished  to  offer  a 
few  obserTations,  which,  he  said,  would  be 
elicited  by  the  regret  he  felt  that  these  ne- 
gotiations for  arbitration  had  been  suspen- 
ded for  a  time.  He  thought  they  were  sus- 
pended under  some  misapprehension  of  the 
nature  of  the  claim  intended  to  be  brought 
forward  by  the  United  States.  It  was 
extremely  desirable  to  ascertain  with  accu- 
racy what  ought  to  be  the  condition  of  the 
arbitration.  In  the  discussion  of  this 
matter  we  often  heard  the  phrases  "Inter- 
national Law "  and  *'  breach  of  Inter- 
national Law.*'  No  word  could  be  more 
inappropriate  to  express  the  mutual  obliga- 
tions between  nations  of  equal  rank  and 
power  than  the  word  "  law,"  for  there  was 
no  law  whateTcr.  There  was  no  sanction  or 
any  power  of  this  country  judicially  to  inflict 
punishment  for  breaches  of  the  so-called 
law.  There  were,  however,  certain  rules 
which  had  been  agreed  to  by  civilized  na- 
tions, and  which  derived  their  authority 
and  force  merely  from  the  consents  of 
their  Governments,  but  that  was  by  no 
means  law.  Throughout  the  whole  of  these 
discussions  false  notions  were  incidentally 
suggested  by  the  use  of  the  phrase  "  Inter- 
national Law."  There  was  one  rule  of 
conduct  which  undoubtedly  civilized  nations 
had  mutually  agreed  to  observe,  and  it  was 
that  the  territory  of  a  neutral  should  not 
be  the  basis  of  military  operations  by  ono 
of  two  belligerents  against  the  other.  In 
speaking  of  the  base  of  operations  he  must  to 
a  certain  degree  differ  from  the  noble  Earl. 
It  was  not  a  question  whether  armed  ships 
had  actually  left  our  shores  ;  but  it  was  a 
question  whether  ships,  with  a  view  to  war, 
had  been  built  in  our  ports  by  one  of  two 
belligerents.  They  need  not  have  been 
armed  ;  but  if  they  had  been  laid  down  and 
built  with  a  view  to  warlike  operations  by 
one  of  two  belligerents,  and  this  was  know- 
ingly permitted  to  be  done  by  a  neutral 
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^ower,  it  was  unquestionably  a  breach  of 

leutrality.    Now,  what  was  the  obligation 

if  a  neutral  Power  ?     Its  obligation  could 

ie  no  moro  than  that  it  should  use  the  laws 

ind  institutions  of  its  own  country  in  order 

lo  prevent  a  breach  of  its  neutrality.     It 

lould  not  be  called  upon  to  do  any  more. 

If  there  were  any  grounds  of  complaint  it 

[ught  to  be  shown  that  the  neutral  had  by 

ts  own  laws  and  institutions  the  power  to 

prevent  the   subject   of    that    complaint. 

'his  was  the  doctrine  laid   down  by   the 

United  States  in  their  disputes  with  Por- 

|ugal.     They  alleged  that  they  had,  hond 

le  and  with  sincerity,  used  their  own  laws 
md  institutions  to  the  utmost  in  order  to 
>reTent  any  breach  of  their  neutrality, 
[ndeed,  the  animus  with  which  the  neutral 
^owers  acted  was  the  only  true  criterion, 
'he  neutral  Power  might  be  mistaken  ;  it 
light  omit  to  do  something  which  ought 
lo  be  done,  or  direct  something  to  be 
lone  which  ought  not  to  be  done  ;  but  the 
inestion  was  whether,  from  beginning  to 
md,  it  had  acted  with  sincerity  and  with 

real  desire  to  promote  and  preservo  a 
[pirit  of  neutrality  ?  A  neutral  could  never 
»e  required  to  do  more.  Possibly,  one 
latiou  might  have  a  right  to  make  domi- 
filiary  visits,  and  to  search  for  and  take 
possession  of  papers  ;  but  a  country  hav- 
ing that  power  could  not  complain  of  a 
jountry  which  did  not  possess  it,  for  not 
ising  such  means  of  discovering  whether 
\t  not  a  breach  of  neutrality  was  medi- 
lated.  Ho  wished  these  observations  to 
)Q  applied  to  the  demands  made  by  Mr. 
ieward,  and  the  manner  in  which  they 
lad  been  met  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
[retary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  The 
iltimate  issue  of  the  Correspondence — if  he 
[orrectly  understood  his  noble  and  learned 
Viend  on  the  Woolsack— was  this  : — Mr. 
ieward  said,  "  I  will  insist  in  the  reference 
[hat  you  did  wrong,  and  that  you  acted  in- 
udiciously  and  without  proper  information 
|n  recognizing  the  Confederate  States  as 

belligerent  Power."  Now,  it  was  quite 
preposterous  to  suppose  that  Mr.  Seward 
neant  to  contradict  himself.  The  object 
)l  the  reference  was  to  obtain  compensation 
[or  breaches  of  our  neutrality  ;  but  when 

\r,  Seward  issued  his  own  proclamation 
|here  had  unquestionably  been  attempts  to 
ireak  the  blockade  on  the  part  of  the  mer- 
chant vessels.  Mr.  Seward  could  therefore 
lever  say  that  he  claimed  compensation  in 
jespect  of  our  proclamation  of  neutrality, 
Involving,  as  it  did,  a  recognition  of  the  Con- 
[ederate  States  as  belligerents  ;  but  what 
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he  meant  was  this — he  said  io  effect: — 
"  Whether  you  were  a  sincere  and  loyal  neu- 
tral is  the  question  in  dispute,  and  that  must 
be  judged  from  a  view  of  the  whole  of  your 
conduct.  I  do  not  mean  to  put  it  merely 
upon  the  particular  transaction  relative 
to  the  Alahatna.  I  insist  upon  it  in  that 
case  undoubtedly  ;  but  I  contend  that  from 
beginning  to  end  you  had  an  undue  prefer- 
ence and  predilection  for  the  Confederate 
States ;  that  you  were,  therefore,  not  loyal 
in  your  neutrality ;  and  I  appeal  to  the 
precipitancy  with  which  you  issued  year 
Proclamation,  thereby  involving  a  recogni* 
tion  of  the  Confederate  States  as  a  belli- 
gerent  Power,  as  a  proof  of  your  insin- 
cerity and  want  of  impartial  attention." 
And  now  could  we  prevent  him  from  using 
that  document  for  such  a  purpose  ?  How 
unreasonable  it  was  to  say,  **  When  yon 
go  into  arbitration  you  shall  not  use  a 
particular  document,  even  as  an  argumeat 
upon  the  question  whether  there  was 
sincere  neutrality  or  not."  He  (Lord 
Westbury)  should  very  much  regret  if  the 
negotiations  were  broken  off  on  a  misap- 
prehension of  the  meaning  and  intent  of 
the  American  Government,  and  if  that 
which  was  most  necessary  for  the  peaee  of 
mankind — the  security  of  peace  with  the 
United  States — was  perilled  by  any  aaeh 
misapprehension.  A  favourite  notion  had  al- 
ways been  entertained  in  the  United  States 
that  the  late  war  was  not  a  civil  war,  but 
a  revolt  or  rebellion,  and  very  probably 
the  United  States  committed  a  blunder  in 
proclaiming  the  blockade.  It  was  quite  com* 
potent  for  them  to  have  issued  a  proclama- 
tion prohibiting  intercourse  with  the  ports  of 
the  States  whom  they  alleged  to  be  in  a 
state  of  revolt;  but  the  effect  of  such  a  pro- 
clamation would  simply  have  been  that  if 
a  foreign  ship  had  attempted  to  enter  one 
of  those  ports,  the  United  States  vessels 
could  not  have  captured  and  condemned 
her,  but  could  only  have  obstructed  her  pro- 
gress and  turned  her  away.  Instead  of  adopt- 
ing such  a  course,  however,  Mr«  Seward 
issued  a  proclamation  of  blockade,  and  by 
that  proclamation  necessarily  placed  the 
Confederate  States  in  the  position  of  belli- 
gerents, and  all  the  other  countries  in  the 
world  in  a  position  of  neutrality.  Mr. 
Seward,  indeed,  admitted  this ;  but  com- 
plained of  a  breach  of  neutrality,  and  held 
that  that  must  depend,  not  upon  single 
transactions,  but  upon  the  inferenoes  to 
be  derived  from  the  whole  of  our  oondnot« 
Now,  suppose  the  case  of  the  Alabama 
were  being  argued  before  an  arbitrator,  hia 
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noble  Friend  (Earl  RuBsell)  nii«jrht  saj, 
''  Why,  the  Alabama  was  permitted  to 
escape  simply  by  an  accident,  over  which 
I  had  no  eoiitrol ;  and*  you  ought  not  to 
judge  of  my  conduct  by  one  accidental 
default,  but  by  the  spirit  I  manifested 
wheo  I  seized  the  Alexandra  and  the  rams, 
and  placed  myself  in  peril  from  the  Con- 
senrative  Opposition,  which  nearly  brought 
the  Government  into  a  minority."  Now,  if 
it  would  be  reasonable  for  his  noble  Friend 
to  use  that  topic,  deriTed  from  the  general 
conduct  of  the  English  Government,  as 
touching  the  particular  case  of  the  Ala- 
hama,  surely  it  was  equally  reasonable  for 
Mr.  Seward  to  apply  his  argument  to  any 
particular  fact  connected  with  the  conduct 
of  this  country,  and  to  draw  from  it  the 
opposite  conclusion  as  to  the  sincerity  of 
our  neutrality.  While,  therefore,  he  (Lord 
Westbury)  cordially  concurred  in  all  that 
had  been  done  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Foreign  Office,  he  regretted 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  have  taken  one 
natter  up  from  a  mistaken  point  of  view, 
and  should  have  supposed  that  Mr.  Seward 
intended  to  make  a  demand  for  pecuniary 
damages  in  respect  of  our  Proclamation, 
instead  of  using  it  as  a  special  argument 
in  support  of  his  claim  for  damages  in 
other  particulars.  He  deeply  lamented 
that  the  negotiations  should  have  termi- 
nated upon  that  misconception.  One  point 
had  arisen  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to 
which  it  was  proper  to  refer  —  namely, 
the  desirability  of  effecting  an  alteration 
in  the  ezisting  law.  In  his  opinion  no 
alteration  of  the  law  would  be  effectual 
nnleaa  it  extended  to  this — that  no  armed 
▼easel,  and  no  vessel  obviously  built  for 
warlike  purposes  by  any  private  individual 
in  this  country,  should  bo  permitted  to 
leave  our  harbours  unless  upon  security, 
or  upon  the  fact  being  clearly  ascertained, 
that  she  was  hand  fide  the  property  of 
■one  other  Power  not  being  a  belligerent. 
In  conclusion,  he  would  say  that  he  had 
only  desired  for  a  moment  to  point  out  the 
Tiew  of  the  case  which  he  trusted  would 
Ve  considered  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Foreign  Office,  and  to  express 
bis  hope  that  the  negotiations  for  an  arbi- 
tration would  be  resumed,  and  would 
shortly  be  bronght  to  the  condition  of  a 
inal  reference. 

Tm  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
wished  to  correct  two  errors  into  which  his 
BoUe  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Westbury) 
bad  inadrertently  fallen,  and  which,  if  left 
miotiead,  night  lead  to  misundentanding 


elsewhere.  His  noblo  and  learned  Friend 
had  placed  a  very  ingenious  construction 
upon  the  demand  made  by  tho  TJnilcd 
States  Government  through  Mr.  Seward. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  the  explanation 
of  that  demand  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  given  had  never  been  given  by 
Mr.  Seward  himself;  and  he  thought,  for 
this  very  good  reason,  that  if  all  that  was 
desired  was  that  the  premature  recognition, 
as  it  was  called,  of  the  state  of  belligerency 
should  be  made  a  topic  before  the  arbitra- 
tor, or  a  matter  of  evidence  going  to  sup- 
port the  claim  raised  in  other  respects, 
that  was  not  a  thing  to  be  stipulated  for 
bcforehond ;  it  was  a  question  for  the  arbi- 
trator. The  arbitrator  would  be  the  judge 
of  what  evidence  was  relevant  and  what 
was  not.  It  was  for  the  arbitrator  to  de- 
cide what  evidence  he  would  admit;  nnd  it 
was,  he  thought,  a  thing  unheard  of  that  a 
reference  to  arbitration  should  contain  a 
definition  of  tho  evidence  to  be  adduced 
before  the  arbitrator.  The  other  error 
which  he  desired  to  correct  was  this  : — His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  spoken  of 
the  negotiations  as  having  been  broken  off. 
The  exact  point  at  which  they  stood  was 
this.  Mr.  Seward's  last  communication 
contained  a  proposal,  couched  in  somewhat 
general  terms,  that  there  should  be  a  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  all  claims.  Upon 
that  his  noble  Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary 
requested  Mr.  Seward  to  develop  more  ac- 
curately what  he  designed  or  aimed  at  by 
such  a  Commission;  and  tho  negotiations, 
he  thought,  wero  at  present  waiting  for  a 
communication  from  Mr.  Seward  on  that 
score. 

Lord  WESTBURY  explained.  What 
he  had  said  was  this,  that  in  the  last  des- 
patch of  the  Foreign  Secretary  he  stipu- 
lated that  all  question  of  precipitancy 
should  be  excluded  from  the  consideration 
of  the  arbitrator.  If  that  were  so,  it  could 
not  be  admitted  either  as  a  matter  of  evi- 
dence, or  as  a  general  topic. 

Earl  RUSSELL  was  also  understood 
to  explain  that  he  had  not  objected  to  the 
Foreign  Secretary  having  assented  to  arbi- 
tration; but  to  his  having  assented  to  au 
arbitration  that  was  so  vague. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  vAth' 
drawn. 

House  adjonmed  at  Seveo  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  March  27,  1868. 

[INUTES.]  — Niw  MiMBiR  SwoBN—  Samuel 

Carter,  esquire, /or  Goyentrj. 
IxLECT    CoiiiiiTTXK — Ou    Scientific    Instruction 

fuminated  ;  on  Extradition  nomiruUed. 
IvTFLT^-coniicUred  in  Committee — Ariit  Esti- 

1L4TK8. 

ttdutiont  [March  26]  reported, 
fuBLic  Bills — Resolutions  in  Committee — Land 

Writs  Registration  (Scotland)  [Salaries,  dec] ; 

Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections  [Salaries,  dec]  ;   Industrial  Schools 

(Ireland)  [Expenses]. 
\'hird  Readtng-Con%o\idsited  Fund  (£6,000,000)*; 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance* 

[48],  and  passed, 

PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION. 
PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mb.    STEPHEN   CAVE   said:    It  is 

rith    great    regret   that    I    feel    mjself 

Ibligedy  for  the  first  time  since  I  haTO  had 

seat  in  this  House,  to  intrude  myself 

|n  the  House  with  regard  to  a  personal 

latter.     It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 

lany  hon.  Members  that  on  Tuesday  last 

made  a  few  remarks  on  the  amalgama- 
ion  of  railways,  in  discussing  the  Ecsolu- 
lions  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  with 
leference  to  competition.  No  exception 
ras  taken  to  those  remarks  by  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House;  but  it  has  been  reported 
fo  me  that,  on  the  following  morning,  the 
ion.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Flint 
)orough8  (Sir  John  Uanmcr),  who  is  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  a  group  of  Rail- 
ray  Bills,  among  which  is  the  Amalgama- 
|ion  Bill  of  the  Brighton  and  other  railways, 
mbliely  made  use  of  the  following  expres- 
lions  in  the  Committee-room  : — 

**  A  matter  has  happened  in  tho  House  which 
think  extremely  improper.     It  happened  at  five 
I'clock,  when  tho  House  was  dead  sick  of  private 
msiness,  and  therefore,  although  it  was  my  busi- 
less  to  answer  tho  Vice  President  of  tho  Board 
}f  Trade,  I  did  not  do  so.     The  Vice  President  of 
|ho  Board  of  Trade,  in  my  opinion,  gave  a  most 
Improper  expression  of  opinion  upon  tho  subject 
»f  a  question  now  pending  before  this  Committee, 
rhich  he  had  no  business  to  do,  even   if  ho  had 
^en  a  private  Member,  still  less  an  official  Mcm- 
er.     Speaking  on  the  question  of  competition,  he 
Expressed  his  opinion  against  the  monopoly  of  rail- 
rays.  This  was  a  question  which  was  legitimately 
(fore  the  House  ;  but  ho  sold  there  was  another 
lonopoly — that  is  to  say,  these  amalgamations — 
^nd  he  said  there  was  a  gigantic  scheme.    His  ob- 
»rvations  went  to  show  that  it  was  a  very  preju- 
licial  thing,  that  it  was  now  pending — and  so  on. 
To  had  no  business  to  express  that  opinion." 

'here  was  more  to  the  same  effect,  with 


which,  after  what  has  since  passed,  I  will 
not  trouble  the  House.  Now,  Sir,  these 
are  very  strong  expressions,  especially  from 
one  sitting  in  a  judicial  capacity,  and  I 
cannot  deny  that  they  haTO  giTen  me  great 
pain  ;  but  the  hon.  Baronet  has  assured 
me  prifately — and  he  will  no  doubt  repeat 
it  publicly— that  he  had  no  intention  of 
saying  anything  personally  offensife  to  my- 
self, and  that  he  is  willing,  as  far  as  ex- 
pressions go,  to  withdraw  everything  that 
has  such  an  appearance.  I  cannot  hesitate 
to  accept  this  assurance,  and  to  dismiss  so 
much  of  the  subject  altogether  from  my 
mind.  I  cannot,  howe?er,  help  thinking 
it  unfortunate  that  the  hon.  Baronet  did 
not  express  his  opinion  in  the  House  before 
those  in  whose  minds  what  I  had  said  was 
fresh,  instead  of  doing  so  on  the  following 
day  to  a  mixed  audience  in  my  absence-^ 
when  I  was,  of  course,  unable  to  justify 
myself  or  to  offer  any  explanations.  I  dki 
not.  howcTer,  wish  to  dwell  upon  this 
point.  But  as  the  hon.  Baronet  has  told 
me,  as  frankly  as  he  withdrew  the  form  of 
his  charge  against  me,  that  he  adheres  to 
the  substance  of  it — which  is,  after  all,  the 
most  serious  part  of  the  question — it  it  in- 
cumbent on  me  to  clear  myself  if  I  ean 
from  these  imputations,  which,  if  deserredy 
would  prove  me  unfit  for  the  office  I  hold, 
and  even  for  a  seat  in  this  House.  Several 
months  ago  my  attention  was  officially 
directed  to  the  effect  of  railway  amalgama- 
tions. Complaints  reached  the  office  from 
various  quarters  of  increased  charges  and 
diminished  accommodation,  and  it  was 
suggested  that  tho  Board  of  Trade,  which 
has  no  power  of  active  interference  in  these 
matters,  would  not  be  doing  its  duty  if  it 
did  not  warn  Parliament  that  monopoly 
was  rapidly  replacing  competition,  and  that 
it  behoved  the  House,  in  which  the  power 
really  was,  to  take  care  that  the  public 
did  not  suffer  by  the  change.  Having 
spoken  to  tho  Chairman  of  Committees, 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen),  and 
other  Members,  who  all  concurred  in  this 
view,  1  proposed  to  take  advantage  of  the 
Resolutions  on  Competition  of  my  hon. 
Friend  tho  Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr. . 
Dodson),  and  to  go  somewhat  into  the  de- 
tails of  Bills  of  this  Session.  But,  unfor- 
tunately, the  discussion  of  these  Resolu- 
tions was  delayed  until  some  of  the  Bills 
were  before  Committees.  I  then  felt  that 
it  would  be  scarcely  right  to  refer  to  the 
details  of  these  measures,  and  therefore 
confined  my  remarks  to  the  general  qnea- 
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tioiiv  earefnlly  avoiding  any  obserTutioi)  on 
the  merits  of  particular  schemes.  I  will 
read  the  only  passage  which  can  have  re- 
ference to  the  Bill  before  the  hon.  Baronet's 
Committee — 

"  This  year  the  number  of  Bills  was  onl  j  fifteen, 
bat  among  them  was  a  gigantic  scheme  affecting 
a  large  district  in  the  South  of  England." 

This  is  absolutely  all ;  and  so  guarded  was 
I  that  I  mentioned  no  name,  and,  as  it 
happens,  there  is  another  scheme  to  which 
the  description  would  apply,  though  I  will 
not  deny  that  the  first  was  in  my  mind. 
The  rest  of  my  speech  has  reference  to  the 
general  question ,  and  even  there  I  do  not 
express  myself  against  amalgamations;  but 
that  regulations  for  periodicnl  future  revi- 
sion should  be  framed,  and  that  certain 
Standing  Orders  should  be  amended,  which 
eoold  not,  of  course,  aflfect  Bills  now  in 
Committee.  The  House  was  full.  The 
Boble  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  followed  me.  The  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Watkin)  spoke.  The 
Member  for  Wick  (Mr.  Laing)  was  present; 
both  always  ready  and  watchful,  and  both 
interested  ;  but  it  did  not  apparently  occur 
to  them,  or  to  any  one  else,  that  I  bad  the 
absurd  intention  of  biassing  the  Committee. 
And  I  presume  the  House  will  not  accept 
the  doetrine,  for  it  really  comes  to  this — 
that  Members  are  to  be  debarred  from  dis- 
eataing  general  subjects,  because  the  argu- 
ments may  bear  indirectly  on  some  private 
Bin.  Sir,  this  is  the  tenth  year  in  which 
I  hnTe  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
Honsev  during  that  period  I  have  fre- 
quently taken  part  in  the  business  of  Par- 
liament. Up  to  this  moment  no  exception 
has  ever  been  taken  to  the  propriety  of  a 
single  syllable  I  have  uttered  in  this  House; 
and  I  confidently  hope  that  the  House  will 
aeqnit  me  of  having  deserved  it  on  this 
occasion. 

Sm  JOHN  HANMER:  In  the  first 
place,  I  beg  leave  to  eipress  the  satisfaction 
which  it  gives  me — as  it  would  to  anj 
other  Gentleman — to  make  any  amends  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  anything  in 
which  he  may  have  thought  that  I  con- 
ducted myself  to  him  with  less  courtesy 
than  he  deserved.  It  is  only  justice  to 
nysdf  to  state  that,  the  very  moment  I 
learnt  that  objection  had  been  taken  by 
him  to  my  remarks,  I  sought  him  out  and 
stated,  what  he  has  very  correctly  rc- 
peatedy  that,  if  there  was  anything  in  the 
form  of  what  I  said  which  was  offensive 
or  hurtful  to  his  feelings,  it  would  give  me 
gleasnra  nnd  satisfaction  to  withdraw  it — 
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I  should  do  so  most  heartily  and  reodily 
— hut,  at  the  same  time,  if  I  were  asked 
whether  I  adhered  to  the  opinion  I  had 
expressed  ?  I  said  I  do  adhere  to  it,  and 
tliere  is  no  reason  why  I  should  not  do  so. 
I  do  adhere  to  it  in  the  ploinest  and  most 
direct  manner,  and  I  am  prepared  to  de- 
fend everything  I  said,  barring  the  form, 
and  anything  that  may  have  offended  him. 
It  so  happened  that  the  other  afternoon 
there  was  a  long  debate  in  the  House  on 
the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chairman  of  Committees.  The 
House  was  tired  and  impatient  on  the  sub- 
ject— so  impatient  that  it  would  not  listen 
to  what  tho  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
East  Riding  (Lord  Uotham)  wished  to  say; 
who,  of  all  others,  had  the  best  right  to 
be  heard  on  such  a  subject.  For  me,  there- 
fore, to  get  up  at  a  time  when  the  House 
was  necessarily  anxious  to  proceed  to  other 
business  of  great  importance  would  have 
been  perfectly  futile.  Besides,  I  did  not 
happen  to  be  sitting  in  the  line  of  sight, 
and  your  eye.  Sir,  would  naturolly  have 
fallen  on  some  other  Member.  But  I  had 
a  reason  for  what  I  did  say  next  day 
before  the  Committee  of  which  I  happened 
to  be  Chairman.  That  Committee  has  got 
before  it  a  most  perplexed,  troublesome, 
difficult,  and  arduous  question.  The  diffi- 
culty of  it  may  be  estimated  when  I  say 
that  I  was  credibly  informed  yesterday 
that,  notwithstanding  all  the  pains  I  have 
taken,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Referee, 
to  keep  the  proceedings  within  due  bounds, 
the  inquiry  cost  the  moderate  rate  of  three 
and  a  half  guineas  a  minute.  I,  hoping  to 
save  expense,  had  suggested  to  one  of  the 
counsel  who  appeared  before  me  the  day 
before,  that  I  thought  he  need  not  call 
witnesses  from  other  systems  of  united 
railways,  because  really  the  Committee 
were  perfectly  aware  of  everything  that 
could  be  said  on  the  subject.  But  I  said 
so-and-so  took  place  the  night  before  in 
the  House  of  Commons ;  such-and-such 
doctrines  were,  according  to  my  under- 
standing of  them,  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  therefore  it  may  be 
for  you  now  to  consider  whether  you  will 
or  no  be  content  with  the  evidence  as  it 
stands,  or  call  other  witnesses.  That  was 
my  sole  reason  for  saying  what  I  did,  and 
I  had  no  wish  to  cavil  at  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  At  the 
same  time  I  do  fairly  own  I  did  feel  very 
greatly  aggrieved  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech,  and  he  will  pardon  me 
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rhen  I  say  he  has  not  altogether  recol- 
lected the  whole  of  it.     A  sentence  has 
leen  omitted  that  had  a  Terj  great  hearing 
ipon  the  question.      I  haTO  heen  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  for  a  very  great  numher 
»f  years ;    and  certainly,  for  a  long  time 
rhile  I  was  a  Member,  whenever  a  question 
ras  sent  to  a  Committee  upstairs  it   was 
considered  exceedingly  wrong  in  any  pri- 
vate Member  to  allude  to  it  in  any  way, 
itill  more  for  any  official  Member  to  do  so. 
can  remember   the   time   when   official 
[embers  always  left  the  House  when  there 
'as  any  question  pending  about  the  private 
lusiness.     But  of  all  official  Members,  for 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  express  an  opinion  when  a  question  was 
sending  before  a  Committee  which  might 
prejudice  the  decision  of  that  Committee — 
[le,  I  think,  is  about  the  last  Gentleman 
that   should  do  so.     But  I   express  that 
opinion  with  the  greatest  courtesy  to  tho 
'ight   hon.    Gentleman.      We    agree    to 
liffer.     He  holds  one  opinion  ;    I  hold  an- 
ther.     The  right   hon.    Gentleman  cer- 
tainly did  perplex  and  trouble  my  waters 
^ery  much  indeed.      We  have  a  very  diffi- 
lult  question  to  decide,  and  whichever  way 
re  decide  it  I  feel  very  little  doubt  that 
lomething  more  will  be  heard  about  it  when 
^he  Report  is  made.     When  the  Report  is 
»rought  up,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
[liinks  fit  to  object  to  the  Bill  in  its  reported 
itate,  well  and  good ;  he  will  then  have  a 
»roper  opportunity  of  doing  so  ;   but  I  do 
lot  think  that  the  timo  he  selected  to  call 
|n  question  the  matters  before  the  Com- 
nitteo   was    the  right  time  for  doing  so. 
^he  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  ob- 
jected to  railway  monopoly.      Now,  upon 
Ihe  subject  of  railway  monopoly,  which  had 
»een  discussed   for  a  long  time   before,  1 
jould  have  said  a  great  deal;  but  not  wish- 
ing to  inflict  my  speeches  upon  the  House 
inncccBsarily,  I  said  nothing  about  it.  But 
ihe  right   hon.   Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
[hat,  while  he  objected  to  monopoly  as  far 
ks  it   rested  upon   competition,  there  was 
mother  kind  of  monopoly  which  arose  out 
»f  amalgamation,  and  that  he  had  no  ob- 
jection on  principle  to  amalgamation.  But, 
ifter  having  declared  that,  tho  right  hon. 
lentleman  went  to  say  that  there  was  a 
;igantic   scheme   of  amalgamation    going 
Forward  in   the  South  of  England,  and  his 
jpeech  certainly  led  us  to  believe  that  he 
objected  to  tliat  scheme.      But  why  and 
ipon  what  principle  did  he  object  to  it? 
le  had  said  just  before  that  he  did  not 
object  to   the  principle  of  amalgamation, 
Sir  John  Uantner 


and  therefore  he  could  not  objeet  to  the 
scheme  upon  that  ground. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE:  My  stote- 
mentwith  regard  to  amalgamation  followed 
what  I  said  with  regard  to  this  seheme. 

Sir  JOHN  HA'NMER:  Well,  it  all 
comes  to  the  same  end.  At  all  events,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  uttered  the  words 
before  I  did.  I  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  is  connected  by  represen- 
tation with  that  part  of  England,  was 
arguing  the  matter  upon  some  particular 
and  local  ground,  which  I  thonght  he 
ought  not  to  have  done ;  and  for  the  rea- 
sons I  have  given,  I  told  the  eounsel  be- 
fore the  Committee  what  I  did  the  next 
morning.  That  is  the  long  and  the  short 
of  it.  I  willingly  withdraw  any  expression 
that  may  have  hurt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  still  I  may,  as  I  must,  think  that  he 
selected  the  wrong  time  for  making  a 
statement  upon  this  subject. 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND). 
NOnOE  OF  AMENDMBNT. 

Lord  STANLEY :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that,  on  Monday  next,  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  upon  the  Irish 
Church  Establishment,  I  shall  mofe  an 
Amendment  in  the  following  words  : — 

'<That  this  House,  while  admiUing  that  ooa- 
sidcrable  modificAtions  in  the  Temporalities  of  tho 
Uoited  Church  in  Ireland  may,  after  the  pending 
inquiry,  appear  to  be  expedient,  is  of  opinion  that 
any  proposition  tending  to  the  disestablishment  or 
the  disendowment  of  that  Church  ought  to  be  re« 
served  for  the  decision  of  a  new  Parliament." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  order  that  there 
may  be  no  misapprehension  upon  this  most 
important  subject,  I  wish  to  know  whether 
I  am  correct  in  understanding  the  noble 
Lord  to  say  that  he  will  make  his  Motion 
in  tho  form  of  an  Amendment  in  Commit- 
tee;  or,  whether  he  intends  to  move  it  as  an 
Amendment  upon  the  Motion  "  That  the 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  or,  to 
speak  more  accurately,  upon  the  Motion 
"  That  this  House  do  immediately  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee." 

Lord  STANLEY:  I  shsll  move  it  as 
an  Amendment  upon  the  Motion,  **  That 
tho  House  do  immediately  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee." 

THE  PARIS  EXHIBITION.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BAYLEY  potter  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Privy  Council,  Whether  he  is  willing  to 
give  a  Return  of  all  sums  expended  on 


867  Fori  Ogle 


I  Maboh  27,  1 868 )        The  Southern  Dtetrtet      858 


aecoant  of  the  Paris  Exliibition,  and  tlie 
naniea  and  offices  held  by  the  persons  re- 
ceiTing  such  sums  ? 

Lord  ROBBBT  MONTAGU  said,  the 
Retoms  would  bo  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  shortly. 

HETROPOLIS— DEPTFORD  CREEK 
OUTFALLS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  Alderman  SALOMONS  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  ho  is  aware 
of  the  intention  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  to  open  new  Sewer  Outfalls  into 
Deptford  Creek,  in  opposition  to  the  re- 
monstrances of  the  Officer  of  Health  of  the 
district,  who  considers  the  proposed  works 
dangerous  to  the  health  of  the  neighbour- 
hood ;  and,  if  such  Outfall  is  not  a  con- 
travention of  the  spirit  of  the  Main  Drain- 
ago  Act  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  was  informed  by  the  Board 
of  Works  that  they  had  already  a  sewer 
ontfall  from  the  Southern  High  and  Middle 
Level  Sewers,  which  only  acted  in  very 
heavy  storms.  They  proposed  to  construct 
a  tterm  overflow  from  the  low  level  sewers 
that  would  only  operate  when  there  were 
TOfj  heavy  floods,  and  the  sewers  had  been 
completely  washed  clean.  No  decision 
would  be  arrived  at  upon  the  subject  until 
after  neit  Saturday.  In  the  event  of  the 
ootfalla  being  made,  they  would  occasion 
no  inoonvenieuoe,  and  would  not  in  any  way 
controvert  the  terms  of  the  Act. 

SCOTLAND— ROADS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WALDEGRAVE.LESLIE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether 
he  pnrposes  bringing  in  any  general  Road 
Bill  for  Scotland  during  the  present  Ses- 
■ionf 

Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE,  in  reply, 
aaidy  a  general  Road  Bill  for  Scotland 
would  affect  so  many  complicated  interests, 
and  give  rise  to  to  much  difference  of  feel- 
ing and  opinion,  that  it  was  not  his  inten- 
tion to  introduce  such  a  measure  in  the 
present  Session. 

IRELAND— THE  RIVER  SHANNON. 
QUESTION. 

CoLOHEL  FRENCH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  When 
the  Fiah  Passes  on  the  weirs  on  the  Rirer 
Shannon,  ao  long  promised,  are  to  bo  built 
hy  the  Board  of  Works  ? 


The  Earl  of  MAYO  replied  that  he 
understood  that  the  FiRliorics  Commission 
had  recommended  the  works  to  be  executed; 
and  that,  in  all  probability,  those  recom- 
mendations would  shortly  be  carried  out  by 
the  Board  of  Works. 

ARMY— COMMISSIONS.— QUESTION. 

Sm  THOMAS  LLOYD  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  authorities  of  the  Horse 
Guards  and  War  Office  consider  the  refusal 
by  a  minor  to  pay  the  full  amount  of  a 
loan,  contracted  at  an  extravagant  rate  of 
interest  during  his  minority,  a  sufficient 
reason  for  refusing  a  Commission  in  the 
Army? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON.  in  reply, 
said,  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
a  very  general  one,  and  he  was  not  awaro 
whether  it  was  intended  to  apply  to  any 
particular  case.  The  only  answer  he  could 
give  to  the  inquiry  was  that  the  power  of 
determining  any  such  case  as  that  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  would  rest  entirely  with 
the  Commander-in-Chief. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  SOUTHERN 
DISTRICT.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  ho 
has  received  any  information  of  the  in- 
tended abolition  of  the  Southern  District 
Post  Office  ;  whether  such  abolition  will 
not  considerably  lessen  the  number  of  de- 
liveries over  the  district ;  and,  whether 
the  inhabitants  have  received  any  notice 
thereof ;  and,  if  so,  when  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  it  was  intended  to  abolish  the  Southern 
Postal  District  as  a  separate  district,  one 
portion  of  it  being  transferred  to  the 
South- Western  district,  and  the  remainder 
to  the  South-Easteru,  by  which  change  a 
saving  of  £2,000  per  annum  would  be 
effected  in  the  management.  In  reply  to 
the  second  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, he  had  to  state  that  the  proposed 
abolition  would  not  lessen  the  number  of 
deliveries  in  the  district,  except  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Kennington,  where  the 
number  of  daily  deliveries  would  bo  reduced 
from  twelve  to  eight,  and  the  number  of 
collections  from  twelve  to  nine,  as  was  the 
case  in  districts  similarly  situated  such 
as  Kensington  and  Bronipton.  In  reply 
to  the  third  part  of  the  Question,  he 
had  to  state  that  the  inhabitants  of  that 
part  of  the  district  which  was  to  be  trani- 
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ferred  to  tlie  South-Westero  district  hail 
received  notice  of  tho  proposed  clinnge  Inst 
niontli,  and  tlioto  residing  in  the  reninlnder 
of  the  district  were  now  being  served  witli 
B  BimiUr  Dotico. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  BRISTOL. 


Mr.  NEVILLE-ORENVILLE  suid.  h^ 
rould  beg  to  aik  (he  hen.  Member  for 
Cambridge,  Whether  he  intends  to  hrin^ 
efore  the  notice  of  this  House  a  Fctitioti 
iresented  b^  him.  from  near);  7,000  in- 
labilanti  of  the  cit;  nod  count;  of  Bristol, 
irnjing  the  House  (o  declare  one  of  the 
>euts  Tacanl,  and  for  the  issue  of  a  new 


I  doabt  the  eipediencj,  aa  a  general  rule, 
of  offering  mediation  when  it  ia  not  asked 
for  ;  and  I  do  not  tliink  that  mediation 
would,  if  offered  at  the  present  time,  be 
likely  to  be  acocpted.  But  if,  at  anj  time, 
the  mediation  of  Her  Mnjestj'a  Oorera- 
ment  should  bo  desired,  or  should  haTe 
any  reasonable  prospect  of  suecesa,  we 
should  almost,  as  a  matter  of  course,  do 
what  is  in  our  power  to  bring  about  a  re- 
conciliation, and  we  should  be  equally  pre- 
pared to  do  that  either  actingmngly  or  in 
cuncert  with  any  Power  that  may  be  in- 
clined to  help  us. 


Writ? 

Mk.  POWELL:   Sir, 
lonsidercd,  so  far  as  I  am 
lircumatances  of  this  cose 
ollest  conlidence  that  the  bon.  Membei 
eferred  to  in  the  Question  will  act  under 
I  due  sense  of  his   heavy   responsibility  to 
rards  the  constituency  vliicli  returned  him 
0  Parliament,  under  the  full  assurance  that 
le  was  and  would  conlintie  to  be  capable    """K'^S 
if  sitting  and  voting  in  this  House,  I  do    *"'     '' 


RMY— TROOPS  IN  THE  MAUaniUS. 

QUESTIOM. 

Mb,  OTWAT  said,  ho  wontd  beg  to  atk 
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lOt  propose  to  ask  the  Hoi 
ubject-matter  of  this  petition  to 
iiittee;  but  I  hope  I  may  he  allowed  to 
dd,  b;  way  of  a  more  complete  answer  to 
his  Question,  this  remark— tlint  if  an  hon. 
proved  (0  bo  n  bankrupt 
to  in  the  Mouse  of  Com- 
tato  of  affAirs  has  nrieen 
'hioh  is  clearly  provided  for  by  the  Sta- 
iitcs  of  the  Rcnlru  and  the  established 
eage  of  Parliament. 


having  oarefullv  i   ,    „  ,  „         .     ,„  x 

able  to  do   the    '^  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  a  Qneitioa 

•  ...rti.oviiia  the  '  ^''''  <'^$*>^'^  ">  an  Answer  which  ha  had 

-     •        given  two  or  three  days  since.     The  right 

hon.  Gentleman,  in  aswer  to  a  Question  as 

to,  whether  slops  would  be  taken  to  remove 

a  Bcgiment  stationed  at  Hauritias  during 

prevalence  of  the  epidemic  at  present 

^  Dg  in  that  island,  was  reported  as  having 

id  that  the  reoioral  was  a  quaalion  an- 

icr  the    ^'''^'y  ^"^  t''°  decision  of  the  Commander- 


WAR  IN  BRAZIL.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  he  would  beg  to 

sk  tho  Secretary  of  Sute  for  Foreign 
ffairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
cnt  will  alono.  or  in  cencert  »ith  the  Go- 
jrnment  of  the  United  Stales,  have  made 
'  intend  lo  make  any  endeavours  to  bring  ,  ■'<' 
bout  a  peaceable  settlement  of  tho  war  th 
etwecn  Brasil  and  its  allies  and  the  State  ' 
'  Paraguay  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  :  Sir,  Her  Majesty's 
overnment  sinccrelj  regret  tho  coniinu- 
)cc  of  this  war  between  Brazil  and  her 
lies  on  the  one  side,  and  Paraguay  on  the 
her.  We  believe  that  it  is  even  more 
leless  and  more  purposeless  than  wars 
jnerally  are  ;  and  we  cannot  but  see  that 
is  inflicting  enormous  injury  upon  all  the 
lunlries  engaged  in  it.  At  the  same  time 
Mr.  Selattr-Booth 


He  desired  to  know  vhether the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hsd  so  eipresaed 
himself,    and    whether  he   adopted   those 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
the  report  of  (he  portion  of  the  Answer  re- 
ferred to  bv  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
aceuratc.  What  ho  [Sir  John  Paking(on) 
had  stated  was  that  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  had  sent  out  orders  for  a  very  strict 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  regiment  had  been  permitted  to  land, 
considering  the  State  of  the  health  of  the 
island.  But,  with  reference  to  tho  aubjoet 
more  particularly  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  staled  that  he  himself  had 
sent  out  orders  last  year,  giving  full  power 
and  discretion  to  the  Officer  in  command  to 
renidvo  tho  troops  wlieneverin  his  judgment 
leallh  of  the  Island  should  render 
a  slop  advisable,  and  to  prevent  mil* 
takes  he  had  repeated  those  orders  and 
again  sent  them  out. 


SUPPLY. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and    Question    propowd. 
That  Mr.   Speaker  do  now   leave  the 
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COMPULSORT    PILOTAGE. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  :    Sir,  althongh  the 
Qoestion   which   I  propose  to  bring   be- 
fore the  notice  of  the  House  is  not  one  to 
excite    any  very  general    interest,   it  is, 
neTertheless,  a  question  of  no  small   im- 
portance.    It  affects  and  stands  in  connec- 
tion with  all  our  sailors,  numbering  hun- 
dreds of  thousands,  and  with  the  whole  of 
our  population  travelling  by  sea,  numbering 
millions.     The  registered  tonnnge  of  the 
United  Kingdom  in  the  year  1866  amounted 
to  5,692.0 J  0  tons ;  the  value  of  our  exports 
And   imports   for   the    same    period    was 
£534,000,000  ;     and     tho    entries    and 
elearances  at  the  Custom  House,  in  our 
foreign  trade,  were  about  31,000,000  tons, 
and  in  our  coasting  trade  a  similar  amount. 
All  those  persons  and  all  those  interests — 
those  sailors  and  travellers  by  sea;  owners 
of  Teasels  and  owners  of  goods  exported 
and  imported — are  all  materially  affected 
by  theoondition  of  our  pilotage  laws;  and, 
if  the  House  will  favour  me  with  its  atten- 
tion for  a  few  minutes,  I  think  I  shall  be 
able  to  show  that  it  is  expedient— nay,  that 
it  is  pressingly  necessary — that  these  laws 
should  be  altered  and  improved  forthwith. 
At  present  there  are  about  fifty  or  sixty 
pilotage  authorities   existing  around    the 
coast  of  the  United  Kingdom;  that  is  to 
say,  pilotage  authorities,  all  of  whom  possess 
some  amoont,  more  or  less,  of  legislative 
power;  and  the  laws  which  are  in  operation 
in  the  several  districts  are  very  nearly  as 
Tariotts    as    the  districts   are    numerous. 
From  perfectly  free  and  voluntary  pilotage 
— ^in  other  words,  between  places  where 
the  captains  and  owners  of  ships  have  it  in 
their  discretion  either  to  accept  or  reject 
the  pilot's  services,  to  other  places  where 
it  is  pretty  nearly  altogether  compulsory — 
all  intermediate  conditions  prevail.     This 
want  of  uniformity — this  variety   in    the 
laws  of  the  country  governing  the  pilotage 
system  around  our  coast — is  productive  of 
the  greatest  possible  inconvenience,  and 
the  anomalies  which  result  from  this  varia- 
tion of  law  are  most  embarrassing  to  the 
Mercantile  Marine  and  shipping  generally 
of  this  country,  but  more  particularly  so 
within  the  limits  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Deptford  Trinity  House,  which  is  the  great 
authority  on  pilotage.     That  body  governs 
the  river  Thames  and  all  the  approaches 
to  it,  north  and  south.     It  governs  besides 
not  A  few  of  our  outports;  and  the  general 
principle  which  lies  at  the  bnsis  of  its  go- 


vernment is  that  vessels  navigating  its 
waters  must  have  a  pilot  on  board,  and  be 
navigated  under  the  authority  and  by  the 
direction  of  a  pilot.  But  it  so  happens 
that  exceptions  to  this  first  principle  are 
pretty  nearly  as  numerous  as  the  cases  to 
which  the  principle  itself  is  applied.  The 
Merchant  Shipping  Act  passed  in  1854  is 
a  consolidating  Act.  It  sets  out  the  ex- 
emptions from  compulsory  pilotage,  and, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will 
read  them.     Section  379  says — 

"  The  following  Ships,  when  not  carrying  Pas- 
sengers, shall  be  exempted  from  compulsory  pilot- 
age in  the  London  district  and  in  the  Trinity 
House  Outport  districts ;  that  is  to  any — 1.  Ships 
employed  in  the  Coasting  Trade  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  2.  Ships  of  not  more  than  60  tons 
burthen.  3.  Ships  trading  to  Boulogne,  or  to 
any  place  in  Europe  north  of  Boulogne.  4.  Ships 
from  Guernsey,  Jersey,  Alderney,  Sark,  or  Man, 
which  are  wholly  laden  with  stone,  being  the  pro- 
duce of  those  islands.  5.  Ships  navigating  within 
the  limits  of  the  port  to  which  they  belong.  6. 
Ships  passing  through  the  limits  of  any  Pilotage 
district  on  their  voyages  between  two  places,  both 
situate  out  of  such  limits,  and  not  being  bound 
to  any  place  within  such  limits,  nor  anchoring 
therein." 

Now,  the  anomalies  and  absurdities  which 
result  from  these  exemptions  are  almost 
incredible;  and,  in  my  opinion,  are  discredit- 
able to  tho  legislation  of  this  House.  These 
exemptions  were  secured  by  this  Act  pur- 
posely, as  I  apprehend,  to  restrain  the  fur- 
ther action  of  the  compulsory  system  of 
pilotoge  ;  the  policy  of  the  Parliament  of 
1854  being  to  restrain  compulsory  pilotage 
as  much  as  may  be,  and  henceforth  to 
perpetuate  all  the  pilotage  which,  up  to 
that  time,  had  been  voluntary.  Just  let 
me  show  the  House  the  anomalies  which 
result  from  the  first  exemption  set  out  in 
this  clause,  '*  Ships  employed  in  the  Coast- 
ing Trade  of  tho  United  Kingdom,"  by 
reference  to  an  example.  A  small  Tessel, 
say  of  61  tons  burthen,  coming  through 
the  Downs  from  a  port  on  the  coast  of 
France  or  Spain,  is  subjected  to  compulsory 
pilotoge,  and  must  take  a  pilot;  while  a 
large  ship  of  300  or  600  tons,  or  any 
larger  size,  and  whatever  her  value,  com- 
ing from  an  English  port — say,  on  the 
South  coast,  or  from  Swansea  or  Bristol^- 
and  navigating  the  same  waters  as  tho  61- 
ton  ship,  notwithstanding  her  increased  size 
and  Talue;  and  the  greater  necessity  for 
additional  precautions  in  navigating  her, 
is  exempted  from  compulsory  pilotage,  and 
may  take  a  pilot  or  not,  as  her  commander 
may  think  most  expedient.  With  the  per- 
mission of  tho  House,  I  will  quote  an  au< 
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[horitj    well  known  to  Members  of  tbis 

[louee — a  Gentleman  wbo  was  at  tbe  Board 

if  Trade  wbcn  a  Committee  was  appointed 

lo  inquire  into  tbe  Laws  wbicb  regulate  our 

lercbant  Shipping  in  1860.     I  allude  to 

!!aptain--now,  I  believe,  Admiral  Sullivan. 

]n  reply  to  a  question,  be  gave  tbe  follow* 

Ing  instance  of  tbis  glaring  anomaly: — 

"  A  man  coming  from  a  foreign  port,  with  a 
little  TOBsel  of  60  or  70  tons— though  perfectly 
lompetent  to  take  a  vessel  of  any  size  through 
Ihe  navigation  of  the  Thames  and  the  Downs — 
Inust,  because  she  comes  from  a  foreign  port,  if 
[he  is  61  tons,  take  a  pilot ;  but  if  he  was  going 
ppon  the  coasting  trade  in  a  vessel  of  1,000  tons, 
Ihough  he  was  much  more  incompetent,  he  would 
le  allowed  to  navigate  the  whole  of  the  reaches  of 
Ihe  Thames." 

t  may  be  supposed  tbat  a  policy  wbicb 
lllows  tbe  captain  of  a  vessel  engaged  in 
[be  coasting  trade  to  navigate  bis  vessel 
^itbout  a  pilot  is  in  favour  of  tbe  coasting 
IS  against  tbe  foreign  trade  ;  but  tbere  is 
ilso  tbe  same  exemption  for  sbips  in  some 
Foreign    trades;   for   wbilst  sbips   coming 
[brougb  tbe  Downs  to  tbe  river  Tbames 
lUst  bave  a  pilot  on  board,  ships  coming 
from  a  port  north  of  Boulogne — Calais, 
Dieppe,  Ostend,  Antwerp,  Hamburgh,  St. 
^etersburgh,   Archangel,  or  any  port  in 
[be  Baltic — are  exempted  from  compulsory 
niotage,  and  the  captains  bave  it  in  their 
liscretion  to  take  a  pilot  or  not  on  board, 
ks  may  seem  most  expedient.     It  is  per- 
fectly clear  to  me  tbat  the  policy  of  en- 
[orciiig  pilotage,   as  a  protection  for  pro- 
perty, is  no  ground  whatever  for  exempting 
me  ship  from  pilotage,  whilst  another  ship 
lavigating  the  same   waters  is  compelled 
[o  take  a  pilot  on  hoard.     Now,  with  re- 
;ard  to  the  exemption    in  favour  of   the 
ressels   of    Guernsey,   Jersey,    Alderney, 
lark,  and  Man,  laden  with  stones,  the  pro- 
luce  of  those   islands,   is  it  possible    for 
iny  man  to  say,  with  reason  or  eense,  that 
^hero  is  any  greater  necessity  for  taking  a 
nlot  on  huard  when  a  vessel  is  laden  with 
(tone  than  when  laden  with  fruit  or  any 
»ther  cargo,  the  produce  of  the  islands  ? 
nothcr  anotnnly  resulting  from  the  com- 
lulsory  system  of  pilotage  occurs  at  Fal- 
nouth,  nt  which  port  vessels  are  very  much 
In  the  habit  of  calling  for  orders.     Now,  a 
jhip  coming  from  a  port  in  the  Mediterra- 
lean,  and  calling  at  Falmouth  for  orders, 
compelled    to    take    a  pilot   on    hoard, 
jbough    she  only    anchors   in    the   roads ; 
'hilst  tho  ship  which  puts  in   from  stress 
»f  weather  is  not  compelled  to  take  any 
lilot  at  all.     One   would  think   that   the 
[tatc  of  the  weather  would  have  something 
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to  do  with  tbe  question  whether  a  pilot 
should  be  taken  or  not ;  but  the  fact  is, 
that  when  the  weather  is  fine,  and  tbe 
vessel  merely  comes  in  for  orders,  she  is 
compelled  to  take  a  pilot,  whilst,  if  tbe  is 
driven  in  by  tbe  weather,  and  is,  conse- 
quently, more  or  less  in  danger,  she  is  not 
compelled  *to  take  a  pilot.  Some  of  tbe 
cases  in  the  Bristol  Channel  are  very  strik- 
ing. In  some  ports  pilotage  is  quite  volun- 
tary, in  others  altogether  compulsory.  Thus 
at  Bristol  it  is  compulsory  ;  on  the  other 
hand,  at  Gloucester  it  is  voluntary.  A  ship 
coming  up  tbe  Bristol  Channel  to  Bristol 
must  take  a  Bristol  Channel  pilot;  but  a 
ship  coming  through  tbe  same  waters,  if 
bound  to  Gloucester  instead  of  Bristol,  is 
free  to  take  a  pilot  or  not,  as  she  pleasee. 
It  is  perfectly  clear,  then,  in  the  words  of 
another  able  witness  wbo  was  examined 
before  tbe  Committee  which  sat  in  the 
year  1860,  tbat  there  is  no  sense  or  rea^ 
son  in  this  arbitrary  use  of  pilotage  in  some 
cases,  and  leaving  it  altogether  free  in 
others.  Then  tbere  is  another  strange 
anomaly.  The  first  exemption  is  that  of 
vessels  engaged  in  the  coasting  trade;  but 
the  question  is,  What  is  tbe  coasting  trade! 
Any  man  of  common  sense  would  sav  tbat 
a  ship  going  from  London  to  a  port  in  the 
North  of  England,  for  instance,  would  be 
employed  in  the  coasting  trade.  Bnt  tbat 
is  not  necessarily  the  case.  That  depends 
upon  what  her  cargo  may  happen  to  be 
composed  of.  So  that  the  safety  of  the 
ship  does  not  depend  upon  the  question 
of  what  water  she  is  passing  through;  but 
upon  where  the  cargo  came  from  which 
she  is  carrying.  A  coasting  vessel  is  ex- 
empt from  taking  a  pilot  on  board;  but  a 
vessel,  say  from  a  Mediterranean  port, 
which  discharges  a  part  of  her  cargo  in 
London,  and  carries  the  remainder  to  a 
port  in  the  North,  is  called  a  foreign  ship, 
and  is  compelled  to  take  a  pilot  from 
London  to  Orfordness.  And  the  absurdity 
of  this  will  appear  when  I  mention  tbat, 
if  this  small  part  of  her  cargo  is  taken 
out  of  the  vessel  and  put  into  a  lighter, 
and  then  back  again  into  the  vessel,  she  is 
not  then  compelled  to  take  a  pilot!  These 
are  not  the  only  evils  resulting  from  tbe 
operation  of  the  law  as  it  stands ;  tbere 
are  also  legal  consequences  flowing  from 
this  state  of  the  law  as  to  pilotage  which 
are  of  an  exceedingly  unjust  character. 
Under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  which 
I  have  quoted,  ships  having  a  pilot  on 
board  in  pilotage  waters  by  compulsion  of 
law  are  exempt  from  liability  for  the  ds- 
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naga  which  they  may  oooaiion.     Section 
SSSsaye— 

"  No  Oirner  or  Master  of  an^  Ship  shall  be  an- 
swerable to  any  person  wbateTer  for  any  loss  or 
damage  oeeaaioned  by  the  fiiult  or  incapacitj  of 
any  qoalifled  Pilot  acting  in  charge  of  such  Ship 
within  any  district  where  the  employment  of  such 
Pilot  ia  compolsory  by  law." 

Now«  I  ask  the  Hooie  to  look  at  the  con- 
■eqaenoea  which  are  likely  to  flow  froai  the 
operation  of  that  proTisioDy  taken  in  con- 
nection with  the  raat  nnmber  of  ezemptionB 
which  are  establiBhed  by  the  Act  I  have 
qooted,  and  the  subsequent  Act  of  1862. 
As  I  have  reminded  the  House,  all  coasting 
Teasels  are  exempt  from  the  obligation  to 
take  A  pilot.      It  follows,  therefore,  that 
any  vessel  having  a  pilot  on  board  by  com- 
pnUion  of  law,  and  running  into  and  de- 
atroying  a   coasting   vessel,  whether  she 
baa  A  pilot  on  board  or  not,   is  not  nn- 
awerable  if  that  collision  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  vessel  are  the  fault  of  the  pilot. 
Let  me  ahow  the  House  how  this  comes 
out  in  actual  practice.     Two  ships,  both 
of  the  same  size  and  description,  arrive  in 
the  Thames,  one  from  the  North  Sea  and 
tfaa  other  from  the  English  Channel.  They 
each  take  a  pilot,  and   subsequently  get 
into  collision;  but  although  the  one  which 
oonaa  from  the  Channel  is  at  fault,  the 
other  baa  no  remedy,  and  cannot  recover 
damages  for  the  injury  done  her.     On  the 
other  hand,  if  the  vessel  from  the  North 
rena  into  and  damages  the  vessel  from  the 
Sooth,  the  latter  can  recover.      So  that 
Id  the  one  case  there  is  absolute  immunitj; 
whilst  in  the  other  there  is  complete  lia- 
bility.    Two  ships  from  Leith  to  London 
both  take  a  pilot  at  Orfordness.     One  has 
paasengers,  and  the  other  haa  none.    They 
get  into  collision.     If  the  one  with  passen- 
gers on  board  is  in  fault,  the  other,  which 
baa  no  paasengers,  has  no  remedy;  whereas, 
if  .the  referse  ia  the  case,  and  the  one 
without  passengers  is  at  fault,  the  other, 
having  passengers  on  board,  may  recover. 
Should  both  have  passengers,    and   both 
carry  pilots,   neither  can  recover  against 
the  other.    Two  ships  bound  from  Havre 
for  London    take    pilots  at    Dungeiiess. 
The  master  ot  one  of  them  has  been  at  the 
pains  of  passing  a  pilotage  examination, 
and  haa  a  pilotage  certificate.    The  master 
of  the  other  haa  neglected  to  do  so.    They 
both  take  pilots,  and  come  into  collision  ; 
but  the  master  who  is  best  qualified,  and 
baa  a  pilotage  certificate,  is  liable  for  the 
damage  which  he  does  to  the  other  ship, 
wbilai  the  loaat  qualified  matter  is  not  liable 


for  tho  damage  which  he  does.     Again,  a 
ship  bound  from  the  West  takes  a  London 
pilot  at  Scilly  or  the  Lizard — a  very  com- 
mon case.     For  damage  by  collision  west- 
ward  of  Dongeness  the  owner  is  liable. 
For  damage  done  eastward  of  Dungeness 
he  is  not.     Take  next  the  Bristol  Channel. 
Ships  bound   to  or  from  Bristol  are  bound 
to  take  a  pilot  up  and  down  Channel.  Ships 
bound   to  or  from  CardilF,  Newport,  and 
Gloucester  are  not.     And  if  a  Bristol  ship 
get  into  collision  with  a  Newport,  Cardiff, 
or  Gloucester  ship,  both  having  pilots  on 
board,    the  Brietol  ship  may  recover  da- 
mages ;  but  tho  Cardiff,  Newport,  or  Glou- 
cester ship  cannot  recover.     These  anoma- 
lies in  the  state  of  the  law  lead,  therefore, 
to   most    serious   results.      In    tho   river 
Thames  great  damage  is  often  inflicted  by 
such  collisions;  and  jet  there  is  no  redress 
against    the  vessel  at  fault  if  she   has  a 
pilot  on  board.     Steamers  coming  up  the 
Thames  with  pilots  on  board,  and  running 
down  the  coasting  craft  or  the  smaller  craft 
in  the  river,  may  do  so  with  perfect  im- 
punity.    There  is  no  remedy  for  th^  small 
coasting  vessels  which   receive  the  injury. 
Some  owners  are  much  inclined  to  continue 
the  law  as  it  stands,  because  of  this  exemp- 
tion from  liability  ;  but  even  this  security 
is  exceedingly  imperfect  and  unsatisfactory, 
and,  in  fact,  is  a  broken  reed;  for  although 
there  may  be  a  pilot  on  board  by  compul- 
sion of  law,  the  owner  of  the  vessel  is  kept 
presumably  liable  for  tho  damage  inflicted, 
and   has   the   onus  resting  upon    him   of 
proving  that  the  damage  is  done  through 
the  sole  fault  of  the  pilot.     In  1866  a  case 
was  tried  in  the  Admiralty  Court  where 
the  pilot  and  crew  of  a  vessel  were  both 
partly  in  fault,  and  there  the  liability  of 
the  owner  was  established.     The  presence 
of  the  pilot  on  board  does  not,  therefore, 
give  the  owner  perfect  security.     It  has 
been  objected   that,  inasmuch  as  pilotnge 
usages  are  local,   it  is  not  for  Parliament 
to  interfere  with  the  existing  arrangements, 
and  that  the  local  authorities  should   be 
left   to   manage   and    regulate   their  own 
affairs.     It   is  quite   true   that   the   local 
authorities  are  resident,  and  that  they  act 
locally;  but  the  effects  of  their  action  are 
national  and  universal.     Their  jurisiliciion 
is  local;  but  the  consequences  of  its  exer- 
cise  are    universal,  and    call  loudly    and 
strongly  for    tho    interposition  of   Parlia- 
ment.     The   anomolies  to  which   I  have 
adverted  arise  from  the  want  of  uniformity 
of  system,  and   would   not  exist  if  there 
were  either  universal  compulsion  or  univer- 
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^1  freedom  of  pilotage.  The  policy  of 
Parliament,  hovoTer,  and  the  teachings 
»f  common  sense,  make  it  impossible  to 
[e-adopt  the  system  of  universal  compul- 
[ion.  The  only  mode,  therefore,  of  putting 
in  end  to  these  anomalies  is  by  making 
[he  law  uniform,  and  pilotoge  universally 
[ree.  The  expenses  of  the  present  system, 
was  observing,  are  most  oppressive.  Ex- 
lerience,  authorities,  and  sound  principle 
ill  agree  in  proving  the  compulsory  system 
lo  be  dear,  and  the  voluntary  system  to  be 
jheap.  The  rates  of  compulsory  pilotage 
ire  always  higher  than  the  rates  of  volun- 
|ary  pilotage.  The  system  at  Cork  Har- 
bour is  free,  at  Falmouth  it  is  compulsory, 
md,  at  the  latter  place,  the  expense  is 
|oubIe  what  it  is  at  Cork;  it  is  also  double 
rhat  it  is  in  the  Northern  ports  of  England, 
rhere  pilotage  is  also  free.  One  of  my 
lonstituents  wrote  to  me  about  a  case  which 
lame  under  his  own  notice.  A  vessel  of 
J90  tons  register  had  to  pay  for  pilotage 
ervice,  from  Dungcness  to  London,  the 
um  of  £19  14«.  Id.,  although  a  great 
lortioiT  of  the  passage  was  made  under 
team.  The  vessel  could  not  get  a  pilot 
*om  Dungeness  in  consequence  of  its 
leing  rough  weather,  and  she  had  to  pay 
joatmen  for  getting  into  the  Downs  £2; 
)T  getting  pilot  on  board,  £1  10«.  ; 
lilotage  to  Gravesend,  £11  35.  \0d.  ; 
|nd  pilotaG:e  to  London,  £4  10«.  3(i. — 
)gether  £19  14;,  or  a  sum  quite  equal 

what  the    captain    got    for    navigating 

le   vessel    from    St.    Ilelena.      He  also 

lentions  a  case  which  occurred  when  he 

limself  was  at  sea ;  for  he  is  now  a  retired 

pip  captain,  and,  in  tins  instance,  he  had  to 

ly  as  much  for  pilotage  from  Dungeness 

London    as   he  had  for  wages  to   the 

[editcrrancan  and  back  asfain.     Another 

Feet  of  the  compulsory  system  is,  that  it 

ihances  the  general  charges  upon  ship- 

ing.     It  creates  a  necessity  for  employ- 

ig  100  pilots,  say  where  fifty  would  be 

iflBcient  to  do  the  work  ;    and  the  Com- 

lercial  Marine  has  to  pay  for  the  extra 

|fty  who  are  not  wanted  for  the  service. 

it  the  same   time,  the  operation  of  the 

rstem  is  to  limit  the  number  of  men  for 

ilotage   purposes   to  prevent  competition 

^id  keep  up  the  rates.    Wherever  pilotage 

IS  been  free  it  has  been  cheap,  and  also 

Icient.     There  are  no  cases  on  record  in 

jhich  where  pilotage  is  voluntary  it  has 

icn   found   inefficient.     At  the  Northern 

>rt8 — at  Cork,  and  other  places  where  it 

free — it  is  equally  as  efficient  as  at  ports 

jhere  it  is  compulsory  ;    aud  the   intro- 
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duotion  of  the  Tolantary  Bystem,  leaving  it 
optional  to  employ  a  pilot  or  not,  has  nei- 
ther reduced  the  necessity  for  pilotage  nor 
reduced  the  number  of  persons  who  offer 
themselves  for  the  service.     The  principles 
upon    which    the    compulsory   system    is 
founded  are,  as  I  apprehend,  totally  and 
entirely  indefensible.    They  amoont  simply 
to  this : — That  whether  a  shipowner  wants 
a  servant  or  not,  he  is  compelled  to  em- 
ploy that  servant.     He  is  left  without  the 
discretion  of  saying  whether  he  will  em- 
ploy him  or  not ;  and  the  theory  is,  that 
the  ship  is  made  for  the  pilot,  and  not  the 
pilot  for  the  ship.     And  it  appears  to  me 
that  where  pilotage  is  imposed  eompulsorily, 
the  law  is  precisely  in  the  nature  of  the 
laws  of  trades'  unions,  and  that  the  autho- 
rities in  giving  it  effect  tell  the  pilota  tinder 
their  control — *'  Nobody  shall  compete  with 
you  ;  you  shall  be  protected  from  -all  com- 
petition ;  no  one  shall  come  into  the  trade 
without   a   license ;    and  we  will  compel 
owners  to  employ  you  whether  your  ser- 
vices are  required  or  not,  and  to  pay  yoa 
such  wages  as  we  choose  to  prescribe."    I 
apprehend  that   no  trades'  union   in  this 
country  has  ever  more  grossly  violated  the 
first  principles  of  political  economy  than 
these  Pilotage  Boards  have  done  by  meaos 
of  the  compulsory  system  which  they  im- 
pose upon  the  shipping  of  this  country.  But 
not  only  are  all  sound  principles  and  all  ex- 
perience in  favour  of  an  alteration,  but  the 
best  authorities  are  on  the  same  side.     In 
1860  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves)  gave  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  voluntary  pilotage,  with  some  de- 
gree of  modification ;  and  his  authority,  com- 
ing as  he  does  from  a  port  where  the  com- 
pulsory system  exists,  and  where  it  is  better 
worked  than  in  any  other  port,  is  surely 
worthy  of  being  listened  to  and  regarded  on 
a  question  of  this  kind.    Mr.  Hudson,  too,  a 
gentleman  who  is  well  known  to  the  ship- 
owners of  the  North  of  England  as  an  en- 
lightened, intelligent  man  on  all  matters 
connected  with  shipping  and  marititime  com- 
merce, gives  the  most  conclusive  and  un- 
qualified testimony  in  support  of  a  free  sy8« 
tern  of  pilotage.  Admiral  Sullivan  alsospeakt 
most  decisively  upon  the  point.    And  inas- 
much as  1  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Ilorsfall)  in  his  place  at  this  mo- 
ment, I  will  read  two  of  the  Questions  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  to  Admiral  Sullivan, 
with  the   answers  which   that   gentleman 
returned.   Question  6,437  [Mr.  Horsfall]— 

'*  Do  you  recommend  that  the  same  principle  of 
voluntary  pilotage  should  apply  to  every  port  f— 
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I  do,  BUMt  decidedly.  I  can  see  no  reason  what- 
6?er  against  it." 

Qaestion  6,438— 

"  Would  70a  recommend  it  for  sooh  a  port  as 
LiYerpoolf — Meet  decidedly.  I  would  hare  it 
jost  the  same  ererywbere." 

Well,  Sir,  I  tliink  it  is  qaite  clear  that  the 
anomalies  I  have  described  to  the  House 
miiBt  continue  to  rex  and  harrass  the  ship- 
ping interest  unless  the  pilotaf^e  system  is 
made  universally  voluntary.  It  is  for  Par- 
liament, then,  to  chose  one  course  or  the 
other  ;  for  it  is  utterly  impossible  that  the 
leandal  which  attaches  to  our  legislation 
00  this  subject  hitherto  can  be  permitted 
to  continue,  and  Parliament  must  interpose 
to  put  an  end  to  those  anomalies  ond  the 
consequences  of  those  anomalies,  and  the 
legal  injustice  which  results  from  the  pre- 
aent  state  of  things.  A  few  months  ago 
the  present  learned  Judge  of  the  Admiralty 
Court  (Sir  Robert  Phillimore)  gave  ex- 
preasion  to  a  distinct  opinion  in  favour  of 
the  abolition  of  the  principle  of  compulsion. 
Not  a  few  of  the  Elder  Brethren  of  the 
Trinity  House  have  in  recent  years  ex- 
pressed their  abhorrence  also  of  the  com- 
pulsory principle ;  and  Parliament  itself, 
the  highest  authority  of  all,  has  testified  in 
favour  of  the  voluntary  and  against  the 
compulsory  principle.  For  in  the  year 
1862  the  General  Act  of  1854  was  amended 
in  many  particulars  touching  pilots,  and 
thia  Act  gave  to  the  Board  of  Trade  the 
power  to  create  local  pilotage  authorities  in 
different  parts  of  the  country  under  certain 
conditions ;  but  one  essential  and  funda- 
mental condition  in  every  case  was  that  no 
Pilotage  Board  should  be  established  unless 
the  pilotage  waa  voluntary ;  and  secondly, 
that  the  local  pilotage  authority  shall 
licence  every  man  seeking  a  licence.  That 
lies  at  the  bottom  of  the  Act  of  1862  ;  and 
it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  by  Order  in  Council,  to  create  a 
local  board  unless  the  pilotage  is  free  and 
open  to  any  man  who  presents  himself  to 
the  Board  and,  upon  examination,  is  found 
to  be  qualified.  With  the  permission  of 
the  House  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reading 
the  Recommendations  which  were  made  by 
the  Select  Committee  of  I860,  but  which 
Recommendations  have  never  yet  been 
fully  embodied  in  our  legislation.  The 
following  is  the  judicial  deliverance  of  that 
Committee,  after  they  had  taken  a  large 
maaa  of  evidence : — 

"  As  reftrds  the  main  question  of  voluntary  or 
eompalsory  pilotage,  your  Committee,  after  weigh- 
ing most  attentively  all  the  arguments  upon  the 


subject,  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  a  sys- 
tem of  voluntary  pilotage  might  be  safely  esta- 
blished in  most  parts  of  the  Empire,  duo  consi- 
deration being  had  to  the  interests  of  those  parties 
who  have  invested  capital  on  the  faith  that  the 
compulsory  system  would  be  maintained.  Tour 
Committee  havo  had  the  most  convincing  eyidenco 
that  whero  the  system  of  voluntary  pilotage  pre- 
vails the  supply  of  pilots  is  more  abundant,  tlieir 
eflSciencj  is  in  no  way  inferior,  and  the  rates  gene- 
rally lower  than  at  any  of  the  ports  where  com- 
pulsory pilotage  is  still  in  force.  The  arguments, 
therefore,  which  have  been  used  in  favour  of  the 
existing  system,  and  the  fears  which  have  been 
expressed  in  regard  to  obtaining,  at  all  times  and 
under  all  circumstances,  a  suflScient  supply  of 
pilots,  must  give  way  to  the  facts  which  have  been 
adduced  in  evidence.  .  .  .  Your  Committee 
would  further  observe  that  where  pilotage  is  com- 
pulsory, it  is  generally  the  practice  to  limit  the 
number  of  pilots,  to  prevent  them  from  accepting 
a  less  sum  than  the  fixed  rates,  and  to  make  it 
compulsory  on  each  pilot  to  take  his  turn,  and  to 
accept  whatever  employment  may  offer.  If  the 
obligation  on  the  ship  to  employ  a  pilot  were  done 
away  with,  the  corresponding  limitations  and  obli- 
gations of  tho  pilots  would  also  be  done  away  with, 
and  tho  probable  consequence  would  be  that  more 
men  would  offer,  and  that  the  supply  would  adapt 
itself  to  tho  demand.  The  general  regulations 
which  it  would  be  necessary  to  frame,  under  the 
authority  of  Parliament,  in  order  to  carry  into 
effect  the  requisite  change,  would  be  so  simple  as 
not  to  create  any  diflBculty.  Your  Committee  are 
of  opinion  that  the  pilots  should  be  left  under  tho 
local  regulations  of  the  existing  pilotage  authori- 
ties, who  would  fix  the  rates,  and  the  qualifications 
of  the  pilots  to  be  licenced,  by  the  diflBoulties  of 
the  navigation  and  the  wants  of  the  place,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  Tour 
Committee  do  not  anticipate  that  any  difficulty 
respecting  the  law  and  practice  of  insurance  will 
accrue  from  the  change.  The  law  will  thenceforth 
leave  all  parties  at  lioerty  to  form  a  free  contract ; 
and  tho  merchant,  the  underwriter,  and  the  ship- 
owner will  be  competent  to  adjust  their  policy  of 
insurance  upon  what  terms  they  please.  All  ex- 
perience proves  that  masters  will  avail  themselves 
of  the  services  of  a  qualified  pilot  in  any  naviga- 
tion which  is  in  tho  slightest  degree  dangerous ; 
and  the  existing  exemptions  in  respect  of  coasting 
ressels,  which  give  rise  at  present  to  no  difficulties, 
justify  the  anticipation  that,  if  the  pilotage  of  tho 
foreign  trade  is  thrown  open,  commerce  and  ship- 
ping may  be  relieved  of  restrictions  which  now,  in 
many  cases,  fetter  their  efforts." 

I  take  it  for  granted,  Sir,  that  this  House 
must  interfere  to  put  an  end  to  the  absurd 
and  scandalous  anomalies  which  now  pre* 
vail  in  our  pilotage  arrangements  around 
the  coast ;  that  there  is  no  other  course  by 
which  to  rectify  them  ;  that  this  cannot  bo 
done  by  local  Pilotage  Boards  left  to  their 
own  individual  action,  for  they  take  within 
their  view  only  the  narrowest  sectional  in- 
terests, whereas  the  ports  which  they  go- 
vern are  open  to  the  shipping  of  tho  world, 
and  the  payments  they  exact  by  their  ex- 
orbitant regulations  arc  n  heavy  and  op- 
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IpressWe  tax  upon  the  BhippinjBf  interest.  I 
sordiallj  thank  the  House  for  the  indul- 
Igence  it  has  shown  to  me.  and,  in  con- 
Iclusion,  I  beg  to  move  the  Resolution 
jwhich  stands  in  my  name — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  **  That  **  to  the 
lend  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
|<*an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, representing  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
[House,  measures  ought  to  be  taken  for  the  early 
laboUtion  of  Compulsory  Pilotage,  with  due  regard 
■to  existing  interests,  and  for  requiring  Pilotage 
Authorities  to  examine  and  license  all  competent 
persons  applying  to  them  for  the  purpose  of  quali- 
fying to  act  as  pilots," — (Mr,  Candlith,) 

I — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
{proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iQuestion." 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE :  The  subject 
jwhich  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  brought  be- 
fore the  House  with  much  ability  is  one 
that  is  full  of  difficulty  ;  and  the  difficulty 
is  enormously  increased  by  this  circum- 
stance, that  although  the  House  migiit 
agree  upon  such  general  principles  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  indicated  —  namely, 
that  all  trades  should  be  thrown  open,  and 
that  the  days  of  close  guilds  and  protected 
interests  have  entirely  gone  by,  and  that 
demand  will  always  regulate  supply  ;  yet 
we  are  met  at  once  by  two  impediments 
when  wo  attempt  to  carry  these  princi- 
ples into  active  legislation.  The  first,  tlmt 
public  opinion  on  this  point  has  not  gone 
all  the  length  the  hon.  Member  sup- 
poses. He  referred,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  to  the  case  of  trade  unions.  Now, 
these  unions  have  been  established  and 
have  instituted  certain  regulations  for  the 
protection  of  those  engaged  in  trade. 
Well,  I  imagine  that  tho  opinions  out  of 
which  such  associations  spring  are  very 
strongly  implanted  in  the  minds  of  large 
numbers  of  persons  ;  and  one  of  these  opi- 
nions is  that,  in  order  to  make  an  industry 
profitable,  it  is  necessary  to  limit  the  num- 
ber of  those  who  practise  it.  The  other  diffi- 
culty 8,  that,  even  where  certain  general 
principles  are  admitted,  yet  people  will  be 
found  to  argue  that,  in  their  particular  locali- 
ties, exceptional  circumstances  exist  which 
prevent  tlio  practical  application  of  these 
principles.  For  example,  I  suppose  that,  in 
spite  of  the  evidence  of  Admiral  Sullivan,  the 
hon.  Members  for  Liverpool  will  declare  that 
it  is  quite  impossible  to  carry  out  the  system 
{of  voluntary  pilotage  in  tho  port  of  Liver- 
pool ;    that    under   the   peculiar   circum- 
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stances  of  their  magnifieent  ealaaTy,  with 
its  shifting  sands,  and  vast  fleets  of  vessels 
arriving  with  every  change  of  wind,  it  is  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  the  pilots  should  be, 
at  any  rate,  under  such  a  degree  of  control 
as  to  ensure  there  being  a  sufficient  supply 
of  them.  So  there  are  places  in  the  en- 
tranee  to  the  Mersey  to  which  ships  ran  in 
the  hope  of  meeting  a  pilot,  and  where,  in 
certain  states  of  the  weather,  the  conse- 
quences of  a  short  delay  might  be  fatal;  so 
that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  re- 
gulations should  be  strict,  and  thai  the 
pilots  should  be  subject  to  certain  aathori- 
ties,  in  order  to  ensure  there  being  a  suffi- 
cient number  always  on  the  spot  and  always 
ready  to  take  charge  of  a  ship— in  short, 
that  they  should  be  always  found  when  they 
are  wanted,  just  as  a  policeman  is  eipeetea 
to  be  always  on  his  beat.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  is  true  that  in  Liverpool  the  f olsn- 
tary  system  is  beginning  to  make  itself 
felt.  There  are  there  a  set  of  voluntary 
pilots  who  take  charge  of  vessels  to  Cape 
Clear  or  the  Tuskar  LiglithousOt  fiar  be- 
yond the  pilotage  limits  of  the  port ;  and 
I  know  that  they  are  a  very  suecessfnl  and 
enterprising  set  of  men.  I  remember,  many 
years  ago,  crossing  the  Magra,  a  torbolent 
mountain  stream,  between  Speasia  and 
Lucca.  The  day  was  fine,  the  water  about 
six  inches  deep,  but  a  guide,  with  a  sound- 
ing pole,  walked  in  front  of  the  'earriage, 
and  received,  of  course,  the  regular  fee  for 
tho  service — unnecessary  as,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, it  happened  to  be — which  was 
levied  on  the  principle  of  ohtaining,  by  a 
small  payment,  not  very  burdensome  to 
anyone,  sufficient  to  secure  the  constant 
presence  of  a  guide,  whose  services  might 
bo  necessary  in  case  of  a  sudden  flood. 
Well,  I  then  come  to  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  pilotage  presses 
very  heavily  upon  the  class  of  small  ship- 
owners, and  also  that  it  is  very  hard 
that  vessels  which  carry  a  master  or  mate, 
who  have  taken  the  trouble  to  qualify 
for  the  duties  of  pilotage,  should  yet  be 
compelled  to  engage  pilots  they  do  not 
want.  Admitting,  for  the  moment,  thif  ar- 
gument, it  would  show  that  the  eflfect  of 
the  change  contemplated  hy  the  hon. 
Member  would  rather  be  to  diminish  the 
employment  of  pilots,  and  it  is  difficalt 
to  see  how  this  can  be  reconciled  with 
the  arguments  of  those  who  contend  that, 
by  throwing  open  the  trade,  wo  shoold 
give  still  greater  employment  to  the  pilots 
than  they  now  have.  At  any  rate  the 
only  mode   in   which   these  two   eoonter 
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rapreMntatioiiB  oao  be  harmonized  is  on 
the  tnpposition  that  the  pilots  would  he 
more  efficient  under  the  voluntary  than 
under  the  compulsory  system,  and  that 
eonsequentW  the  owners  of  vessels  would 
be  more  likely  to  employ  their  services. 
The  bon.  Member  (Mr.  Candlish)  has  said 
that  the  Trinity  House  has  expressed  the 
Tery  strongest  approval  of  the  voluntary 
ayatem.  [Mr.  Candush  :  I  said  thnt  some 
membcra  of  it  had  done  so.]  Well,  I 
tbink  the  hon.  Member  went  rather  too 
far  when  he  said  that ;  all  that  can  be 
aaid  is  that  an  opinion  has  been  grow- 
ing for  some  time  in  the  Trinity  House  in 
favour  of  the  voluntary  system.  Considera- 
ble difficulty  has  been  eiperienoed  by  them 
in  managing  the  pilots  at  Dungeness  in  con- 
aeqnence  of  their  knowing  that,  under  the 
present  system,  they  were  certain  of  em- 
ployment under  any  circumstances,  and 
eonsequently  energy  and  good  conduct 
have  not  been  so  remarkable  among  them 
aa,  perhaps,  they  would  have  been  if  the 
ayatem  were  thrown  open.  At  the  same 
time  I  think  that  very  strict  regulations 
Are  necessary  with  respect  to  the  licences, 
and  the  amount  of  the  rates.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  think,  said  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  rates  ought  to  be  thrown  open, 
A8  well  as  all  the  other  circumstances  of 
the  trade ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  that 
would  be  a  good  plan.  A  case  in  point 
recently  came  under  my  notice.  It  oc- 
curred at  St.  Ives,  where  the  voluntary 
system  prevails  to  a  great  extent.  I  had 
a  complaint  last  winter  respecting  the  con- 
duet  of  some  of  the  pilots  who  went  out  to 
meet  n  French  vessel.  The  weather  was 
bad.  The  captain  of  the  vessel  hardly 
knew  where  she  was,  or  what  degree  of 
danger  she  was  in  ;  and  the  pilots,  taking 
advantage  of  the  circumstance,  made  an 
extortionate  bargain  with  him,  as  the  con- 
dition of  their  bringing  the  vessel  into 
port.  I  think  that,  if  we  were  to  leave 
the  pilots  to  make  their  own  bargains  with 
ahipowners,  we  should  be  likely  to  bring 
nbout  an  increase  of  all  those  abuses  which 
are  ao  much  complained  of  in  the  case  of 
aalvora  on  the  South  coast.  Complaints  also 
have  been  made ^ and,  no  doubt,  with  very 
great  justice  —  as  to  the  conflict  of  juris- 
aietion,  and  with  regard  to  many  regula- 
tions, which,  indeed,  seem  to  be  very  ano- 
malous —  such  as  the  shipping  of  fresh 
pilots  when  the  vessel  is  moving  out  of 
one  jurtadietion  into  another.  This  was 
formerly  the  ease  in  the  Bristol  Channel. 
Masters  of  ships  when  they  had  reached  a 


certain  point  were  obliged  to  send  back  the 
pilot  on  board  and  to  take  another  in  his 
place  ;  and  sometimes  they  had  to  do  this 
under  circumstances  which  led  to  great  de- 
lay and  even  danger.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leith  (Mr.  Miller),  I  remember,  complained 
on  one  occasion,  that  the  regulations  were 
bad  that  prevailed  in  that  port,  and  men- 
tioned the  case  of  an  old  sailor — an  excellent 
well-conducted  and  capable  man — ivhocould 
not  get  a  certificate  because  of  some  tech- 
nical or  formal  impediments,  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  he  had  sometimes  been 
turned  over  the  side  by  his  own  son,  a 
good-for-nothing  fellow,  but  who  had  the 
advantage  of  being  properly  qualified.  No 
doubt  there  are  groat  anomalies  which  call 
for  remedy,  exemptions  that  proceed  on  no 
principle  whatever.  It  is  obviously  quite 
absurd  that  vessels  from  the  north  of 
Boulogne  should  bo  in  a  different  position 
(as  the  hon.  Member  has  stated)  from 
vessels  coming  from  the  south  of  Boulogne. 
There  can  be  no  reason  why  vessels  from 
the  Baltic  should  not  require  a  pilot  quite 
as  much  as  vessels  constantly  going  back- 
wards and  forwards  to  Havre,  Brest,  St. 
Malo,  or  oven  the  fruit  ships  of  Portugal, 
or  Spain.  But  the  chief  difficulty  in  deal- 
ing with  this  question,  is  the  immunity 
from  damage  enjoyed  by  the  shipowner 
who  carries  a  pilot  compulsorily.  This 
matter  is  also  full  of  anomalies.  In  former 
times,  when  you  had  to  deal  with  sailing 
vessels,  some  reason  might  be  alleged  for 
this  system  of  making  pilots  liable.  The 
pilot,  no  doubt,  not  only  knew  the  banks 
and  shoals,  but  the  strength  of  the  cur- 
rents, as  compared  with  the  force  of  the 
wind,  and  other  matters  of  this  kind,  which 
enabled  him,  in  bis  own  waters,  to  work 
and  sail  a  vessel  better  than  the  master  ; 
he,  therefore,  entirely  superseded  the 
master,  and  took  command  of  the  vessel, 
and  it  was  perhaps  necessary  that  he 
should  do  so.  It  seemed  fair,  under  these 
circumstances,  to  discharge  the  master  from 
liability  in  the  case  of  an  accident  happen- 
ing ;  and  the  owner  as  naturally  objected 
to  be  answerable  for  damage  caused  by  one 
who  was  not  his  servant,  and  over  whose 
appointment  he  had  not  any  control.  In 
those  days,  moreover,  the  vessels  were 
smaller,  and  the  pilots  were  probably  sup- 
ported by  their  guilds,  so  that  they  were 
able  to  pay  when  called  upon,  and  the  in- 
justice was  much  less  than  it  is  now.  But 
these  considerations  can  hardly  be  said  to 
be  of  much  force  in  these  days  ;  because, 
in  the  case  of  a  steamer,  the  pilot  now 
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[ally  acts  only  the  part  of  a  guide,  who 

lows  where  the  rooks  and  shoals  are,  and 

ie  captain  of  the  steamer  is   really  the 

|an  who  manages  the  Tossel.     It  seems 

ird,    that   when   the   captain   insists   on 

itting  on  great  speed,   for  tho  sake  of 

itaining  an  early  market,  and  when,  in 

msequence,  he  runs  down  somo  ship  in  tho 

lay,  that  the  owner  of  the  Teasel  should 

jerely  have  a  remedy  against  tho  pilot, 

hose  whole  fortune  probably  would  not  bo 

ifficient  to  replace  a  single  spar.    And  if  it 

unjust  to  make  the  shipowner  responsible 

the  acts  of  a  man  in  whose  appointment 

had  no  Toice,  and  over  whose  actions  he 
IS  very  little  control,  certainly,  on  the 
ther  side  —  looking  at  it  in  a  legal  and 
)chnical  point  of  view — it  must  be  mani- 
[stiy  more  unjust  that  the  damage  and 
[ss  resulting  should  accrue  to  the  party 

rgrieved  for  tho  acts  of  a  man  whom 
had  not  employed  at  all.  Com- 
laints  have  been  made,  as  many  hon. 
[embers  know,  by  large  deputations  of 
'hames  bargeowners,  complaining  bitterly 
lat  they  are  perpetually  run  down  by 
teamers  in  the  river,  and  that  they  have 
|o   means  whatever  of  getting    anything 

it  of  the  pilot.  The  pilot,  perhaps,  may 
|o  to  prison  ;  and  that  is  the  only  com- 
ensation  the  owner  gets  for  the  loss  of  a 
large  worth  £200  or  £300.  But  it  is  fair 
Iso  to  observe  that  there  have  been  repre- 
iutations  on  tho  other  side  from  the  owners 
steamers,  who  sny  that  if  we  alter  tho 
kw  to  enable  tho  owners  to  obtain  new  re- 
ledie^.  their  barges  will  be  always  in  the 
'ay  of  tho  navigation,  and  it  will  be  quite 

ipossible  to  pass  up  and  down  the  river. 

ell,  it  is  evident  that  tho  anomalies  and 
Jifficulties  of  the  matter  are  numerous  and 
jcrious.     It   may  be   suggested    that    we 

lould  assimilate  our  practice  to  that  which 
Irevails  on  the  Continent  and  in  America  ; 
iut  even  there  the  practice  is  still  very  un- 
ertain  as  to  tho  position  or  privileges  of 
[ilots.    Tho  modern  tendency  of  our  Courts 

to  cut  down  those  immunities  as  much  as 
lossiblc.  The  shipowners  in  London  are 
;enerally  in  favour  of  the  system,  and  even 
[f  tho  extension  of  the  system  that  now 
irevails.  In  other  ports  I  believe  there 
not  so  strong  a  feeling  on  the  point. 
[Vith  regard  to  the  underwriters,  no  doubt 

is  strongly  to  their  advantage  that  the 
dlots  should  bo  the  best  possible  men  to 
)0  obtained.  If  thoy  arc  so,  then,  of  course, 
[he  matter  is  in  their  own  hands,  as  thoy 
!an  refuse  to  insure  a  vessel  that  docs  not 
lake  a  pilot,  or  that  has  not  on  board  a 
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qualified  master  and  mate.  I  mention  these 
points  to  show  how  very  difBoult  this  quei« 
tion  is,  and  how  impossible  it  would  be  for 
the  Government  to  pass  a  Bill  based  upon 
tho  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Milner 
Gibson)  will  bear  me  out  in  that  opinion. 
Ho  did  very  much  when  he  was  at  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  get  rid  of  the  more 
glaring  anomalies,  though  I  think  he  was 
not  able  to  go  so  far  as  he  would  like  to  have 
gone.  He  will  bear  me  out  when  I  say 
that  the  difficulties  are  such  as  to  prevent 
the  introduction  of  any  such  comprehen- 
sive measure  as  that  embodied  in  the 
Resolution  now  before  ub.  I  recommend 
tho  hon.  Member  not  to  press  the  Motion, 
but  to  support  tho  Government  in  reme- 
dying— as  I  hope  to  be  able  to  do  in 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill^-some  of  the 
more  flagrant  abuses,  and  in  bringing  the 
law  into  a  more  reasonable  state,  and  for 
the  rest  to  trust  the  local  authorities  to 
take  a  broad  and  enlightened  view  of  the 
pilotage  question  within  their  own  dis- 
tricts. 

Ms.  Alderman  LUSK  supported  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Candlish).  The  question  had  been 
discussed  for  a  long  time  in  this  country; 
and  the  point  he  held  to  be  simply  and  ab- 
solutely thisi^-Whether  a  man  shoold  be 
at  liberty  to  do  as  he  liked  with  his  own 
property,  or  whether  in  the  disposition  and 
management  of  it  he  should  be  subject  to 
the  control,  supervision,  and  direction  of 
the  State.  The  meaning  of  the  system 
of  compulsory  pilotage  was  just  this  :  — 
That  the  State  found  for  you  a  certain 
number  of  men  to  do  something  for  you 
tvhich  you  may  or  may  not  want  them  to 
do.  Their  remuneration  is  fixed;  you  must 
pay  it  to  them  whether  you  really  require 
their  assistance  or  not.  Tho  system,  no 
doubt,  had  its  origin  in  the  days  when 
paternal  Governments  undertook  the  task 
of  doing  for  their  subjects  what  their  sub- 
jects could  do  much  better  for  themselves. 
This  system  was  a  relic  of  tho  old  time — a 
remnant  of  a  plan  of  administration  of 
which  they  had  got  rid — and  in  this,  as 
in  all  other  matters,  he  thought  the  best 
and  soundest  policy  was  the  policy  of  Free 
Trade.  A  man  who  owned  a  ship  was  just 
in  the  same  position  as  a  man  who  owned 
a  house,  or  any  other  form  of  property. 
Tho  vessel,  perhaps,  was  bringing  a  valua- 
ble cargo  up  the  Thames.  He  had  taken 
care  to  select  a  thoroughly  good  captain 
I  whom  ho  could  trust,  and  to  whom  he  waa 
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willing  to  leave  the  safety  of  the  vesBel. 
Whj  shoold  he  not  be  allowed  to  do  so  ? 
On  what  principle  of  sound  trading  or  of 
common  justice  did  they  say  to  him  that 
he  should  not  be  allowed  to  bring  his  yessel 
up  the  riTer  unless  he  had  a  pilot  on 
hoard  ?  The  Captain  soys,  "  I  do  not  want 
%  pilot."  The  State  replies,  *'  But  you 
must  have  one,  and  pay  for  one."  The 
owner  might  fairly  object  to  the  unneces- 
■ary  expense ;  and,  at  the  worst,  had  a 
right  to  say  that  if  he  chose  to  run  any  risk 
with  his  ship  it  was  his  own  affair,  and 
that  he  ought  to  be  at  liberty  to  judge 
what  was  the  best  course  to  be  adopted. 
The  system  amounts  to  direct  interference 
with  the  liberty  of  shipowners  in  dealing 
with  their  property.  The  common  argu- 
ment, of  course,  was  that  the  pilot  was  put 
on  hoard  to  protect  the  cargo  and  crew, 
and  the  passengers  if  there  shoold  be  any. 
Bat  he  failed  to  perceire  what  justification 
could  be  found  in  any  of  these  circumstances 
for  arbitrarily  prohibiting  a  man  from  doing 
what  he  thought  fit,  what  most  advantage- 
oua.  It  may  be  said  that  navigation  up  rivers 
was  dangerous  unless  conducted  by  pilots. 
Everything  was  more  or  less  dangerous. 
The  railway,  the  omnibus,  the  streets  were 
mil  full  of  perils  that  required  to  be  guarded 
against.  But  it  had  never  been  argued 
that,  on  that  account,  people  should  be 
compelled,  with  their  will  or  against  it,  to 
he  placed  under  the  care  of  guides.  Ano- 
ther plea  in  favour  of  compulsory  pilotage 
was,  that  it  helped  to  keep  up  a  race  of 
competent  men.  He  believed  that  under 
a  voluntary  system  we  should  get  just  as 
good  men,  if  not  better.  Men  of  experi- 
ence and  practice  would  be  always  to  be 
bad,  and  would  soon  become  known, 
whereas  a  pilot  might  hold  a  licence  and 
yet  be  not  very  fit  for  his  duties.  *  Ship- 
owners, if  the  trade  were  open  to  all,  would 
be  able  to  make  their  own  selection,  and 
the  House  might  depend  upon  it  that  their 
choice  would  not  fall  upon  incompetent  men. 
Now-a-dajs  a  ship  was  generally  towed  up 
the  Thames  or  the  Mersey  by  a  steam  tug, 
and  a  pilot  was  of  no  use,  for  the  ship  had 
only  to  follow  the  steamer,  and  the  master 
of  the  tog  was  really  the  pilot.  It  was  he 
who  knew  every  turn  of  the  river,  upon 
which  he  had  been  engaged  for,  perhaps, 
twenty  or  thirty  years,  and  all  the  pilot 
bad  to  do  was  to'steer  the  ship  in  accordance 
with  the  direction  taken  by  the  tug.  He 
did  not  aay  that  pilots  were  never  of  any 
vac.  In  many  inatances  they  were  a  ne- 
ceaaity,  aa  when  a  atranger  approached  our 


shores;  but  they  were  not  always  a  neces- 
sity. For  these  reasons  he  hoped  that,  in 
tho  new  Bill  to  which  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  referred,  provisions 
would  be  introduced  for  the  establishment 
of  Free  Trade  in  pilotage. 

Ma.  HORSFALL  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  interest,  but  with  still  greater 
surprise,  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland.  He  laid  down  two  pro* 
positions,  which  he  asked  the  House  to  af- 
firm— first,  "  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  measures  ought  to  be  taken  for 
early  abolition  of  compulsory  pilotage  ;" 
and,  secondly,  that  measures  should  also 
be  taken  "  for  requiring  pilotage  authori- 
ties to  examine  and  licence  all  competent 
persons  applying  to  them  for  the  purpose 
of  qualifying  to  act  as  pilots."  To  his 
surprise,  the  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
he  founded  these  propositions  upon  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  1860.  He 
(Mr.  Horsfall)  had  the  honour  of  being  a 
Member  of  that  Committee,  under  the  presi- 
dency of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson).  He  attend- 
ed every  meeting  of  tho  Committee,  and 
he  certainly  was  considerably  surprised  to 
hear  that  statement.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  answered  his  own  proposi- 
tions, and  showed  clearly  that  they  were 
not  in  accordance  with  the  Reoort  of  the 
Committee,  because  ho  read  a  portion  of 
that  Report  which  distinctly  stated  on  the 
proposition  that  there  should  be  one  system 
of  voluntary  pilotage — 

"  As  regards  the  main  question  of  voluDtary  or 
compulsory  pilotage,  your  Committee,  vSiev 
weighing  most  attentively  all  the  arguments  upon 
tho  subject,  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  a 
system  of  voluntary  pilotage  might  be  safely  es- 
tablished in  most  parts  of  the  Empire." 

Observe  !  "  Most  parts  of  the  Empire  " — 
which  was  a  totally  different  thing  from 
that  represented  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  endeavoured  to  sup- 
port his  argument  by  tho  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee;  and  what  was  the 
evidence  that  he  gave  us  ?  He  (Mr. 
Candlish)  gave  us  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Hudson,  of  Sunderland,  and  of  Captain 
Sullivan  ;  but  their  evidence  was  simply 
Sunderland  loersuB  London,  Liverpool,  and 
Glasgow.  Mr.  Wigram,  Mr.  Duncan  Dun- 
bar, Mr.  Marshall,  Mr.  Greeji,  Mr.  Gilman, 
and  others,  all  well-known  as  tho  largest 
shipowners  of  London,  and  Mr.  Anderson, 
Chairman  of  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company,  all    gave    evidence  before  the 


179 


Compuhory 


JCOMMONS) 


Pilotage. 


880 


ICommittee  in  approTal   of   a   Bjatem  of 
compulsory  pilotage.     The  great  inaas  of 
the    OTidence    on  the   part   of    the   ship- 
owners was   decidedly  in  favour  of  com- 
mlsory  pilotage.      But   he  did  not   look 
ipon   it  as  a  shipowner's  question   only, 
^here   was  a    vast    amount  of  property 
shipped  by  manufacturers  in  British  yes- 
lels ;  there  were  also  a  vast  number   of 
passengers   who   went   by  these   vessels ; 
md  although  the  shipowners  might  save  a 
trifle  by  not  being  required  compulsorily  to 
take  a  pilot,  it  would  be  at  the  risk  of  the 
llives  of  the  passengers  and  the  safety  of  a 
Ivery  large  amount  of  property.     The  hon. 
JGentleman    spoke    in    reference    to    the 
coasters.     He  said   that  the  coasters  go 
Free  of  pilotage,  and  he  looked  upon  that 
Pact  as  though  it  were  intended  to  favour 
the  coasting   trade   in   preference  to   the 
Foreign  trade.     He  (Mr.  Horsfall)  thought 
|that  a  more  charitable  construction  might 
put  upon  the  matter  ;  and  the  construc- 
tion which  he  put  upon  it  was  that  as  the 
captains  of  coasters  were  going  constantly 
Bn  and  out,  they  knew  the  character  of  the 
Iwaters  as  well  as  the  pilots  themselves. 
ITlie  latter  part  of  the    hon.    Member's 
iMotion  declared  that  it  was  necessary  to 
Itake  measures  for  requiring  pilotage  au- 
Ithorities  to  examine  and  licence  all  com- 
»etent   persons  applying  to  them   for  the 
mrpose  of  qualifying  to  act  as  pilots.    But 
Iwhat  was  tho  fact  now  ?  lie  (Mr.  Horsfall) 
Ispoke  only  with  regard  to  Liverpool,  where, 
Isince   I860,,  every  master  and  mate  who 
Ihad  come  forward  to  be  examined  (with 
|the  exception  of  two  who  had  not  passed  the 
examination)  had  been  licenced.     He  had 
Ino  wish  to  find  fault  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
Iber  for  having  brought  forward  this  ques- 
tion.    IIo  quite  admitted  that  there  were 
Icortain   matters  of  detail   which    required 
Iclose  examination  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
JBut  he  objected  to  this  Resolution  on  the 
principle  that  it  offered  to  the  shipowners 
and  the  local  authorities — who  were  much 
better  judges  than  this  House — a  system 
which  they  did  not  want.     He  could  not 
therefore  consent  to  this  Resolution,  and 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  pressed  it,  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  divide  the  House  on  the 
jsubject. 

Mr.  pease  said,  the  hon.  Member 
Iwho  had  just  sat  down  read  at  some  length 
various  opinions  which  were  expressed  in 
1860  on  the  question  of  compulsory  pilot- 
age ;  but,  without  exception,  tho  opinions 
thus  given  were  those  of  large  shipowners 
I  on  the  Thames,  who  by  this  compulsory 
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pilotage  escaped  an  action  for  damages  when 
any  injury  was  done  to  small  craft  on  the 
river.  Everything  that  had  come  out  so 
far  in  tho  debate  proved  enormous  ano« 
malies  to  exist  and  that  those  anomalies 
begot  other  anomalies.  There  is  no  uni- 
form practice  whatever  on  this  question 
of  compulsory  pilotage.  The  evidence 
of  the  gentlemen  referred  to  was  all  to 
one  point — that,  if  they  were  ofiTered  the 
Free  Trade  system  with  regard  to  pilot- 
age, it  would  not  be  satisfactory,  and 
that  the  demand  for  pilots  would  not 
create  a  sufficient  suppljr.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Pease)  thought  that  all  the  facts  of  the 
case  were  against  that  doctrine.  In  the 
port  of  Cork  there  were  now  103  pilots, 
while  in  the  port  of  Falmouth  there  were 
only  thirty-six.  Both  ports  were  equally 
accessible  ;  but  in  the  latter  the  compul- 
sory system  was  carried  out.  He  thought 
that  case  afforded  a  fair  sample  of  what 
Free  Trade  would  do  in  the  way  of  pro- 
viding pilots,  whose  interest  it  would  be 
always  to  be  on  the  look-out  for  Teasels. 
With  regard  to  Falmouth  he  knew  from 
personal  observation  the*  way  in  which  the 
compulsory  pilotage  system  worked  there. 
He  knew  that,  in  many  instaneea,  in  order 
to  avoid  the  expense  of  pilotage,  largo 
vessels  had  kept  out  of  the  harbour  alto- 
gether, keeping  out  for  days  at  sea  rather 
than  come  into  tho  harbour  with  a  pilot, 
when  they  have  been  waiting  for  orders 
from  Liverpool  or  elsewhere.  It  did  seem 
most  absurd  that  at  Liverpool,  at  Dublin, 
in  the  Clyde,  at  llowth,  and  at  Bristol,  all 
vessel  should  be  compelled  to  take  pilots, 
and  at  Newcastle,  Shields,  Sunderland,  and 
Cork,  they  should  be  comparatively  free. 
His  hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for  Sunderland 
put  the  case  well  when  he  said  that  the 
men  the  captains  must  take  must  be  an  in- 
ferior class  to  the  men  whom  the  captains 
might  take.  Ono  depended  upon  good 
conduct  and  intelligence  ;  while  the  other, 
like  all  tho!>e  possessed  of  monopolies, 
might  do  exactly  as  they  liked,  whether 
they  please  anybody  or  nobody.  He  came 
now  to  the  question,  perhaps  the  most  im- 
portant ono.  What  was  the  origin  of  all 
those  peci/liar  laws  with  regard  to  pilotage? 
They  knew  that  they  aroso  out  of  those 
guilds  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
told  them  had  now  nearly  expired.  In  fact, 
in  one  case  the  vessel  was  made  for  the 
pilot,  and  in  the  other  the  pilot  was  made 
for  the  vessel.  It  must  be  to  the  interest  of 
erery  shipowner  to  do  that  which  waa  for  the 
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ufety  of  himself,  hit  insurerB,  and  those 
wiih  whom  he  was  connected.  If  a  pilot 
was  wanted  he  would  seo  that  one  was 
taken  ;  or  he  would  leave  tlie  matter  in 
the  hands  of  his  own  certificated  captain. 
The  matter  before  the  House  was  the  dif- 
ference between  the  advantage  of  a  Free 
Trade  system,  as  applied  to  all  pilots,  and 
the  great  diffioolties  and  anomalies  which 
arose  from  the  mixture  of  the  two  systems. 
He  (Mr.  Pease)  thought  that  each  port 
ovght  to  have  a  little  more  of  the  Free 
Trade  system,  with  those  necessary  police 
regulations  which  would  enable  the  vessels 
to  work  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  harbour 
aothorities. 

llB.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that  as 
he  had  been  referred  to  he  would  say  a 
few  words  upon  the  subject  of  the  Motion. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  tlie  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  the  opinion  was  growing  in 
fisToar  of  the  voluntary  system  of  pilotage. 
He  hoped  it  would  grow  faster  than  it  had 
hitherto  done,  because  he  entirely  admitted 
the  troth  of  what  had  been  stated,  that 
when  an  attempt  was  made  to  deal  with 
the  qvestion  great  difficulties  had  to  be  en- 
eountered,  great  interest  was  taken  in  the 
qaestion  in  the  House,  and  great  political 
interest  was  exercised  in  defending  the 
pilotage  system.  This  pilotage  system  had 
always  been,  more  or  less,  a  party  political 
qaestion.  he  was  sorry  to  say  ;  and  when- 
ever an  attempt  had  been  made  to  plate 
the  pilotage  law  on  a  sound  and  rational 
footing,  the  parties  making  these  efforts 
liad  been  met  with  a  kind  of  semi-political 
opposition.  However,  they  had  got  now, 
seeing  the  unsatiAfnotory  state  of  the  law 
with  regard  to  collision,  to  this  position — 
thai  something  must  be  done.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Horsfall)  said  that  the  great  shipowners 
were  in  favour  of  compulsory  pilotage. 
No  wonder  that  they  were  in  favour  of 
eompnlsory  pilotage.  A  great  shipowner 
would  in  any  case  employ  a  pilot.  There 
was  no  additional  expense  put  upon  him 
in  compelling  him  to  employ  a  .pilot; 
bot  if  by  that  eompulsory  law  to  em- 
ploy a  pilot  yon  gave  with  it  an  indem- 
nity for  all  damages  his  ship  might  do 
while  in  charge  of  such  pilot,  and  a 
freedom  from  all  liability,  of  course  he 
was  in  favour  of  compulsory  pilotage. 
Bat  if  his  hon.  Friend  had  consulted  the 
owners  of  small  ships,  who  were  not  liable 
to  eompnlsory  pilotage,  and  who  now  were 
depriTod  of  all  rem^j  for  injaries  whieh 


Inrge  shipowners  might  do  to  them,  becanse 
the  large  shipowners  were  indemnified  by 
the  clause  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  in  con- 
sequence of  having  compulsory  pilots,  they 
would  have  told  him  a  very  different  story. 
He  imagined  that  the  Solicitor  General 
would  agree  with  him  that  there  existed  a 
great  wrong  without  a  remedy.  If  he  had 
a  small  vessel  in  the  Thames  run  over  by 
a  large  steamship  in  charge  of  a  compul- 
sory pilot,  if  his  crew  and  captain  were 
drowned,  and  his  property  destroyed,  he 
had  no  remedy  whatever.  There  was  ab- 
solutely no  remedy,  as  he  understood,  by 
the  laws  of  this  country  for  that  groat  and 
signal  wrong  ;  and  it  arose  entirely  from 
the  compulsory  system  of  pilotage ;  because 
the  law  said,  if  the  State  puts  a  man  on 
my  ship,  to  take  the  management  of  the 
ship  out  of  my  hands,  then  the  State  was 
responsible  ;  but  the  State  does  not  recog- 
nize any  responsibility  for  any  damage  that 
might  arise.  Hence  there  was  no  remedy 
whatever,  in  cases  of  collision  the  ques- 
tion frequently  was  not  which  ship  was 
wrong,  and  ought  to  be  liable,  but  which 
ship  was  in  charge  of  a  compulsory  pilot. 
He  would  ask  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General  if  ho  was  not  correct 
in  his  view  of  the  case  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  :  Not 
quite.  The  law  was  this  : — That  the 
owner  of  the  ship  was  not  liable,  because 
the  pilot  was  not  his  servant.  The  pilots 
themselves,  bv  law,  were  liable. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  :  Virtually, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  agreed 
with  him  that,  in  this  case,  there  was  prac- 
tically no  remedy.  A  great  wrong  might 
be  committed  upon  an  industrious  class  of 
our  follow-citisens,  and  yet  they  would  be 
left  in  the  position  of  not  having  any  re- 
medy. He  wanted  any  hon.  Member  to 
point  out  any  other  remedy  than  the  aboli- 
tion of  compulsory  pilotage.  It  would, 
no  doubt,  be  most  unjust  to  put  State 
pilots  on  board  a  vessel  and  then  to  make 
the  owners  reeponsiblo  in  the  event  of  the 
pilots  not  being  able  to  handle  the  vessel  as 
well  as  those  who  were  more  regularly  in 
charge  of  her.  He  thought  we  ought  to 
require  from  the  Government  some  under- 
taking that  this  question  would  really  be 
seriously  considered  with  a  view  to  a  set- 
tlement. He  did  not  believe  that  the  diffi- 
culties after  all  would  be  so  very  great. 
Ho  thought  persons  were  becoming  more 
and  more  convinced  of  the  necessity — the 
absolute  necessity — of  some  radical  change 
in  our  pilotage  system.    If  they  looked  to 
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16  enormous  trade  upon  our  coasts  and 
le  yast  number  of  collisions  that  took 
lace,  he  thought  they  must  feel  that  it 
jas  every  day  becoming  more  and  more  an 
iligation  to  deal  with  this  very  important 
ibject.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
Ir.  Candlish)  had  brought  the  question 
irward  with  so  much  clearness  and  in  so 
luch  detail  that  it  was  unnecessary  to  go 
ito  the  various  anomalies  of  the  present 
ilotage  system  ;  but  he  (Mr.  M.  Gibson) 
|as  clearly  of  opinion  that  they  ought  to 

something  to  provide  a  remedy  for  the 
|reat  wrong  he  bad  pointed  out.  With 
)gard  to  tho  second  part  of  his  hon. 
'rend's  Motion,  that  the  pilotage  authori- 
jes  should  be  required  to  examine  and 
^ence  all  competent  persons  applying  to 
lem,  for  the  purpose  of  qualifying  to  act 

pilots,  he  thought  that  it  was  most  rea- 

mable.     It  appeared  to  him  very  strange 

lat  a  person  was  not  to  be  permitted  to 

>lloir  that  calling  for  which  he  was  com- 

letent ;  or  that   some  pilotage  authority 

jas  to  say  that  a  man  was  not  to  be  per- 

litted  to  follow  tho  calling  of  a  pilot  how- 

rer  respectable,  however  industrious,  or 

[owever  competent  he  might  be.     Why, 

key  might  as  well  say  that  a  man  shall 

lot  follow  the  calling  of  a  shoemaker,  or 

|utcher,  or  baker,  or  any  other  pursuit,  as 

lat  of  a  pilot:     Therefore,  he  did  think 

lat  we  ought  to  get  rid  of  that  absurd 

sstriction  of  trying  to  ^x  the  number  of 

lilots  any  given  trade  would  employ,  and 

liaking  it  almost  a  motter  of  favour,  some- 


imes  not  without  political  motives,  to  make  ^ 

ten  pilots.     Let  us  be  content  with  tho 

jrdinary  rules  of  supply  and  demand.    The 

reedom  of  competition  among  pilots   was 

he  best  receipt  for  supplying  ships  with 

[ilots;   and  rely  upon  it,  if  they  let  fisher- 

len  and  qualified  men  who,  in  pursuit  of 

leir  calling,  were  constantly  at  sea,  have 

to  benefit   of    these   licences,   the   ships 

rould  much  moro  frequently  find   pilots, 

rhen  they  wanted   them,   than   they  did 

jow.     They  knew    that   regulations   and 

|y-Iaws  of  a   severe  character  had  been 

lonstantly  passed  to  compel  pilots  to  keep 

|he  sea  and  do  their  duty,  because  there 

ras  an  absence  of  competition.     Gompeti- 

lion  would  provide  better  for  the  trade  than 

jy  fixing  the  number  of  pilots  tho  trade 

night  require,  which  he   contended    was 

jighly  inexpedient. 

The    solicitor  GENERAL   said, 

lat  as  he  had  had  some  experience  in  tho 

tiscussion  of  these  subjects,  and  had  heard 

[pinions  on  both  sides,  he  would  venture  to 

Mr.  MUner  6ib$on 


make  one  or  two  remarks.  It  was  no  part 
of  his  duty  or  inclination  to  defend  the 
present  pilotage  laws.  He  apprehended, 
however,  that  the  real  question  before  the 
House  was  the  question  of  compulsory 
pilotage,  and  that  the  question  of  the  ex- 
amination of  pilots  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it.  [Mr.  MiLNER  Gibson  said,  it  formed 
the  second  part  of  tho  Motion.]  He  would 
confine  himself  to  the  question  of  compul- 
sion, and  the  legal  results  of  that  compul- 
sion. There  were  two  considerations  in- 
volved in  the  matter.  The  one  was  a 
mercantile  consideration — whether  it  was 
desirable  to  have  compulsory  pilots  or  not, 
and  the  other  was  the  legal  result  of  hav- 
ing compulsory  pilots.  As  to  the  first,  be 
had  had  occasion  to  consult  the  opinions  of 
many  different  classes.  There  were  the 
shipowners  in  one  class  ;  but  they  were 
again  divided  into  two  opinions— one  being 
the  opinion  of  the  large  shipowners,  and 
the  other  of  the  small  shipowners.  There 
were  also  the  views  of  the  underwriters. 
Now,  the  reason  why  pilotage  had  been 
made  compulsory,  and  why  the  Legislature 
forced  on  the  ship  and  captain  the  necessity 
of  taking  a  pilot,  was  to  ensure  the  safety 
of  the  crew  and  of  the  cargo.  When  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Ash  ton  spoke  of 
anomalies,  he  meant  that  there  was  a  want 
of  uniformity  in  the  system  adopted  on  all 
parts  of  the  English  coast ;  but  that  want 
of  uniformity  had  arisen  from  the  varied 
character  of  the  different  parts  of  the 
coast.  It  might  not  be  necessary  or  ex- 
pedient that  ships  should  take  a  pilot  in 
going  into  a  safe  port;  but,  upon  going 
into  a  port  that  was  dangerous,  such  as 
the  port  of  Liverpool — in  reference  to 
which  anybody  who  had  any  experience  of 
the  matter  was  astonished  that  any  ship 
got  in  safe  at  all — of  course,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  master  should  take  a  pilot. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ashton  that  largo  shipowners  al- 
ways would  take  pilots,  without  any  regard 
to  the  legal  result,  simply  to  secure  the 
safety  of  their  ships  and  property,  because 
they  had  an  immense  stake  at  risk  ;  but 
the  smaller  shipowners  were  inclined  to 
run  great  risks  in  order  to  save  themselves 
a  momentary  expense ;  and  the  law  said 
"  We  will  not  allow  the  small  shipowner  to 
risk  the  lives  of  his  crew  and  the  value 
of  his  property  in  order  to  save  the  ex- 
pense of  employing  a  pilot."  In  those 
ports  where  ships  were  exempt  from  this 
obligation,  it  was  probably  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  mastera  of  those  shipa  were 
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well  Mqnainted  with  the  channel,  and  had 
had  considerable  eiperience  thcmseWes. 
He  simply  pointed  these  out  as  reasons 
whieh  had  been  given  by  people  who  had 
taken  opposite  Tiews  on  the  matter  from 
those'now{arged  ;  but  not  for  the  purpose  of 
supporting  the  law,  with  which  he  had  had 
but  very  little  to  do.  As  to  the  rulo  of 
law  arising  upon  a  ship  being  required 
by  compulsion  to  take  a  pilot,  it  was  a 
general  law  ;  and  he  would  like  to  state 
how  far  that  law  went,  because  he  thought 
thai  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken 
were  not  fully  acquainted  with  the  natnre 
and  extent  of  the  liabilities  which  it  im- 
posed. By  the  law  of  England,  a  master 
was  liable  for  the  act  of  his  servant.  Many 
thought  it  was  a  hard  law  that,  after  you 
had  taken  all  possible  precautions  to  select 
an  experienced  and  careful  servant,  you 
should  be  subjected  to  an  enormous  liability, 
because  for  a  time  he  had  been  negligent. 
That  law  was  only  applicable  to  the  case 
of  a  servant ;  the  moment  therefore  tho 
Legislature  placed  a  compulsory  pilot  on 
board  a  ship,  it  did  not  require  an  enact- 
ment to  show  that  the  shipowner  would 
not  be  liable  for  any  damage  occasioned 
by  hia  negligence  ;  it  followed  by  the  com- 
mon law  of  the  land  that  the  shipowner 
could  not  be  liable,  because  the  pilot  was 
not  selected  by  hini  ;  he  could  not  order  him 
to  do  what  he  desired,  and,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  pilot  would  not  be  his  servant. 
It  waa  quite  true  then  that,  under  certain 
circumstances,  the  shipowner  was  not  liable 
in  eases  of  collision  when  his  ship  was  the 
one  in  fault ;  but  it  was  only  where  the 
collision  was  occasioned  solely  by  the  fault 
of  the  pilot.  If  it  was  caused  partly  by 
the  fault  of  the  crew  and  partly  by  that 
of  the  pilot,  then  there  was  not  an  ex- 
emption from  liability.  The  exemption 
only  exiated  where  the  fanlt  was  solely  on 
the  part  of  a  person  over  whom  the  ship- 
owner had  no  control.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  the  shipowner  should  bo  liable 
for  any  damage  done  by  the  ship,  although 
there  might  be  a  compulsory  pilot  on 
board  ;  but  he  was  not  prepared  at  present 
to  aay  thai  thai  would  be  just.  It  was  a 
matter  thai  required  consideration  —  a 
matter  for  tho  Government  to  consider  in 
any  Bill  they  might  bring  forward.  The 
boD.  Member  who  had  brought  forward  the 
Votion  would  readily  perceive  that  it  would 
not  be  desirable  to  bind  the  House  to  an 
absolnte  decision  on  the  subject,  inas- 
much aa  modifications  rather  than  absolute 
chaagea  of  both  branches  of  the  law  rc- 
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ferred  to  in  tho  Resolution  might  hereafter 
be  introduced  which  would  meet  the  views 
he  entertained. 

Mu.  GRAVES  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  dwelt  too  much 
upon  tho  mere  carrying  out  of  what  had 
been  called  the  Free  Trade  system  in  this 
matter.  Ho  had  overlooked  that  which 
lay  at  tho  very  bottom  of  the  subject — 
namely,  tho  question  of  liability.  The 
hon.  Member  only  regarded  the  point  as 
one  of  supply  and  demand.  But  he  (Mr. 
Graves)  thought  that  the  question  went 
very  much  beyond  that.  They  had,  first 
of  all  to  decide,  whether  they  would  have 
an  irrespoDsiblo  supply  of  pilots,  free  from 
all  obligations  but  those  dictated  by  their 
own  interests,  or  whether  they  would  havo 
them  subject  to  control ;  because  he  held  it 
to  bo  quite  inconsistent  with  a  voluntary  sys- 
tem to  uphold  tho  present  system  of  strin- 
gent regulations ;  ho  believed  these  to  bo 
necessarj  to  the  safety  of  life  and  property. 
At  present,  in  consequence  of  the  compul- 
sory powers  which  existed,  they  had  a  most 
perfect  system  of  control.  For  instance, 
at  Liverpool,  a  certain  number  of  pilots 
were  always  ready  for  duty  at  all  times 
of  the  year,  whether  the  weather  was  fino 
or  bad ;  and  the  master  of  a  ship  running 
up  in  a  golo  of  wind,  can  be  suro  of  meet- 
ing with  four  points  on  tlie  coast  where 
pilots  are  always  to  be  met  with  ;  so  that 
if  the  master  misses  ono  pilot,  he  is  sure 
to  meet  with  another,  and  this  is  in  con- 
sequenco  of  tho  control  exercised  over  them. 
The  precise  proportion  of  pilots  required 
by  the  wants  of  the  port  to  bo  afloat  and 
ashoro  was  determined.  Again,  they  were 
prevented  from  making  salvage  claims — 
from  making  any  claim  whatever  except 
subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Board, 
and  were  not  allowed  to  own  shares  in  tug 
steamers.  A  largo  question,  further,  must 
also  ariso  as  to  superannuation  claims—* 
for  there  were  certain  rights  of  this  cha- 
racter^ to  which  they  were  entitled,  and 
which  would  have  to  be  considered.  Such 
advantages  as  these  would  have  to  be 
abandoned  for  a  voluntary  system.  The 
hon.  Member  asked — what  remedy  could 
bo  suggested  for  the  anomalies  in  tho  pre- 
sent system  which  he  had  pointed  out,  ex- 
cept that  which  he  had  brought  forward  ? 
He  (Mr.  Graves)  would  suggest  that  a 
remedy  lay,  not  so  much  in  a  uniform  sys- 
tem of  compulsion  or  of  freedom,  as  in 
defining  more  occurately  tho  question  of 
liability.  At  present  it  was  most  undefined. 
When  the  pilot  came  on  board  of  a  ship,  tho 
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[aster,  in  most  cases,  considered  bimself 

)lieTed  of  all  responsibility,  and  the  pilot 

^ok  charge.  To  that  pilot,  the  peculiarities 

the  Tessel  was  entirely  unknown.   Every 

lip  had  her  own  specialty,  of  which  the 

[lot  was  ignorant ;  and  it  would  bo  found 

the  statistics  that  a  very  large  portion 

the  losses  in  the  Channel  have  taken 

lace  when  a  pilot  was  on  board.      He 

lould  suggest  that  the  duties  of  the  pilot 

lould  be  defined  more  accurately — where 

|iey  begin,  and  where  they  end.  He  would 

kther  try  to  find  a  solution  of  the  question 

having  a  uniform  system  of  liability 

itaching  to  the  owner ;  and  let  the  pilot's 

ities  be  confined  to  pointing  out  the  dan- 

irs  of  the  channel  which  he  had  to  navi- 

kte.      He  believed  when   they  came  to 

)al  with  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  that 

was  with  that  question  they  would  have 

deal,  and  not  with  any  attempt  to  lay 

»wn  a  uniform  system,  suitable   to  the 

[hole  coast.    He  believed,  on  tho  contrary, 

lat  every  district  had  its  peculiarities  ;  and 

lose  principally  interested  in  a  port  were 

le  right  persons  to  judge  what  the  system 

pilotage  ought  to  be,  and  what  number 

pilots  were  sufficient  to  keep  up,  in  a 

ktisfactory  and  efficient  state,  the  pilotage 

iquirements  of   the  port.     It  would   be 

lost  unfortunate  if  the  Government  stepped 

and  took  out  of  the  hands  of  the  local 

ithorities  tho  regulations  of  those  most 

iportant  duties.     It  must  be  remembered 

lat,  as  the  law  now  stood,  it  was  a  mis- 

kke  to  suppose  that  shipowners  were  free 

jents.     For  instance,  they  could  not  em- 

loy  masters   or   mates  unless  they   held 

)rtificates  from  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  and 

10  tendency  of  legislation  was  to  limit 

fill  further  their  freedom.      But  now  it 

ras  to  be  argued  that  a  step  in  the  con- 

I'ary  direction  ought  to  be  taken  in  tho 

ise  of  pilots — that  they  ought  to  be  re- 

jarded  only  in  the  light  of  supply  and  de- 

land,  and  that  owners  should  be  free  to 

kke  them  or  not  as  they  pleased.     That 

ras  an   inconsistency  which   seemed   un- 

istifiable  ;  as  it  seemed  to  him  the  real 

juestion  to  be  grappled  with  was,  to  define 

le  duties  of  the  pilots,  or  to  declare  upon 

[hose  shoulders  the  real  responsibility  must 

>Bt.     Ho  hoped  tho  hon.  Member  would 

lot  force  his  Motion  to  a  division  ;  but  if 

e  did  he  should   be  compelled   to  vote 

[gainst  it. 

Mr.  CANDLISII  :  After  the  assurance 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  Cave) 

bat  tho  matter  would  have  his  attention, 

|nd  understanding  that  his  feelings  were 

Mr*  Graves 


in  favour  of  the  Motion,  he  would  beg  to 
withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question   again   proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  tho  Chair." 

BRITISH    MUSEUM.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  wished  to 
make  one  more  effort  to  induce  the  Govern- 
ment to  remedy  what  was  a  great  dis- 
credit to  this  country — the  present  con- 
dition of  the  British  Museum.  In  propor- 
tion, as  the  collections  in  that  institution 
accumulated,  and  in  proportion  also  to  the 
intelligence  and  ability  of  those  who  had 
charge  of  it,  must  be  the  regret  which  was 
felt  to  see  how  vain  and  futile  were  their 
efforts  to  render  this  collection  available, 
either  for  the  study  of  scientific  men,  or  for 
the  amusement  and  instruction  of  general 
visitors.  It  was  impossible,  by  any  Terbal 
description,  to  give  an  idea  of  the  present 
state  of  the  collection ;  the  only  way  was 
for  hon.  Members  to  go  and  judge  for  them- 
selves. If  they  eiamined  the  Oolleetion 
of  Natural  History  upstairs,  they  would 
find  the  specimens  so  closely  paeked  to- 
gether that  it  was  impossible  to  distinguish 
the  hoofs  and  the  horns,  the  heads  and 
the  tails  which  belonged  to  the  different 
animals  ;  and  the  gentlemen  connected 
with  that  department  had  not  the  means  of 
prosecuting  their  scientific  studies.  If 
they  went  downstairs  to  the  room  where 
the  Insects  were  deposited,  they  would 
find  that  they  had  descended  at  once  into 
the  realms  of  Nox  and  Erebus,  and  of 
eternal  night.  A  writer  in  The  Times  on 
this  subject  stated  that  Englishmen  were 
obliged  to  hunt  in  their  minds  for  apologies 
whenever  they  took  foreigners  to  visit  that 
department ;  for  the  Insects  were  shut  up 
in  drawers  unarranged — many  of  them  un- 
set, and  some  of  them  undistinguishable, 
being  covered  with  an  accumulation  of 
London  dust.  If  they  visited  the  depart- 
ment of  Antiquities,  Mr.  Newton  would 
show  them  that  unseemly  penthouse  where 
the  interesting  specimens  of  sculpture  from 
Ilalicarnassus,  Cyrene,  and  Cnidus  were 
huddled  together.  Matters  were  still  worse 
if  he  took  them  to  the  basement  regions, 
where  inscriptions,  Etruscan  monuments, 
and  an  immense  mass  of  interesting  oh* 
jects  were  concealed  in  impenetrable  dark- 
ness. Such  was  the  present  condition  of 
the  British  Museum — unrivalled  in  its  Col- 
lection of  Natural  History — and,  though  it 
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might  be  excelled  in  some  particnlar 
branches,  ttill  justly  claiming  to  be  one  of 
the  greatest  collections  in  the  world  for 
originality,  variety,  and  completeness.  The 
objections  he  had  to  make  to  it  were  as  to 
its  structnre,  its  arrangement,  and  its  ad- 
ministration. First  among  the  structural 
defects  of  the  building  was  the  manner  in 
which  the  halls  were  lighted.  If  there 
was  one  thing  necessary  in  works  of  art, 
it  was  that  a  full  and  clear  light  should 
fall  upon  the  objects.  That  was  more  par- 
ticularly necessary  in  so  dark  and  cloudy 
a  city  as  ours  ;  but  the  light  was  so  strained 
and  contracted,  that  it  seemed  to  be  made 
obscure  by  some  pernicious  ingenuity. 
Then,  what  could  be  worse  than  the  miser- 
able and  unseemly  cistern  in  which  the 
Assyrian  antiquities  were  exposed  ?  The 
next  defect  was  want  of  space,  which  for- 
bade all  attempt  at  chronological  and  sys- 
tematic arrangement^  the  yery  essence  of 
a  properly  constructed  museum.  In  for- 
mer days  a  museum  was  a  mere  curiosity 
shop,  in  which  the  most  incongruous  ob- 
jects were  thrown  carelessly  together — 
South  Sea  implements  of  war,  Greek  and 
Roman  busts,  Hindoo  idols,  wasps'  nests, 
atnffed  kangaroos,  shells,  the  bat  and  glores 
of  some  celebrity,  all  mixed  up  together — all 
these  things  arranged  without  system  for- 
merly constituted  a  museum.  But  we  have 
adyaneed  to  different  ideas.  A  moseum  is 
now  the  symbol  of  the  intelligence  and 
learning  of  a  nation  ;  while  it  ministers  to 
the  amusement  of  the  many  it  should  con- 
yey  instruction  to  all.  If  there  were  sermons 
in  Btones^ — and  he  knew  no  sermons  more 
impressiye  than  those  that  were  preached 
in  some  of  those  stones,  which  told  the 
tale  of  the  structure  of  the  earth,  or  of  the 
religions,  the  politics  of  races  oyer  which 
the  flood  of  time  has  passed,  or  the  linea- 
ments of  those  famous  men  who  once 
swayed  the  world— then  let  them  tell  their 
sermons  clearly  and  distinctly,  not  in  the 
confused  and  chaotio  manner  they  were 
made  to  do  in  the  Museum.  He  would 
illustrate  what  he  meant.  At  the  British 
Museum,  the  visitor  entered  a  hall  filled 
with  Roman  busts,  sculptures  and  tesselated 
pavement,  and  then  passed  to  a  room  filed 
with  Greek  and  Roman  sculpture.  Turn- 
ing to  the  right,  he  came  to  the  Nineveh 
bulls ;  then  to  the  sculptures  of  Egypt ; 
then  back  to  Assyria  ;  or,  if  he  went 
straight  on  he  would  find  himself  again 
among  works  of  Greek  and  Roman  art— 
from  them  he  would  pass  into  barbaric 
Lycian  tombs  and  inscriptions,  and  out  of 


them  straight  into  the  highest  efforts  of 
Greek  art,  the  works  of  Phidias.  No- 
thing could  be  more  incongruous  or  less 
instructive  than  such  a  miserable  jumble. 
A  proposition  for  a  state  of  things  equally 
incongruous  had  been  made — namely,  to 
stow  away  all  the  lighter  antiquities  up- 
stairs, and  keep  the  heavier  articles  down- 
stairs :  a  sort  of  avoirdupois  arrangement. 
Nothing  could  be  worse  than  such  a  clas- 
sification as  that.  He  trusted  that,  even 
if  the  Natural  History  Collection  were  re- 
moved, the  Government  would  be  induced 
to  buy  sufficient  land  to  the  west  of  the 
Musuem  to  permit  of  a  chronological  ar- 
rangement of  the  various  objects  in 
parallel  halls.  They  ought  to  begin  their 
classification  with  the  oldest  periods  of  art 
— with  the  works  of  Egypt — then  those 
of  Assyria,  and  so  on,  till  they  arrived  at 
the  perfection  of  art  in  the  works  of 
Phidias,  and  then  to  proceed  downwards  to 
the  decline.  Professor  Owen  took  sub- 
stantially this  view.  He  said  that  the 
British  Museum  was  a  place  both  for  ob- 
servation and  recreation  ;  but  that  neither 
could  be  carried  out  until  there  was  a  com- 
plete and  classified  arrangement  of  all  the 
works  of  nature  and  art.  He  would  now 
come  to  the  question  of  administration. 
Some  years  ago  a  memorial,  signed  by 
120  scientific  men,  was  presented  to  Lord 
Palmerston,  praying  that  the  British  Mu- 
seum might  be  preserved  intact  ;  that 
ground  should  be  bought,  and  that  the 
collections  of  science  and  art  should  be  kept 
within  the  same  building.  Shortly  after- 
wards, another  memorial  was  presented  to 
the  GoTcmment,  taking  another  and  differ- 
ent view.  These  memorialists  made  the 
following  statement  :— 

"  We  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  of  fundamental 
importanot  to  the  progress  of  the  Natural  Sciences 
in  this  country,  that  the  administration  of  the 
National  Natural  History  Collections  should  be 
separated  from  that  of  tho  Library  and  Art  Col« 
lections,  and  placed  under  one  Officer,  who  should 
be  immediately  responsible  to  one  of  the  Queen's 
Ministers. 

"  We  regard  the  exact  locality  of  the  National 
Museum  of  Natural  History  as  a  question  of  com- 
paratively minor  importance,  provided  that  it  be 
conveniently  accessible  and  within  the  Metro- 
politan  district." 

The  memorial  was  signed  by  Mr.  Darwin, 
Mr.  Huxley,  Dr.  Hooker,  and  other  men  of 
distinction  ;  so  that  it  appeared  as  if  a  large 
portion  of  the  scientific  world  attached 
more  importance  to  the  question  of  admi- 
nistration than  to  the  question  of  locality. 
He  would  not  say  one  word  derogatory  to 
the  trustees,  he  gave  them  much  credit  for 
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^▼ing  gathered  a  collection  nnirersal  in  its 

\ient,  and  for  selecting  in  eyery  instance, 

ince  to  preside  over  the  departments  men 

lose  fame  was  not  confined  to  the  walls 

the  British  Museum.     He  should  indeed 

insensihle  to  the  influence  which  great 

Imes  exercised  in   British  society  if  he 

Insidered  that  the  eminent  men  now  con- 

jeted  with  the  Trust  of  the  British  Mu- 

im  did  not  add  lustre  to  the  institution 

|d  inspire  confidence  in  the  management. 

ich  was  the  confidence  that  he  did  not  ro- 

llect  a  single  instance  in  which  the  Esti- 

ktcs  for  the  Museum  had  heen  challenged. 

le  character  of  the  trustees  stood  so  high 

it  the  most  entire  and  implicit  reliance 

is  placed  in  them.     But  his  objection 

IS,  that  there  was  no  responsible  manage- 

mt ;  no  Minister  of  the  Crown  was  re- 

jonsible  ;  and,  if  any  objection  or  com- 

mt  was  made,  there  was  no  one  to  answer 

comment  or  the  objection.     At  one 

»ment  the  GoTemment  might  be  blamed 

what  was  really  the  obstructiyeness  of 
trustees ;  at  another,  the  trustees 
Ight  be  blamed  for  what  was  the  obstruo- 
feness  of  the  GoTcmment.  Now,  how 
IS  the  Trust  composed  ?  It  was  composed 
Iforty-eight  trustees,  twenty-three  official, 
|e  royal,  nine  family,  and  fifteen  elected, 
ich  a  body  of  trustees  was  confessedly 
Iwieldy,  and  one  proof  of  its  cumbrous 
|ture  was,  that  it  was  divided  into  a  stand- 
committee,  which  again  was  divided 
|o  sub-committecB.  The  three  principal 
istees  were  the  Speaker,  the  Lord  Chan- 
|Ior,  and  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 

their  hands  all  the  appointments  were 

iced.     It   was  impossible  to  praise  too 

;hly  the  appointments  they  had  made  ; 

It  still  it  did  seem  strange  that  to  the 

*ee  men  who  had  of  all  men,  perhaps,  in 

United  Kingdom,  the  heaviest  amount 
business  on  their  hands,  should  be  en- 
isted  the  selection  of  the  most  fitting 
'sons  to  fill  vacancies  in  the  British  Mu- 
im.  The  ex  officio  trustees,  with  the 
;eption  of  the  Presidents  of  the  Royal 
[ademy,  of  the  Royal  Society,  and  of  the 
[yal  Society  of  Antiquaries  were,  mainly 
itlemen  connected  with  politics  or  with 

Bar,  whose  pursuits  must  leave  little 
le  for  the  concerns  of  the  British  Museum. 

fact,  the  ex  officio  trustees  rarely  at- 
ided  unless  there  was  some  scheme  under 
isideration  in  which  the  Qovernment 
Ire  interested.  A  memorable  instance 
this  occurred  under  Lord  Palmerston's 
vernment  in  1860.  The  trustees  had, 
jce  1848,  been  imploring  each  Govern- 
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ment  for  more  space.  The  opinion  of  the 
Standing  Committee  of  the  trustees  was 
in  favour  of  retaining  all  the  collections  on 
the  present  site,  and  of  purchasing  the 
block  of  buildings  round  the  Museum.  Lord 
Palmerston's  Government  was,  however,  of 
a  different  opinion.  It  had  become  the 
proprietor  of  land  at  South  Kensington, 
and  it  was  necessary  to  justify  the  pur- 
chase of  this  land  by  erecting  some  kind 
of  public  building  on  it.  There  were  two 
thinj^s  to  be  done :  to  over-ride  the  decision 
of  the  Standing  Committee  ;  but  at  the 
same  time  to  impress  on  the  country  the 
belief  that  the  removal  of  the  Natural 
History  Collection  was  in  accordance  with 
the  views  of  the  trnstees.  Whereupon,  in 
January  1860,  there  came  down  a  body  of 
ex  officios,  they  voted  en  masse  as  they  were 
told  to  do,  and  thus  the  removal  to  Kensing- 
ton was  decided  by  a  majority  of  1.  This, 
then,  went  forth  as  the  true  expression  of  the 
trustees  ;  whereas  it  was  the  expression  of 
men  who  had  probably  not  visited  the  Mu- 
seum  twice  in  their  lives,  and  who  eared 
as  little  as  they  knew  about  its  eonditioa 
and  requirements.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  of  that  day  justified  the  aetion 
of  the  Government,  on  the  ground  that  thej 
must*be  responsible  to  the  country  for  any 
measures  that  were  actually  adopted,  and 
hence,  that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
submit  to  the  dictation  of  a  certain  number 
of  gentlemen  assembled  in  a  back  parlour 
at  Bloomsbury.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  on 
that  occasion,  the  gentlemen  sitting  in 
Bloomsbury  were  truer  representatives  of 
the  feeling  of  the  nation  than  the  gentle- 
men sitting  in  Downing  Street,  to  judge 
from  the  division  in  1862,  when  the  House 
of  Commons  rejected  the  Bill  for  separating 
the  collections,  and  from  that  of  June, 
1863,  when  it  refused  to  buy  the  Exhibi- 
tion Building  to  bouse  the  Natural  History 
Collection.  But  the  question  remained, 
why  go  through  the  farce  of  consulting  the 
trustees  at  all  ?  Next  came  the  family 
trustees.  Their  trusts,  he  admitted,  should 
be  continued  in  reference  to  the  bequests 
in  which  they  were  trustees ;  but  it  certainly 
was  an  anomaly  that  a  number  of  gentle- 
men should  interfere  in  the  management 
of  a  great  library,  or  of  natural  history  and 
antiquarian  collections,  solely  upon  the 
ground  that  their  great  grandfathers  might 
have  presented  a  statue  or  a  bust  to  tho 
institution.  He  came  next  to  the  office  of 
the  manager  and  director  of  this  great  estab- 
lishment. The  office  of  principal  librarian 
had  of  late  years  been  continually  growing 
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in  magnitude  and  multifariousneas  of  func- 
tions. The  popular  idea  of  a  principal 
librarian  was  that  he  was  a  man  with  a 
great  manj  sub-librarians  under  him.  But 
the  fact  was  that  he  had  the  chargo  of  three 
great  collections — Library,  Antiquities,  and 
Natural  History— any  of  which  was  almost 
too  much  for  the  powers  of  a  single  indivi- 
dual. Professor  Owen  himself,  though  he 
had  been  made  Superintendent  of  Natural 
History,  still  remained  under  the  direction 
of  the  principal  librarian.  Mr.  Panizzi  was  a 
man  of  singular  administrative  power,  of  iron 
will,  and  indomitable  activity,  and  he  suc- 
ceeded in  preserving  unity  of  administration 
in  the  British  Museum;  but  anyone  well 
acquainted  with  that  institution  could  not 
fail  to  have  become  acquainted  with  the 
heartburnings,  jealousies,  and  inconveni- 
ences attendant  upon  the  control  being 
Tested  in  a  single  hand.  Upon  a  com- 
paratively small  scale,  eighty  years  ago, 
this  system  of  individual  administration 
might  hate  done  very  well ;  but  in  the  pre- 
sent day  there  was  no  one  man  capable  of 
holding  the  reius  of  this  great  establish- 
ment ;  under  a  weaker  man  than  Mr. 
Panisii  collisions  must  inevitably  ensue, 
and  diflSeulties  be  multiplied.  He  had  en- 
tered into  the  system  of  management,  be- 
cause it  was  generally  understood  that  the 
GoTemment  was  about  to  introduce  a  Bill 
to  transfer  the  Natural  History  Collection  to 
Kensington  ;  and  he  could  not  too  strongly 
express  his  hope  that,  if  that  transfer  were 
carried  out,  the  present  cumbrous  system 
would  not  be  perpetuated.  One  of  the  chief 
recommendations  of  the  Eoyal  Commission 
of  1850  had  been  to  diminish  the  executive 
functions  of  the  trustees,  and  to  convert 
them,  if  possible,  more  into  a  supervising 
and  visiting  body  than  they  were  at  pre- 
sent. But  the  result  which  the  Commission 
looked  for  had  not  been  attoined  ;  and  the 
heads  of  departments  had  been  rendered 
more  powerless  than  before,  through  an 
increased  conscientiousness  on  the  part  of 
the  trustees  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties, 
in  short  firom  their  entering  into  minutias 
of  manaffement  which  was  by  no  means 
calculated  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  the 
officers  of  the  establishment.  For  in- 
stanee»  if  a  coin  or  object  of  natural  history 
were  offered  for  sale  at  the  Museum,  be- 
yond the  very  small  pecuniary  limit  al- 
lowed, the  officials  had  no  power  to  make 
a  pnrchaae»  and  the  matter  was  referred  to 
the  truBteea*  ^  But  the  elements  of  a  right 
jedgment  x'osided  not  with  them,  so  much 
u  m  the   ooin-room^  or  in  the  study  of 


Professor  Owen,  whore  the  yalue  of  tho 
specimen,  its  novelty,  its  connection  with 
other  objects  could  be  tested.  Hence  the 
transfer  of  such  a  question  from  the  de- 
partment to  the  trustees  was  not  a  gain, 
but  a  loss,  involving  as  it  did  a  reference 
from  persons  who  knew  more  to  persons 
who  knew  less,  from  a  more  competent 
to  a  less  competent  tribunal.  He  (Mr. 
Gregory)  considered  also  that  it  was  of 
vital  importance  to  the  good  working  of 
the  institution  that  the  keepers  of  the  dif- 
ferent departments  should  be  present  at 
tho  board  when  their  Reports  were  read, 
instead  of  any  explanations  which  were  re- 
quisite being  asked  for  and  tendered  in 
writing.  Such  a  system  was  cumbrous, 
offensive  and  pedantic.  Were  the  keeper 
present  he  could  in  £ve  minutes  explain 
his  views,  instead  of  having  them,  perhaps, 
inadequately  set  forth  by  a  principal  li- 
brarian, who  might  be  adverse  to  them. 
Let  them  ask  Professor  Owen  what  he 
thought  of  having  the  business  of  the  Na- 
tural History  Department  conducted  by 
a  chief  librarian,  who  never  scrupled  to 
express  the  most  thorough  contempt  for 
men  of  science,  and  Sir  Benjamin  Brodie 
never  hesitated  to  stigmatize  this  mode  of 
doing  business  as  fraught  with  confusion, 
delay,  and  discontent.  With  regard  to  the 
way  of  improving  the  administration,  ho 
would  point  to  tho  constitution  of  the  Na- 
tional Gallery.  In  that  case,  there  was  a 
Minister  directly  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment, tho  Estimate  was  moved  by  a  re- 

I  sponsible  Minister,  and  the  director  who 
had  the  spending  of  tho  Annual  Grant,  was 
not  hampered  by  tho  trustees.  Ho  was  a 
member  of  the  board,  and  attended  its 
meetings.     Tho    trustees    aided   him    on 

;  questions  of  administration,  on  communi- 
cations with  tho  Government  in  regard  to 
new  buildings,  or  special  grants  for  pur- 
chases ;  in  short,  on  those  points  in  which 
a  board  was  a  valuable  aid  rather  than  a 
fetter  to  a  director.  He  (Mr.  Gregory) 
would  recommend  this  mode  of  goyernment. 
He  would  therefore  advise  that  all  that  was 
unnecessary  should  be  eliminated  from  tho 
Trust.  This  would  include  the  ex  officio 
and  family  trustees,  reserving  to  tho  latter 
the  right  of  intervention,  when  the  bequests 
with  which  they  were  connected  were  con- 
cerned. There  would  then  remain  the 
fifteen  elected  trustees,  and  ho  would  sug- 
gest that  they  should  bo  divided  into  three 
boards,  with  each  of  which  should  be  as- 
sociated one  of  the  heads  of  the  three  de- 
partments, and  he  should  be  the  medium 
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oommuDication  with  tho  official  who  was 

rectlj  respouBiblo  to  Parliament.  The 
)at  Library  would  thus  be  represented  by 
irary  men,  the  Antiquities  by  scholars, 

|d  the  Natural  History  by  men  of  science, 
icancies  should  be  filled  up  by  the  Crown, 
would  give  the  head  of  the  department 
ircme  authority  with  regard  to  the 
mding  of  tho  Annual  Grant.     The  func- 

[ns  of  each  of  these  small  and  compact 
irds  should  oztcnd  over  the  framing  of 
statutes  and  regulations.  It  should  be 
isultativo  and  visitatorial  rather  than 
»cutive.  Consultative  as  regards  special 
mts^  increased  accommodation,  salaries, 

|d  such-like  objects  ;  visitatorial,  so  far 
annually  inspecting  the  condition  and 

rangement  of  the  collections  in  company 

Ith  their  respective  keepers.     It  should 

|o  form  a  final  court  of  appeal  to  which 
officer  of  the  Museum  who  considered 
iself  aggrieved  might  apply.     Such  a 
irt  as  this  could  not  fail  to  give  con- 

|cnce;  and  inasmuch  as  it  would  assist 
not  fetter  the  director,  was  far  pre- 

[able  to  the  autocratic  government  of  one 
\n.  Into  tho  wider  question,  whether 
ire  should  bo  an  Education  Minister  in 

[rliament,  or  one  man  of  eminence  out 
Parliament  to  supervise  the  art  and 

|cnce  institutions  of  the  country  he  could 
now  enter.     He  hoped,  too,  that  dis- 

|ot  rules  would  be  laid  down  regarding 
future  boundaries  and  scope  of  tho  Mu- 
mi.  Tho  drawings  of  tho  great  masters 
luld  bo  removed,  in  accordance  with 
recommendations    of    tho    Committee 

|1860,  to  the  National  Gallery,  as  soon 
that  building  was  fit  to  receive  them, 
thought  everything  relating  to  British 

|tory  should  be  kept  at  Bloomsbury  ;  but 
Foreign  Medifflval  Collection — the  Ma- 

ica  for  instance — should  be  sent  to  Ken- 

Igton,  for  it  was  not  desirable  that  two 
titutions  should    buv    and   exhibit    the 

ne  objects,  even  though  it  might  bo  done 
different  purposes.  As  to  Ethnography, 
'as  recommended  that  this  portion  of 
collections  should  bo  removed  whenever 

[uitable  place  could  be  obtained  for  it. 
was  sorry  to  say  that  was  his  recom- 

Indntion  in  1860,  but  he  was  ready  to 
penance  for  it.     His  excuse  was  that 

|ht  years  ago  the  spirit  of  inquiry  as  to  | 
condition,  mode  of  lifo,  and  similarities 

jprimitive  races  was  faint,  in  compari- 
with  tho  deep  interest  which  has  sprung 

jevery  where  on  these  subjects.  Instead  of 
lening  these  collections,  he  thought  they 

[uld  be  strengthened  and  increased.     If 
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it  was  determined  that  the  Natural  History 
Collection  be  removed  to  Kensington,  there 
would,  he  hoped,  be  a  thorough  overhauling 
of  the  contents  of  the  whole  establishment, 
for  a  large  number  of  works  of  art  and 
scientific  objects  might  be  distributed 
throughout  the  country.  Indeed,  Professor 
Owen  informed  the  Committee  of  1860  that 
a  sufficient  number  to  set  up  five  museums 
could  then  be  spared.  In  conclusion,  his 
recommendations  were  these,  that,  as  re- 
gards the  collections  which  were  to  be  re- 
tained on  tho  present  site,  an  eflfort  should 
be  made  to  obtain  additional  space  at 
Bloomsbury,  so  as  to  carry  out  a  systematio 
and  chronological  arrangement,  and  the 
Government  should  avoid  the  introduction 
of  the  present  cumbrous  systeoi  of  trust 
into  the  new  establishment  at  Kensington. 
He  had  ventured  to  submit  these  recom- 
mendations because  he  understood  the  Go- 
vernment were  about  to  take  action  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  wiahed  to 
confine  what  he  had  to  say  to  the  single 
question,  why  South  Kensington  should 
not  be  absorbed  in  tho  British  Museum  ? 
He  did  not  mean  by  this  that  the  contents 
of  the  former  institution  should  be  trana- 
ferred  to  Bloomsbury  ;  but,  aa  the  nation 
had  committed  itself  to  a  great  collection 
of  objects  of  art  and  antiquity,  he  could 
not  see  how  an  arbitrary  line  conld  be 
maintained  between  the  institutions,  except 
at  a  disadvantage  to  both.  No  doubt  there 
was  a  considerable  difference  between  the 
characters  of  tho  objects  collected,  and  the 
administration  of  the  two  museums  was 
very  different.  But  if  they  looked  at  the 
original  character  of  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  and  considered  the  manner  in 
which  it  had  grown  up,  the  cause  of  the 
anomaly  would  become  manifest.  That 
institution  came  into  existence  as  a  con- 
sequence of  tho  increased  attention  to 
technical  excellence,  of  which  the  Exhi- 
bition of  1851  was  the  symbol ;  and  it 
was  originally  only  a  scholastio  collection 
of  models,  for  the  purposes  of  actual 
teaching  and  copying,  and  was  accordingly 
placed  under  tlie  care  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  until  transferred  to  the  new  Depart- 
ment of  Science  and  Art,  as  it  may  here- 
after be  to  that  of  a  future  Secretary  of 
State.  The  means,  however,  at  its  dis- 
posal were  so  ample,  that  it  soon  outstripped 
its  merely  utilitarian  functions,  and  grew 
up  into  taking  rank  among  the  greatest  and 
most  complete  collections  of  medissvai  art 
iu  the  world.  lu  this  same  course,  howerer. 
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the  older  museam  was  not  idle,  and  it  also 
continued  accumulating  its  stores.     These 
were  chieflj,  no  doubt,  collected  from  the 
fields  of  ancient  art ;   but  still  even  the 
British  Museum  was  not  insensible  to  the 
growing  perception  of  the  merits  of  the 
art  of  post-Christian  ages,  and  it  formed 
collections  of  Majolica  and  other  classes  of 
vertu,  not  equal  to  those  at  South  Ken- 
sington ;  but  still  good  enough  to  rob  the 
latter  of  its  pre-eminence  as  the  special 
national  exhibition   of  those  ages  of  art. 
Accordingly  in  neither  place  was  there  to 
be  found  a  complete  history  of  nrt.     We 
all  knew  from  our  books  how  Qreek  art 
deTcloped  itself  and  degenerated,  and  how 
Roman  art  developed  itself  out  of  Greek, 
and  then  was  transmuted  by  slow  degrees 
into  Romanesque  and  Bjzantinei  and  then 
again  was  doubly  transmuted,  or,  as  many 
people— he  among  them — said,  was  raised 
into  the  Gothic,  and  again  how  the  latter 
was  succeeded  by  the  Renaissance,  or  re- 
Tiyal  of  the  classical,  and  that  again  gave 
way  to  general  eclecticism.     But  when  wo 
sought  to  study  this  wonderful  profession 
with  our  eyes,  we  found  no  school  to  go 
to  which  would  teach  us  our  whole  lesson. 
The  British  Museum  was  all  but  ezclusiyely 
ancient,  and  the  8outh  Kensington  modern. 
Now  it  was  against  this  arbitrary  distinction 
that  he  protested.     Ho  desired  to  see  the 
whole  great  national  museum  combined  in 
one  institution,  and  under  one  great  central 
management,  with    separate  departments 
for  the  different  schools.     In  a  word,  he 
would  have  the  capital  art  museums  of  the 
country  catholic  and  not  sectional.      He 
did  not  mean  that  we  could  expect  to  have 
the  entirety  of  the  national  collections  in 
ono  building.     We  were  living  in  England 
and   not   in   Utopia,   and   there   was  an 
Abyssinian    war   to   be  paid   for.       The 
South  Kensington  building,  with  its  con- 
tents, was  an  existing  and  material  fact 
with  which  he  had  no  wish   to  meddle. 
AH  that  he  suggested  was  that  it  should 
be  incorporated  with  the  management  of 
the   British  Museum,   under    regulations 
which  might  combine  the  respective  advan- 
tages of  the  two  organizations.     The  ad- 
Tantage  possessed  by  the  British  Museum 
consisted  in  its  solidity  and  dignity,  as  a 
trust  existing  by  itself  and  for  itself,  but 
in  direct  relation  with  the  administration 
of  the  country  and  with  Parliament.      On 
the  other  hand,  the  advantage  possessed 
by  South  Kensington  was  that  of  a  certain 
elasticity  and  pliability — a  recognition  of 
the  spirit  of  the  age  in  its  arrangements. 


For  example,  the  plan  of  procuring  the  best 
foe  similes  of  works  of  art  of  which  we  could 
not  obtain  the  originals  was  very  desirable, 
and  constant  recourse  was  had  to  this  ex- 
pedient in  the  younger  institution.  He  need 
only  quote  the  rery  successful  cast  of  the 
great  portal  of  the  Church  of  Compostella. 
Well  then,  he  would  allow  of /oc  similes  at 
the  regenerated  British  Museum.  Again, 
the  system  of  receiving  on  loan  and  of  ex- 
hibiting works  of  art  belonging  to  private 
persons,  already  in  operation  in  connection 
with  South  Kensington,  and  the  habit  of 
sending  certain  of  their  own  objects  round 
the  country  were  advantageous  features 
which  he  would  incorporate  into  the  con- 
stitution of  the  enlarged  institution.  The 
plan  was  as  good  for  every  school  of  art 
as  for  that  of  the  middle  ages  or  the  six- 
teenth century.  Of  course,  if  there  was  to 
be  a  fusion  of  the'  British  Museum  and  of 
the  collection  side  of  the  South  Kensington 
one,  there  must  be  a  concurrent  divorce 
between  the  latter  and  the  art  schools 
which  were  now  an  integral  portion  of  the 
institution.  But  this  dirorce  might  be 
made  a  positive  gain  to  those  schools.  At 
present  they  had  great  advantages  in  the 
way  of  using  the  South  Kensington  treasures 
as  objects  of  study.  These  advantages 
might  still  be  preseryed  to  them,  although 
there  had  ensued  a  separation  of  adminis- 
tration ;  and  not  only  so,  but  they  might 
be  extended  to  the  use,  under  due  regula- 
tions, of  all  the  collections  of  the  enlarged 
British  Museum.  Running  powers,  so  to 
speak,  might  be  given  to  the  pupils  of  the 
central  National  School  of  Art,  presumably 
retained  at  South  Kensington,  to  study 
and  draw  at  the  National  Museum  wherever 
situated.  On  these  grounds  he  ventured 
to  ask,  if  it  was  not  worthy  of  considera- 
tion, whether  the  Government  should  not 
face  the  possible  benefit  of  transferring 
the  strictly  museum  portion  of  the  South 
Kensington  institution  to  the  custody  of 
the  British  Museum,  with  a  responsibility 
to  some  Minister  of  the  Crown  for  the 
united  collection  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  Gregory),  in  iutro- 
ducing  this  subject,  always  interesting  to 
the  House— with  that  effect  which  a  Gen- 
tleman does  who  has  a  thorough  knowledge 
of  the  matter  in  hand  —  said,  he  wished  to 
know,  whether  the  Government  seriously 
intended  to  effect  a  separation  of  the  col- 
lections in  the  British  Museum  ?  As  for 
the  inquiry  whether  the  Government  se- 
riously intended  to  propose  a  separation  of 
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the  collections  now  under  tbo  superin- 
tendence of  the  trustees  of  the  British 
Museum,  I  can  only  saj  that  we  have  pre- 
pared a  Bill  —  for  some  time  it  has  been 
prepared — and  the  only  reason  why  it  has 
not  been  introduced  to  the  House  is  that 
we  thought  it  expedient  that  it  should  be 
first  submitted  to  the  trustees  of  the  Bri- 
tish Museum,  in  order  that  we  might  avail 
ourselves  of  any  suggestions  they  might 
make  on  the  various  subjects  brought  un- 
der their  consideration,  and  that,  having 
I  been  put  in  possession  of  those  suggestions, 
we  might  bring  the  subject  before  the 
House  with  that  maturity  of  consideration 
which  otherwise  could  not  be  enjoyed. 
This  fact  shows  there  ought  not  to  be  any 
doubt  of  our  sincerity  in  regard  to  bringing 
about  this  change.  We  have  resolved  upon 
this  change,  because  we  think  no  one  can 
doubt  that  so  far  as  the  opinion  of  Parlia- 
ment —  certainly  so  far  as  the  opinion  of 
the  House  of  Commons  has  been  expressed 
—the  tendency  is  to  a  decision  that  this 
question,  with  all  its  difficulties,  should  be 
brought  to  a  solution,  and  that  no  solution 
would  be  satisfactory  that  did  not  embrace 
a  separation  of  those  collections.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  always  takes  so  honourable 
and  useful  a  part  in  these  discussions,  has 
intimated  that  though  he  himself  at  first 
hesitated,  in  consequence  of  the  difficulties 
which  presented  themselves,  he  has  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  in  separation  alone 
can  wo  find  a  satisfactory  solution.  The 
state  of  things  which  now  exists  in  the 
British  Museum  is  a  necessary  consequence 
of  the  foundation  of  that  institution.  It 
was  intended  to  be  a  museum  of  every  va- 
riety of  those  articles  which  could  interest 
society  —  whether  of  a  literary  kind,  whe- 
ther of  an  artistic  nature,  or  whether  of  a 
scientific  character — and  which  might  form 
a  great  national  collection.  The  library 
necessarily  increased,  and  the  collection  of 
art,  even  of  ancient  art,  every  year  in- 
creased by  the  discoveries  that  are  made. 
However,  there  are,  perhaps,  limits  to  the 
collections  which  literature  and  art  can 
furnish  ;  but  there  are  no  limits  to  the 
collection  which  science  —  and  science  in 
the  nge  in  which  we  live  —  can  produce. 
It  having  been  now  more  than  a  century 
ago  considered  highly  desirable  that  there 
should  bo  in  this  country  great  collections 
of  art,  learning,  and  science,  which  should 
be  a  sort  of  gogo  or  security  for  the  pos- 
session of  knowledge,  we  have  found  that 
it  would  be  utterly  impossible  to  keep  up 
these  collections  in  a  first-rato  conditioni 
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and  equal  to  the  discoveries  of  the  age, 
without  either  separating  them  or  finding 
an  amount  of  space  which  is  absolutely 
impossible  and  inconsistent  with  the  social 
circumstances  under  which  we  lire.  The 
late  Prince  Consort,  who  was  a  man  al- 
ways meditating  upon  these  subjects,  and 
who  had  so  keen  a  sympathy  with  the 
highest  pursuits  of  intellect  and  taste,  ex- 
pressed that  opinion  in  a  single  word  —  or 
at  all  events  in  a  single  sentence  >—  when 
he  said  that  what  we  wanted  in  order  to 
do  justice  to  the  requirements  of  the  pubhc 
mind  in  knowledge  and  art  was  space. 
Well,  that  is  the  whole  truth.  It  is  quite 
impossible  that  you  can  maintain  your 
national  collections,  as  represented  by  the 
British  Museum,  unless  you  have  a  com- 
mand of  space  which  circumstances  rende 
wholly  impossible.  At  the  time  when  the 
Duke  of  Bedford  pulled  down  his  beautiful 
mansion  at  Bloomsbury,  had  we  purchased 
his  park  and  gardens,  we  should  have  had 
a  territory  at  our  disposal  which  would 
have  admitted  of  the  erection  of  a  series  of 
buildings  that  would  have  done  justice  to 
the  collections  which  the  nation,  I  think, 
is  determined  to  possess.  At  that  time 
that  part  was  as  remote  from  the  centre 
of  business  in  London  as  Kensington  is 
at  present,  and  when  Montague  Honse 
was  purchased  the  same  objection  was 
I  made  about  the  British  Museum.  But  that 
opportunity  was  lost,  and  we  may  think 
ourselves  fortunate  in  having  gained  even 
what  we  did  at  that  time.  It  became 
necessary,  therefore,*  to  make  some  ar- 
rangements by  which  we  might  have  at 
the  same  time  a  first-rate  library,  first-rate 
galleries  of  art,  and  first-rate  scientific 
museums.  They  could  no  longer  be  in 
the  same  building  and  under  the  same 
roof,  so  after  great  investigation,  much 
controversy,  and  much  change  of  opinion, 
there  seems  to  be  now  a  general  concur- 
rence that  we  must  submit  to  what,  at 
first  sight,  appears  a  rude  process — namely, 
the  separation  of  our  national  collections. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way,  who 
at  first  was  opposed,  and  naturally  opposed, 
to  this  separation,  wants  some  security 
that  we  should  at  least  gain  one  great 
result  in  the  appropriate  arrangement  of 
thoso  collections  of  art  which  the  country 
possesses,  and  which  are  certainly  un- 
rivalled. Well,  I  must  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  impressed  on 
the  trustees  the  necessity  of  providing,  if 
possible — and  I  believe  it  is  possible— in 
the  impending  alterationSi  for  a  series  of 


401 


Sriiiih 


{March  27,  1868] 


Museum. 


402 


chronological  and  continued  exhibitions  of 
the  progreu  of  human  inrention  as  dis- 
played in  the  great  results  of  art  in  the 
different  periods  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred.  The  trustees,  on  their 
party  hare  sympathized  with  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  I  do  trust  that  the  Tisitor  of  our 
galleries  maj  bo  able  to  trace,  from  the 
firit  dawn  of  the  progress  of  human  in- 
vention in  works  of  art  up  to  the  days  of 
the  Romans,  a  continuous  series  of  those 
great  products  of  human  ingenuity.  I 
believe,  in  the  plans  which  will  be  agreed 
on,  that  great  result  will  be  attained. 
There  are,  no  doubt,  upon  the  western 
aide  of  the  building  additional  means  of 
obtaining  that  result,  and  they  shall  not  be 
neglected.  I  trust  the  plans  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament  will  be  such  as  to  give 
satisfaction,  and  to  effect  the  objects  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  so  properly  insisted 
open.  Another  point  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  adverted,  is  the  manage- 
ment of  the  institution.  That  is  a  subject 
that  has  been  constantly  before  the  House, 
and  beforo  Committees  of  both  Houses. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  dilated  upon  the 
nnwieldlj  character  of  the  constitution  of 
the  British  Museum.  No  doubt  there  are 
anomalies  apparent  in  the  arrangements ; 
and  it  is  a  Tory  curious  thing  that  no  con- 
stitntion  does  appear  to  work  in  this  world 
that  has  not  some  anomalies.  But  I  do 
not  think  when  you  come  to  practice,  that 
they  are  of  so  striking  a  character  as  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
iadnce  the  Hoose  to  believe.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  very  properly  reminded  us 
that  the  trustees  of  the  British  Museum 
consist  of  a  variety  of  bodies.  There  are 
the  principal  trustees— persons  occupying 
the  moat  important  positions  that  can  be 
filled  by  Her  Majesty's  subjects  —  the 
Afcfabishop  of  Canterbury,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  the  Speaker  —  and  the  hon. 
Member  asked,  **  How  can  these  persons 
who  are  necessarily  occupied  with  the 
falfilment  of  the  most  important  duties, 
have  time  to  attend  to  the  patronage  of 
the  British  Museum,  which  is  entirely  in 
their  hands  ? "  The  answer  to  that  is 
that  I  believe  no  complaint  as  to*the  exer- 
cise of  the  patronage  of  the  British  Mu- 
seum haa  ever  been  heard,  and  the  indivi- 
duala  appointed  by  the  principal  trustees 
are  generally  acknowledged  in  all  depart- 
menta  to  be  most  competent.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  haa  also  said  there  are  official 
trusteaa  who,  being  high  in  public  office, 
can  bardlj  attend  to  the  duties  of  the 


British  Museum.  And  then  there  are  the 
family  trustees,  and  it  is  observed  that  it 
seems  absurd  that  the  representatives  of 
families  who  might  have  given  statues — I 
think  wc  might  place  it  higher,  and  say 
galleries  or  libraries — to  the  nation,  should 
necessarily  be  managers  of  the  national 
collections.  And  then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  the  office  of  the  principal 
librarian,  omitting,  I  am  sure,  from  a  mere 
inadvertence  of  the  moment,  the  elected 
trustees.  But  there  exist,  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman well  knows,  elected  trustees.  Now, 
beforo  I  touch  upon  the  office  of  the  prin- 
cipal librarian,  lot  me  remind  the  House 
that  there  are  the  principal  trustees,  the 
official  trustees,  the  family  trustees,  and 
the  elected  trustees — that  is  to  say,  trus- 
tees elected  by  the  whole  body  I  have 
previously  mentioned,  I  believe  to  the  num- 
ber of  fifteen.  In  bringing  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House  it  would  apparently  be  easy 
to  show  that  this  is  an  anomalous  consti- 
tution. But,  practically,  what  happens  ? 
All  this  yaricty  of  trustees,  making  one 
body,  elect  a  standing  committee,  on  whom 
realty  devolves,  subject  to  the  control  of 
the  principal  trustees,  the  complete  admi- 
nistration of  the  British  Museum.  There- 
fore, there  is  a  powerful  and  vigorous 
administration,  with  an  unity  of  purpose 
certainly  not  excelled,  and  rarely  equalled, 
by  any  body  that  administers  public  affairs. 
The  conclusions,  therefore,  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  draw  from  the  fact  of 
there  being  family  trustees  and  official 
trustees  with  clashing  powers  and  influence 
do  not  really  apply  to  the  existing  state  of 
things.  The  British  Museum  is  adminis- 
tered by  an  elected  standing  committee, 
chosen  by  the  great  body  of  the  trustees 
— it  is,  in  fact,  a  cabinet  of  trustees,  who 
have  complete  authority,  subject  to  a  con- 
trol to  which  it  is  desirable  all  bodies  should 
have  to  submit,  but  with  a  power  of  appeal, 
if  necessary.  And  when  we  consider  the 
value  of  the  collections  which  they  have 
accumulated,  the  able  persons  they  have 
appointed  to  manage  those  collections,  and 
the  general  result  in  every  respect,  we 
must  all  agree  that  they  have  efficiently 
performed  their  duly.  Therefore,  the  ad- 
ministration is  by  no  means,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  the  House  to  assume,  a 
cumbrous  administration,  or  one  that  does 
not  act  efficiently.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  convey  to  the  House  that  the  ad- 
ministration was  of  a  cumbrous  character  ; 
because,  if  a  collection  of  books  or  manu- 
scripts, for  example,  was  to  be  purchased, 
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heads  of  the  department  would  have  to 
Tcspond  with  the  trustees,  and  the  trus- 
ts with  the  heads  of  the  department, 
isiderablo  time  would  be  wasted,  and 
*haps  opportunities  lost.  But  really  no- 
|ng  of  the  kind  occurs.  The  comniuui- 
tions  are  direct,  the  decisions  are  prompt, 
{the  head  of  the  manuscript  department 
trs  that  there  are  certain  valuable  ma- 
icripts  for  sale  which  ought  to  be  pur- 
ised   for    the   nation,   he    immediately 

imunioates  with  the  trustees,  whose 
actings  are  frequent,  and  the  moment 

application  is  before  them  they  decide 
thout  having  any  correspondence   with 

head  of  the  department.     If  they  wish 

see  him  they  summon  him  to  their 
ird  and  communicate  with  him  there. 

as  is  often  the  case,  his  statement  is 

icient,  they  decide  on  it  at  once,  and 

manuscripts  are  purchased.  Therefore, 
House  would  be  under  a  completely 
I'oneous  impression  if  they  were  to  think 
it  there  is  a  cumbrous  administration, 
[ose  work  is  marked  by  procrastination 
~  delay.  On  the  contrary,  the  adminis- 
[tion  is  simple  in  its  character  and  very 
mipt  in  its  decisions,  and  no  correspond- 
^e  of  any  kind  takes  place  he t ween  the 
ling  committee  and  the  heads  of  depart- 
|nt8.  Then,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
ivey  to  the  House  that  the  principal 
rarian  exercises  an  extraordinary  power, 

that,  in  fact,  he  is  the  principal  man- 

sr  of  the  British  Museum.  That  also  is  an 

[oneous  impression.     There  is  no  doubt 

it  the  librarian,  occupying  a  very  respon- 

lie  post,  filled  always  by  a  gentleman  of 

psidcrable  intelligence,  exercises  an  ade- 

ite  influence  in  the  management  of  the 

jitish  Museum  ;  and  he  ought  to  exercise 

;li  an  influence.    Moreover,  when  a  poet 

|that  kind  is  filled  by  a  man  of  a  very  re- 

irkable  character,  ho  will,  of  course,  have 

iater  weight  than  that  usually  possessed 

persons  filling  that  department.     Mr. 

mizai,  who  is  no  longer  the  principal  li- 

Lrian,  is  a  man  of  most  eminent  ability, 

to  has,  I  believe,  done  great  and  good 

•vice  to  this  country,  and  probably  we 

lall  not  easily  find  a  man  of  equal  vigour 

Id  variety  of  mind  again  in  that  position. 

he  gentleman  who  now  occupies  it  has 

Itained   tbat  post  by  proofs  of  eminent 

lent  and  by  most  sedulous  and  praise- 

»rthy   fulfilment   of  his   duties.     He   is 

jrfcctly  competent  to  perform  the  duties 

principal  librarian,  and  is  worthy  of  all 

Infidence.     But  to  contend  for  a  moment 

|at  the  principal  librarian  at  tho  British 

Mr.  Disraeli 


Museum  is,  under  any  circumstanceB,  and 
even  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Panizzi,  a  sort  of 
despot,  is  an  exaggeration  which  ought 
not  to  be  imported  into  Parliamentary 
debate.  The  trustees  of  the  British 
Museum  elect  their  acting  committee,  and 
there  is  no  body  of  men  in  this  country 
who  take  a  more  direct  part  in  the  affairs 
which  they  have  to  administer.  It  was 
necessary  to  make  these  observations  be- 
cause the  hon.  Gentleman  is  very  anxious 
to  know  whether,  when  this  separation 
takes  place,  the  separated  collections  will 
be  under  the  superintendence  and  control 
of  the  trustees.  Now,  that  is  a  point  which 
it  is  for  the  House  of  Commons,  when  they 
get  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill,  to  decide. 
It  is  not  at  all  a  principle  of  the  measure 
which  we  are  going  to  hring  forward;  the 
principle  of  that  measure  is  the  separation 
of  tho  collections.  If  the  House  agrees  to 
separate  the  collections,  under  the  cireum- 
stances  which  the  Bill  will  provide,  then  in 
Committee  we  will  fairly  and  candidly  dis- 
cuss with  the  House  what  is  the  best 
course  which  ought  to  be  taken.  At  pre- 
sent, I  do  not  think  that  we  ought  to 
pledge  ourselves  upon  that  subject  in  any 
way  whatever.  If,  when  the  plan  is  placed 
before  them,  the  House  should  be  of  opt* 
nion  that  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  pre- 
sent constitution  of  the  trustees  that  they 
should  exercise  any  control  over  that  part 
of  tho  collection  which  will  be  established 
at  Kensington,  it  will  bo  perfectly  open  to 
the  House  to  make  proposals  in  Committee 
accordingly.  But  it  would  bo  premature 
to  express  any  opinion  upon  that  subject 
until  the  House  has  before  them  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  which  I  hope 
may  soon  bo  made,  and  until  the  House  see 
the  arrangements  for  the  separation  of  the 
collections  and  the  duties  which  will  then 
devolve  upon  those  who  have  the  adminis- 
tration of  aflfairs.  I  am  not  sorry  that  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  has  brought  this  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House.  The 
separation  of  collections,  which  we  have 
now  for  upwards  of  a  century  been  gradu- 
ally forming  in  one  particular  portion  of 
the  metropolis,  which  by  their  great  rich- 
ness and  variety  command  a  more  than 
European  reputation,  and  which,  I  believe 
I  may  say  without  exoggcration,  are  quite 
unequalled  in  any  country — this  is  a  sub- 
ject upon  which  it  is  highly  important  tbat 
the  House  should  form  an  accurate  and 
just  view.  The  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
has  now  for  a  series  of  years  devoted  a 
great  deal  of  his  intelligeuce  to  this  subject, 
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and  there  is  uo  one  who  can  speak  upon  it 
with  greater  authority.  He  has  actQd 
upon  several  Committees  of  great  import- 
ance. As  one  of  the  trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery  he  has  personal  expo* 
rience  of  the  mode  in  which  puhlic  collec- 
tions can  be  managed,  and  I  know  well 
that  in  that  department  he  has  shown  oin* 
gular  ability  and  efficiency.  But  while  I 
admit  it  is  woU  that  our  attention  should 
be  called  to  this  subject,  the  House  for  the 
present  will  allow  me  to  impress  upon  them 
that  it  is  unwise  that  we  should,  in  the 
present  state  of  our  information,  enter  into 
any  engagements.  It  is  better  to  wait 
until  the  Bill  of  the  Government  is  fairly 
before  the  House.  At  present,  I  will  only 
say  that,  so  far  as  regards  the  collection  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  particularly 
adverted,  it  is  the  strong  wish  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  I  believe  it  is  also  the  wish 
of  the  trustees,  that  that  chronological 
arrangement  which  has  been  well  described 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  should  be 
obtained.  That  is  one  of  the  great  objects 
of  separating  the  collections;  and  with  re- 
gard to  the  control  which  may  be  exercised 
over  that  portion  of  the  collection  which 
may  be  transferred  to  Kensington,  we 
shall,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  con- 
sider it  a  question  which  it  is  perfectly 
open  to  the  House  to  discuss  when  the 
time  comes  for  deciding  in  what  manner 
this  collection  should  be  administered. 

Mr.  GREGORY  wished  to  say,  in  ex- 
planation, thad  he  had  never  represented 
the  principal  librarian  as  "a  despot." 
What  ho  had  said  was,  that  it  was  impos- 
sible that  any  one  man  could  be  found  capa- 
ble of  ^anderstanding  and  managing  three 
great  departments,  such  as  the  library,  the 
natural  history,  and  the  antiquities. 

SYSTEMS   OF  GOVERNMENT  IN  INDIA. 

OBSEBYATIOIIS. 

Lord  WILLIAM  HAY  said,  ho  rose 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
Correspondence  respecting  British  and 
Native  systems  of  Government  in  India. 
It  spoke  well  for  the  future  prosperity  of 
that  country  that  our  representative  in 
India  did  not  shrink  from  calling  upon  his 
officers  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
popularity  of  our  rule.  Self-knowledge  was 
as  important  in  a  State  as  it  was  in  an  indi- 
vidual ;  and  we  might  consider  ourselves 
under  an  obligation  to  Sir  John  Lawrence 
for  giring  ua  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
onrselves,    even  if  through  a   somewhat 


distorted  medium,  as  our  subjects  in  India 
see  us.  This  was  a  fitting  time  to  turn 
our  attention  to  the  question.  Ten  years 
ago  the  Government  of  India  was  trans- 
ferred from  a  corporation,  which  had  en- 
joyed it  for  more  than  250  years,  to  the 
Crown,  True,  in  1784  a  Minister  was 
appointed,  with  a  seat  in  Parliament  and 
with  great  authority  in  Indian  matters;  but 
up  to  1858,  when  the  transfer  took  place, 
4)ractically  all  that  Parliament  did  was  to 
give  "advice  to  the  Company.  He  would 
not  complain  of  the  very  decided  opinion 
expressed  by  the  Governor  General  in  the 
demi-official  circular  which  he  issued  to  his 
officers  in  connection  with  this  subject ; 
but  he  was  disposed  to  regret  the  interpre- 
tation placed  OR  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  Cranborne)  which 
originated  the  inquiry.  That  interpre- 
tation, he  thought,  was  calculated  to 
mislead  those  to  whom  the  circular  was 
addressed.  The  noble  Viscount  was  repre- 
sented to  have  said,  he  doubted — 

"  Whether  the  system  of  British  administration 
in  India  possessed,  in  the  estimation  of  the  Na- 
tiveSy  any  saperiority  over  the  method  of  gOTern- 
ment  pursued  in  the  independent  States." 

Now  all  that  the  noble  Viscount  asserted 
in  his  speech  was,  not  that  Native  rule  was, 
in  the  estimation  of  the  Natives,  supe* 
rior  to  British  rule ;  hut  that  British  rule 
was  not  as  perfect  as  it  was  supposed  to  be, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  was  susceptible  of 
great  improvement.  It  was  also  to  be 
regretted  that  the  question  was  placed  as 
it  was  before  the  officers  whose  opinion  was 
invited ;  and  that  they  should  have  been 
called  on  to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
merits  of  rule  in  Native  States  as  com- 
pared with  rule  in  British  States,  for  this 
excellent  reason  that  such  a  thing  as  a 
Native  State  governed  on  a  system  peculiar 
to  the  Natives  did  not  exist.  Take,  for  ex- 
ample, the  cases  of  Travancore  and  Putiala, 
quoted  as  excellent  specimens  of  Native 
administration ;  now  what  was  the  history 
of  Travancore  ?  why  so  disordered  was  the 
Govornmentin  1811,  that  the  British  resi- 
dent, at  the  solicitation  of  the  Native  autho- 
rities, assumed  the  management  of  the 
State.  Colonel,  afterwards  Sir  Thomas, 
Monro,  was  sent  there  as  Prime  Minister 
and  during  his  administration,  and  that  of. 
his  successor,  which  extended  over  sixteen 
or  seventeen  years,  the  foundation  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  was  laid.  As  to 
Putiala,  it  was  the  very  child  of  British 
rule,  and  its  good  government  was  the 
fruit  of  the  advicci  occasionally  of  the 
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reot  interference,  of  such  men  as  Sir 
eorge  Clark  and  the  two  Lawrences, 
[he  same  might  be  said  of  many  other 
[alive  States.  If,  therefore,  we  would  be 
ist  to  ourselves,  we  ought  to  institute  a 
^mpnrison  not  between  our  Government, 
td  that  of  the  Native  States  os  they  at 
*esent  exist,  but  that  of  a  State  like 
le  Punjab  before  our  influence  had  ox- 
mded  so  far.  What  was  the  condition  of 
le  Punjab  under  the  rule  of  Runjcet 
lingh,  one  of  the  most  able,  ener- 
|otic,  and  liberal-minded  of  Native  rulers  ? 
.n  acute  and  critical  French  traveller, 
Jacquemont,  who  always  expressed 
imself  with  great  freedom  on  the  subject 
British  rule,  and  who  must  be  regarded 
a  most  impartial  witness,  wrote  in  these 
jrms — 

"  One  must  havo  travelled  in  the  Punjab  to 

tow  ivhat  an  immense  benefit  to  humanity  the 

[nglish  dominion  in  India  is.    I  cannot  witness 

le  frightful    evils    of  such  a   system  without 

lently  desiring  to  see  the  English  extending 
leir  frontier  from  the  Sutlej  to  the  Indus,  and 
Le  Russians  occupying  the  other  bank." 

'his  was  a  very  important  testimony,  for  it 
ime  from  a  perfectly  independent  witness, 

to  the  comparative  merits  of  English  and 

fative  rule.    In  investigating  this  subject 

[e  ought  to  take  into  consideration  the 

tato  of  helpless  decrepitude  into  which  the 

fative  Governments  had  fallen  before  we 

it  foot  in  the  country.     That  decrepitude 

[as  owing  to  the  operation  of  a  despotism 

|ie  most  complete  and  degrading  that  had 

rer  been  devised — he  alluded  to  the  des- 

>tic  Government  which  owed    its  origin 

the  Brahmins.  Every  spark  of  public 
nrit  and  national  feeling  was  under  its 
ifluence  extirpated.     The  surplus  wealth 

the  country  was,  through  the  interested 
rarice  of  the  priests,  collected  into  a  few 
ivoured  spots  ;  but  left  so  completely  un- 
^'otected   by  natural   or   artificial    means 

to  present  to  the  unscrupulous  advcn- 
irer   a  booty,   the   value  of   which  was 

no    way   diminished    by    the    absence 

all  risk  in  its  acquisition.  The  con- 
iquenco  was  that  the  first  foreign  in- 
ider  that  set  foot  in  the  country  ovcr- 
|irned  the  Hindoo  Government,  which  fell 

pieces  like  a  house  of  cards.  It  was  a 
)nsoling  fact  that,  in  almost  every  instance 
here  we  had  established  our  authority  in 
hdin,  we  had  displaced,  not  the  ancient 
indoo  rulers,  but  men  who  were  just  as 
[uch  invaders  as  ourselves.  This  was  an 
iswer  to  those  who  cited  as  a  proof  of  the 
[-success  of  our  system  the  fact  that  the 

Lord  William  Bay 


Natives  of  Mysore  would  prefer  the  rule  of 
their  old  hereditary  chiefs  to  British  rule. 
They  seem  to  forget  that  but  for  the  as- 
cendancy of  the  British,  the  choice  would 
be  not  between  the  Government  of  an 
hereditary  chief  and  the  Government  of 
the  English,  but  between  the  Government 
of  a  Mahomedan,  like  Hyder  AH ;  a 
Mahratta,  like  Sevajee,  or  a  Sikh,  like 
Eunjeet  Singh.  The  real  difference  be- 
tween Native  rule  and  British  rule  was 
this— British  rule  was  progressive,  whereas 
Native  rule  was  retrogressive.  British 
rule  had  a  capacity  for  improvement  ; 
Native  rule  had  not.  British  rulers  were 
aware  of  great  faults  and  defects  iu  their 
GoYcrnment,  and  were  always  devising 
means  by  which  to  rectify  those  faults;  bat 
Native  rulers  were  either  unconscious  of 
defects  in  their  system  of  gOTernment  or, 
if  conscious  of  them,  took  no  steps  to  re- 
move them.  Now,  the  vital  question  was, 
what  were  the  real  defects  of  our  rule  in 
India  ?  We  knew  that  it  possessed  great 
merits.  We  were  aware,  for  instance,  that 
we  had  protected  the  Natives  from  foreigQ 
invasion,  and  that  property  was  as  seooro 
in  India  as  in  Europe,  if  not  more  bo. 
That  peace  reigned  throughout  a  conntrj 
where  for  centuries  anarchy  bad  prerailed. 
That  the  Thug  or  the  Dakoit  was  as  rare 
as  a  highwayman  on  Hampstead  Heath. 
That  railroads  traversed  what  a  few  years 
ago  were  pathless  jungles.  That  upwards 
of  50,000,000  of  letters  were  delivered  an- 
nually in  a  country  where  only  the  other 
day  not  so  many  thousands  were  conveyed 
at  enormous  cost  and  with  great  irregu- 
larity ;  and  above  all,  we  knew  that  wo 
had  revived  in  the  minds  of  the  Natives  a 
belief  in  the  existence  of  such  a  thing 
as  the  impartial  administration  of  jus- 
tice. Wo  were  aware,  too,  that  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  discontent  and  disaffec- 
tion must  always  prevail.  That  one  kind 
of  discontent  and  disaffection  was  rather  a 
mark  of  good  government  than  the  con- 
trary ;  for  it  was  a  sign  that  the  people 
were  beginning  to  awake  from  their 
lethargy,  and  becoming  conscious  that  there 
was  a  condition  better  than  that  which  they 
had  been  accustomed  to.  That  another 
kind  of  discontent  existed  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  felt  that  we  had  supplanted 
them,  who  regarded  every  law  we  passed, 
every  school  wc  opened,  and  everything 
we  did  calculated  to  promote  the  happiness 
of  the  people,  as  an  additional  offence  com- 
mitted by  us.  Just  as  in  the  olden  time  a 
priest  had  said  of  printing,  *'We  must 
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root  out  this  printing  or  it  will  root  ns 
out."  80  there  were  Brahmin  or  Mahome- 
dan  priests,  who  said  in  their  hearts,  We 
must  root  out  these  English,  or  they  will 
root  us  out.      Yet,  making  due    allow- 
ance for   such  feelings   and  such   consi- 
derations, if  he  were  asked  whether  we 
were    losing    ground    in    the    affections 
and  confidence  of  the  people  of  India, 
he  was  afraid  that  he  should  he  obliged 
to  reply  in  the  affirmative.     Mr.  Roberts, 
one  of   the    most    experienced    men    in 
India,  remarked  that  the  gulf  was  widen- 
ing every  day  between  the  governors  and 
the  governed,  which,   of   course,    meant 
a  want   of    sympathy  between   the   two 
classes.     This  opinion  was  confirmed  by 
Sir  Robert  Montgomery  and  Sir  Richard 
Wingfield,  who,  above  all  men,  had  done 
their  very  utmost    to    bridge    over  this 
gulf.     The  question — ''  What  is  the  de- 
fect of  our   government  in  the  East  ?  " 
was  not  a  difficult  one  to  answer.     It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  we  had  shown  a  ten- 
dency to  impose  on  the  subject-race  laws 
and  institutions  which  were  not  suitable  to 
them  ;  that  we  had  forgotten  the  fact  that 
India  waa  not  a  one  nation,  but  many 
nations,  numbering  150,000,000  of  people, 
some   of    whom    were    scarcely   removed 
from  mere  animals,  while  others  were,  in 
point  of  intellectual  capacity,  at  least,  ca- 
pable of  bearing  a  comparison  with  the  fore- 
most youth  of  this  country.    This  tendency 
tainted  the  whole  of  our  administration  in 
India,  and  led  to  hasty  and  ill-considered 
legislation.     It  affected  our  financial  sys- 
tem, our  sanitary  measures,  and  even  those 
which  were  intended  to  develope  the  re- 
sources of  India,  and  to  improve  the  moral 
and    material    condition    of    its    people. 
Down  to  1658  there  were  certain  checks 
upon  the  Indian  Government  in  this  re- 
spect. During  that  period  we  were  extending 
our  rule,  and  we  considered  it  desirable  to 
conciliato  the  people  and  avoid  giving  them 
offence  ;  and  if  we  did  introduce  new  laws 
we  gave   the  people  time   to  get  accus- 
tomed to  them.     Their  feelings  were  not 
then  wounded,  as  they  were  now,  by  the 
rapid  introduction  of  new  laws.     In  Lord 
Wellesley's  correspondence    there    would 
be  found  scarcely  a  single  Minute  relating 
to  the  internal  administration  of  the  British 
possesBsions  ;  and  Lord  Hardinge  is  alleged 
to  have    made  it  a  stipulation  that   he 
should  have  nothing  to  do  with  civil  ques- 
tions.    Sach  was  not  the  case  at  present, 
and  the  whole  time  of  the  officers  of  the 
Indian  Government  appeared  to  be  devoted 


to  the  manufacture  of  laws  for  the  Natives. 
For  this  purpose  there  was  a  machine  going 
at  the  head-quarters  of  every  Presidency, 
and  one  great  machine  at  Calcutta,  all 
of  which  turned  out  laws  with  mischie- 
vous rapidity.  A  paper  in  the  Library 
of  that  House,  entitled.  Reports  of  the 
Course  of  Legislation  during  the  offi- 
cial year  of  1866-7,  contained  a  list  of 
thirty -three  Bills  to  be  introduced.  He 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  stating  the 
objects  of  all  of  them,  but  he  might  mention, 
by  way  of  example,  that  one  of  the  measures 
affected  the  law  of  inheritance  through- 
out the  whole  of  India,  a  second  consoli- 
dated and  amended  the  law  relating  to  the 
stamp  duties,  or,  in  other  words,  increased 
very  largely  the  cost  of  justice.  A  third 
was  to  provide  for  the  uniformity  of  weights 
and  measures  throughout  India.  Bills  of 
this  character,  touching  the  prejudices  and 
affecting  the  usages  of  the  people  of 
England,  would  give  rise  to  no  appre- 
hension, because  everybody  in  this  country 
knew  that  no  Bill  of  the  kind  could  pos- 
sibly pass  into  law  unless  a  very  large  ma- 
jority of  the  people  approved  of  it,  and 
not  until  ample  opportunity  had  been  af- 
forded of  understanding  its  scope  and  dis- 
cussing its  merits.  But  nothing  of  that 
sort  was  the  case  in  India,  where,  on  the 
contrary,  out  of  the  150,000,000  people 
under  the  sway  of  the  Indian  Government 
not  more  than  1,000,000 — and  that  was 
making  a  very  liberal  allowance — had  the 
remotest  idea  of  what  was  going  to  be 
proposed  for  them  in  the  way  of  legislation. 
Again,  as  an  instance  of  the  undue  se- 
verity of  the  criminal  law  in  India,  he 
would  refer  to  the  Cotton  Frauds  Act, 
which  was,  in  fact,  an  Act  for  the  benefit 
of  the  rich  merchants  of  this  country. 
Well,  no  doubt,  it  was  right  to  check  the 
adulteration  of  raw  cotton  ;  but  was  it  not 
a  little  unfair  to  the  ignorant  ryot  to  throw 
him  into  gaol,  because  he  was  guilty  of 
**  mixing  one  quality  of  cotton  with  ano- 
ther quality  of  the  same  variety,"  while  the 
wealthy  merchants  of  this  country  might, 
with  impunity,  send  out  to  India  shipload 
after  shipload  of  cotton  goods  literally  rot- 
ting from  the  deleterious  substances  applied 
to  them,  and  utterly  unfit  for  any  purpose 
other  than  to  proclaim  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land — from  the 
bazaars  of  Calcutta  to  the  bazaars  of 
Bokhara — that  the  honour  of  the  British 
merchant  belonged  to  the  things  of  the 
past  ?  He  should  like  to  say  one  word  with 
respect  to  the  criminal  and  civil  procedure 
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in  the  British  possesBions  in  India.    These 
possessions   were  divided  into  regulation 
provinces  and    non-regulation    provinces, 
the    latter  heing  about  one>third  of  the 
whole.     The  difference  between    the  two 
classes  of  prorinces  might  be  illustrated  by 
saying  that  in  the  non-regulation  provinces 
they  could,  but  in  the  regulation  prorinccs 
they  could  not,  '*  temper  the  wind  to  the 
shorn  lamb."  That  was  to  say,  that,  in  the 
former,  the  executive  had  power  to  adapt 
the  laws  to  the  peculiarities  and  character- 
listics  of  the  people,  whereas,  in  the  latter, 
Ithey  had  no  such  power.     It  was  notori- 
lous  that  our  rule  in  the  regulation,  as 
Icompared  with  our  rule  in  the  non-regula- 
Ition  provinces,  was  considered  oppressive. 
Iln  the  old  provinces,  however,  the  people 
Ihad  grown  up  under  the  system  and  had  be- 
Icome  accustomed  to  it ;  but  the  mistake 
mad  been  made  of  extending  the  regulation 
Iprinciple  to  the  non-regulation  provinces, 
Iwhere  the  people  were  less  tractable  and 
less  likely  to  accommodate  themselves  to 
new   and   unsuitable   laws.      Sir  Robert 
Montgomery  expressed    the    dread    with 
Iwhich  he  viewed   the  approach  of  what 
Ihe  termed  the  regulation  wave.   One  of  the 
Imost  marked  effects  of  that  system  was 
that  the  public  officers  were  con6ned  to 
their  offices  from  morning  to  night,  and 
had   no    time   whatever  to  make   them- 
selves acquainted  with   the  feelings   and 
habits  of  the  Natives.     Ho  would  ask  how 
England   would   like  to  be   governed  by 
rulers  who  knew  nothing  about  her  customs 
and  sentiments  but  what  they  learnt  from 
sitting  in  the  Old  Bailey,  or  in  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  ?     It  might  be  said,  and 
very  truly,  that  a  great  deal  had  been  done 
lin  developing  the  resources  of  India  by  the 
Iformation  of  railways  and  canals,  and  by 
Ithe  cultivation  of  tea  and  coffee  ;  but  there 
were  circumstances  attending  that  develop- 
ment calculated  to  make  the  Government 
unpopular.     Among    those    circumstances 
was  the  enormous  increase  in  the  price  of 
the  necessaries  of  life.     This  increase  of 
price  extended  all  over  India.  The  Madras 
Report  for  1865-6  stated    that  the  chief 
articles  of  food  had  steadily  advanced  in 
price,  and  were  50  per  cent  higher  than 
they  were  Rve  years  ago.     In  a  statement 
sent  from  Nagpore  it  was  mentioned  tliat 
during  the  last  six  years  prices  had  risen 
cent  per  cent  in  all  districts,  in  many  500 
per  cent,  and  in  one  700  per  cent.     It  was 
also  reported  from  the  Punjab  that  a  con- 
siderable rise  had  taken  place  in  the  price 
lof  wheat.      This  advance  in  prices  had, 
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according  to  the  Madras  Report,  an  unfa- 
vourable effect  on  the  health  of  the  peo- 
ple, especially  of  the  lower  orders.  Sir 
Richard  Temple  reported  that  the  extent  to 
which  women  embraced  hard  out-door  la- 
bour was  a  proof  of  the  struggle  that  was 
necessary  to  earn  a  subsistence.  Mr. 
Roberts,  in  his  paper,  which  was  included 
among  those  which  had  been  produced, 
said  he  had  long  been  under  the  impression 
that  the  mortality  among  the  Natives  was 
excessive,  and  this  confirmed  the  notion 
that  prevailed  so  much  among  the  Natives 
that  sickness  had  increased  under  our  rule. 
It  was  quite  true  that  wages  had  risen 
considerably  in  some  parts,  but  not  as  ge- 
nerally as  was  supposed.  The  pay  of  the 
Sepoys  had  not  risen  at  all,  and  when  it 
was  remembered  that  whereas  only  a  few 
years  ago  the  pay  of  the  Sepoy  was  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  the  wages  of  an 
ordinary  labourer,  and  that  now  it  is 
considerably  below  that  mark,  little  sur- 
prise would  be  excited  by  the  announce* 
ment  that  the  Native  army  is  in  anything 
but  a  satisfactory  or  contented  state. 
The  stimulus  given  to  trade  had  also 
had  the  effect  of  draining  the  country  for 
several  years  past  of  its  supplies  of  grain. 
It  had  been  exported  to  the  Mauritioa  and 
other  places,  and  very  frequently  none  conld 
be  procured  when  it  was  required.  Another 
article  which  had  enormously  increased  in 
price,  and  was  almost  as  necessary  as  food, 
was  fuel.  In  India,  where  there  was 
scarcely  any  coal  or  iron,  there  was  an 
enormous  and  rapidly  increasing  consump- 
tion of  timber  and  fuel  consequent  on  the 
construction  of  railroads,  canals,  and  works 
of  that  description  ;  the  hills  were  being 
denuded  of  forests,  and  an  engineer  officer 
had  given  it  as  his  opinion  that  if  some 
check  wero  not  imposed,  upon  the  whole- 
sale clearings  in  the  Coorg  mountains, 
Tanjore,  which  was  regarded  as  the  very 
garden  of  the  East,  would  bo  rendered  a 
perfect  desert.  He  might  be  told  that  a 
great  deal  had  been  done  to  secure  pro- 
per forest  conservancy,  that  experieneed 
officers  had  been  appointed  to  look  after  this 
matter ;  but  ho  spoke  advisedly  when  he 
said  that,  practically,  nothing  had  been 
done  to  repair  the  mischief  which  the 
cutting  down  of  forests  and  jungles  was 
producing  throughout  India.  The  practical 
inference  was,  not  to  discourage  the  prose- 
cution of  public  works,  but  that,  as  soon  ss 
the  main  lines  of  railway  were  completed, 
Government  should  turn  its  attention  to 
what  was  most  important  if  not  more  im- 
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portant — namely,  the  improYement  of  the 
ordinary  oommunieations  of  the  country, 
and  to  works  which  might  he  carried  on 
without  the  evil  effects  referred  to.  For 
example,  instead  of  spending  millions  in  the 
construction  of  costly  canals,  the  henefits  of 
which  must  necessarily  he  local,  it  would  he  a 
wiser  policy  if  advances  of  money  were  made 
for  the  construction  of  smallerworks,  such  as 
wells,  dams,  and  tanks,  which  might  be  con- 
structed hy  the  Natives  themselves,  which 
required  no  large  and  expensive  engineering 
staff,  and  no  contractors  bent  on  making 
large  profits.  The  expenditure  involved  in 
these  works,  instead  of  being  confined  to 
particular  spots,  would  have  the  great  merit 
of  being  spread  evenly  throughout  the  coun- 
try. To  turn  to  another  subject,  one  might 
suppose  that  if  there  were  any  means  by 
which  we  could  ingratiate  ourselves  among 
the  Natives  it  would  be  hy  our  superior 
knowledge  of  medicine.  We  had  acted  in 
regard  to  this  very  much  as  with  regard  to 
other  matters,  as  if  the  constitution  of  the 
Native  was  exactly  like  our  own,  and  the 
eonsequenee  was  that  there  was  not,  beyond 
the  Presidency  towns,  a  single  hospital  or 
dispensary  that  had  the  confidence  of  the 
people  of  India  except,  perhaps,  the  Homcoo- 
pathio  Hospital  in  Benares.  Again,  what 
had  we  done  with  reference  to  smallpox  ? 
We  knew  how  to  protect  the  Natives  of 
India  from  its  ravages ;  and  yet  we  not  only 
neglected  to  provide  the  requisite  measures, 
but  we  prohibited  by  law  what  was  better 
than  nothing — namely,  the  practice  of  in- 
oculation. The  Bengal  Sanitary  Commis- 
sion reported  that  before  the  adoption  by 
the  Bengal  Government  of  the  Prohibitory 
Act,  85  per  cent  of  the  population  had  been 
protected  by  inoculation,  so  that  the  effect 
of  this  Act  was  that  if  a  Native  inoculated 
his  child  he  ran  the  risk  of  being  put  into 
prison,  and  if  he  did  not  do  so  the  child 
ran  the  risk  of  being  carried  off  by  the 
smallpox.  Then,  again,  look  at  the  sani- 
tary regulations  recently  promulgated;  we 
discovered,  not  long  ago,  that  we  had 
been  killing  our  English  soldiers  at  the 
rate  of  70  per  1.000,  through  the  neglect 
of  the  most  obvious  rules  of  health,  and 
so  wo  suddenly  turned  round  and  inflicted 
on  the  people  of  India  a  collection  of  regu- 
lations, which,  if  enforced  in  England, 
would  provoke  a  riot  in  every  town,  and 
bare  not  led  to  a  similar  result  in  India, 
only  because  the  people  are  patient  and 
longsuffering.  He  would  give  a  single 
instance.  One  of  the  regulations  was 
this— 


'<  If  there  be  anj  trees  on  the  village  site  or 
within  100  yards  round  it,  out  off  every  year 
those  branches  within  20  feet  of  the  ground,  and 
lop  and  prune  away  branches  within  12  yar^  of 
the  ground." 

Now,  there  was  scarcely  a  village  in  India 
in  which  were  not  to  be  found  trees  of  a 
peculiar  character,  such  as  the  ficus  reli" 
giosa,  the^ii^  Indica,  trees  which  afforded 
a  grateful  shade,  and  which  were  regarded 
by  all  classes  as  objects  of  religious  venera- 
tion ;  and  yet  the  branches  of  these  trees — 
which  the  Natives  themselves  would  rather 
die  than  touch — were  to  be  ruthlessly  cut 
away  upon  the  absurd  plea  that  they  affected 
injuriously  the  health  of  the  inhabitants. 
He  further  wished  to  say  a  few  words  respect- 
ing our  financial  system  in  India,  and  more 
especially  with  regard  to  the  system  of 
taxation  which  had  been  introduced  within 
the  last  few  years ;  and  in  doing  so  he 
would  pass  over  the  glaring  injustice  of 
imposing  the  same  taxes  upon  the  pro- 
vince of  Bombay,  the  land  revenue  of 
which  was  settled  the  other  day,  as  upon 
the  proTince  of  Bengal  where  the  reve- 
nues had  been  settled  many  years  before, 
and  was  consequently  very  much  more 
light.  He  referred  to  such  taxes  as  tho 
Income  and  Licence  Tax.  If  those  taxes 
produced  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
revenue  to  the  Exchequer,  there  might 
be  some  excuse  for  levying  them  ;  but  the 
fact  was  that  for  the  last  eight  or  ten  years 
they  had  not  realised  more  than  £1,000,000 
per  annum  from  a  country  nearly  as  large 
as  Europe.  Then  there  was  the  Salt  Tax. 
Now  salt  was,  of  course,  as  great  a  neces- 
sary in  India  as  in  any  other  country, 
and  yet  in  the  north  of  India  we  levied 
a  duty  upon  that  article  which  amounted 
to  2,000  per  cent  on  its  cost.  This  was 
a  very  important  consideration  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  when  we  were  bullying— 
for  he  could  use  no  other  word — the  Rajah 
of  Cashmere,  and  were,  in  the  opinion  of 
some  persons,  taking  the  first  steps  towards 
annexing  his  country,  because  he  happened 
to  be  levying  a  rather  large  transit  duty 
upon  an  article  which  we  coveted — namely, 
the  wool  grown  in  Thibet.  This  enormous 
tax  upon  salt  was  the  most  unjust  imposi- 
tion which  any  ruler,  whether  Native  or 
foreign,  had  ever  laid  upon  the  poor  of 
India,  since  it  almost  deprived  them  of  the 
use  of  a  necessary  of  life.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  doubt  that  the  defects  in  our 
system  of  Government,  to  which  he  had 
thus  briefly  alluded,  were  very  much  in- 
creased by  the  fact  that  we  neglected  to 
take  counsel  with  the  Nati?es»  and  by  the 
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liainclination  we  showed  to  employ  them 

the  administration  of  the  country.    The 

'ati?e  sentiment  on    this  head   was  set 

irth  so  distinctly  and  so  admirably  in  a 

itition  which  was   presented   a  year  or 

'0  back  by  the  landholders  of  the  Aly- 

lurh  district  to  the    Government  of  the 

forth- West  Provinces,  with  respect  to  the 

isposal  of  the   education   fund,  that   he 

'usted   the   House   would   allow  him   to 

(ad  a  few  extracts  from  it.     In  the  pe- 

Jtion,    which  must   bo   regarded   as   ex- 

jressing  the  opinion  of  every  Native  In- 

ian,  the  petitioners  said — 

"  That  while  your  petitioners  pay  for  the  ex- 
mses  of  education,  it  is  obviously  a  hardship 
lat  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  take  any  part 
I  the  management  of  the  system,  or  exercise  any 
>ntrol  over  the  disbursement  of  the  funds.  It 
very  mortifying  to  them  to  find  that  they  are 
)t  consulted  on  any  points  connected  therewith, 
id  that,  notwithstanding  their  having  to  provide 
^nds,  they  know  nothing  as  to  the  manner  and 
irposes  in  which  those  funds  are  expended." 

'hey  go  on  to  propose  that  a  committee, 

msisting  of  landowners  and  presided  over 

district  officers,  be  appointed.     They 

|rge  that  the  following  important  advan- 

iges  will  result  from  these  propositions: — 

"  That  the  admission  of  Natives  to  the  execu- 
|ve  management  will  make  them  conversant  with 

16  details  of  the  education  system,  will  show 

kem  the  real  motives  the  Goycrnment  haye  in 
liew  in  educating  the  people,  and,  having  this 
Inowledge,  they  will  reject  all  those  unfounded 
Ircjudices  and  suspicions,  the  existence  of  which 
not  unknown  to  the  Government ;  that  the 
lighcr  classes  will  hecome  warmly  interested  in 
he  pursuit  of  knowledge,  and  will  heartily  co- 
Iperato  in  diffusing  its  benefits  far  and  wide  ;  that 
[he  Natives  'will  become  better  acquainted  with 

le  liberal  views  and  intentions  of  Government, 
Ind  that  eventually  our  schools  and  colleges  will 
lo  filled  with  a  much  greater  number  of  children 
If  respectable  families  than  are  found  in  them  at 
[resent — a  result  most  important  and  beneficial 
the  Government  and  to  the  public." 

'hat  petition  expressed  the  feelings  of  the 

Fatives  throughout  the  land,  not  only  with 

[cgard  to  money  devoted    to  educational 

lurposes,  but  with   regard  to  many  other 

jubjects.     He  would  give  one  or  two  ex- 

imples  of  what  could  be  done  by  working 

trough  the  Natives.     When  the  cliolora 

lade  its  appearance  in  the  town  of  Lahore 

jome  few  years  ago,  it  was  considered  de- 

lirable  to  whitewash  the  houses,  and  more 

jspecially  those  of  the  poorer  classes,  and 

ccordingly  an  order  was  issued  to  that 

jffect,  and  an  officer  was  deputed  to  see  how 

ir  that  order  was  carried  out.     The  order 

as  not  carried  out  at  all.    Here  and  there 

little  whitewash  was   sprinkled  on  the 

rails,  but  speaking  generally  it  was  dis- 
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regarded.  About  the  same  time  it  was 
considered  very  desirable  that  the  ram- 
parts of  the  town  and  the  waste  lands 
in  its  vicinity  should  be  turned  into 
gardens  for  the  use  of  the  people  ; 
but  the  project  failed,  in  consequence 
of  the  impossibility  of  raising  the  re- 
quisite funds.  In  the  course  of  time, 
however,  Natives  of  distinction  were  ap- 
pointed honorary  magistrates,  with  cer- 
tain specified  powers,  which  enabled  them 
to  assume  an  honourable  and  influential 
position.  And  what  was  the  result  of 
those  appointments  ?  He  had  the  autho- 
rity of  a  distinguished  Indian  officer  for 
saying  that  the  next  time  the  cholera  ap- 
proached them  and  the  order  to  white- 
wash the  houses  was  issued,  it  was  carried 
into  effect  within  twenty-four  hours  ;  and 
again,  when  it  was  proposed  to  establish 
gardens  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  town 
the  sum  of  £10,000  was  subscribed  for 
the  purpose  in  a  very  short  time.  See- 
ing what  good  results  had  flowed  from 
the  appointment  of  Native  magistrates  in 
the  cases  to  which  he  had  referred,  it 
seemed  indispensable  that  we  should  es- 
tablish some  machinery  by  means  of  which 
we  might  ascertain  and  carry  with  us  tho 
public  opinion  of  the  Natives  of  India. 
Some  scheme  of  the  kind,  suggested  in  a 
paper  by  Sir  Robert  Montgomery,  com- 
bined with  a  system  of  rewards  so  strongly 
recommended  by  Sir  Donald  Macleod, 
wduld  bo  of  the  greatest  advantage  to 
our  Indian  Government.  In  conclusion, 
then,  he.  would  say  that  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  great  defect  in  our  adminis- 
tration was  that  wo  endeavoured  to  impose 
our  rules  and  institutions  upon  a  people 
not  fitted  to  receive  them.  We  should 
cheek,  therefore,  our  legislative  machinery, 
and  devote  more  attention  to  the  Execu- 
tive. It  appeared  to  him  to  be  of  compara- 
tively little  importance  whether  or  not  a  Bill 
for  the  regulation  of  inheritances  in  India 
were  introduced  for  the  next  fifty  years,  so 
long  as  justice  was  to  be  obtained  cheaply 
and  promptly.  Whether  the  introduction  of 
a  uniform  system  of  weights  and  measures 
was  deferred  until,  at  least,  we  had  our- 
selves adopted  such  a  system,  so  long  as  our 
officers  had  leisure  to  enforce  the  honest  use 
of  thoso  already  in  existence.  The  Native 
mind,  it  had  been  truly  said,  centred  in  men 
and  not  in  systems  ;  we  should  therefore 
think  more  about  training  our  officials  than 
about  manufacturing  a  perfect  system  of 
Government.  He  had  endeavoured  to  show 
what  could  be  done  with  the  Natiyes  if  we 
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treated  them  properly.  Because  Ruadia  on 
the  nortli  and  France  on  the  south  were 
advancing  to  our  frontiers,  it  was  not  wise 
that  we  should  think  of  nothing  but  defend- 
ing those  frontiers,  and  of  maintaining  what 
was  called  our  military  prestige.  He  be- 
lieved that  at  no  time  had  there  been  a 
less  inclination  on  the  part  of  foreign 
Powers  to  interfere  with  our  rule  in  India 
that  at  the  present  moment.  There  was  a 
period  when  we  looked  with  feelings  of  fear 
and  jealousy  upon  the  movements  of  those 
Powers.  Such  feelings,  however,  he  was 
glad  to  say,  were  passing  away,  and  giv- 
ing place  to  something  akin  to  generous 
rivalry.  He  might  be  considered  credulous, 
but  he  cared  not — not  because  he  was  in- 
different to  the  danger  arising  from  a 
foreign  foe  ;  not  because  he  was  unmindful 
that  we  should  dwell  with  our  friends  as  if 
one  day  they  mi«;ht  become  our  enemies, 
but  because  he  had  a  firm  belief  in  the 
great  truth — a  truth  too  apt  to  be  forgotten 
because  it  had  become  a  truism — that,  whe- 
ther in  Europe  or  in  Asia,  in  Ireland  or  in 
India,  the  only  security  and  safety  for  our 
rule  was  to  be  found  in  the  happiness  and 
contentment  of  the  people;  and  that  it  would 
avail  us  nothing  in  the  time  of  our  need, 
that  we  had  spent  thousands  upon  thousands 
on  the  fortifications  of  Peshawur,  or  mil- 
lions upon  an  Abyssinian  Expedition,  if  in 
the  hour  of  their  supreme  distress  we  al- 
lowed our  Native  subjects  to  perish  whole- 
■ale — by  the  slow  process  of  starvation 
—within  sight  of  the  walls  of  Calcutta.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  time  when  we 
could  hold  India  in  subjection  by  what 
Lord  Erskino  called  the  knavery  and 
strength  of  civilization,  had  long  passed 
away.  It  was  quite  impossible — and  this 
might  be  said  to  our  credit — because  we 
Lad  educated  and  were  still  educating  the 
people  of  India,  because  we  were  setting 
our  own  example  before  their  eyes,  and 
were  teaching  them  the  history  of  our 
own  institutions — it  was  quite  impossible 
for  us  to  hope  to  rule  them  in  any  other 
way  but  in  the  true  spirit  of  our  own 
institutions.  He  believed  sincerely  that 
we  were  making  the  great  mistake  of 
endeavouring  to  rule  them  in  the  letter, 
and  not  in  the  spirit  of  our  own  institu- 
tions; and  it  was  because  he  entertained 
tins  opinion  that  he  had  ventured  thus  to 
trespass  on  tlie  time  of  the  House. 

Mb.  SMOLLETT  said,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  follow  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Taunton  (Lord  William  Hay) 
in  bis  very  discursive  speech.     His  object 
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rather  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  very  extraordinary  manner  fn 
which  the  Correspondence  originated  which 
that  noble  Lord  had  made  the  text  of  his 
address  to  them.  On  the  24th  of  May, 
1867,  a  debate  was  brought  on  in  that 
House  upon  the  succession  to  the  Mysore 
Raj,  and  on  that  occasion  the  noble  Vis- 
count the  Member  for  Stamford  (Viscount 
Cranborne)  supported  the  policy  which. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  adopted  on 
that  subject,  and  he  incidentally  mentioned 
in  his  speech — quoting  the  authority  of  Sir 
George  Clark  on  the  point — that  on  many 
occasions  in  India  great  multitudes  of 
people  were  transferred  from  Native  to  Eu- 
ropean rule  without  their  feelings  being  in 
any  way  consulted;  and  he  added  that 
that  transfer  was  sometimes  made  in  a 
manner  flattering  neither  to  their  temper 
nor  their  taste.  In  making  observations 
of  that  nature  and  in  arguing  from  them 
the  noble  Viscount  was  only  stating  a  per- 
fect truism.  The  facts  thus  referred  to 
were  undeniable,  and  Sir  John  Lawrence 
must  have  known  those  facts.  The  noble 
Viscount  did  not  say  that,  through  its  vices 
ond  defects,  our  rule  brought  famine  and 
misery  in  its  train,  but  that,  although  the 
BritishGovernmentwas  unpalatable  in  many 
cases  to  the  people  of  India,  nevertheless, 
every  opportunity  was  taken  for  extending 
that  rule  and  bringing  fresh  nations  under 
our  authority.  When  generous  sentiments 
of  that  nature  towards  the  people  of  India 
were  enunciated  by  ordinary  persons,  with 
the  name,  perhaps,  of  Brown,  Jones,  or 
Robinson,  nobody  thought  anything  of 
them,  and  they  passed  unnoticed  ;  but 
when  they  emanated  from  a  noble  Viscount 
who  held  a  high  position  in  the  Ministry  of 
the  Earl  of  Derby  they  produced  a  great  sen- 
sation. When  the  noble  Viscount's  speech 
reached  India,  the  Viceroy  seemed  almost 
to  have  been  frightened  out  of  liis  propriety, 
and  to  have  thought  that  the  noble  Vis- 
count had  been  teaching  nothing  less  than 
treason.  Accordingly,  his  Excellency  could 
not  help  taking  the  very  earliest  opportu- 
nity of  producing  an  antidote  to  that  sedi- 
tious speech,  and  he  adopted  a  very  pecu- 
liar mode  of  meeting  the  noble  Viscount's 
statements.  In  his  own  languoge.  Sir 
John  Lawrence  said  that  as  there  ap- 
peared so  much  to  be  said  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  question  he  had  caused  a  confi- 
dential circular  to  be  issued  by  his  Under- 
Secretary  in  the  Foreign  Department, 
calling  upon  various  officers  of  nyirk 
throughout  our  Indian  Empire  to  submit 
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0  him  an  expression  of  their  respective 
pinions  on  that  matter.  Now  he  thought 
t  was  a  very  silly  thing  for  a  Viceroy  of 
ndin  to  treat  the  speech  of  the  noble  Vis- 
ount  in  that  fashion  ;  but  his  Excellency 
ook  a  very  peculiar  way  of  his  own  in 
ringing  that  subject  before  the  subordi- 
nto  officers  of  his    political  department. 

0  availed  himself  of  tlie  opportunity,  in 
ending  that  senii-official  circular,  to 
tate  to  those  subordinate  officers  his  own 
pinions,  and  he  stated  them  very  tersely 

deed.      His  Excellency  said  that  he  was 
f  opinion  that  the  masses  of  the  people  in 
ndia  were  incontestably  more  prosperous 
ndcr  our  rule,  **  sua  si  houa  norhit** — 
hich,  when  translated,  meant,  •*  if  they 
Arere  not  great  jackasses,"  and  were  also 
nore  happy  than  they  couhl  be  under  Na- 
ive rulers.      But  his  Excellency  did  not 
top  there.     He  told  his  subordinates  that 
hat  was  a  good  opportunity  for  proving 
he  truth  of  his  opinion  by  the  collection 
f  statistics  from  all  parts  of  India.     Now, 
hen  a  man  occupying  the  high  position  of 
he  Viceroy  thus  indicated  to  his  subordi- 
ates  the  nature  of  his  own  opinions  and 
he  nature  of  the  opinions,  which  he  ex- 
ected  them  to  submit  to  him,  it  was  not 
jvonderful  tliat  in  the  Correspondence  which 
vas  sent  in  he  should  get  a  great  amount 
f  information  entirely  confirmatory  of  his 
wn  views.     The  only  wonder  was  that  he 
hould   have  found  one  or  two  gentlemen 
n  India  who  stated  views  that  were  opposed 
0  his  own,  and  that  in  the  case  of  Mysore 

the  country  to  which  that  Corrcspon- 
once  related — ho  received  from  a  very 
ic];h  official  in  that  State  an  answer  wholly 
t  variance  with  his  own  views,  and  one 
hich  must  have  filled  his  Excellency  with 
omething  like  dismay.  lie  would  ask  why 
r  for  what  purpose  the  Viceroy  thus 
mod  and  fretted  when  he  read  the  speech 
f  the  noble  Viscount?  His  ostensible  ob- 
ct  Bcemed  to  have  been  to  endeavour  to 
nfute  its  statements.     That  was  alleged 

have  been  his  primary  object,  but  the 

al  object  was  something  a  little  different. 

e  (Mr.    Smollett)   thought    the    Viceroy 

anted  to    have    in    that    compilation    of 

apcrs,  a  concentration  of  opinion  on  which 

0  might  on  some   future  occasion   found 

1  appeal  to  the  English  people  :  he 
i^hed  to  have  a  lever  by  which  lie 
iglit  be  enabled  to  say  to  them,  •*  If  you 

lesire  to  govern  the  people  of  India  on  the 
•no  Benthamite  principle  of  the  greatest 
|a[tpine8s  for  the  greatest  number,  the 
ily  way  in  which  you  can  do  this  is  by 

Mr,  Smollett 
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seising  all  the  Native  States  and  annexing 
them  to  your  territory,  and  by  subduing 
those  that  are  really  independent."     The 
plain  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  state- 
ments of  Sir  John  Lawrence  and  his  satel- 
lites was,  that  the  decision  como  to  last 
year  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State   for  India   connected  with 
Mysore  was  a  very    fallacious  judgment. 
Sir  John  Lawrence  was  a  man  who  had 
always  been  famed  for  his  friendliness  to 
the  policy  of  annexation.     I] is  Excellency 
seemed  to  have  been  foiled  by  the  curious 
answer   sent   in    by    Lieutenant    Colonel 
T.  Clark  from  Mysore.     Let  them  look  at 
the  way  in  which  that  Correspondence  had 
been  printed  and  circulated   in  India  and 
had  been  received  in  that  country.     Let 
them  also  look  at  the  way  in  whicli  it  was 
treated  now  by  the  adrocates  of  annexa- 
tion.    Ho  would  not  quote  any  extracts 
from  the  Indian  newspapers  ;  but  would 
refer  to  what  was  published  in  the  City  of 
London  on  Monday  last.     On  the  23rcl  of 
March,  a  letter  appeared  in  the  The  Times, 
dated  Calcutta,  February  24th,  from  the 
Calcutta  correspondent  of  the  leading  jour* 
nal,  and  in  that  letter  reference  was  largely 
made  to  that  official  Correspondence.    The 
writer  said  it  had  attracted  groat  attention 
in  India,   and  considerable  attention  also 
in  Mysore  ;  that  the  people  of  Mysore  were 
all  agog  about  that  Correspondence  ;  that 
the  coffee-planters  of  that  district  —  and 
there  were  a  great  number  of  them — had 
taken  alarm.     Those  coffee-planters  were 
said   to  havo  been  representing  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for   India,  by  his  recognition  of  a  native 
young  man  as  the  successor  in  the  Rnj  of 
Mysore,  had  committed  a  gross  breach  of 
faith.     They  said  that  their  titles  to  their 
possessions  in  that  country  were  now  ques- 
tioned.   They  stated  that  their  possessions 
were  not  saleable — or,  at  least,  not  saleable 
at  their  true  value — in  consequence  of  our 
continuing     the    native     Government    of 
Mysore.      And   the   writer   said    that  the 
officials  in  Mysore  sympathized   with  the 
poor  plundered  planters.    That  they  might 
well  do,  for  their  situations  were  not  per- 
manent, and  therefore  they  grumbled.     It 
was   by   no   means  improbable  that  they 
might   at  some  distant  period  claim  com- 
pensation for  loss  of  property.     But  the 
writer  closed  with  the  significant  notifica- 
tion that  these  things  were  sure  to  be  the 
source  of  no  little  future  trouble  to  the  au- 
thorities at  Calcutta  and  in  this  country. 
The  meaning  of  that  was  simply  this — that 
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these  troubles  would  be  made  a  lever  at 
some  peculiar  period  with  a  view  to  endea- 
Touring  to  have  the  decision  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  reversed — a  decision  approved 
at  the  time  by  every  hon.  Member,  ho  be- 
lieved, except,  perhaps,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Wick  boroughs  (Mr.  Laing).  That 
was,  in  his  opinion,  the  renl  reason  why 
that  Correspondence  was  compiled  ;  and  he 
believed  that  it  was  not  drawn  up  with  a 
view  to  refuting  the  opinions  of  the  noble 
Yiscount  the  Member  for  Stamford.  Now, 
in  the  course  of  the  debote  last  year,  he 
had  told  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  he 
entirely  approved  his  policy  ;  but  that,  if 
he  intended  to  carry  it  out,  he  must  be 
firm,  and  he  did  not  think  that  firmness 
was  one  of  the  chief  characteristics  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  On  that  occasion  he 
also  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  Mysore  approved 
liis  policy.  He  thought  now  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  stand  firm,  he 
need  not  fear  any  trouble  hereafter  on  the 
subject.  The  story  of  the  planters,  which 
had  been  dwelt  upon  so  much  as  the  cause 
of  future  trouble,  was  mere  rubbish.  He 
knew  many  of  them  in  this  country,  and 
was  in  the  habit  of  associating  with  them  ; 
and,  as  far  as  his  knowledge  extended, 
every  one  of  them  was  friendly  to  a  Na- 
tive dynasty  in  Mysore.  Last  year  he  had 
ventured  to  state  that  if  a  plebiscite  were 
taken  in  Mysore,  ninety-nine  out  of  every 
100  of  the  Native  inhabitants  would  vote 
for  the  continuance  of  the  Native  dynasty ; 
and,  if  there  was  any  doubt  about  it  then, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  about  it  now. 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Clark,  whom  he  had 
known  for  many  years,  and  whose  opinion 
was  entitled  to  great  consideration,  said — 

"  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  people  generally 
believe,  however  erroneous  that  belief  in  ray  opi- 
nion may  be,  that  they  would  be  much  happier 
under  a  Native  ruler  than  they  are  under  the  pre- 
sent regime.  This  feeling  has  been  increasing  in 
intensity  of  late  years." 

Colonel  Clark  added  that  the  principal 
reason  for  this  feeling  was,  that  we  had 
been  introducing  the  forms  of  our  Courts 
of  Law  into  that  country,  and  that  they 
were  unpopular.  Colonel  Clark  admitted 
the  commercial  advantages  which  had  re- 
rulted  to  Mysore  —  that  the  country  was 
prosperous — and  he  said — 

**  But  the  people  still  regard  ui  as  exacting  and 
nnsympatbiaing  masters." 
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He  added,  moreover,— 

"^The  great  mass  of  the  people  sigh  for  the 
return  of  their  old  forms  and  institutions,  which, 


with  some  slight  modifications,  are  admirably 
adapted  to  their  requirements." 

With  that  opinion  of  Colonel  Clark,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  ad- 
here to  his  determination,  and  listen  to  no 
efforts  which  might  be  made  by  annexa- 
tionists with  a  view  to  induce  him  to  alter 
his  policy.  He  might  rely  upon  it  that 
in  remaining  firm  he  would  receive  the 
support  of  the  House  and  the  country;  and 
the  best  thing  he  could  possibly  do  was  to 
consign  the  Correspondence  collected  and 
sent  by  Sir  John  Lawrence  to  the  waste 
paper  basket. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  that  the  censure 
passed  on  the  Governor  General  of  India 
was  undeserved.     He  (Mr.  Fawcctt)  be- 
lieved he  had  collected  those  papers  from 
the  best  motives,  and  a  more  able  collec- 
tion of  State  papers  had  never  been  ga- 
thered together.  Although  a  political  oppo- 
nent, he  was  grateful  to  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  for  his  admirable  speech 
which  had  brought  this  Correspondence  into 
existence.     Ho  (Mr.  Fawcett)  thought  it 
could   not   be   denied   that   these  officials 
had,  at  all   events,  not  hesitated   to  say 
boldly  in  what  respects  our  administration 
in  India  could  be  improved.     He  knew  not 
which  to   admire   most  —  their  wonderful 
ability  or  their  extraordinary  candour;  and 
they  urged   with   most   consummate   skill 
the    views   of    the   noble    Viscount,    and 
pointed  out  that  the  Governor  General  had 
somewhat  misunderstood  him.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  our  rule  had  made  India 
materially  more  prosperous ;  but  it  did  not 
follow  that  the  people  were  more  happy. 
One  need  not  necessarily  follow  the  other. 
Our  rule  in  India  had  greatly  increased  the 
prosperity  of  India  in  three  distinct  ways 
— first,  it  had  undoubtedly  given  greater 
security  to  property;  secondly,  we  had  im- 
proved  the    means  of  locomotion  ;    and, 
thirdly,  which  was  the  most  important,  we 
had  made  the  cultivators  of  the  soil  more 
prosperous  and  contented;  and  we  might 
say  that  giving  security  of  tenure  and  pro- 
prietary rights  in  the  soil  had   increased 
the  loyalty  of  the  people  of  India.     It  was 
said  by  our  officials  that  the  reason  why 
the  people  of  India  were  not  happy  was 
because  our  administration  in  that  country 
was  often  unsympathizing  and  uncompro- 
mising; in  fact,  that  our  fault  seemed  to 
be  much  more  of  the  head  than  the  heart, 
and  that  India  was  suffering  from  an  ex- 
cess of  centralization.     The  fact  was  too 
frequently  ignored  that  the  rules  of  poli- 
tical economy  were  notj  like  the  laws  of 
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»tion,   capable  of  uniTersal  application. 

fact  that  tlie  opinions  of  the  right  hon. 

intleman  the    Member    for  Calne    (Mr. 

ixre)  were  carried  out  to  an  unfortunate 

[tent  in    India.      What   was   considered 

jononoicnl  and  good  for  England  was  con- 

lered  equally  so  for  India.     The  great 

nnt  insisted  on  by  the  officials  in  this 

»rrespondence  was,  that  we  should  never 

|ake  the  people  of  India— however  pros- 

irous  they  might  become — so  contented 

ith  our  rule  as  they  might  be,  until  the 

latives  of  rank  and  ability  were  more  fully 

Imitted  to  social  honours  and  municipal 

ices  than  they  were  at  present.     By  so 

»ing  we  should   diminish  the  Rigidity  of 

ir  centralization  system,  and  make  our 

|w8,  as  it  were,  the  bond  of  feeling  and 

istom  between  us  and  the  different  na- 

ms  which  lived  under  our  rule  in  India. 

ir  Robert  Montgomery,  alluding  to  the 

tread  of  education  in  India,  implied  that 

incurred  a  great  responsibility;  because 

we  educated  the  people,  and  developed 

jeir  intellect,  and  gave'  them  a  desire  to 

|ke  part  in  the  administration  of  the  coun- 

',  our  injustice  to  them  was  heightened 

we  stamped  out  that  desire  thus  created. 

one  of  the  despatches  it  was  said  we 

[red  not  so  much  from  bad  intention  as 

)m  want  of  sympathy  ;  but  he  ventured 

say,  that  as  the  people  of  India  became 

iucated,  and  were  fully  admitted  to  share 

the  government  of  the  country,  our  sym- 

ithy  with  them  would  increase — for  sym- 

ithy  was  produced  by  respect.    In  ppeak- 

Ig  of  our  shortcomings  towards  India,  we 

lust  not  dwell  so  much  on  this  or  that 

id  law,   or  point  to  the  fact  that  some 

lative  Princes  had  been  perhaps  too  hastily 

\d  unduly  annexed  to  our  Government ; 

It  we  had  much  to  answer  for  in  speaking 

iprobriously  of  the  people  of  India  as  a 

)t  of  niggers.     To  make  them  contented 

ith  our  government,   we  must  not  only 

Ive  them  good  laws  and  an  equitable  sys- 

m  of  taxation,  but  wo  must  respect  them 

they  deserved  to  be  respected.  We 
iglit  not  to  consider  them  as  a  barbarous 
|ce;  but  consider  that  when  England  was 
a  state  of  barbarism,  India  had  a  civili- 
ition  of  her  own,  and  that  she  possessed 
{remarkable  language  that  had  produced 

illustrious  literature.     The  test  of  the 

Iciency  and   excellence   of  our  rule   in 

idia  was,  whether  we  had  done  our  duty 

preparing  the  people  of  India  ultimately 

govern  themselves,  so  that  when  we 
ft  that  country  we  might  say  that  we 
id  discharged  our  duty  by  giving  them 

Mr.  Fawcett 


•0  much  of  our  civilization  that  in  future 
they  might  become  a  greater  and  a  happier, 
nation  than  they  were  before  they  felt  the 
effects  of  our  dominion. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  I  should  not 
wish  to  prolong  this  debate  by  a  single 
word  if  I  had  not  a  personal  reason.  But 
as  the  Viceroy  of  India  has  been  good 
enough  to  spread  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  India  that  I  took  occasion 
to  doubt  whether  the  system  of  British  ad- 
ministration possessed,  in  the  estimation 
of  the  Natives,  any  superiority  over  the 
method  of  government  pursued  in  the  in- 
dependent States,  I  hope  that  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  in  this  place  that  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  Viceroy  drew  his  impression 
from  an  imperfect  Report ;  but  what  I  said 
was  of  a  much  more  modest  character. 
What  I  said  was— - 

"  I  am  not  denying  that  our  xnisBion  In  India  is 
to  reduce  to  order,  to  civilize  and  deyelop,  tho 
Native  Govemmenti  we  find  there.  But  I  demur 
to  that  wholesale  condemnation  of  a  system  of 
government  which  would  be  utterly  intolerable  on 
our  own  soil,  bat  which  has  grown  up  among  the 
people  subjected  to  it.  It  has  a  fitness  and  con- 
geniality for  them  impossible  for  as  adequately 
to  realize  ;  but  which  compensates  them  to  an 
enormous  degree  for  the  material  evils  which  its 
rudeness,  in  a  great  many  cases,  produces." 

I  once  heard  it  stated  on  eminent  authority 
that  nothing  was  more  disagreeable  than 
repeating  one's  own  words  except  eating 
them,  and  I  should  not  have  done  so  but 
for  the  unfortunate  prominence  given  to 
another  version  of  these  remarks.  I  ven- 
ture to  express  my  agreement  with  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Smollett),  and  to 
doubt  whether  it  is  desirable  that  tho 
speeches  of  Members  of  Parliament  should 
be  made  the  subject  of  comment  in  official 
papers.  I  think  it  would  be  better  if 
official  papers  contained  remarks  only  upon 
matters  which  had  previously  appeared  in 
official  documents.  With  reference  to  this 
debate  I  must  say  that  I  am  much  pleased 
if  I  have  been  the  humble  instrument  of 
bringing  out  these  papers,  and  also  of 
bringing  before  the  House  the  remarkable 
and  able  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Taunton,  which  will  be  a  yalu- 
able  addition  to  the  literature  we  possess  in 
these  papers.  The  sum  and  substance  I  take 
to  be  this  : — You  must  have  a  despotism  in 
India ;  you  are  naturally  frightened  at 
this  despotism,  because  it  is  uncongenial 
to  your  feelings  and  repellant  to  your  tra- 
ditions, and  therefore  you  surround  that 
despotism  with  every  imaginable  check.  It 
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hat  now  come  to  this — that  there  is  no 
despotic  power  in  India  in  anyone  beneath 
the  GoTernor  General,  and  his  despotism 
mast  be  exercised  entirely  through  the  lanr. 
The  consequence  is  that  every  agent  of 
this  despotism  of  yours  is  worried,  ham- 
pered, and  fettered  by  eternal  regulations. 
You  have  all  the  disadvantages  of  a  sys- 
tem in  which  the  people  tako  comparatively 
small,  if  any,  part  in  their  own  Govern- 
ment, and  you  have  not  the  undoubted  ad- 
Tantage  of  the  elasticity  ond  vigour  which 
are  given  by  a  patriarchal  system  of  Go- 
Temment.     I  believe  that  these  evils  arc 
only  in  their  germ  at  the  present  time  ; 
but  we  see  their  tendency,  and  we  see  their 
result  as  stated  by  the  noble  Lord — that 
these  regulations  pri'duce  such  an  amount 
of  employment  in  the  way  of  writing  and 
drawing  up  Returns,  that  the  time  of  tho 
officials  of  India  is  taken   up  to  sucli  an 
eitent  that  they  cannot  mix  with   those 
who  are  under  their  charge,  and  ascertain 
the  real  state  of  public  opinion  among  those 
whom  they  govern.     That  evil  is,  I  fear, 
growing  rapidly — the  evil  of  over-regula- 
tion.    If  you  wish  to  apply  a  remedy  it 
will  be  done  by  getting  rid  of  some  of  the 
departmental  distrust  which  is  an  essential 
part  of  our  Govcrninent  at  home.   In  India 
the  departmental  distrust  is  out  of  place. 
It  would  be  better  to  run  the  risk  of  a  few 
inistakei — of  an  occasional  great  blunder 
—to  trust  men  more  on  tho  spot  where  they 
are  conducting  their  Government,  and  to  feel 
certain  in  the  long  run  that  tho  elasticity, 
the  freshness,  and  vigour  which  belong  to 
your  GoTcrnment,  will  more  than  repay  you 
for  any  occasional  losses  which  may  occur 
in  particalar  instances.     That  appears  tu 
me  to  be  the  sum  and  substaace  of  this 
eontroYcrsy.     I  will  only  say  further  thnt 
I  trust  that  the  critical  Members  of  this 
House  will  not  think  that  these  Indian  de- 
batea,  thinly  attended  as  they  are  some- 
timet,  are  waste  of  time.     I  believe  the 
best  service  which  any  of  us  who  take  an 
interest  in  India  can  render  is  to  stimulate 
in  every  way  the  somewhat  languid  atten- 
tion of  the  people  of  this  country  to  the 
affairs  of  India  ;  and  that  we  shall  never 
thoroughly  ful61  the  tremendous  responsi- 
bility   we    have    assumed    towards    that 
country  until  there  is  more  familiarity  in 
the  miuda  of  the  people  of  this  country 
with  the  distant  and  somewhat   unintel- 
ligible affaire  of  that  great  Empire. 


INDIA-^BANK   OF    BOMBAY. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  DTCE  NICOL,  in  rising  to   ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  What  is 
tho  present  position  of  the  Bank  of  Bom- 
bay ;   and,  whether  he  will  institute  any 
inquiry  into  the  circumstnnces  of  the  fail- 
ure of  tho  Old  Bank  of  Bombay  ?    said  : 
I  am  glnd  to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  recently  sent  instructions  to  the  Go- 
vernor General  of  India  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission  of  Inquiry  into  tho  circumstances 
of  the  failure  of  the  old  Bank  of  Bombay, 
and  I  beg  to  thank  him  for  an  act  of  justice 
to  the  unfortunate  shareholders,  which  was 
denied  to  them  by  the  authorities  in  India. 
I  may  mention  that  the  Bombny  Govern- 
ment were  shareholders  in  this  Bank  ;  that 
they  had  tho  power  of  nomination  of  three 
of  tho  directors  ;  and  that  they  exercised 
that  privilege  in  tho  appointment  to  tho 
Board  of  the  highest  oflicials  in  the  finan- 
cial Department  of  the  Government.     And 
without  its  being  supposed  that  I  cast  im- 
putations on  anyone,  1  hope  that  I  may  be 
allowed  to  urge  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  of  State  that  this  inquiry 
should  bo  of  a  most  searching  character; 
and  I  press  this  the  more  earnestly,  seeing 
that  the  shareholders  are  chiefly  members 
of  the  civil  and  military  services  of  West- 
ern India,  who,  on  the  faith  that  this  Bank 
was   a    Government    institution,   invested 
their  money  in  it  under  the  same  feeling  of 
security   that  they  did  in   a  Government 
Loan   or  in   Government    Stock.      At  a 
meeting  held  at  Bombay  on  tho  13lh  of 
January  for  tho  winding  up  of  the  Bank, 
an  appeal  was  made  by  the  shareholders 
then  present  for  information  as  to  where 
their  money  had  gone,  and  who  were  the 
persons  for  whom  their  property  had  been 
sacrificed.     The  official  liquidator  replied 
to  this  cfTcct,  as  reported  in  The  Bombay 
Times  of  the  29th  of  January — 

"If  the  bliarclioldcrs  Trnntcd  to  make  an  inves- 
tigation as  to  wlicTo  their  money  had  gone  and 
who  was  to  blame,  it  was  for  thcmsclrcs  to  make 
it  and  not  him.  It'  it  was  to  be  one  of  his  duties 
as  liquidator,  he  should  decline  to  take  another 
step  in  tho  liquidation,  and  should  at  once  placo 
his  resignation  in  tho  hands  of  tho  shareholders. 
He  would  not  be  the  lender  or  mover  in  such  an 
inquiry  as  the  one  suggested." 

The  Accountant  General  of  Government, 
then  present,  confirmed  this  statement. 
The  opinion  of  the  Governor  General  in 
Council  on  the  subject  of  the  Bank  is  given 
in  a  despatch  under  date  of  the  18th  of 
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•il  last,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
[te.     It  is  AS  follows  :  — 

IWe  have  the  honour  to  forward  the  docu- 
jts  in  the  annexed  list,  and  to  state  that  it 
Itrates  the  scandalous  manner  in  which  the 
of  Bombay  was  conducted  at  the  period  to 
^h  the  correspondence  alludes." 

lall  only  add  that  I  trust  the  Report  of 
proposed  Commission  will  be  laid  before 

House  with  as  little  delay  as  possible, 
[hat  it  may  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cing the  connection  of  the  Bombay  Go- 
liment  with  one  of  the  grossest  cases  of 
jt-stock  mismanagement  on  record.     I 

ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  what  is  the 
»ent  position  of  the  new  Bank  ?  I  much 
-et  that  the  Bombay  Government  has 

authorized  to  become  shareholders  in 

I  had  hoped  that,  after  the  disastrous 
lerience  of  the  past,  any  new  bank  with 
Ich  they  became  connected,  would  have 
put  on  an  entirely  different  footing  ; 

the  Government  would  have  retained 
iplete  control  over  its  capital  and  de- 
its  ;  and  I  fear  that  the  proposed  ap- 
htmcnt  of  an  inspector  over  a  board  of 
jctors  selected  from  a  community  who 

shown  of  late  years  so  little  moderation 

prudence,  will  not  inspire  confidence. 

it  is,  Sir,  most  desirable  that  this  House 
lid  have  a  full  statement  of  the  position 
litis  new  Bank,  and  the  nature  of  the 
irity   it  holds   out   to   the    public.     In 
jiusion,  I  hope  that  the  House  will  per- 
nio to   sny   that   I  have  no   interest, 
|ct  or  indirect,  in  those  Banks,  but  have 
;urcd   to    bring    the    subject    before   it 
lly  on  public  ground^. 
;iu  HENRY  RAWLINSON  endorsed 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 

spoken  as  to  the  importance  of  the 
itions  arising  out  of  tho  failure  of  the 
[ibay  Bank.     Tho  essential  features  of 

case    were    these  :  —  A    capital    of 

,000,000  had  been  dissipated,  and   in 

icqucnco  hundreds,  perhaps  thousands, 

most  deserving   persons  had    been   re- 

mI  to  beggary.     And  more   than   this, 

sufferers  were  for  the  most  part  retired 

[ers  and  civil  servants  of  India,  who  had 

il  induced  to  invest  tho  savings  of  years 

ho  Bank  of  Bombay,  on  the  credit  of 

|being   a  qxxasi  Government  establish- 

it;   or  at  least  in  the  belief  that  it  was 

|ostabIishment  under  the  supervision  of 

ernment,  because  three  of  the  directors 

been  Government  officials.  The  in- 
[nco  put  upon  tho  connections  of  Go- 
iment  with  tho  Bank  might  have  been 
it  or  wrong,  but  it  had  naturally  given 
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birth  to  a  very  strong  demand  for  redress. 
That  redress  had  hitherto  been  denied,  and 
explanations  even  had  been  resolutely  re- 
fused; so  that  the  unfortunate  shareholders 
were  not  even  accorded  the  poor  satisfac- 
tion of  knowing  by  what  means  their 
wrongs  had  come  upon  them.  The  pain- 
fulness  of  their  position  had  even  been  ag- 
gravated by  seeing  a  second  Government 
Bank  reared  on  the  dihris  of  the  old  one, 
buttressed  by  tho  vicious  system  of  Go- 
vernment connection,  and  advertised  with 
the  same  delusive  disguise  of  Government 
support.  He  would  not  discuss  these  points 
on  their  merits  ;  he  would  give  no  opinion 
on  the  policy  of  a  Government  indemnify- 
ing shareholders  ;  nor  would  he  venture  to 
assert  that  exceptional  circumstances  might 
not  justify  a  Government  in  taking  sharea 
in  a  private  concern,  notwithstanding  the 
late  disastrous  experience,  and  the  fact  that 
such  a  course  was  directly  opposed  to  all 
recognized  principles  of  political  economy. 
But  what  he  did  insist  on  was  a  searching 
inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances  of  this 
lamentable  failure,  that  the  House  might 
have  the  means  of  reviewing  it,  and  giving 
a  just  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 
He  insisted  on  this,  not  only  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  shareholders  themselves,  bat 
in  the  interest  of  the  public  at  largo,  who 
had  the  right  to  demand  full  information. 
This  brought  him  to  another  matter,  re- 
specting which  he  wished  to  appeal  to  tho 
right  hon.  Baronet.  The  House  would  re- 
collect that  when  tho  Government  of  India 
Act  was  passed  in  1858,  it  was  especially 
provided  that  although  tho  Council  was 
powerless  as  against  the  Secretary,  except 
in  matters  of  finance,  its  members  might 
still  havo  the  power  to  record  their  opinions 
whenever  they  diflfered  from  the  Secretary 
of  State.  These  wero  the  words  of  tho 
Act — 

"  And  in  case  of  difference  of  opinion  on  anj 
question  decided  at  any  meeting  the  Secretary  of 
State  may  require  that  his  opinion  and  the  reasons 
for  tho  same  be  entered  in  tho  Minutes  of  the 
proceedings,  and  any  member  of  the  Council  who 
may  have  been  present  at  the  meeting  may  requir© 
that  his  opinion  and  any  reasons  for  the  same  that 
he  may  have  stated  at  the  meeting  be  entered  in 
like  manner." 

The  evident  object  of  this  clause  was  to 
provide  a  constitutional  check  against  the 
possible  exercise  of  power  in  an  arbitrary 
or  unwise  manner  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  since,  by  placing  tho  recorded  opi- 
nion of  the  members  of  the  Council  at  the 
disposal  of  Parliament  it  brought  those  dis- 
puted points  under  the  Bupervision  of  the 
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HoQBe.  This  had  accordingly  been  the 
practice  cfer  since.  In  no  single  instance, 
he  be1ie?ed.  had  the  recorded  Minates  of 
Goancil  hitherto  been  refused ;  and  the 
House  would  remember  that  in  the  Mysore 
case,  recently  before  the  House,  the  Minutes 
of  the  members  of  Council  both  for  and 
against  annexation  were  appended  to  the 
Correspondence,  and  formed  an  integral 
part  of  the  Report.  He  had  therefore  fully 
expected  the  House  would  be  put  in  pos- 
session of  the  opinions  of  the  members  of 
Council,  in  the  case  of  the  Bombay  Bank, 
involving  as  it  did  two  most  serious  ques- 
tions; one  affecting  private  interests  to  the 
extent  of  £2,000,000,  the  other  dealing 
with  the  adoption  by  the  Government  of  a 
very  questionable  policy.  The  House  would, 
therefore  understand  his  surprise  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  declined  to  produce 
those  Minutes  of  Council.  As  reported  by 
The  Times  of  Wednesday  last — 

"  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  said  there  was  only  one 
snch  Minute  recorded  under  the  provisions  of  the 
23rd  section  of  the  Government  of  India  Act,  and, 
inasmuch  as  it  referred  to  questions  having  rela- 
tion to  the  personal  character  of  individuals  about 
to  form  the  subject  of  judicial  inquiry,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  right  to  consent  to  its  produc- 
tion." 

He  (Sir  Henry  Rawlinson)  was  not  aware 
that  any  judicial  inquiry  was  pending.  He 
was  aware  that  a  Commission  was  about  to 
be  ordered  in  India  to  collect  evidence,  and 
of  course  the  examiners  would  in  due  course 
send  in  their  Report ;  but  he  did  not  see 
that  the  production  of  a  Minute  recorded  by 
an  individual  member  of  Council  would 
affect  that  Report  in  any  way  whatever. 
If,  however,  the  Commissioners  were  so 
plastic  or  so  subservient  as  to  be  affected 
by  the  opinion  of  a  man  in  authority,  then 
it  mast  also  be  held  to  he  most  injudicious 
to  have  included  in  the  Correspondence  fur- 
nished to  Parliament,  the  Minutes  of  Coun- 
cil of  India,  and  the  despatch  of  the  Go- 
vernor General.  The  same  objection  to 
publications  applied  equally  to  the  Minutes 
of  the  Council  at  Calcutta  and  at  London. 
Both  sets  of  documents  should  either  be 
produced  or  withheld  ;  and,  in  his  view, 
both  should  have  been  produced,  simply 
becaaso  in  cases  of  this  sort  no  good  would 
result  from  concealment.  If  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  acted  wisely  he  would  have 
gone  in  advance  of  public  feeling  rather 
than  have  tarried  behind  until  it  became 
necessary  to  demand  of  him  what  was  no- 
thing short  of  a  public  right.  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  rose  and  stated  upon  his  re- 
•ponaibility  as  a  Minister  that  the  produc- 


tion of  the  Minute  would  be  contrary  to  the 
interests  of  the  public,  of  course  there  was 
no  more  to  be  said.  But  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would,  no  doubt,  name  a  time  for 
its  production,  which  would  probably  be  at 
the  same  time  as  the  Report  of  the  Corn- 
mi  si  on.  But,  sooner  or  later,  the  Minuto 
must  be  forthcoming  ;  otherwise,  the  pre- 
caution deliberately  sanctioned  by  Parlia- 
ment for  enabling  members  of  the  Council 
to  record  their  opinions  would  turn  out  to 
be  no  precaution  at  all,  but  a  mere  snare 
and  delusion. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  thought  the  Governor 
General  of  India  had  shown  himself  over- 
sensitive; but  that  the  feeling  upon  his  part 
was  justified  by  expressions  which  had  fallen 
in  debate  from  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Cranborne),  who  had  himself  formerly  ad- 
ministered the  affairs  of  India.  If  we  had 
left  the  country  a  little  more  under  the  rule 
of  Native  Princes,  perhaps  a  greater  suc- 
cess and  contentment  among  the  masses  of 
the  people  would  have  been  the  result,  and 
this,  probably,  was  in  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral's mind.  But  looking  to  the  security  in 
the  tenure  of  property,  and  the  other  be- 
nefits which  had  resulted  from  our  rule, 
it  might  be  said  with  truth  that  that  rule 
has  been  on  the  whole  beneficent  in  its 
effects,  and  history  would  show  this. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  from  time  to 
time  the  House  was  startled  by  occurrences 
in  India.  But  a  few  years  back  everybody 
wos  aroused  by  the  statement  that  torture 
had  been  resorted  to  in  the  collection  of 
revenue.  Everybody  denied  the  truth  of 
the  statement.  The  matter,  however,  was 
inquired  into,  and  the  fact  was  established. 
A  year  or  two  ago  they  learnt  that  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  persons  had  died 
through  the  neglect  of  oflScials  in  India. 
His  hon.  Friend  that  night  had  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  some  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  administra- 
tion of  Indian  affairs,  which,  thouji^h  not  so 
terrible  in  their  immediate  consequences, 
were  yet  exceedingly  grave  in  their  nature. 
The  hon  Member  who  had  spoken  last  ap- 
peared hardly  to  understand  the  gravity 
of  the  question,  which  it  was  impossible  to 
state  without  exciting  a  feeling  of  amaze- 
ment that  such  things  could  occur,  even  in 
India.  It  was  not  simply  that  £2,000,000 
had  been  lost  to  innocent  depositors.  A 
Bank  had  been  established,  after  groat 
consideration,  by  the  Court  of  Directors  of 
that  day,  with  all  the  commercial  know- 
ledge and  accurate  business  information  at 
their  commandf  and  under  conditions  ad- 
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Jrably  calculated  to  promote  the  security 

|d   BUCC088    of    the    undertaking.     Tho 

inner,  in  fact,  in  which  it    was   estab- 

hcd  was  calculated  to  convey  to  persons 

India  the  idea  that  the  Bank  had  as 
[ich  claim  to  their  respect  as  tho  Bank 
England  had  to  that  of  persons  in  this 
mtry.  And  what,  he  asked,  would  per- 
is here  think  if,  one  fine  day,  the  Bank 

England  ceased  to  exist,  and  they  were 
|d  that  no  one  could  be  held  responsible 

tho  disappearance  of  one  single  farth- 

of  the  capital  of  that  great  institution  ? 

ich  an   event  would  startle  tho   whole 

juntry,  yet  it  was  precisely  such  an  event 

lich    had   happened    in   Bombay.     The 

(vernment  had  declared,  "  We  will  be- 

le  partners  in  the  concern ;  we  will  ap- 
lint  three  of  our  principal  civil  servants 
1  represent  us  there ;  and  wo  will  have  the 
les  of  its  administration  put  into  a  law, 

that   there  may  be  no  mistake  about 

nature  of  tho  duty  which  the  share- 
jlders  have  to  perform."      His  own  per- 
lal  experience  of   banking  at  Bombay 
|d  probably  been  as  great  as  that  of  any 

I.  Member  in  the  House,  and  he  had  no 
litation  in  stating   that   the   rules  laid 

'n   by  the  court  of  directors  were  ad- 
jrably  calculated  to  secure  the  objects 
lich  they  had  in  view.     He  remembered 
[rning  Viscount  Halifax,  when  he  pro- 
ted    the    creation     of    local    legislative 
incils,  of  the  danger  of  substituting  for 

responsible  servants  of  the  Crown  per- 
is with  no  real  position  or  responsibility, 
iw  it  was  alleged  by  the  victims  of  this 
lure  that  the  Council  varied  and  altered 

fundamental  laws  of  tho  Bank  for  their 
In  sinister  purposes,  granting  unlimited 
fvers  to  the  administrators  of  the  Bank, 

jeopardizing  the  interests  of  tho  share- 
Iders    without  giving  them  any  intima- 

of  the  change.  It  was  clearly  the  duty 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  require  a 
►rough  investigation  into  every  circum- 
|nco  attending  those  proceedings  ;  and 
kt  Government  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
jcreen  themselves  by  tho  fiction  of  the 
Iponsihility  of  the  Legislative  Council, 
jain,  it  was  asserted  that  high  ofhcers  in 

civil  service  had  conducted  the  bank 
|a  manner  lacking  not  merely  in  discre- 

but  in  morality.  This  imputation,  too, 
^ht  to  bo  inquired  into,  so  as  to  show 

every  shilliDg  was  withdrawn  from  the 

Jers  of  the  bank.     The  besetting  danger 

public  servants  in  India  at  the  present 

|e  appeared  to  bo  their  relation  to  joint- 

;k  companies  ;  for  they  were  tempted  to 
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waver  between  tho  discharge  of  their  duty 
and  the  profits  they  could  obtain  by  mani- 
pulating those  companies.  This  catas- 
trophe was  an  illustration  of  the  wiiy  iu 
which  our  Indian  administrations  were  con- 
stantly breaking  down,  and  the  truth  was, 
that  while  a  certain  svstem  of  Government 
existed  on  paper,  a  wholly  different  one 
existed  in  fact ;  ond  this  was  the  explana- 
tion of  much  of  the  discontent  which  at- 
tended our  rule.  He  hoped  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  show  that  whatever  de- 
moralization there  might  be  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Bombay  Government,  there  was  ia 
this  country  a  high  sense  of  morality, 
which  would  insist  on  a  proper  performance 
of  their  public  duties  by  local  adminis- 
trators. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Sir, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  has  stated  strongly, 
but,  speaking  with  some  qualification,  I  nm 
bound  to  say,  not  too  strongly,  the  case  of 
the  failure  of  the  Bombay  Bank.  I  say 
with  some  qualification,  because  I  feel  it 
necessary  to  reserve  my  opinion  on  the 
history  of  a  transaction  which  is  at  present 
the  subject  of  inquiry.  I  quite  ogree  with 
him  that  the  charges  which  have  been 
made  against  the  Legislature,  and  several 
high  officials  of  Bombay,  are  charges  which 
it  would  be  discreditable  and  disgraoefnl 
for  us  to  pass  over  without  a  full  inquiry. 
An  inquiry  has  been  ordered  ;  and  I  have 
received  a  communication  from  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  stating  that,  in  aceord- 
anco  with  my  directions  that  they  should 
issue  a  Commission,  they  propose  one 
armed  with  powers  of  obtaining  evidence 
compulsorily,  and  composed  of  two  mem- 
bers nominated  by  the  Governor  General 
and  one  by  the  Government  of  Bombay. 
[Mr.  Ayrton  here  intimated  disapproval.] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  think  it  right 
that  the  inquiry  should  be  one-sided.  The 
inquiry  should  surely  bo  conducted  by 
those  who  have  a  perfect  knowledge  of  the 
case,  and  the  Commissioners  will  inquire 
thoroughly  into  all  the  allegations  which 
have  been  made.  I  wish,  however,  to  re- 
mark that  when  Members  speak  of  the 
liability  of  the  Government  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  they  must  mean  the  liability  of 
tho  taxpayers  of  India ;  and  it  will  be  a 
question  for  serious  consideration  whether 
any  caso  can  be  made  out  justifying  tho 
imposition  of  a  burden  upon  them  for  the 
purpose  of  replacing  the  funds  lost  through 
the  failure  of  the  Bank.  I  have  heard  a 
good  deal  said  on  both  sides  with  regard  to 
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that  failure,  and  I  am  iDclined  to  think 
that  tliO  inquiry  will  show  that  it  is  by  no 
means  ao  cme-sided  a  matter  as  might  bo 
anppoacd  from  the  Btatement  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  I  wish,  therefore, 
to  abstain  from  entering  into  the  subject 
at  present.  In  answer  to  tho  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Frome  (Sir  Hcnrj 
Rawlinson),  I  may  say  that  I  have,  on  tho 
same  principle,  abstained  from  laying  on 
the  table  the  dissent  for  which  he  has 
asked.  That  dissent  was  recorded  in  the 
Conncil  of  India,  during  last  autumn,  and 
expressed  the  strong  opinion  of  a  member 
of  the  Council  in  favour  of  a  full  inquiry. 
Kow,  at  that  time,  an  inquiry  was  not  con- 
templated ;  but,  in  consequence  of  informa- 
tion which  Bubnequcntly  reached  mc,  the 
policy  embodied  in  the  despatch  against 
which  the  dissent  was  entered  was  rc- 
Tersed,  and  a  full  inquiry  was  ordered.  It 
was  therefore  unnecessary  to  produce  it, 
and  its  production  would  be  inconvenient  ; 
since  the  dissent  is  couched  in  very  free 
terms,  and  reflects  on  the  conduct  of  cer- 
tain persons  whose  nets  will  undergo  in- 
▼cstigation.  I  may  remark  in  passing  that 
I  believe  the  phrase  I  used  on  a  former 
occasion  was  not  a  "  judici.il  "  but  an 
"  oflieial  "  inquiry.  Were  these  parties  to 
be  prejudiced  by  the  production  of  a  do- 
cument entering  into  questions  of  a  per- 
•oaal  character,  it  would  be  only  fair  to 
give  them  the  opportunity  of  representing 
their  own  ease  in  reply.  I  think  it  would 
be  inconvenient,  and  in  some  respects  unfair, 
to  produce  the  document  now  ;  but  I  shall 
bave  no  hesitation  when  the  time  has  come 
for  bringing  the  whole  matter  before  Par- 
liament to  produce  tho  dissent  and  every- 
thing else  bearing  on  the  subject.  The 
bon.  Member  for  Kincardineshire  (Mr. 
Syoe  Nicol)  asks  mo  what  position  the 
Bank  of  Bombay  is  in,  and  what  part  we 
intend  to  take  in  respect  of  it.  With  re- 
gard to  that,  perhaps  I  need  not  enter  at 
full  length  into  tho  present  position  of 
the  Bank,  because  I  think  it  is  described 
in  the  Papers  laid  on  the  table.  I  may, 
bowerer,  say  that  a  now  Bank  has  been 
formed  under  Articles  of  Association,  and 
under  the  Limited  Liability  Act,  which.  I 
believe,  is  in  operation  at  Bombay.  Tho 
Government  have  taken  shares  in  the  Bank 
under  those  articles  as  a  provisional  ar- 
rangement, till  a  decision  can  bo  como  to 
as  to  the  terms  on  which  we  shall  have  any 
eonnectioQ  with  it.  It  will  bo  necessary 
to  give  A  charter  to  the  new  Bank,  and  in- 
BtnwIioM  baf  o  been  given  to  the  OoTernor 


of  Bombay  to  impose  such  ample  condi- 
tions in  respect  of  the  partnersliip  of  the 
Government  as  may  be  thought  necessary. 
One  of  the  inquiries  now  being  mndo  is  as 
to  the  proper  terms  on  which  tlie  Govern- 
ment may  enter  into  partnersliip  with  tho 
Bank.  I  may  further  observe  that  at  the 
time  when  I  assumed  the  office  which  I 
have  now  tho  honour  to  hold,  I  found 
this  question  in  agitation  in  India.  The 
question  as  to  what  was  to  bo  done  in 
the  ro-constitution  of  the  Bank  of  Bom- 
bay was  not  officially  before  the  Govern- 
ment, but  various  proposals  had  been  put 
forward  in  India.  Ono  was  for  the  re- 
construction of  tho  old  Bank,  another 
for  an  amalgamation  with  tho  Bank  of 
Bengal,  and  there  was  a  suggestion  of 
a  wider  character  for  the  establishment 
of  a  great  Stato  Bank  for  all  India.  I 
found  it  to  be  the  case  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  shareholders  in  the  Banks  of 
Bengal  and  Madras  ;  and  that  the  Bank  of 
Bengal  had  power  under  its  charter  to  es- 
tablish branches  anywhere  in  India,  and 
might  therefore  establish  one  in  Bombay. 
I  was  anxious  to  withdraw  the  Government 
from  what  appeared  to  me  to  be  the  false 
position  of  a  shareholder  in  a  bank;  and  I 
liavo  no  hesitation  in  stating  tlmt  if  by  a 
stroke  of  the  pen  I  could  have  cancelled 
the  connection  of  the  Government  with  the 
Banks  of  India  I  would  have  done  so  ;  but 
that  was  not  possible,  under  tho  circum- 
stances, as  regarded  the  Bengal  and  Ma- 
dras Banks.  In  a  private  communication 
to  the  Governor  of  Bombay,  I  stated  my 
own  strong  feeling  that,  on  the  one  hand, 
it  was  undesirable  the  Bank  of  Bengal 
should  extend  its  operations  to  Bombay,  and 
thereby  enlarge  the  circle  of  its  operations, 
and  render  it  moro  difficult  for  tho  Govern- 
ment directors  to  exercise  a  control  over  its 
proceedinrrs  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
was  desirable  that  wo  should  withdraw 
from  any  connection  —  at  all  events,  as 
shareholders  —  with  the  new  Bank  that 
was  to  bo  formed.  I  found  that  the  Go- 
vernor of  Bombay  was  strongly  of  tho 
same  opinion.  But,  at  tho  same  time,  I 
said  that  if  it  was  found  impossible  to  re« 
establish  the  Bank  on  any  other  terms  than 
those  of  the  Government  taking  shares  in 
it,  this  might  bo  done.  Fur  some  time 
after  I  was  under  the  impression  that  tho 
Bank  would  be  re-constructed  without  such 
a  connection.  The  Governor  of  Bombay, 
however,  found  that  to  bo  an  essential  con* 
dition  for  the  re-cstablishment  of  the  con- 
cern ;  and,  looking  at  all  tho  consequences 
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it  the  distress  which  might  be  occasionecl 
bank   were  not  opened  ;  the  proposal 
extending  to  Bombay  the  operntious  of 
Bank  of  Bengal  ;  and  the  great  difficul- 
in  the  way  of  carrying  out  so  great  a 
Jemeas  a  bank  for  all  India — I  thought, 
|the  whole,  that  the  least  evil  would  be 
the  Government  to  take  shares,  at  least 
iporarily,  in  the  new  Bank  of  Bombay, 
instructions  to  the  Governor  of  Bombay 
*e  to  state  to  those  eno^anced  in  the  re- 
[struction  of  the  Bank  that  our  partner- 
was  for  a  temporary  purpose,  and  that, 
}oon  as  possible,  arrangements  would  be 
le  to  enable  us  to  withdraw  from  it.     1 
jected  to  the   appointment   of  Govern- 
It  directors,  and  asked  that  some  other 
|tcm  of  inspection  might  be  adopted.     I 
on  record  my  opinions  on  this  subject, 
I  would  be  willing  to  produce  them  ; 
perhaps  the  statement  I  have  now  made 
BufBciently  explain  the  reasons  which 
luccd  me  to  act  as  I  have  done.    1  regret 
hould  be  necessary  for  us  to  so  far  de- 
t  from  what  I  believe  to  be   the  true 
pciplcs  of  economy  as  to  consent  to  the 
^ernment   becoming   shareholders   in  a 
ik  ;  but  there  was  no  choice  before  the 
rernmcnt,  and  I  shall  take  care  to  avoid 
liability  as  far  as  possible.      Having 
so  much,  I  think  it  better  to  leave  the 
)8tion  aside.     All  I  can  promise  now  is 
It  a  full  and  searching  inquiry   will  be 
|de  ;  but  when  so  much  of  the  blame  of 
^t    has  happened  is   thrown    upon    the 
'ernment  directors,  it  must  be  borne  in 
hd  that  they  were  in  a  minority,  and  that 
[y  had  no  more  voice  in  the  direction  of 
Bank  ihan  any  other  director?.   Again, 
of  the  elements  entering  into  their  ap- 
Intmcnt  was  that  those  gentlemen  held 
]er  offices,  the  duties  of  which  they  had 
perform,    and   that    they    were  not   al- 
cd  to  be  shareholders  in  the  Bank,  and 
[cived  no  remuneration  for  their  services 
directors.      It  was  altogether  a  vicious 
item.   It  was  assumed  that  those  gentle- 
In  had  control ;    while,  in  fact,  they  had 
real  control,  and  were  not  particularly 
iponsible. 

am  sorry  to  bo  only  now  able  to  sav  a  few 
rds  on  the  subject  which  occupied  our 
lention  an  hour  or  two  ago;  but  it  is  one  of 
misfortunes  of  the  manner  in  which  bu- 
{ess  is  conducted  on  this  evening  of  the 
ik  that  a  Minister,  when  replying,  has 
Iquently  to  mix  up  several  topics,  I  am 
jry  that  the  subject  to  which  I  have  been 
It  adverting  has  intervened  in  the  middle 
|a  discussion  of  the  very  iuteresting  ques- 
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tion  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  fo 
Taunton  (Lord  William  Hay)  has  brought 
forward.     I  concur  entirely  with  what  my 
noble   Friend    (Viscount   Cranborne)    has 
said.     I  feel  that  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Taunton   has   been 
one  of  very  great  value  and  very  great 
interest.     I  am  entirely  persuaded  that  it 
will  be  of  very  great  advantage  to  India 
that  subjects  of   this   kind  —  that  every- 
thing which  interests  that  Empire— should 
he,  from  time  to  time,  brought  before  this 
House,  and  that  it  should  be  shown  to  the 
people  of  India  that  what  interests  them  is 
interesting  to  us.     The  papers  which  have 
been  laid  on  the  table  contain,  I  think,  their 
own  justification.     I  believe  that  it  is  not 
necessary  to  go  into  the  question  whether 
Sir  John  Lawrence  had  or  had  not  sufficient 
provocation,  or  I  would  rather  say  sufficient 
excuse,  to  address  to  the  officials  the  ques- 
tions which  he  did  address  to  them  ;  but 
I  do  think  it  important  that  such  a  body 
of  opinions  should  be  collected.     I  cannot 
agree  with  the  hen.  Member  for  Dumbar* 
tonshire  (Mr.  Smollett)   that   those   were 
opinions  obtained  to  order.     I  think  tliey 
show  this  —  that  those  who  are  intrusted 
with  the  administration  of  our  system  of 
rule  in  India  do  look  at  the  people  tbey 
have  to  deal  with,  and  at  the  task  corn- 
mittcd  to  them,  in  a  large  and  statesman- 
like and  candid  spirit.     It  cannot   be  ex- 
pected that  they  should  all  agree  on  every 
point  ;  and  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
those  gentlemen  are  writing  from  different 
parts  of  India  —  one   from  one  part  and 
another  from  another  part,  and  that  they 
speak  of  the  people  as  they  find  them  in 
the    districts  with   which   they  themselves 
are  connected.     It  will   be  found  that  one 
of  the  cliaracteristics  of  India  is  the  dif- 
ference between  the  ditfcrcnt  populations. 
What  is  true  of  one  part  may  not  be  true 
of  another ;  and,  therefore,  it  is   not  sur- 
prising  to  find  that  a  gentleman  writing 
from  the  North  should  take  a  different  view 
from  that  taken  by  a  gentleman   writing 
from  the  Central  provinces.  In  these  papers 
you  will  see  a  description  by  Sir  R.  Temple, 
of  the  diversity  of  opinion  which   he  ob- 
served  between  the  people  in  Bchar  and 
the  people  in  Central  India.     With  regard 
to  this  whole  question,  I  would  venture  to 
make  one  general  remark.     I  have  often 
hoard    it    asked,   by  what   right   we  hold 
India  ;  but   I   do  not  think  it  necessary, 
expedient,  or  useful  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  enter  into  an  abstract  question  of 
that  sort.  It  is  a  very  interesting  questioiii 
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and  ODO  which  in  the  proper  place  may 
verj  well  be  diftcu^sed  ;  but  an  extremely 
meftil  question  for  the  House  of  Commons 
to  Aik  is,  by  what  tenure  do  we  hold  India? 
— By  what  power?  There  are  two  answers 
to  that  question.  Some  say  that  we  hold 
it  by  the  iword.  Others  say,  to  quote  the 
eloquent  expression  of  Sir  ISartlo  Frcro, 
that  we  hold  India  "  By  the  divine  right 
of  good  gOTernment."  But,  with  refer- 
ence to  one  and  the  othor  expression,  we 
should  be  careful  as  to  what  interpretation 
we  put  open  them.  If  by  the  expression 
"  We  hold  India  by  the  sword  "  is  meant 
that  by  a  very  small  force  we  hold 
150,000,000  of  people  in  rule  against 
their  will,  that  implies  two  things — great 
absurdity  and  great  immorality  ;  because  it 
would  be  absurd  to  suppose  that  by  such 
a  foree  we  could  keep  such  a  number  of 
people  under  British  rule  against  their 
own  will,  and  it  would  be  immoral  to  so 
keep  them  for  our  purposes  alone.  But 
there  is  another  sense  in  which  I  think 
that  expression  may  be  justifiable.  It  is 
no  doubt  an  immense  advantage  to  have 
the  ruling  power  strong  enough  to  preserve 
peace  and  order,  and  to  keep  the  nation 
over  which  it  presides  free  from  foreign 
invaiion  and  domestic  trouble.  No  doubt, 
it  ia  an  enormous  advantage  to  the  people 
of  India  that  they  are  under  the  adminis- 
tration of  a  nation  which  is  able  to  prevent 
the  dieturbances  of  civil  war  and  tlie  rob- 
bery and  plunder  which  weak  Native  Go- 
vemmenta  very  probably  might,  and,  in 
former  time*  did,  actually  inflict,  and  we 
ought  never  to  lose  sight  of  the  immense 
benefit  we^  confer  by  rendering  possible 
good  government,  quiet,  and  prosperity  by 
the  force   which   we  bring    to  bear  upon 

fiublio  affairi.  Of  all  Qovernments,  I  be- 
ieve  a  weak  Government  —  eepecinlly  in 
the  ease  of  a  people  not  suflSciently  ad- 
vanced to  govern  themselves  «-  to  be  tlic 
greatest  curse  possible.  With  regard  to 
the  other  explanation  of  our  tenure,  that 
"  We  hold  India  by  the  divine  right  of 
good  government,"  in  one  sense  it  is  per- 
fectly true.  We  do  govern  India  in  a 
manner  very  superior  to  that  which  pre- 
vailed in  a  great  many  of  the  native  States 
and  among  onr  predecessors  in  that  domi- 
nioo.  But  if  il  is  intended  to  say  by  that 
ezpreaaion  that  because  we  do  govern  them 
better  than  they  could  govern  themselves 
we  have  any  right  to  go  and  take  posncs- 
•ion  of  the  oountries  bordering  upon  ours; 
or,  iQ  other  words,  to  carry  out  a  policy  of 
aaneiatioa  with  a  view  to  that  end,  I  say 


we  should  be  entering  upon  a  most  wicked 
and  danfjorous  course.  And,  althoUjp;h  wo 
do  give  good  government  to  those  people, 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  justifiable  to  uno 
that  as  an  argument  for  the  purpose  of  an- 
nexing Native  States  or  refuse  to  them 
existence  as  far  as  possible.  Now,  I  ven- 
ture to  point  out  that  one  very  great  ad- 
vantage is  derived  by  Native  States  from 
our  presence  umong  them.  We  keep  peace 
upon  their  borders ;  we  set  a  good  example ; 
we  bring  work  and  p'rosperity  into  their 
neighbourhood  ;  and,  moreover,  we  have  a 
certain  duty  imposed  upon  us,  as  the  para- 
mount Power,  of  interfering  in  cases  in 
which  groBs  misconduct  has  taken  place  in 
a  Native  State.  That  power  has  been 
often  exercised  with  very  great  advantage, 
and  has  been  felt  as  a  benefit  by  the 
people.  I  would  mention  a  case  which 
occurred  very  recently,  in  which  a  very 
barbarous  crimo  was  committed  by  the 
Nawab  of  Tpnk  on  the  ruler  of  a  de- 
pendent State  and  several  of  his  nobles 
whom  he  got  into  his  power.  The  offence 
was  so  great  against  the  laws  of  morality 
that  the  Governor  General  interfered,  took 
possession  of  the  State,  but  not  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  British,  deposed  the  offender, 
and  put  the  next  heir  in  his  place.  Where 
you  have  the  great  British  power  exercising 
its  influence  in  that  way,  it  must  produce 
very  great  good.  With  regard  to  the  other 
question  of  Native  ageney,  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hou.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett),  that  this  is  ono  of  the  points  to 
which  we  must  address  our  serious  atten- 
tion. This  is  a  great  opening  wo  have 
got  for  training  the  Natives  to  the  admi- 
nistration of  their  own  afi'uirs.  In  a  very 
largo  proportion  of  cases  that  must  be 
done  gradually — with  care  and  wisdom.  I 
believe  very  great  good  is  to  be  effected  in 
that  way.  What  lies  at  the  root  of  that 
question  is  this  —  you  should  never  forget 
that  India  is  not  one  country  ;  it  is  an  ag- 
glomeration of  many  countries,  and  what 
may  bo  done  in  one  part  with  safety  can- 
not be  done  in  another.  The  great  object 
we  have  before  us  is  to  discover  how  far 
we  can  decentralize,  and  how  we  can  in- 
troduce into  the  ditferent  States  that  prin- 
ciple of  Native  agency  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  spoke.  But  we  shall  have  that 
question  before  us  on  a  future  occasion, 
and  therefore  I  shall  not  detain  the  House 
further  now  than  to  thank  the  noble  Lord 
for  the  speech  which  he  has  delivered. 
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they  had  none.  He  brought  no  charge 
against  the  Irish  Government,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  or  the  Board  of  Superintend- 
ence ;  but  if  the  lavr  there  were  strictly 
carried  out  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Pigott 
would  have  their  hair  cropped,  they  would 
wear  the  felon's  dress,  and  would  have  to 
discharge  the  most  menial  and  revolting 
tasks,  besides  being  kept  in  confinement 
for  twenty -two  hours  out  of  the  twenty- 
four.  He  must  admit  that  the  Board  of 
Superintendence  had  done  as  much  as 
they  possibly  could  to  relax  the  severity  of 
that  code,  but  those  gentlemen  were  in  soli- 
tary confinement  for  twenty- two  or  twenty- 
three  hours  out  of  the  twenty-four.  Two 
hours  a  day  were  allowed  for  exercise;  but 
this  was  so  irksome  that  Mr.  Sullivan  could 
only  take  one  hour  a  day.  The  two  prison- 
ers could  only  see  their  friends  once  in 
three  months,  and  then  no  communication 
was  to  be  made  to  them,  except  on  mat- 
ters of  a  domestic  or  a  business  nature ; 
and  they  were  not  allowed  to  see  a  news- 
paper. Yet  all  this  time  they  were  legally 
and  morally  responsible  for  the  contents  of 
their  journals,  over  which  they  could  not, 
however,  exercise  any  supervision.  If  they 
were  in  England,  they  would  be  allowed  to 
hold  free  intercourse  with  the  managers  of 
their  journals,  and  could  exercise  soch 
supervision.  We  were  apt  to  refer  with 
some  complacency  to  France  in  these  mat- 
ters ;  but  iu  St.  P61ngie  journalists  under 
sentence  were  free  within  the  prison  pre- 
cints  ;  they  ordered  what  they  pleased 
from  the  restaurant ;  they  could  play  domi- 
noes or  chess  ;  and  the  editor  of  the 
Courrier  Francats  was  actually  allowed  to 
go  out  one  day  in  order  to  attend  a  meet- 
ing of  shareholders  of  his  journal.  This 
was  French  tyranny  contrasted  with  Eng- 
lish libcrtv.  The  treatment  of  the  two 
Irish  journalists  had  roused  one  cry  of 
indignation  from  the  English  Press,  and 
the  sentence  as  carried  out  had  not  the 
approval  of  the  public.  Two  things  ought 
to  be  done.  These  men,  who  had  sutfercd 
in  six  weeks  more  than  they  would  have 
suflfcrcd  during  twelve  months  in  an  English 
gaol,  ought  to  be  liberated.  Such  a  step 
would  be  approved  by  a  vast  majority  of 
the  people  of  the  three  countries.  Again, 
the  Government  were  bound  to  assimilate 
the  law  of  the  two  countries.  They  should 
do  this,  not  by  making  the  English  law  as 
cruel  as  that  of  Ireland  ;  thev  should 
''level  up,"  not  level  down,  and  make  the 
administration  of  the  Irish  law  as  meroiful 
as  that  of  the  English  law.     These  men 


IRELAND—IMPRISONMENT  OF 
MESSRS.  SULLIVAN  AND  PIGOTT. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE,  in  rising  to  callatten- 

^n   to    the    punishment   which    Messrs. 

illivan    and    Pigott   are    undergoing    in 

ichmond  Bridewell  for  political  writings 

the  public  Press,  and  to  the  difference 

Itween  the  same  nominal  punishment  for 

ilitical  ivritings  in  England  and  in  Ireland, 

|id,  that  neither  the  House  nor  the  public 

tre   aware   that   there   was   a    different 

mishment  for  the  same  offence  in  this 

[untry  and  in    Ireland.      Owing    to  the 

deration   of   an   Act   which   had    passed 

lictly  through  the  House  with  scarcely 

{e  knowledge  of  any  Member,  the  punish- 

mt  for  seditious  libel  in  the  two  countries 

ks  very  different.     While  the  old  punish- 

mt  of  imprisonment  with  or  without  fine 

IS  retained  in  this  country,  the  punish- 

mt  in  Ireland  was  the  most  aggravated 

id  terrible  that  could  be  iman^ined.     In 

lis  country  when  Gobbett  was  punished 

Ir  a  seditious  libel,   pronounced  by  the 

|u1ge  to  be  "atrocious,"  he  was  simply 

itained  in   Newgate  ;    he  conducted  his 

lurnal  in  prison,  was  freely  visited  by  his 

Imily,  managed  his  farm,  and  attended  to 

Is  private  affairs.     Mr.  Leigh  Hunt  also 

Inducted  his  journal  while  suffering  im- 

[isonment.     At   various    times  down    to 

156  the  treatment  of   persons  punished 

|r  seditious  libel  in  Ireland  was  similar  ; 

it  in  that  year  a  Bill  was  introduced  by 

le  right  hon.   Member  for   Stroud  (Mr. 

lorsman),   then    Chief   Secretary   to    the 

nd  Lieutenant,  called  the  **  Prison  Bill, 

[eland,"    which    effected    a    very    great 

jiange.     That    Bill  was  very  much   mis- 

ulerstood.     On    the   first   reading  there 

L3  no  discussion  ;  and  on  the  second  the 

;ht  hon.   Gentleman   only   said   that  its 

>ject  was  merely  to  transfer  the  super- 

Jtending  power  over  the  gaols  from  the 

|ourt  of  Queen's  Bench  to  the  Executive. 

tus  following  the  precedents  established 

the  case  of  England  and  Scotland, 
•isli  Members,  therefore,  understood  that 
le  Bill  was  to  hand  over  the  prisons  to 
>w  bodies,  over  which  the  Lord  Lieute- 
mt  would  have  control,  and  those  bodies 
lero  to  be  Boards  of  Superintendence, 
|ho  were  to  make  regulations  which  were 

have  the  force  of  law  the  moment  they 

[ere  sanctioned   by  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

jow,  in  England  they  had  several  classifi- 

ktioos  among  the  prisoners.     In  Ireland, 

lOugh  the  law  was  nominally  the  same, 
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made  do  appeal  ad  mUerieordiam,  They 
were  ready  to  auffer  tlie  penalty  they  had 
incurred ;  but  no  one  anticipated  the  se- 
verity of  their  sentence  or  the  different 
avsiem  wliich  existed  in  the  t«ro  countries. 
He  appealed  to  the  Goyemment  and  to  the 
manly,  generous  spirit  of  the  English  peo- 
ple to  do  justice  in  this  case. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  :  Sir,  it  certainly 
required  some  courage  on  the  part  of  the 
boD.  Gentleman  to  draw  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  mode  in  which  Press  offences 
are  treated  in  France  and  in  this  country. 
My  belief  is,  that  if  any  person  had  com- 
mitted in  France  the  offences  which  these 
gentlemen  committed  in  Ireland  their  pun- 
ishment would  have  been  a  very  different 
one.  Indeed,  the  publication  of  these 
newspapers,  which  has  been  going  on  for 
nearly  three  years  in  Dublin,  trould  not 
have  been  permitted  for  a  day  in  any  other 
country  in  the  world.  I  will  dismiss,  then, 
all  comparison  between  the  punishment  of 
Press  offences  in  Ireland,  and,  not  in 
France  only,  but  in  any  other  country. 
With  regard  to  the  particular  question 
brought  before  the  House,  I  shall  content 
myself  with  mentioning  the  exact  state  of 
the  law  in  this  country  and  in  Ireland,  and 
It  will  be  seen  that  a  very  substantial  dif- 
ference exists  in  the  two  cases.  In  Eng- 
land, bj  the  Prisons  Act  of  1865,  it  is 
profided  that  misdemeanants  may  be  di- 
vided into  two  classes,  and  the  Judge  may 
order  them  to  be  placed  in  the  first  class. 
In  that  case  they  are  not  to  be  deemed 
criminal  offenders  ;  and  there  are  special 
rales  for  the  treatment  of  prisoners  under 
clause  102,  schedule  I.  of  that  Act. 
Thus,  a  Judge  in  England  has  the  power 
of  saying  whether  a  misdemeanant  con- 
victed by  a  jury  shall  be  placed  in  the  first 
class  of  misdemeanants  or  not ;  and  it  does 
not  at  all  follow  that  if  Mr.  Pigott  and 
Mr.  Sullitan  had  been  convicted  in  Eng- 
land of  this  precise  offence,  the  Judge 
would  have  felt  it  his  duty  to  place  them 
in  the  first  class  of  misdemeanants.  If, 
therefore,  the  Judge  had  sentenced  them 
as  ordinary  misdemeanants,  they  would 
have  been  subjected  very  much  to  the  same 
roles  as  pref  ail  in  Ireland.  By  the  Irish 
Prisons  Act  it  is  provided  that  misdemean- 
ants shall  be  subject  to  rules  made  by  the 
Board  of  Superintendence,  submitted  in 
Dublin  to  the  municipal  council  for  ap- 
proval, and  subsequently  sanctioned  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.  I  quite  admit  that 
these  rules  impose  upon  misdemeanants 
imprisonment  of  a  somewhat  severe  cha- 


racter. The  roles  to  which  particular 
reference  has  been  made  are  the  9th  and 
17th.  The  9th  provides  that  prisoners 
shall  keep  their  cells  clean  ;  the  17th 
profides  that  prisoners  are  not  to  see  their 
friends  until  after  the  expiration  of  three 
months ;  and  the  18th  says  that  prisoners 
shall  be  visited  only  in  the  presence  of  the 
Governor  or  a  subordinate  officer  of  the 
prison.  These  are  the  rules  which  regulate 
the  treatment  of  prisoners  in  the  Richmond 
Bridewell.  I  will  show  shortly  that  these 
rules  have  been  considerably  and  substan- 
tially relaxed  in  favour  of  Messrs.  Sullivan 
and  Pigott.  The  Board  of  Superintend- 
ence have  the  power  by  law  to  relax  a 
certain  portion  of  these  rules,  and  other 
portions  of  the  rules  have  been  relaxed  by 
the  authority  and  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Government.  A  great  difference 
has  been  attempted  to  be  drawn  between 
the  treatment  which  these  gentlemen  would 
have  been  subjected  to  had  they  been  sen- 
tenced by  a  Judge  in  England  to  the 
treatment  of  fii'st  class  misdemeanants  and 
that  which  they  are  receiving ;  but  I  will 
show  the  House  in  a  moment  that  they 
have  been  subjected  to  precisely  the  same 
treatment.  I  have  here  a  copy  of  the 
rules  under  which  first  class  misdemean- 
ants are  treated  in  Oxford  gaol  ;  and 
these  are  the  rules  which  are  observed 
generally  in  England.  They  say  that  a 
prisoner  who  has  been  sentenced  to  be 
treated  as  a  misdemeanant  of  the  first 
^division  shall  not  bo  deemed  to  be  a  crimi- 
nal prisoner  within  the  meaning  of  the  law, 
and  he  shall  be  treated  as  follows  : — *'  He 
shall  be  searched  on  admission  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  gaoler,*'  and  so  on.  *'He 
shall  not  be  placed  with  any  other  division 
or  class  of  prisoners."  That  rule  has 
been  observed  in  the  case  of  Messrs. 
Sullivan  and  Pigott.  "  He  shall  be  per- 
mitted to  wear  his  own  clothing."  That 
has  been  done.  [Mr.  Maguire:  Not  by 
law.]  It  has  been  done  in  this  case  by  law, 
under  the  power  the  Board  of  Superintend- 
ence  have  to  relax  the  roles  of  the  prisons. 
The  next  rule  is — 

^*Ho  shall  be  permitted  to  maintain  himself, 
and  to  receive,  at  reasonable  hours,  any  food, 
clothing,  bedding,  or  other  DecessarieB ;  but  sub- 
jeot  to  such  examination  and  other  limitations,  to 
bo  judged  of  by  one  or  more  visiting  justices,  as 
may  be  requisite  for  preventing  too  much  extra- 
vagance or  excess.  lie  shall  be  permitted  to  pro- 
cure for  himself  wine,  not  exceeding  one  pint,  or 
mall  liquor  not  exceeding  one  quart,  in  the  course 
of  every  twenty-four  hours." 

Mr.  Sullivan  has  been  allowed  to  provide 
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Hnseir  with  a  small  portion  oF  wine, 
licli  as  he  aikeJ  fur  ;  and,  in  fact,  dm 

p  enrlj  part  of  liia  itiipriao 

'    "  ■     self  "itli.  I  ttiink.  I 


I      "  Ho  ihiill  be  p#nniit»d  to  m«  hia  friendi  in 

hii  npnrtment  on  week  dnyi  (encpptingCliriBtmai- 
Jny,  Good  Kridnf,  wai  anj  public  fnit  or  Ibanki- 
I  giving  dnr],  frnm  tho  hour  of  bnir-pnst  ten  in  tbo 


y  of  mulled  < 

mt  Mr.  Ptgolt  Ijns  a  pint  of  nla  every 
[Mr,  Maodire  :  It  a  medical  cer- 
■oate  required  ?]  No  medical  ceriificate 
■required.  I  am  afraid  the  Imn.  Gentle- 
I  does  not  knov  anything  about  the 
English  rule  U — 
I'  lie  (hall  not  bo  required  to  da  iiiir  vork,  to 
' '  Rpnrlment,  or  mnko  hi>  bed,  or  la  per- 
mpninl  oflico  ;  but  hit  apartment  Bhall  be 
hia  bed  made,  nnil  hi>  menU  brought  to 
n  officer  01'  lerrant  of  the  prison." 
s  Wen  doae  every  day  in  thia  case, 
^o  next  rule  is— 

He  shall  be  nllowed  cierciie  in  the  open  air, 

r  alone,  or  «ith  other  prisoners  of  this  diii- 

1n  eilher  ease  he  ■hull  ha  atlcnded  bj  an 

T  or  the  prison,  if  deetnsd  nceelMr;  b;  tho 

ii  has  been  done  every  day  in  this  coso, 
liBve  been  informed  by  the  Governor  of 
il  that  if  the  priaonen  ivishod  to  ex- 
'   I  they  will  be 


I  ill  I 


a  the' 


t  monthi, 


Mr.  SuUiv 


inited  hia  limo  for  tnki 
lioiir.      Mr.    Pigott,   I    am    inforniad, 
>s  exorcise  for  two  or  three  hours  a 
,  ond  could  havo  more  time  if  he  wished 
it.     With  regard  to  association,  1  can- 
conceive  aiiTlhinfTirhich  niiuld  he  more 
innaitt  to  the  feelings  of  tlicsc  prison- 
llinn    that  they  should  be  obliged  to 
(nciato  niih  the  oihcr  prisoners  in  the 
3  there  ore    no   other  occupants 
Ithc^nul  nithivhoin  ihey  could  asxoci.ite, 
"jIo  to   give  them  a»sneiution 
I   nrn  lohi   by  tho  Governor 
ihc  gnid  thai  thpy  never  exprcBsed  any 
Jsh  lo  Bflsocifllo  «ilh  each  other.      There 
liild   be   no  ol'jecliou   to  their  duing  bo  ; 
'  ill  fact,  ilK-y  do  associate  n'irh  eacli 
r  every   morning.      I  am  also  infiirined 
he  Governor  tiiat  MoB'rfl.  Sullivan  and 
itt  ivcre  not  acquainted  with  cncli  other 
re  the   passing  of  their  scnlenecs,  but 
lit  llioy  had  now  become  iiiliniate,     The 
■  t  English  rule  is- 

Ho  Blinll,  nt  his  own  osponse,  be  pcpniitled 
use  ot^  books  or  ncwspapors  wliicli  nrc  not  al 

laroof  the  visiting  justices." 
ever  hoard  that  any  applicntion  made 
nither  of  these  prisoners  tins  been  re- 
id.  On  the  contrary,  1  bclinvo  tliey 
nllowed  to  have  any  periodicals  or 
kg  thoy  wish  for.  Wiih  regard  to  visi- 
I,  the  Englisli  rule  aays — 
Tlie  Earl  of  Mai/o 


<F  the  piison  shall  be  present  at  such  visila, 
unless  bis  presence  be  dispenied  with  bf  tho 
written  order  of  a  visiting  juBlice." 

I  an)  told  that  the  rules  of  the  prison  have 
been  very  considerably  relaxed  in  favour 
of  these  gentlemen  ;  that  the  Governor 
has  been  told  ho  might  exercise  his  discrc* 
tion;  tlint  it  ia  the  intention  to  relax  the 
rules  still  furlher,  nnd  that  these  prisoners 
have  been  allowed  to  see  their  friends 
without  the  presence  of  an  officer  of  tlie 
gaol.  Tho  last  English  rule  I  will  notice 
says — 

"  lie  shall  be  permitted  to  write,  send,  or 
receive  leticn  or  other  papers  ;  bot,  beforo  they 
arc  sent  bf  sueh  prisoner,  or  received  \>j  him  from 
anj  visitor,  or  in  any  other  manner,  the;  shall  ba 
euminDd  b/  the  gaoler." 

I  fancy  that  is  precisely  the  rule  at  t1i0 
Richmond  Bridewell.  I  have  shown,  then, 
that  the  fancied  difference  between  tlie 
English  treatment  and  that  of  tlieso  pri< 
aoners  does  not  exist,  and  that  they  are 
treated  precisely  in  the  same  way  they 
would  he  had  they  been  sentenced  by  aa 
English  Judge  as  firstclasa  misdemean- 
ants. With  regard  to  solitary  conftnemant, 
I  do  not  SCO  lion  tliat  cnn  be  obviated. 
Persons  aro  nut  sent  to  prison  for  pleasoro  ; 
but,  in  compliance  with  tho  law,  for  punish- 
ment. The  Btato  of  the  case  tvith  regard 
to  nssocialion  is  this.  By  an  improved 
state  of  prison  disciplino  association  in 
fiaol  is  ]iut  an  end  to,  1  hope  for  ever  ;  and 
the  separate  system  is  adopted  in  all  well- 
regulated  gaols  in  Irehiml,  to  the  ereat  ad- 
vantage of  prison  discipline.  The  Tery 
construction  of  the  piisons  forbids  asaocia- 
tiun.  1  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
if  a.isncintion    with    other  prisoners  wero 

,  ofFcrod  to  these  goniloinen  they  would  do 
otherwise  than  indignantly  reject  il.  It 
wnnlil  bo  no  pleasure  lo  them  to  associnte 
Hriih  criminals  convicted  of  poeket-pi eking 

I  or  breaking  into  houses.     So  far  from  eon. 

'  fincmeiit  in  the  cell  bein^  a  hardship,  1  be- 
lieve it  would  be  thought  a  much  greater 
hardship  to  be  forced  to  associate  with  tbo 

,  other  prisoners.  1  do  not  think,  therefore, 
it  is  possible  lo  make  any  alteration  in  the 

,  tri'aiment  which  these  men  ore  receiving. 

,  1  have  taken  upon  myself  as  an  officer  of 

j  the  Guvcrnmcnt.  on  my  own  authority,  to 
authorixo  a  very  large  departure  from  tlie 
rules  wliieli  the  Board  of  Superintondenee 
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have  laid  down.  Id  that  respect  I  have, 
perhapi,  aBBumed  an  authority  which  did 
not  altogether  belong  to  me.  1  fe)t  so 
atroDKly  that  the  regulations  made  by  tlie 
Board  of  Superintendence  for  the  Rioh- 
mond  Bridewell  were  not  intended  for  the 
treatment  of  prisoners  conficted  of  this 
elasi  of  offences  that  I  felt  it  my  duty  to 
aathorice  a  departure  from  the  rules.  In 
doing  so,  I  belief e  I  only  fulfilled  my  duty. 
By  doing  that  I  hare  caused  the  treatment 
of  the  prisoners  to  be  assimilated  to  the 
treatment  they  would  have  received  in 
England.  On  the  whole,  I  believe  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  to  have 
been  one  tempered  by  mercy,  and  reflect- 
ing no  discredit  on  that  member  of  it 
holding  tho  position  I  have  tho  honour  to 
hold. 

Sib  JOHN  GRAY  said,  that  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Superintendence  of  the 
Biehmond  Bridewell,  he  was  much  sur- 
prised at  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl 
—that  tho  prisons  in  the  two  countries 
were  governed  by  the  same  laws. 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  :  I  said  the  pri- 
■oners  received  the  same  treatment  prac- 
tically that  they  would  have  received  in 
thia  country. 

Sh  JOHN  GRAY  said,  that  at  all 
etenta  he  understood  tho  noble  Earl  to 
taj  that  in  Osford  gaol  first  class  misde- 
memnanti  could  supply  themselves  with  any 
kind  of  provii^ions  they  pleased. 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  :  Yes. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY :  Well,  this  privi- 
lege  was  denied  to  Messrs.  Pigott  and 
SalliTan,  who  were  merely  allowed  the 
prison  diet ;  for  which,  however,  they  paid 
at  the  end  of  every  week,  the  object  being 
to  avoid  the  labour  which  they  would 
otherwise  have  to  perform.  They  were  not 
permitted  any  choice  in  regard  to  the  diet, 
which  was  regulated  by  the  medical  officer 
of  the  prison.  It  was  paid  for  from  prison 
fundSf  and  they  afterwards  rc-paid  the 
amooDt.  The  noble  Earl  said  that  in  Ox- 
ford gaol  first  class  misdemeanants  were 
allowed  to  have  newspapers,  but  that  was 
not  the  case  with  the  gentlemen  who  are 
in  Richmond  Bridewell. 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO  :  What  I  said 
waiv  that  these  prisoners  were  allowed  to 
see  newspapers  which  were  not  considered 
to  be  of  an  objectionable  kind. 

Sb  JOHN  GRAY  proceeded  to  say, 
that  they  were  not  allowed  to  see  The 
Rmm.  or  IlluitraUd  London  Netet^  both 
ef  whieh  were  papers  that  could  not  be 
fcened  objeotionable.  Nor  were  they  per- 


mitted to  read  the  Standard  or  the  Even' 
ing  Mail. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  :  Have  they  ever 
asked  for  them  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  said,  ho  had  visited 
the  prison  only  the  other  day,  and  tlicre- 
fore  he  was  speaking  from  his  own  know- 
ledge on  the  subject.  It  was  true  that 
for  three  or  four  days  they  were  allowed 
to  see  The  IlIuHrated  News,  but  it  was 
afterwords  excluded  simply  because  it  was 
a  newspaper.  The  rules  of  the  prison,  ho 
might  point  out,  were  not  made  by  the 
Board  of  Superintendence,  hut  by  Mr. 
Marks,  the  then  Governor  of  the  prison, 
in  conjunction  with  Mr.  Gorry  Connellan, 
tho  Inspector  of  Prisons.  Tliey  were 
subsequently  submitted  to  the  Board  of 
Superintendence  and  to  tho  municipal 
council  of  Dublin,  who  referred  them  to 
the  Lords  Justices,  by  whom  they  were 
certified^  after  certain  alterations  had  been 
introduced.  He  confessed,  however,  thnt 
he  did  not  know  what  alterations  had  been 
made.  The  moment  these  gentlemen  wero 
brought  into  the  prison  the  Board  of  Su- 
perintendence were  called  together  ;  and 
they  came  to  tho  determination  that  no 
relaxations  should  be  granted  except  such 
as  were. in  accordance  with  the  rules  and 
the  provisions  of  tho  Act  of  Parliiuncnt, 
and  an  order  was  at  once  mndo  under  tho 
powers  conferred  by  tlie  13th  section  of 
the  Act,  that  the  prisoners  might  wear 
their  own  clothes.  Tho  prisoners,  lie  might 
remark,  wero  only  allowed  to  be  together 
during  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour  in  tho 
course  of  the  day. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  they  had 
never  asked  to  be  together  for  a  longer 
time. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  went  on  to  say  that, 
accordini(  to  the  rules,  they  were  to  be  in 
separate  cells,  and  the  Board  found  that 
they  could  not  put  them  into  rooms  with 
fire-places  without  violating  the  Act  under 
which  the  rules  were  framed.  They  thought 
they  might  confine  them  in  cells  in  one  of 
the  short  corridors,  ond  allow  them  to  walk 
in  tho  corridor,  which  was  pnjperly  se- 
cured ;  but  they  found  that  tlicy  could  not 
do  this.  These  gentlemen  had  been  con- 
victed, not  of  treason  or  treason-felony, 
but  simply  of  seditious  libel.  Tiiey  were 
taken  to  a  common  lavatory  by  ring  of 
bell  at  six  or  seven  o'clock  in  tho  nmrning, 
and  ofter  performing  their  ablutions  they 
were  allowed  to  converse  together  for  ten 
or  fifteen  minutes,  and  then  they  wero 
locked  up  in  separato  cells.     AVhnt  was 
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luired  was  that  the  same  rules  should  bo 

ilied  in  Ireland  as  prevailed  in  England, 

|d  that  there  should  be  a  proper  classifi- 

fion.      Under  the  Oxford  rule,  the  first 

\m  misdemeanants  ivere  allowed  to  see 

M'r  friends  for  a  certain  time  every  day. 

)W,  in  this  case,  one  of   the  prisoners 

»ved  to  have  his  trial  conducted  in  the 

lurt  of  Queen's  Bench,  but  that  motion 

Is  resisted  by  the  Grown  ;  though  if  the 

Isoners  had  been  sentenced  to  imprison- 

int  by  a  Superior  Court  they  would  have 

in  subject  to  the  Oxford   rules.      The 

^vernment   had   had  them   tried  in  the 

mty,  and  but  for  the  Judge  they  would 

Ive  been  placed  in  a  county  prison  away 

]m  their    friends.      He  gave  the  noble 

irl,  who  stated  that  he  had  issued  direc- 

Ins  to  have  the  rules  relaxed,  credit  for 

lidness  of  disposition,  and  he  hoped  that 

noble  Earl  would   assure  tho  House 

\i  the  law  in  Ireland  in  reference  to  this 

itter  should  be  assimilated  to  that  which 

[sted  in  England. 

Ib.  O'BEIRNE   said,  he  verj  much 

[retted   that  the  consideration  of  this, 

lich  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  matter  of 

Lve  importance,  should  have  been  em- 

Tassed  by  the  introduction  into  the  dis- 

ision  of  the  names  of  the  two  gentlemen 

10    were    now    unfortunately    suffering 

ler  tho  sentence  of  the  Irish  criminal 

His  hon.  Friend  the  Member   for 

rky  followed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 

iuiber   for  Kilkenny,  had  put  the  case 

[y  plainly  before    tho   House,   and  the 

jcial  knowledge  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

jlkcnny  had  given  a  complete  answer  to 

statements  made  by  the  noble  Earl,  on 

part  of  the  Irish   Government,  as  to 

regulations   of    the    prisons   and    the 

[lishmeiits  inflicted  upon  those  who  have 

len  within  the  reach  of  this  Act.     The 

>le  Eorl  indeed  was  himself  obliged  to 

[nit  that,  as  he  found   the  case  of  the 

ntlemcn   alluded    to    was   scarcely    one 

ich   was   contemplated  by  the  Prisons 

It,  he  felt  called  upon  to  assume  a  cer- 

n  amount  of  responsibility,  and  to  give 

jtructions  that  the  regulations  should  be 

some   considerable   degreo    suspended. 

It,  Sir,  the  real  question  at  issue,  and  to 

ich  the  attention — and  the  earnest  at- 

|tion  of  tho  House — should  be  directed, 

this  : — Did  the  laivs  at  present  in  force 

Ingland  and  in  Ireland  impose  a  degree 

punishment   more   severo   in    the   one 

intry   than  in  the  other  for  tho  same 

ince  ?     That  was  the  true  question,  and 

of  gravo  moment.     It  was  nut  euffi- 

Sir  John  Oray 


cient  for  the  noble  Earl  to  tell  them  that 
the  prison  in  Oxford  was  very  excellently 
managed  in  every  respect.  Of  this  he 
(Mr.  0*Beirne)  had  no  doubt ;  but  why  did 
not  tho  noble  Earl  inform  the  House  of 
the  regulations  which  were  in  force  in  the 
various  Houses  of  Detention  in  London  and 
its  neighbourhood.  However,  he  would 
not  longer  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  ;  he  would  merely  remark  that,  as 
it  was  admitted  by  the  noble  Earl  that 
the  severity  of  tho  prison  rules  had,  in 
the  unfortunate  instance  which  had  been 
alluded  to,  proved  to  be  greater  than 
the  nature  of  the  case  justified,  he  (Mr. 
0*Beirne)  considered  the  case  made  ont  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  had 
been  fully  sustained;  and  he  therefore  hoped 
that  immediate  steps  would  be  taken,  not 
only  to  equalize  the  rules  of  the  prisons 
in  both  countries,  but,  for  the  sake  of 
both  countries,  to  remedy  a  system  which 
must  be  productive  not  only  of  dissatisfac- 
tion, but  of  much  public  scandal  if  per- 
mitted to  continue. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  wished  to  state 
in  reference  to  the  trial  of  Mr.  Sullivan  and 
Mr.  Pigott,  that  it  was  conducted  before 
two  of  the  most  eminent  Judges  in  Ireland^ 
both  of  whom  were  Members  of  that  Houae 
when  the  Act  of  Parliament,  which  was  the 
foundation  of  the  prosecution,  was  passed, 
and  no  doubt  they  were  perfectly  familiar 
with  that  Act,  and  the  prison  rules  which 
were  in  force  in  Ireland.  In  sentencing 
one  of  tho  accused  to  six  months*,  and  the 
other  to  twelve  months*  imprisonment  with* 
out  impeding  a  fine,  they  had  a  due  regard 
to  the  stringency  of  the  prison  discipline. 
It  was  quite  true  that  they  were  tried  in 
the  county  of  Dublin  ;  but  that  step  had 
been  taken  at  the  pressing  instance  of  the 
counsel  for  the  prisoner,  and  with  the  con- 
currence of  the  Attorney  General.  He  bad 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  these  men 
were  tried  for  offences  of  deeper  moral 
guilt  and  of  a  more  mischievous  character 
than  had  been  committed  by  many  who 
had  been  sentenced  and  were  now  under 
punishment  for  treason-felony.  One  of 
them  was  convicted  of  a  series  of  fourteen 
seditious  libels  spread  over  a  period  of 
twelve  months ;  and  the  other  of  seven  sedi- 
tious libels  spread  over  a  considerable  time, 
stirring  up  the  people  of  Ireland  to  join  the 
Fenian  conspiracy.  He  therefore  thought 
that  the  punishment,  having  regard  to  all 
the  circumstances,  was  a  light  one.  He 
admitted  that  there  was  a  difference  be* 


449 


Overloading  of 


(Mabce  27,  1868}        Passenger  Steamers.         450 


tveen  the  law  in  England  and  Ireland;  but 
neither  Mr.  Sullifan,  who  was  a  member  of 
the  Board  of  Superintendence,  nor  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Sir  John  Gray),  also 
a  member  of  that  Board,  had  ever  cnlied 
the  attention  of  Parliament  to  this  differ- 
ence, or  asked  for  ony  assimilation  of  the 
law.  The  attention  of  the  Government, 
however,  having  been  called  to  the  point, 
they  had  done  all  they  could  to  bring  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland  into 
conformity  with  that  of  England.  Difficul- 
ties, however,  having  arisen,  he  would 
undertake  that  a  Prison  Bill  should  be  in- 
troduced, assimilating  the  law  in  the  two 
countries.  In  the  meantime,  he  might  say 
that  through  the  operation  of  the  Board 
of  Superintendence,  every  means  had  been 
taken  to  alleviate  their  condition.  He  read 
the  dietary  allowed  to  the  prisoners,  which 
was  a  very  liberal  one,  and  even  included 
the  supply  of  tobacco.  On  the  whole  he 
considered  that  the  prisoners  were  not 
suffering  a  greater  penalty  than  their  crime 
deserved.  Nut  a  single  request  made  by 
either  of  the  prisoners  to  the  Governor  of 
the  prison  had  been  refused  ;  and  he  be- 
lieved the  House  would  feel  that  Govern- 
ment and  its  officers  were  not  open  to  any 
imputation  for  the  course  pursued  towards 
these  offenders,  or  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  bad  been  treated  after  sentence. 

Mb.  BRADY  said,  it  had  been  clearly 
shown  that  the  law  of  Ireland  was  very 
different  from  that  of  England,  and  much 
more  harsh  and  severe  as  regarded  the 
treatment  of  this  class  of  misdemeanants. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  state  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  assimilate  the  law  of 
Ireland  in  this  respect  to  tiiat  of  England. 
That  was  all  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Maguire)  desired,  and  he  had  there- 
fore succeeded  in  his  object.  Had  it  not 
been  for  the  humane  recommendations  of 
the  medical  men,  the  prisoners  would  be 
subjected  to  treatment  far  more  severe 
than  the  Government  intended. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  only  rose  to  ob- 
serve, that  if  there  was  uncertainty  in  the 
law  of  Ireland,  there  was  similar  uncer- 
tainty in  the  law  of  England.  Some  years 
back  he  bad  cnlied  attention  to  the  case  of 
two  gentlemen  charged  with  the  offence  of 
fraud.  They  were  sent  to  Newgate  by  an 
alderman,  on  remand,  to  be  brought  up  for 
further  examination,  end  were,  therefore, 
innocent  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  but  they  were, 
nevertheless,  subjected  to  very  severe  treat- 
ment. The  then  Home  Secretary,  the  right 
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hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey), 
directed  an  inquiry  to  take  place,  and  the 
result  corroborated  all  he  had  stated  ;  but 
the  answer  was  that  such  were  the  rules 
and  regulations  which  the  law  permitted 
magistrates  to  make  for  the  ro^uhition  of 
^aols.  What,  then,  was  the  inference  he 
drew  ?^that  an  alteration  should  be  made 
in  the  law,  both  fur  England  and  Ireland, 
that  would  not  leave  magistrates  the  power 
of  making  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
conduct  of  prisons  at  their  own  discretion  ; 
but  that  some  regular  principle  should  be 
laid  down  for  their  guidance  in  all  such 
cases.  The  two  persons  of  whom  he  spoke 
had  been  convicted  of  no  offence,  and  were 
innocent  persons,  but  they  were  subjected 
to  all  sorts  of  indignities  in  the  prison  of 
Newgate.  They  had  to  clean  out  their 
room,  and  were  put  into  a  bath  in  which  a 
number  of  other  persons  had  been  put  be- 
fore. This  was  a  matter  which  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  take  into  their  own 
hands ;  and  the  sooner  the  laws  of  the  two 
countries  were  assimilated,  and  both  brought 
into  accordance  with  the  principles  of  jus- 
tice, the  better. 

Mr.  REARDEN  said,  that  if  a  like 
outrage  were  offered  to  the  editors  of 
any  of  the  London  morning  papers,  not 
only  the  House,  but  the  whole  country 
would  be  roused.  He  exonerated  the  noble 
Earl  and  the  Government  of  Ireland  from 
any  blame  in  carrying  out  the  Act  of  Par' 
lianient ;  but  the  penal  code  of  Ireland  was 
alike  cruel  and  mean.  No  auch  prison  rules 
were  to  be  found  in  the  most  despotic  coun- 
tries. He  said,  without  fear  of  contradic- 
tion, there  was  nothing  in  the  history  of 
Poland  which  exceeded  the  cruel  treatment 
of  those  two  gentlemen.  He  strongly 
urged  upon  the  House  to  make  the  laws  of 
Ireland  more  humane. 


OVERLOADING  OF   PASSENGER 
STEAMERS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SINCLAIR  AYTOUN  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  Regulations 
of  that  Board  with  regard  to  the  overload- 
ing of  Passenger  Steamers,  and  other  Re- 
gulations intended  to  secure  the  safety  of 
Passengers,  do  not  at  present  remain  un- 
enforced; and,  whether  he  would  have  any 
objection  to  bring  in  a  short  Act  to  provide 
for  the  enforcement  of  auch  Regulations  ? 

Sir  ROBERT  ANSTllUTHER  said, 
he  also  desired  information  upon  this  sub- 
ject. 

Q 
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Mb.  WALDEGRAVE- LESLIE  ob- 
jected to  the  monopoly  which  existed  with 
•ep:nrd  to  certain  ferries. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  gaid.  the  ques- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  did  not  state  the 
(ase  quite  accurately.  Before  a  steamer 
^ould  legally  carry  passenorers  she  muf^t  be 
irovided  with  certain  equipments,  which 
^ere,  however,  not  required  by  regulations 
»f  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  by  the  Merchant 

hipping  Act  of  1854.  On  a  vessel  being 
10  provided,  a  surveyor  appointed  by  the 
loard  of  Trado  gave  a  declaration  that 
the  provisions  of  the  law  were  complied 
^ith,  and  that  the  hull,  equipments,  and 
lachinery  were  sufficient  for  the  service 
ind  in  good  condition.  As  regarded  pas- 
ienfi[ers,  the  law  provided  that  the  Board 
\f  Trade  certificate  should  contain  a  state- 
nent  of  the  number  of  passengers  the  ship 
ras  fit  to  carry.  The  power  of  the  Board 
^f  Trade  ended  there.  Tho  statute  re- 
juired  that  this  certificate  should  be  placed 
|n  a  conspicuous  place  on  board,  and  im- 
posed heavy  penalties  if  the  number  of 
mssengers  was  exceeded  ;  but  no  power 
'as  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  pruse- 
!Qte,  and  no  funds  were  provided.  As  a 
natter  of  policy,  he  did  not  think  that  a 
~^eportmcnt  like  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
mdertake  these  duties,  which  more  pro- 
perly belonged  to  the  police;  and  practi- 
cally it  would  be  impossible  for  them  to 
lave  sufficient  officers  to  count  the  pnsscn- 
;ers  and  to  watch  every  case.  Any  persons 
Iggrieved  by  overcrowding,  or  any  local 
lody  who  might  think  thnt  the  safety  of 
he  passengers  was  neglected,  could  take 
tops  to  proceed  for  the  penalties  incurred, 
'his  had   been  done    in  many  instances. 

here  the  law  was  not  enforced  in  this 
Ind  many  similar  cases,  it  was  owing  to 
ipineness  on  the  part  of  those  who  ivcre 
lofit  interested  in  enforcing  it.     The  pe- 
lalties  went  to  the  Crown,  ond  not  to  the 
iformer.    which  might    occount    for    this 
Ipineness.     The  Government  were  consi- 
sring  whether  any  alteration   in   this  re- 
ject might  be  introduced  into  the  Mer- 
lant  Shipping  Bill,  but  he  did  not  think 
advisable  to  introduce  such  a  Bill  as  the 
m.  Member  recommended. 

Motion,  "That   Mr.  Speaker  do   now 
|ave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  tdthdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Two  o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 

Sir  Rohert  Amtruther 
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HOUSE  OP   LORDS, 
Saturday,  March  28,  1868. 


MINUTES.!— PoBLXo  BiLt— TAtnf  Reading^ 
Consolidated  Fond  (£SC2,308  10#.  Od.),*  and 
paaed. 

Their  Lordships  met ;  and  having  gone 
through  the  business  on  the  Paper,  with- 
out debate — 

House  adjoamad  at  Twelve  o'eloek, 
to  Monday  next,  Eleven  o'eloek. 


HOTJSE   OP    LORDS, 
Monday t  March  30,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — SiLicT  Ck>icMiTTti  — On  EeeW 
siastical  'lltles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
nominated. 

Public  Bills— Ar«f  Readina — Consolidated  Fond 
(£6,000,000)*  :  London  Coal  and  Wine  Dulitt 
Continuance*  (50). 

Second  Reading  —  Sea  Fitberiei  (46)  ;  Indian 
Railway  Companies*  (57). 

Referred  to  Select  Committee —Vow  Relief  (SO). 

RepoH^VLnWvrnjB  ( Extension  oF  Time)  ^  (96). 

Third  Reading — Non-Traders  Bankmptey  (Ira- 
land)  *  (88) ;  Legitimacy  Declaration  (IrelMidlP 
(27). 

Royal  Assent— (l^^2,Z^^  19«.  0<;.)  Consolidated 
Fund  [31  Ftrt.  c.  10];  Public  Departments 
(Extra  Receipts)  [31  Vict.  c.  9];  Fairs  (Ire- 
land) [31  Vict,  0.  11]:  Court  of  Appeal,  Chan- 
eery  (Despatch  of  Business)  Amendment  [31 
Vict.o,  12]. 

UOSTILITIES  IN  THE  RIVER  PLATE. 

OBSEETATIONS. 

LoHD  LYVEDEN  rose,  according  to  No- 
tice, to  call  the  Attention  of  the  House  to 
the  Papers  presented  respecting  Hostilities 
in  the  River  Plate.     The  nohle  Lord  was 
understood  to  complain  that  the  oflScial 
papers  on   that  subject  which  had  been 
produced  were  very  defective,  and  failed 
to  give  their  Lordships  the  information 
that  was  desirable  on  various  points  con- 
nected with  that  question.  He  entertained 
the  greatest  confidenco  in  the  intentions 
of  the  noble   Lord  tho  present  Foreign 
Secretary,  although  during  his  tenure  of 
office  this  country  had  been  plunged  into 
one  of  tho  most  impracticable  and  useless, 
as  well  as  costly,  little  wars — namely,  the 
Abyssinian  war — probably  because  he  had 
thought  that  publio  opinion  was  in  its 
favour.      On    the  present  sulject  Lord 
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Stanley  lays  down  the  pontire  rale  to 
Mr.  LattMin— 

"Ib»ato«b«rr*«  toron,  m  thii  iiaaubjpet 
In  vtilah  liar  HajntT'i  OoTBrnmpnt  hara  no  i9i- 
raat  latnc>t,  thff  do  not  fml  jattifivd  in  sipreai- 
Ing  uj  opioian  tbareoa  U  tha  GoToramsnt  of  tha 
Oriantal  RapaUira." 

The  itate  of  affitin  in  the  South  Ameri- 
cas GoTemments  had  been  of  late  years 
Tfliy  onrioDs;  and  it  waa  almoRt  impoBsible 
to  eacerteiD  the  nominal  motires  of  the 
hottilitiea  in  which  they  wen  engaged, 
althoogh  the  real  motives  xrere  obvious. 
He  WM  glad  to  tee  that  tha  Correspon- 
dence whioh  had  been  laid  on  the  table 
iTH  entirely  free  from  any  notion  of  intcr- 
fennce  on  onr  port  in  those  wars,  the 
eri^n  of  which  appeared  to  be  an  attempt 
on  th«  part  of  the  Brazilian  Qoverumcnt, 
in  alliance  with  the  Argentine  Bepublio, 
to  get  poiaeuion  of  the  territory  of  tlie 
Plate.  It  appeared,  hoircrcr,  that  the 
Gomnment  of  Paraguay  detained  a  num- 
ber of  Britiah  subjects,  chiefly  engineers 
ud  medical  men,  in  a  besieged  place 
called  Humaita,  and  reiased  to  liberate 
them,  leet  they  should  give  informution 
to  tho  enemy  or  en{!age  in  his  service. 
Hr,  Qonld,  the  British  Consular  Agent 
there,  stated  that  a  party  of  forty-six 
Europeans  were  so  detained;  but  President 
Lttpez  denied  that  there  were  more  thun 
nx  Europeans  in  Paraguay,  end  asserted 
that  they  were  resident  in  the  State  of 
thrir'own  freewill,  oarryiog  out  a  contract 
entered  into  with  the  Qovemment.  There 
waaa  great  discrepancy  between  the  slate- 
nenta  of  Ur.  Qould  and  President  Lopez ; 
and  it  was  desirable  that  their  Lordships 
■faoold  have  the  means  of  knowing  what 
waa  the  exact  number  of  the  British  sub- 
jeeta  detained ;  whether  they  were  really 
detained  against  their  will,  or  under  con- 
tract; and,  if  under  contract,  what  the 
aatnre  of  the  contract  was,  and  whether 
it  had  or  had  not  expired?  Mr.  Gould 
■Bid,  that  wiAont  the  preeenoe  of  a  British 
■hip  of  war,  be  eonid  not  obtain  the  re- 
1mm  of  onr  subjects;  bnt  how  was  a 
Britiah  ship  of  war  to  get  np  there?  The 
gunboat  IktUtrtt  had  been  stranded  three 
times  in  attempting  it.  3£r.  Gould  had  told 
Pmident  Lopei  that  he  would  hold  him  re- 
sponsible for  whateTer  might  happen  to  our 
ooontrymen.  One  question  which  deserved 
attentioD  wai  this — Were  we  clearly  en- 
titled to  aay  that  International  Law  pre- 
Tntad  a  State  in  besieged  warfare  from 
detaining  tha  aubjeota  of  a  neutral,  whether 
■ndot  ooatraat  or  otharwiae,  if  it  aoapected 


that  they  might  join  or  help  the  enemy  ? 

It  appeared  to  him  that  if  the  Qovernraent 
engngcd  in  this  diaputo  they  ought  to  make 
sure  of  every  step  they  took,  or  else  the 
affair  might  end  very  perilously  and  ex- 
pensively. He  did  not  mean  positively  to 
accuse  Mr.  Gould  of  any  partiality;  but 
he  was  bound  to  notice  the  contradictions 
in  hia  accounts  and  those  of  other  officera, 
Mr.  Gould  said — 

"  The  PanguaTin  Torcea  nmount  allngcther  to 
nbout  20,000  men  ;  of  Iheae  10,000,  or  12,000  nt 
moiC,  oro  good  troops  :  tbe  rut  arc  more  boys 
from  twelve  la  founern  jronrii  of  ngv,  old  man  and 
cripplei,  beiiilea  from  Z,00O  to  3,000  lick  and 
woundeil.  TIio  men  aro  worn  out  niih  cipoiure, 
fatigup,  ond  piivationa  ;  Ihpj  are  actuallj  drop- 
ping iloirn  from  inanition.  Tlicj  luiTo  been  reduced 
for  the  but  >ix  tnoniha  to  moat  klono,  and  (hat 
ofa  TCTf  inferior  qu.ilit;.  Tber  mar  onco  in  a 
tray  gat  a,  little  Indian  corn  :  but  that,  mandioo, 
and  eapcci.-ill;  anit,  are  so  verjr  Mnrcc,  thcj'  nre,  I 
full;  believe,  onl;  termed  out  to  the  aick.  In  the 
whole  oamp  there  is  absDlutel;  nothing  for  aale. 
Tbero  muat  be,  judging  from  nhnt  1  aaw.  a  great 
acamitjr  of  di'uga  and  mediciiiea,  if  not  a  total 
nnnt  of  (hem  for  tbe  sick,  whole  number  la  ra- 
pidly incrcaaing.  Few  recoior,  aa  mny  naturally 
be  oipccted  under  huoh  oircumataneva.  Cholera 
and  amallpoi,  vhloh  exist  (o  a  certain  extent  la 
the  allied  cnmp,  nre  aprcading  Tcry  muoh  among 
the  Pai-aguafana.  The  horaea  have  nearly  all 
died  off,  and  the  few  huniireda  that  yet  remain 
are  ao  weak  and  om.icialed  Ihey  can  icnroely  carry 
Ihi-ir  riders.  Tho  laat  800  or  SOO  mnres  in  (hs 
whole  eonntrj  hnve,  however,  juat  been  brought 
in.  The  draught  oien  are  in  a  dre.-idfulstate,and 
cannot  laat  niueb  longer.  1'ho  catilo  m  [he  camp. 
■ome  lfi,000  or  aO,OOU  head,  are  dying  very  liut 
for  want  of  paaturage." 

Captain  Uichvll,  on  the  other  hand  (the 
officer  in  command  of  the  BoUercl),  spoke 
of  tlio  forces  in  high  terms.  Writing  on 
the  samo  day,  and  describing   the   eama 


"  At  Curupsity,  while  wailing  for  Mr.  Gould 
and  tha  Britiili  auhj>'clB,  I  h.id  the  boneur  of 
being  preiented  (0  Prciident  Lopei,  who  receiied 
me  most  kindly,  ehowing  me  from  a  high  poiilion, 
with  a  powerful  Bpygbas.  the  whole  of  hia  linea 
and  trenohea    nt   CurupBi(y,  which  are  of  great 

The  troops  appeared  in  good  health  and  apiiita, 
and  are  an  cxlrnordinarily  One  race  of  men.  They 
do  not  luffer  half  the  hnrdibipa  tikit  arc  reported. 
Large  quanliliea  of  cattle  aad  ahecp  were  in  tbe 

The  question  was,  which  of  these  two  re- 
ports was  the  more  accurate.  It  was  diffi- 
cult to  decide  on  whiuh  side  tho  truth  lay; 
but  that  was  tho  more  reason  why  the 
Oovemmcnt  should  act  with  caution,  and 
should  enlighten  public  opinion  on  this 
matter.  In  June  last  Lord  Stanley  wrote 
to  kr.  Uathew,  stating  that  he  bad  called 
Q2 
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the  attention  of  the  Charg^  d' Affaires  of 

Paraguay  in  this  country  to  the  detention 
►f  British  subjects  in  Pnrngnny,  and  sug- 
gesting that  a  gunbont  should  be  sent  to 
receive  them  on  board.     Since  that  time 

'0  had  received  a  new  Minister,  and  yet 
ippointed  none  of  our  own.     The  public 

'ere  entitled  to  know  why,  if  President 

»pez  had  so  violated  International  Law, 
asserted  by  Mr.  Gould,  we  should  retain 
ind  receive  his  Charg^  d' Affaires,  and  why 

'0  had  none  in  Paraguay?  The  public  were 
dso  entitled  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 

lenthad  any  accurate  information  relative 
to  these  contracts ;  and,  whether,  assuming 
that  they  were  acting  in  accordance  with 
international  Law,  they  had  taken  the 
)e8t  course  to  put  an  end  to  this  dispute. 
]f  this  country  were  carried  into  war 
Lhere  would  bo  no  knowing  where  it  would 
md. 
The   Eabl   op   MALMESBTJRY:    As 

ly  noble  Friend  has  given  your  Lordships 
m  accurate  sketch  of  what  has  taken 
dace  in  these  countries  I  need    say  no 

lore  on  that  subject.  I  am  happy  to 
relieve  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord  of  the 
kotion  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
ibout  to  embark  in  another  Abyssinian 

'ar  in  South  America.  There  is  not  the 
(lightest  chance  of  our  being  engaged  in 
mch  a  proceeding.    It  is  true  that  certain 

int^lishmen  are  detained  in  the  camp  of 

Vcsident  Lopez  ;  but  our  information  on 
that  subject  is  extremely  vague,  and  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  say  how  a  list  can  be 

lude  out.  Mr.  Gould  was  in  a  difficult 
josition  when  he  first  went  out,  and  he 
lad  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  informa- 
tion. The  same  might  bo  said  of  Captain 
Uichell,  and  it  was  to  be  expected  that 
their  separate  accounts  of  what  they  saw 

ould  not  agree.  But  the  most  important 
>oint  is  one  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
lot  alluded  — the  chance  of  our  being  able 
to  put  nn  end  to  this  sanguinary  war.  I 
lo  not  know    whether  the   noble   Baron 

ished  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  me- 
liale  between  the  two  parlies.  I  believe 
that  our  interposition  would  do  more  harm 
[hun  good.  There  is,  therefore,  no  inlen- 
[ion  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
Interfere  until  we  see  a  much  better 
;hanco  of  success  than  that  which  now 
exists.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  desira- 
bility of  mediation  has  been  hinted  at,  but 
[he  Government  have  confined  themselves 
lo  instructing  our  Minister  at  Buenos 
.yres  to  do  what  he  can  to  obtain  the 
Release  of  those  Englishmen.    I  wiU  not 

Lord  Lyvcdm 


go  into  the  question  of  how  far  Interna- 
tional Law  has  been  violated  in  the  deten- 
tion of  these  six  Englishmen  in  the  camp 
of  President  Lopez.  I  can  easily  perceive 
from  the  character  of  President  Lopes, 
that  their  position  is  anything  but  agree- 
able. At  the  same  time  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  Lopez  himself  is  in  a  very 
peculiar  position.  He  is  blockaded  in  his 
camp ;  and  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that,  as 
ho  is  beleaguered,  he  will  allow  any  person 
to  leave  his  camp  and  give  information  as 
to  his  means  of  defence,  which  might  be 
useful  to  the  enemy.  I  am  asked,  whether 
the  Government  are  aware  of  the  contracts 
with  those  Englishmen,  and  whether  they 
have  expired  or  not  ?  We  have  no  infor* 
mation  on  that  subject ;  but  it  would 
naturally  become  a  question  rather  of  a 
civil  than  any  other  process  between  these 
persons  and  those  who  engaged  them.  It 
would  be  very  difficult  for  us  to  go  into  a 
country  so  wild  and  in  such  a  state  of 
warfare.  All  that  oan  be  done  at  present 
for  those  Englishmen,  will  be  to  recom- 
mend our  Minister  to  watch  carefully 
the  course  of  events  and  to  obtain  their 
release  as  soon  as  possible.  I  do  oot 
think  your  Lordships  will  consider  it  wise 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  make 
any  offer  of  mediation  at  the  present  time, 
and  there  is  not  the  slightest  danger  of 
our  being  involved  in  hostilities  in  these 
countries. 

Eabl  GREY  feared,  from  the  temper  of 
Mr.  Gould*s  correspondence,  that  if  any 
discretionary  power  were  intrusted  to  that 
gentleman,  he  would  sooner  or  later  in- 
volve us  in  hostilities.  He  thought  it  was 
extremely  wrong  for  this  country  to  allow 
itself  to  bo  drawn  into  a  war  on  behalf  of 
persons  who,  for  their  own  objects  and 
interests,  had  become  connected  with  bar- 
barous or  semi-barbarous  Powers.  If  any 
persons  placed  themselves  in  positions  in 
which  they  were  very  likely  to  be  ill 
treated  by  such  men  as  Lopez  and  others, 
they  could  not  expect  the  power  of  this 
country  to  be  put  forih  for  their  release. 
He  hoped  no  force  would  be  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  our  diplomatic  agents ;  for  if 
ships  of  war  were  sent  to  tho  spot,  they 
would  be  tempted  to  make  use  of  them, 
and  England  might  sooner  or  later  be 
dragged  into  a  war. 
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POOR  RELIEF  BILL  [h.i.]-(No.  80.) 
(The  Earl  of  Devon,) 

COVMITTEX. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committeei  read. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  House  do  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  BilL'' 
—(The  Earl  of  Devon,) 

The  Eabl  op  ELLENBOROTJGH  sug- 
gested  that  the  measure  should  at  once  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  that  Com- 
mittee confining  its  attention  to  the  provi- 
sions it  contained.  The  tendency  of  the 
Bill  was  to  increase  the  power  of  the 
central  Board,  a  spirit  directly  contrary 
to  that  of  the  original  Poor  Law.  Kow, 
he  believed  the  more  that  power  was 
increased  the  less  disposition  would  there 
be  to  serve  the  office  of  guardian,  and  the 
essence  of  the  system  would  be  destroyed. 

The  Eabl  of  DEVON  said,  he  thought 
it  due  to  their  Lordships  and  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  measure  that  he  should 
give  an  explanation  of  its  provisions,  in 
accordance  with  the  understanding  on 
which  the  second  reading  was  agreed  to. 
If,  after  he  had  made  such  an  explana- 
tion, their  Lordships  were  of  opinion  that 
sound  legislation  would  be  promoted  by 
the  course  suggested  by  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Eurl  of  Elletiborough),  he  should  offer 
no  objection.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  remove  various  obstacles  which  inter- 
fered  with  the  satisfactory  working  of  the 
Poor  Law,  and  to  enlarge  the  powers  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  with  reference  to 
local  administration.  The  Board  had  not 
the  slightest  desire  of  unduly  over-riding 
ttie  discretion,  generally  exercised  wisely 
and  properly,  of  the  local  authorities ;  for 
they  would  prefer  to  see  the  improvements 
which  were  from  time  to  time  necessary 
initiated  and  carried  out  by  the  local  guar- 
dians. Experience,  however,  had  shown 
that,  in  some  cases,  an  opposition  was  of- 
fered to  improvements  which  might  almost 
be  designated  pertinacious,  and  that  serious 
evils  would  result  were  it  not  for  the  ac- 
tion of  a  central  authority.  It  was  to  deal 
with  such  cases  and  to  remedy  evils  at 
present  existing  that  additional  powers 
were  now  asked  for.  The  1st  clause  was 
designed  to  give  greater  publicity  to  the 
general  Rules  or  Orders  of  tlie  Poor  Law 
Board,  by  directing  their  publication  in 
The  London  Ga%ette,  The  2nd  dispensed, 
with  a  view  to  economy,  wtih  the  neces- 


I  sity  of  sending  copies  of  Orders  to  the 
justices'  clerks  of  petty  sessional  divisions  ; 
for  gentlemen  attending  petty  sessions  were 
ex  officio  guardians,  and  would  therefore, 
in  that  character,  become  acquainted  with 
such  orders.  The  3rd  repealed  the  ex- 
ception contained  in  30  &  31  Viet.  c.  106, 
s.  2,  and  thus  brought  under  its  opera- 
tion unions  and  parishes  in  the  metropolis. 
The  4th  clause  dispensed  with  the  con- 
sent of  a  majority  of  two-thirds  of  the 
guardians  in  certain  unions  to  an  altera- 
tion in  the  composition  of  such  unions  by 
the  Poor  Law  Board.  It  likewise  gave 
the  Board  power  to  deal  with  Gilbert 
Unions,  a  proposal  which  had  been  dis- 
tinctly recommended  by  two  Parliamentary 
Committees.  The  6th  clause  enabled  the 
Board  to  combine  parishes  with  a  popula- 
tion not  exceeding  300  with  adjoining 
parishes.  There  were  many  small  parishes 
which  did  not  seem  to  require  a  separate 
guardian,  and  which  frequently  did  not 
possess  the  opportunity  of  an  adequate 
choice.  These  the  Board  would  have  the 
power  of  combining  with  other  parishes 
for  the  purpose  of  representation.  He  now 
came  to  three  clauses,  which  had  for  their 
object  to  give  additional  power  to  the  guar- 
dians in  reference  to  matters  that  had  of 
late  attracted  a  considerable  amount  of 
public  attention.  Those  clauses  were  6,  7, 
and  8.  Their  Lordships  cpuld  not  but  be 
aware  that  much  feeling  had  been  aroused 
on  the  subject  of  various  matters  connected 
with  the  management  of  workhouses, 
although  the  jpoints  to  which  attention 
had  particularly  been  drawn  were,  in 
certain  instances,  the  inadequacy  in  point 
of  numbers,  or  unfitness  of  the  officers 
charged  with  the  management  of  the  poor. 
The  absence  of  paid  nurses  had  been  par- 
ticularly complained  of.  The  effect  of  the 
6  th  clause  was  to  give  the  Poor  Law 
Board  power,  when  the  guardians  had 
been  called  on  for  twenty-ono  days  to  ap- 
point the  necessary  officers  and  had  failed 
to  do  so,  to  step  in  and  nominate  such 
officers  and  to  fix  their  salaries.  The  next 
clause  provided  for  the  appointment  of  a 
paid  visitor.  At  present  the  Poor  Law 
Board  were  empowered  to  appoint  a  paid 
visitor  under  11  Vict,  o.  69,  whenever 
the  Visiting  Committee,  which  must  ne« 
cessarily  be  appointed  by  every  Board  of 
Guardians,  had  failed,  for  a  period  of 
three  monthsj  to  make  such  appointment. 
But  it  was  obvious  that  that  provision 
might  be  evaded,  and  instances  of  such 
evasion  had  taken  place.    Meetings  might 
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e  held  nominally  once  a  month  hy  the 
isiting  Committees  without  in  any  way 
lischarging  their  duties.     The  Poor  Law 
loard   should   therefore  have    power  to 
ippoint   a   competent    person   to   act   as 
risitor  in  cases  where  the  Visiting  Com- 
littee   had   failed   to   do   their  duty,   or 
^ad    not    been    appointed.      Under    the 
jext    clause,    the   limited   power    which 
^he  Poor  Law  Board  at  present  possessed 
^ith   regard  to   buildings   was  extended 
to  the  providing  of  drains,  sewers,  venti- 
ition,  furniture,  fixtures,  medical  and  sur- 
;ical  appliances,  and  other  conveniences, 
ty    a    provision    in    the    original    Poor 
^aw   Act,  and   subsequently  by  Aroend- 
lents  under  the  29  &  30  Vict.,  the  Poor 
iaw    Board  were   empowered   to   spend 
ipon  buildings  a  sum  not  exceeding  one- 
tenth  of    the   average   amount   spent   in 
pe   union    during   the    three   preceding 
'ears.     But  that    power  did  not  extend 
to  the  matters  to  which  he  had  referred, 
'heir  Lordships  could  hardly  have  watched 
the  investigations  which  had  taken  place 
luring  the  last  eighteen  months  or  two 
rears  without  observing  the  great  and  in- 
creasing importance  which   was  attached 
to  these  things.     Their  Lordships    were 
^ware  of  the  powers  in  Mr.  Hardy's  Act, 
[which  gave  to  the  Poor  Law  Board,  in 
[the  event  of  the  failure  of  the  Board  of 
[Guardians  to  do  so,  power  to  provide  the  ne- 
Icessary  articles  in  the  interests  of  the  poor 
[of  the  metropolis.    That  power  it  was  now 
jroposed  to  give  with  regard  to  tlie  coun- 
Itry  in  general.     And  on  this  subject,  he 
kwould  take  that  opportunity  of  saying  that 
|tho  Poor  Law  Board  could  have  no  object 
lut  to  see  that  the  requisite  conveniences 
>r  the  recovery  of  the  inmates  were  duly 
Iprovidcd.     Supposing  Parliament  were  to 
lintrust  them  with  the  powers  they  now 
lasked  for,  it  would  be  their  wish  and  their 
Iduty  to  bear  in   mind  the  sources  from 
[which  the   necessary  expenditure  would 
;ome — namely,  the  rates,  and  to  take  care 
!hat  the  workhouses  and  infirmaries  should 
lold   out    no    inducement   to   unfit   per- 
lons  to  enter  them.     There  was  no  neces- 
ity  for  dwelling  on  Clause  9  ;  but  Clause 
0  was  one  of  a  very  important  character. 
y  that  clause  it  was  intended  to  extend 
he  provisions  of  the  District  Schools  Act, 
0  as  to  make  them  applicable  to  the  in- 
ane and  imbecile  poor  chargeable  on  the 
ates.     Their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
hose  persons  only  could  be  kept  in  work- 
ouses  who  came  under  the  head  of  harm- 
less insane,  and  this  was  a  very  large  and 
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nnmerous  class,  and  one  for  which  inade- 
quate provision  was  made  at  present.  The 
object  of  this  clause  was,  where  anions 
had  obviously  no  means  of  dealing  with 
the  imbecile  or  harmless  insane,  to  enable 
them  to  combine  into  districts,  such  dis- 
tricts to  be  managed  in  the  same  way  as 
the  school  districts  were,  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  and  maintaining  a  common 
asylum.  It  was  with  a  view  to  give  ne- 
cessary powers  for  dealing  with  harmless, 
insane,  and  idiots  that  Clause  10  and  also 
Clause  14  were  introduced.  Clause  14 
gave  power  to  the  guardians — but,  in  the 
first  instance,  with  the  consent  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board — to  send  the  harmless  insane 
either  to  asylums  supported  by  public  sub- 
scriptions, or  to  asylums  for  the  reception 
of  harmless  idiots,  or  to  remove  them  from 
one  workhouse  to  another.  It  was  a  per- 
missive clause,  and  he  thought  the  guar- 
dians ought  to  be  invested  with  that 
power.  Clause  11  provided  that»  instead 
of,  as  at  present,  the  major  part  of  the 
whole  body  of  guardians  being  required  to 
give  their  consent,  the  consent  of  the 
majority  of  the  guardians  assembled  after 
due  notice  should  be  suflScient  for  the  for- 
mation of  a  school  district.  Clause  12 
was  one  which  involved  matters  which 
must  be  dealt  with  elsewhere,  and  to 
which,  therefore,  ho  need  not  then  refer. 
The  13th  clause  contained  a  provision 
which  was  necessary  in  the  event  of  a 
separation  of  a  parish  from  a  union  in  a 
school  districts,  or  the  addition  of  a  parish 
to  such  union.  He  now  came  to  clauses 
which  were  of  very  great  importance,  cal- 
culated, as  he  believed  them  to  be,  to  carry 
out  and  secure  the  application  of  just  and 
proper  principles  recognized  in  almost 
every  measure  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Poor  Law  since  the  original  Act  of  1834. 
He  referred  to  the  clauses  bearing  upon 
the  religious  rights  and  privileges  of  in- 
mates of  workhouses,  and  securing  to  them 
proper  opportunities  of  religious  instruc- 
tion and  freedom  from  interference  with 
their  religious  opinions.  The  principles 
embodied  in  these  clauses  were  recognised 
in  the  4  &  5  Will  IV.,  in  the  Industrial 
Schools  Act,  and  in  Orders  of  the  Poo|[  Law 
Board,  which  had  most  justly  for  their 
object  the  protection  of  individual  re- 
ligious belief.  Experience  showed,  how- 
ever, that  the  means  provided  for  se- 
curing this  religious  liberty  had  not  been 
altogether  effectual.  From  the  opposition 
of  the  guardians  in  some  cases,  and  from 
other  causes,  it  had  been  found  that  tiiere 
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were  no  sufficient  means  of  asoertaining 
and  recording  the  religious  views  of  the 
inmates  of  workhouses,  and  that  it  had 
become  necessary  to  have  some  more  defi- 
nite and  clear  legislation.  This  point  was 
distinctly  laid  down  by  the  Committee  of 
the  other  Hoase,  which  terminated  their 
sittings  in  1864,  and  their  recommenda- 
tions formed  the  basis  of  the  clauses  now 
proposed.  Clause  16  provided,  that  the 
master  or  superintendent  of  the  workhouse 
should  keep  such  a  separate  register  of 
the  religious  creeds  of  the  pauper  in- 
mates as  should  be  prescribed  by  the  Poor 
Law  Board.  That  was  no  new  regulation. 
A  register  was  to  be  kept  under  the  Indus- 
trial Schools  Act,  and  in  the  Indoor  Relief 
List  there  is  a  column  in  which  the  re- 
ligious opinion  of  each  inmate  is  to  be 
inserted.  But  that  column  was  mixed 
up  with  other  entries  in  a  book  kept  solely 
by  the  master;  and  experience  showed  that 
a  clearer  and  more  distinct  record  was  re- 
quired, accessible  to  the  ministers  of  re- 
ligious denominations,  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  them  to  tiike  the  necessary  means 
of  affording  religious  instruction  to  the 
inmates.  He  cordially  concurred,  there- 
fore, with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  that  a  creed  register  should  be 
kept.  Clause  16  provided  for  the  keeping 
of  such  a  register,  and  Clause  1 7  enacted 
that  the  master  or  superintendent  should 
enter  in  such  register  as  the  religious  per- 
suasion of  any  child  under  fourteen  the 
creed  of  the  father,  if  this  could  be  ascer* 
tained,  and  if  not,  the  creed  of  the  mother. 
In  the  case  of  an  illegitimate  child  under 
that  age,  its  creed  was  to  be  deemed 
that  of  the  mother.  If,  however,  it  could 
be  shown  that  the  child  had  been  bap* 
tized  in  some  other  religion  than  that  of 
the  father  or  mother  respectively,  the 
entry  in  the  registry  was  to  be  made  ac- 
cording to  the  baptism,  unless  the  father, 
or,  in  case  of  his  death  or  absence,  the 
mother*  should  otherwise  require.  Clause 
18  provided  that,  where  all  other  evidence 
failed,  the  certificate  of  baptism  should  be 
deemed  sufficient  evidence  of  the  child's 
creed ;  and,  further,  that  if  any  question 
arose  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  register, 
the  Poor  Law  Board,  after  inquiry,  should 
have  the  power  of  directing  any  entry  to 
be  amended.  Clause  19  provided  that 
every  minister  of  any  denomination  offi- 
ciating in  the  church  or  chapel  of  such 
denomination  which  should  be  nearest  to 
the  workhouse  or  school  should  be  allowed 
to  inspeofe  the  creed  register  at  reasonable 


times  ;  and  Clause  20,  that  such  minister 
might,  conformably  with  the  regulations 
of  the  Board,  visit  and  instruct  any  in- 
mate of  the  same  creed  entered  in  the 
register.  By  Clause  21,  every  inmate  for 
whom  a  religious  service  according  to  his 
own  creed  should  not  be  provided  in  the 
workhouse  on  Sunday,  and  on  any  other 
day  required  by  his  religion  to  be  kept 
sacred,  should  be  permitted,  subject  to 
certain  regulations,  to  attend  once  on  such 
days  some  place  of  worship  of  his  own 
denomination  within  a  convenient  distance 
of  the  workhouse.  Lastly,  no  child  visited 
regularly  by  a  minister  of  his  own  religious 
creed  for  the  purpose  of  religious  instruc- 
tion should,  at  the  written  request  of  such 
minister,  be  instructed  in  any  other  reli- 
gious creed,  or  be  required  or. permitted 
to  attend  any  other  religious  service  than 
that  of  the  creed  under  which  it  was  en* 
tered  in  the  register;  unless  any  child 
above  fourteen  should  desire  to  receive 
instruction  in  some  other  creed,  and  should 
be  considered  by  the  Poor  Law  Board 
competent  to  esercise  a  judgment  upon  the 
subject.  He  trusted  that  these  clauses 
would  meet  with  approval,  and  that  their 
Lordships  would  be  of  opinion  that  they 
embodied  sound  and  necessary  provisions. 
The  next  clauses  to  which  he  would  refer 
dealt  with  tho  appointment  of  auditors. 
At  present  the  whole  of  England  was  di- 
vided into  groups  of  unions,  each  group 
having  its  own  auditor,  who  is  appointed 
by  the  chairman  and  the  vice-chairmen  of 
the  unions  within  the  group.  It  has  been 
recommended  that  this  system  should  be 
altered ;  that  the  districts  should  be  en- 
larged; and  that  there  should  bo  a  smaller 
number  of  auditors — men  who  would  de- 
vote the  whole  of  their  time  to  the  work, 
instead  of  men  who,  for  the  most  part, 
had  other  occupations.  There  were  clauses 
carrying  out  these  recommendations,  and 
it  was  hoped  that,  in  this  way,  a  regular 
supervision  of  accounts  would  be  secured. 
By  Clause  26  the  Board  abandoned  pa- 
tronage which  at  present  belonged  to 
them  relative  to  the  appointment,  in  cer- 
tain temporary  districts,  of  registrars,  who 
were  now  to  be  elected  by  the  guar- 
dians. Clause  29  would  facilitate  the 
bringing  of  appeals  against  rating  in  which 
two  unions  might  be  interested,  thus  re- 
ducing the  expense  of  such  appeals. 
Clause  33  gave  power  to  the  justices  at 
petty  sessions  to  make  an  order  upon  a 
husband  to  maintain  his  wife  ;  and  in  the 
case  of  parents  wiliuUy  neglecting  to  pro? 
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Ivide  adequate  food,  clothing,  medical  aid, 
lor  lodging  for  children  under  fourteen, 
Ivherehy  the  health  of  such  children  was 
jendangered.  Clause  35  gave  power  to  the 
;uardianB  to  institute  a  prosecution,  and 
lade  the  offence  one  punishable  on  sum- 
lary  conviction   before  two  justices  by 
limprisonment  for  any  period  not  exceeding 
Isix  months,  with  or  without  hard  labour. 
iThese  were,  he  believed,  all  the  explana- 
Itions  in  reference  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Imeasure  with  which  he  need  then  trouble 
Itheir  Lordships.     He  was  quite  willing  to 
Irefer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee ;  but 
lit  would  be  on  condition  that  the  Com- 
Imittee  should  confine  itself  to  the  clauses 
|of  this  Bill,  and  not  discuss  the  general 
luestion  of  Poor  Law  administration. 
The  Earl  of  KiMBERLEY,  whilst  ap- 
Iproving  the  proposal  to  extend  the  powers 
lof  the  Poor  Law  Board,  concurred  in  tlie 
jopinion  that  the  increased  powers  should 
>e   scrutinized    closply.     This,    however, 
Iwas  essentially  a  Bill  of  details,  and  it 
Iwas  exceedingly  difficult    to   understand 
jits  clauses  without  reference  to  previous 
\cts  and  Committees.   Therefore,  it  would 
)e  desirable  to  refer  this  Bill  to  a  Select 
jCoramittee,  which  would  bo   better  able 
to  discuss  the  effect  of  the  clauses  than 
'ould  a  Committee  of  that  House.     He 
joncurred  with  the  noble  Earl  that  the 
Select  Committee  ought  not  to  go  into  the 
general  question,    but    ought  to    confine 
itself  to  the  clauses  of  this  Bill.      One  of 
the  clauses  which  raised  a  doubt  in  his 
lind  was  that  relating  to  the  appointment 
)f  a  visitor.     The  character  of  it  seemed 
bo  be  peculiar  ;  for  it  proposed  to  enable  the 
~*oor  Law  Board  to  appoint  a  person  to 
mperintend,  control,  and  inspect  the  guar- 
lians  appointed  by  the  union  at  the  ex- 
pense  of  the  union  itself.     The  general 
principle  on  which  legislation  had  hitherto 
)roceeded  was  that  local  bodies  elected  by 
the  ratepayers  should  control   their  own 
iffairs  and  pay  for  the  expense  of  such 
jontrol,  and  that  the  Government  should 
)rovide  an  adequate  system  of  inspection, 
md  pay  for  it  out  of  the  Imperial  funds. 
"Without  very  strong  reasons  that  general 
>rinciplo    ought     not    to     be    infringed, 
"loards  of  Guardians  were  supposed  to  en- 
joy the  confidence  of  the  ratepayers  ;  and  it 
'ould  be  rather  hard  to  pay  a  person  ap- 
)ointed  by  the  Government  to  inspect  them 
mt  of  the  funds  they  administer.      While 
expressing  a  doubt  with   regard   to   this 
dause,  he  thought  it  might  be  worth  while 
consider  whether  one  kind  of  inspection 
Th4  Earl  of  Devon 


might  not  be  introduced,  and  that  was 
inspection  by  medical  officers.  The  pre- 
sent Inspectors  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
were  not  able  to  make  frequent  visits  to 
any  particular  union  ;  and  they  did  not 
possess  the  knowledge  and  experience  ne- 
cessary to  enable  them  to  advise  guardians 
as  to  the  management  of  their  infirmaries, 
the  accommodation  required  by  patients, 
the  arrangements  as  to  nursing,  and  a 
variety  of  details  upon  which  it  was  most 
desirable  that  guardians  should  be  advised 
by  a  competent  person.  Those  who  acted 
as  chairmen  of  local  Boards  would  feel 
their  hands  strengthened  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  an  officer.  He  was  glad  to 
observe  that  tlie  noble  Earl  had  taken  a 
power  of  establishing  infirmaries  in  certain 
places.  He  did  not  think  those  infirmaries 
were  needed  in  rural  unions ;  but  in  large 
and  populous  places  such  as  Birmingham, 
he  thought  they  might  be  established  with 
great  advantage,  not  only  to  the  sick  poor 
but  to  the  ratepayers  themselves,  in  the 
greater  economy  which  would  ultimately 
result  from  the  good  management  of  the 
sick  poor.  The  clauses  providing  instruc- 
tion for  the  children  of  poor  persons  in 
workhouses  in  the  religion  to  which  their 
parents  belonged  were  entirely  in  accor- 
dance with  the  general  principles  of  oar 
legislation.  The  provisions  for  securing 
contributions  from  men  who  had  deserted 
their  wives  and  families  were  excellent. 
He  would  not  now  refer  to  certain  Amend- 
ments of  which  he  had  given  Notice,  and 
which,  personally  or  through  some  noble 
Lord,  he  proposed  to  move  in  the  Select 
Committee. 

The  Eabl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Earl  GREY  pointed  out  that  extreme 
inconvenience  frequently  arose  in  unions 
from  the  fact  that  guardians  representing 
small  outlying  parishes,  and  who  never 
attended  the  ordinary  Board  meetings, 
went  down  sometimes  in  a  body  on  special 
occasions,  and  outvoted  those  who  gene- 
rally conducted  the  business  of  the  union, 
often  preventing  impoitant  improvements 
from  beinc:  made.  He  suggested  that 
there  should  be  Poor  Law  divisions  in 
the  nature  of  electoral  districts  ;  and  that 
each  division  of  a  union  should  be  repre- 
sented by  guardians  who.  in  their  number, 
bore  a  just  proportion  to  the  wealth  and 
population  of  the  district  they  represented, 
and  who  should  be  as  few  as  possible. 

The  Ea&l  of  AIRLIE  pointed  out  that 
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there  was  no  power  taken  in  the  Bill  for 
the  erection  of  infirmaries. 

Loan  AEBESDALE  said,  he  could  not 
approve  any  provision  tending  to  reduce 
the  number  of  guardians  attending  a  Board. 
It  was  never  found  inconvenient  to  have  a 
large  Board.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  a  Board  should  be 
large  and  that  many  persons  in  a  country 
district  should  be  made  acquainted  with 
the  working  of  the  Poor  Law  Board — an 
object  which  could  be  attained  only  by 
having  large  Boards  of  Guardians. 

Loiu)  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY  con- 
curred in  the  proposal  to  refer  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee. 

After  a  few  words  from  The  Earl  of 
Devon  in  reply. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  with' 
draun  ;  and  Bill  re/erred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

And,  on  April  2,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee  : — 


L.  Ahp.  York 

D.  Richmond 
M.  Sali«biiry 
£.  DeTon 

£.  Denbigh 

E.  Hardwicko 
£.  CarnarTon 
E.  Grey 


£.  Duolo 
£.  Ellenborough 
£.  Kimberlej 
V.  Evenlej 
L.  Clinton 
L.  Egerton 
L.  Northbrook 


SEA  FISHERIES  BILL— (No.  40.) 

(  The  Duke  of  Richmond) 

BECONi)  BEAnuro. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Duze  of  BICHMOND,  in  moving 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  explained 
that  it  had  been  rendered  necessary  by  the 
new  Convention  on  the  subject  of  the  sea 
fisheries  with  the  French  Government. 
During  the  passage  of  the  Bill  through 
the  House  of  Commons,  some  points  of  law 
had  arisen  as  to  the  effect  which  the  Bill 
would  have  on  certain  fisheries  connected 
with  Ireland,  and  he  had  thought  it  right 
that  a  case  in  reference  to  these  points 
ahould  be  drawn  up  and  submitted  to  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  In  the  mean- 
time he  proposed  to  take  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  on  the  understanding  that 
the  Committee  would  not  be  proceeded 
with  until  after  Easter,  when  he  would  be 
in  a  position  to  state  the  e£fect  of  that  legal 
Opinion. 

Ifoved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (J»tf  Duk^  ofRiehfMnd.) 


The  Eael  ov  COBK  said*  that  the  Bill 
would  to  some  extent  "  disestablish "  cer 
tain  oyster  fisheries  of  Ireland,  as  they 
were  beyond  the  three-mile  limit  provided 
for  by  the  Bill,  and  were  therefore  left 
unprotected  by  the  present  measure. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  the 
noble  Earl  referred  to  the  Arklow  fisheries 
on  the  coast  of  Weiford,  which  had  been 
under  the  control  of  the  Irish  Fishery 
Board.  But  the  noble  Earl  had  forgotten 
to  state  that  oyster  fisheries  outside  the 
three-mile  limit  were  not  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Irish  Fishery  Board  at  all. 

LosD  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY  said, 
he  objected  to  the  Bill  passing  in  its  pre- 
sent shape,  as  its  effect  would  be  to  offer 
inducements  to  the  Channel  fishermen  to 
go  to  Ireland  during  the  close  time  in  the 
English  Channel. 

TnE  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  that 
under  the  Convention  of  1839,  a  close  time 
had  been  agreed  to  and  acted  upon  between 
this  country  and  France  as  regarJed  the 
English  Channel ;  but  by  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  that  close  time  would  be  reduced 
by  six  weeks,  so  that  the  inducements  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  referred  would  be 
proportionably  diminished  by  the  measure. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord-  * 
ingly, 

HoDM  adjoamed  at  a  qaarter  past 

Sayen  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
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MINUTES.]^Sblect  Comutttbb— On  Scientiflo 
Instmotion,  Mr.  William  Lowther  added. 

PoBLio  Bills  —  jR0«o/ti<t0>M  reported — Kloetlon 
Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections 
[Salaries,  Ac] ;  I^nd  Writs  Kegistration  (Scot- 
land) [Salaries,  &c.] ;  Industrial  Schools  (Ire* 
land)  [Expenses]. 

Ordered— Mtirri»ge»  (Frampton  Hansel)*;  Pri- 
sons (Compensation  to  Officers).* 

Firei  i2«a(/tnp-> Marriages  (Frampton  Mansel)* 
[79];  Prisons  (Compensation  to  Officers)* 
180]. 

Second  Reading — Local  OoTernment  Supple- 
mental* [77]  ;  Reformatory  Schools  (Ireland)* 
[66]. 

Committee — Perth  and  Brechin  ProTisional  Or- 
ders Confirmation  *  [74]  ;  Marine  Mutinj. 

Report — Perth  and  Brechin  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  *  [741 ;  Marine  Mutiny. 

Comidered  a$  amended — Mutiny. 

Third  Reading — Inclosure*  <^7S]^ 

Withdrawn — Local  Officers  Supenimuation  (Irt- 
land)  •[17]. 
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IRELAND— STAKE-NETS  ON  THE 
SUANNON.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  lie  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
tlier  he  intends,  in  tlie  present  Session  of 
Parliament,  to  introduce  any  measure  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  re-erection  of  the  stake 
and  bag  nets  and  other  obstructions  to  the 
nayfgntion  of  the  River  Shannon,  removed 
by  order  of  the  Special  Commission  on 
Fisheries  ? 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply, 
that,  in  consequence  of  a  decision  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  a  number  of 
stakes  and  bug  nets  had  been  erected  in 
the  Shannon  and  other  rivers  in  Ireland; 
and  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Fishery 
Commissioners  to  make  inquiries  into  the 
I  matter,  and  until  their  Report  was  made 
I  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  legislate  upon 
the  subject. 

COMMISSION  ON  FALSE  WEIGHTS  AND 
M  EASURES.— QUESTION. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he  would 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  When  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  on  False  Weights  and 
Measures,  referred  to  by  him  at  the  close 
of  last  Session,  is  likely  to  be  issued,  and 
what  prospect  there  is  of  his  being  able 
to  introduce  a  Bill  upon  the  subject  this 
ISeflsion  ? 

Mn.  GATHGRNE  HARDY,  in  roply, 
Isaid,  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  in- 
formed him  that  great  delay  had  been  occa- 
sioned by  the  death  of  certain  members  of 
the  body,  and  he  was  not  able  at  present 
|to  state  when  the  Report  would  be  ready. 

METROPOLIS— BURLINGTON  HOUSE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
Ithe  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
larrangcmentsare  in  progress  at  Burlington 
iHouse  to  enable  the  lioyal  Academy  to 
jvacate,  in  the  early  part  of  next  year,  the 

[ailerics   occupied  by  them  in  Trafalgar 
ISquare  ? 

Loud  JOHN  MANNERS  replied,  that 

»y  the  terms  of  the  lease  to  the  Hoyal 
cademy  the  Government  reserved  to 
themselves  the  use  of  Burlington  House 

intil  Christmas,  1869.     Considerable  difB- 

lulties  had  arisen  with  regard  to  the  alleged 
interference  with  the  lights  of  the  Albany, 

^hich  had  delayed  the  prosecution  of  the 


works,  and  he  was  not  able  to  say  whether 
the  works  would  have  so  far  progressed  aa 
to  enable  the  Exhibition  of  the  Royal  Aca- 
demy to  be  held  there  next  year. 

IRELAND— SEAROniNG  SUSPICIOUS 
PERSONS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
he  has  seen  an  account  of  the  Government 
authorities  at  Cork  having  compelled  two 
respectable  girls  who  were  present  at 
Mackay's  trial  (one  the  sister-in-law  to  the 
prisoner)  to  undress  in  an  exposed  room, 
in  disregard  of  their  entreaties  that  the 
blind  of  the  window  should  be  drawn  down 
while  they  were  undressing;  and  to  ask  if 
he  will  direct  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to 
whether  that  account  is  true  ? 

Thb  Eakl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply* 

that  his  attention  had  not  been  called  to 

the  circumstances  of  this  case  until  heaaw 

the   Notice  of  the  hon.   Member  on  the 

-Paper.     He  had  made  inquirica  upon  the 

subject,  and  he  had  been  furnishe<l  with  a 

Report  from  the   Constabulary  Officer,  of 

which  the  following  was  an  abstraet :— • 

"On  the  day  of  Maokay's  trial  for  murder 
much  excitement  prerailed,  and  a  report  was 
generally  circulated  that,  in  the  erent  of  ooovie* 
tion,  an  attempt  would  be  made  to  rescue,  and 
therefore  orders  were  given  that  all  suapidous 
persons  should  be  excluded  from  tbo  Court.  The 
actions  of  three  fem.ilos  while  in  Court  attr.icted 
the  attention  of  the  police,  and  roused  suspicion, 
as  it  was  supposed  that  they  might  have  revolrei-s 
or  some  explosive  substance  concealed  about  them. 
Accordingly,  when  the  Court  adjourned,  they  were 
brought  to  the  housekeeper's  room,  whei*©  they 
were  searched  by  the  female  searcher.  Two  sub- 
mitted to  the  search  ;  the  other  refused,  and  she 
was  not  searched.  The  room  to  which  they  were 
tnken  had  no  blind  to  the  window  ;  but  no  p?r«oa 
could  see  into  it,  as  it  was  only  overlooked  by 
the  windows  of  tho  Judge's  and  Jury's  room,  all 
of  whom  had  left  the  Court,  which  was  shut  up 
at  the  time." 

ARMY— COOKING  APPARATUS. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  TnOMSOJ^  HANKEY  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  If  an  Army  Cooking  Apparatus, 
made  and  patented  by  Messrs.  Jeakes  and 
Co.,  has  been  submitted  to  or  reported  on 
to  him  ;  and  whether  it  is  not  a  much 
cheuper  and  much  more  efficient  Cooking 
Apparatus  than  that  of  Captain  Warren, 
R.N.? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied,  that 
he  was  unable  to  answer  tho  Question  of 
the  hon,  Member,  as  the  apparatus  had  not 
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been  reported  upon.  He  had  gWen  direc- 
tions that  both  opparataies  should  be  tried 
at  the  Wellington  Barracks. 

IRELAND—CASB  OF  MR.  JOHNSTON. 

QDSSTION. 

CoLOVEL  FORDE  said,  he  wished  to  ask, 
Whether  the  GoTemment  will  anthorise 
the  GoTcmor  of  Downpntrick  Gaol  to  allow 
the  friends  of  Mr.  Johnston  to  see  him 
in  private,  and  on  his  parole  to  take  exer- 
cise through  the  gaol  ([^rounds  ? 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  would  remind  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  that  Mr.  Johnston  might,  if  he 
had  pleased,  have  left  the  gaol  on  the  lOtli 
of  March  last,  for  his  sentence  was  com- 
moted bj  the  Lurd  Lieutenant  on  condition 
that  he  should  enter  into  his  own  recogni- 
lances.  This  he  refused  to  do,  and  ho 
therefore  still  remained  in  gaol.  He  had 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  ordinary 
regulations  of  the  gaol  had  been  consider* 
ably  relaxed  in  Mr.  Johnston's  favour; 
but.  although  it  was  not  his  province  to 
interfere  with  these  matters,  he  had  written 
to  the  Governor  to  intimate  that  no  objec- 
tion would  be  offered  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  the  relaxation  of  the  rules 
of  the  gaol,  provided  that  relaxation  were 
made  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  and 
views  expressed  by  the  Board  of  Superin- 
tendence. 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND). 
XOTIOK  rOB  A  COMiUTTEE. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  beg  to 
more  that  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Bsta- 
Uished  Cbaroh  in  Ireland  be  read. 

AeU  [39  and  40  Geo.  3,  c.  67 ;  3  and 
4  Will.  4,  0.  37 ;  1  and  2  Vic.  c.  109  ; 
and  1  WilL  and  Mary,  o.  6]  read. 

CoLOina.  STUART  KNOX  moved  that 
the  5th  Article  of  the  Act  of  Union  be 
Tead. 

The  Clkrk  then  read  the  following 
Article  :— 

"  That  it  be  the  5th  Articlo  of  Union  that  the 
Charehca  of  England  and  Ireland,  as  now  b/  law 
MaUisbed,  \m  united  into  one  Protestant  Epis- 
tsfnl  Choreh,  to  be  called  the  United  Church  of 
Eagkod  and  Ireland ;  and  that  the  doctrine, 
veraliip,  diaeipUne,  and  government  of  the  mid 
Uaitad  Cbareh  shall  be  and  shnll  remain  in  full 
(ipvee  for  ever,  a*  the  lamo  are  now  by  Inw  estab- 
lUbsd  fer  tbo  Chareh  of  England ;  and  that  the 
ssaiiayanue  and  preaervation  of  the  laid  United 
rhateb,  as  the  EnaUiabed  Cbaroh  of  England 
and  JMaad,  shall  be  desmsd  and  taken  to  be 


an  essential  and  fundamental  part  of  the  Union  ; 
and  that  in  like  manner  the  doctrine,  worship, 
discipline,  and  government  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land shall  remain  and  be  preserved  as  tbo  same 
are  now  established  by  law,  and  by  the  Acts  for 
the  Union  of  the  Two  Kingdoms  of  England  and 
Scotland." 

Mr.  II.  E.  SURTEES  moved  that  the 
Clerk  read  that  portion  of  the  Act  of  Wil- 
liam and  Mary  that  now  applied  to  the 
Coronation  Oath  of  Her  Mojestj. 

The  Clerk  read  the  following  formula 
prescribed  fur  use  on  such  occasions  bj  the 
Act  referred  to  : — 

'*  Abcbbishop. — Will  you  solemnly  promise  and 
swear  to  govern  the  people  of  this  United  King- 
dom of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  the  do* 
minions  thereto  belonging,  according  to  the  sta- 
tutes in  Parliament  agreed  on  and  the  respec- 
tive  laws  and  customs  of  the  same  ? 

<'  QuEBN. — I  solemnly  promise  so  to  do. 

"  Abcubishop. — Will  you  to  your  power  eanso 
law  and  justice  in  mercy  to  be  executed  in  all 
your  judgments  ? 

"  QuKE?r. — I  will. 

"Abcbbishop. — ^Will  yon  to  the  ntmost  of  yonr 
power  maintain  the  laws  of  God,  the  true  profes- 
sion of  the  Gospel,  and  the  Protestant  reformed 
religion  established  by  law,  and  will  you  maintain 
and  preflorve  inviolably  the  settlement  of  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  the 
doctrine,  worship,  discipline,  and  government 
thereof,  as  by  law  established  within  England  and 
Ireland,  and  the  territories  thereunto  belonging  f 
And  will  you  preserve  unto  the  bishops  and  clergy 
of  England  and  Ireland,  and  to  the  churches  there 
committed  to  their  charge,  all  such  rights  and 
privileges  as  by  law  do  or  shall  appertain  to  them 
or  any  of  them  ? 

*'  Qdbex. — All  this  I  promise  to  do. 

'*  'J  hen  the  Queen,  taking  the  coronation  oath, 
would  say  these  words — 'The  things  which  I  have 
here  before  promised  I  will  perform  and  keep.  So 
help  me  God.'" 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  now  rise.  Sir, 
to  move  that  this  House  will  immediatelj 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
the  said  Acts — that  is  to  saj,  the  Acts 
re]ntin<;  to  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land  ;  and  I  cannot  for  a  moment  regret 
that  the  Oentlemen  who  have  just  inter- 
posed Motions,  accepted  as  matter  of  course 
bj  tbo  House,  should,  bj  the  passages 
they  have  caused  to  be  read  from  the  exist- 
ing laws  of  this  country,  have  reminded  us 
upon  how  solemn  a  duty  wo  are  now  nhout 
to  enter.  I  likewise  construe  those  Motions 
as  implying  that  there  are  in  this  House 
men  who  intend  to  meet  tho  plain,  the 
hroad,  and  intelligible  proposition  which  I 
ask  tho  House  to  occept  bj  other  proposi- 
tions equally  plain,  broad,  and  intelligiblet 
and  that  the  great  controversy — the  solemn 
controversy,  for  such  it  is — in  which  we  are 
about  to  engage,  is  not   to  be  degraded . 
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into  a  warfare  of  trick  and  contrivance,  1  that  I  go  one  step  by   Bajiog  thai  as  in 


but  18  to  be  conducted  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  as  weil  as  on  this,  in  a  spirit 
which  befits  the  ma<;nitude  of  the  issue. 
Now,  Sir,  I  originally  proposed  the  Reso- 
llutions  which  I  have  placed  on  the  Paper 
lunder  the  expectation  tlint  I  should  have 
lexplained  them  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
JHouse  ;  but  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley) 
lexercising  a  perfectly  legitimate  discretion. 
Ihas  appended  to  tlie  comparatively  formal 
lllotion,  as  far  as  its  words  are  concerned, 
which  I  now  propose  to  make,  an  Amend- 
Imcnt  raising  the  merits  of  the  case,  and 
has  thus  thrown  upon  me  the  responsibility 
land  duty  of  endeavouring  to  explain  to 
Ithe  House  without  delay  the  general  nature 
lof  the  pr(»position  which  I  wish  to  submit 
Ito  it  in  antagonism  to  that  of  the  noble 
ILord.  Sir,  I  intend  to  ask  the  House,  if 
lit  should  go  into  Committee,  to  assert  in 
Ithe  first  place,  that  in  our  opinion  the  time 
Ihas  come  when  the  Established  Church  of 
llreland  should  cease  to  exist  as  an  Esta* 
dishment.  I  do  not  think  it  would  become 
Ime,  either  at  the  present  moment,  or  at 
lauy  subsequent  stage  of  the  debate,  which 
|niay  or  may  not  follow,  to  make  myself 
responsible,  in  all  its  important  and  com- 
Iplex  detaiJR,  for  a  plan  which  shall  have 
for  its  aim  to  give  eflPect  to  my  purpose. 
|It  would  show,  1  think,  entire  forgetfulness 
»oth  of  the  limits  of  my  duty  and  of  the 
resources  which  I  have  at  my  command, 
kud  likewise  forgetfulness  of  the  limits  of 
|duty  pertaining  to  a  party  in  opposition 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  were  I  to 
indertake  responsibility  for  the  details  of 
Isuch  a  plan.  At  the  same  time  I  think, 
Ion  the  other  hand,  that  I  bhould  not  bo 
hustified  in  endeavouring  to  shelter  myself 
lunder  the  freedom  of  a  Member  of  the 
lOpposition  from  distinctly  indicating  to  the 
iGovernment,  the  House,  and  the  country 
Ithe  general  bases  and  conditions  of  the 
Imeasure  which  1  wish  to  suggest  for  con- 
jsideratiun.  Therefore,  Sir,  1  say,  partly 
'cpcating  and  partly  enlarging  words  which 
11  used  on  a  former  occasion,  that  the  aim 
land  purpose  of  that  measure  is  to  cause 
Ithe  cessation  of  the  Established  Church  of 
llreland  as  far  as  it  is  a  national  Establish- 
mient  of  religion.  That  cessation  must,  in 
Imy  judgment — I  will  not  merely  say  might, 
mor  ought,  but,  in  my  judgment,  absolutely 
must — be  subject  to  the  condition,  in  order 
to  make  it  an  honourable  and  worthy  mea- 
sure, that  every  proprietary  and  every 
lyeated  right  shall  receive  absolute  com- 
jpensation  and  satisfaction.     Aud  beyond 
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an  operation  so  extended  there  will  ne- 
cessarily arise  matters  to  be  considered 
which  are  as  much  or  more  matters  of 
feeling  than  of  strict  rule  and  principle, 
and  as  there  will  be  likewise  points  which 
may  be  subject  to  fair  and  legitimate 
doubt,  my  opinion  is  that  every  disposition 
should  exist  to  indulge  and  to  conciliate 
feeling  when  it  can  be  done,  and  in  every 
doubtful  case  to  adopt  that  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding which  may  be  most  consistent 
with  principles  of  the  largest  equity.  Sir, 
if  1  am  asked,  what  I  look  upon  as  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  State  should  en- 
deavour to  enter  upon  a  new  state  of  things, 
as  far  as  regards  the  religious  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland — if  I  am  asked  what  it  is 
that,  in  endeavouring  to  put  an  end  to  the 
present  Establishment,  I  renounce  for  the 
future,  I  would  again  say  that  that  which 
1  renounce  for  the  future  is  the  attempt  to 
maintain,  in  association  with  the  State, 
under  the  authority  of  the  State,  or  sup- 
ported by  the  income  of  the  State,  or  by 
public  or  national  property  in  any  form, 
a  salaried  or  stipendiary  clergy.  But  as 
those  connected  with  the  Established  re- 
ligion of  Ireland  are  not  the  only  persons 
interested  in  this  matter,  it  is  right  thai  I 
should  say,  in  regard  to  other  bodies  who 
now  receive  grants  for  purposes  of  religion, 
either  directly  for  religious  worship  or  for 
education  having  religious  worship  for  its 
ultimate  end,  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  more 
limited  cases  of  those  bodies  must  be  met 
by  the  application  of  analogous  principles 
of  justice,  equity,  and  even,  I  would  say, 
indulgence  ;  but  beyond  that  I  hold  that 
the  aim  of  all  these  proceedings  would  be 
to  comply— -as  for  as  I  understood  the 
words  read  by  my  hon.  and  leorncd  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  to 
comply  with  the  language  of  the  prayer 
of  a  petition  he  has  presented,  and  to 
put  an  end  within  the  realm  of  Ireland 
to  all  Grants  from  the  Consolidated  Fund 
to  be  applied  for  purposes  of  any  re- 
ligious denomination  whatever.  Having 
said  this  much  I  think  I  have  only  to  add 
one  more  proposition,  and  to  say  that,  when 
after  satisfying  every  just  and  equitable 
claim,  we  shall  have  to  contemplate  at 
some  future  time  the  application  of  a  resi- 
due, that  residue  will  have,  in  my  judg* 
ment,  to  bo  treated  strictly  and  simply  as 
an  Irish  fund  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland.  I 
think  that  with  these  words  I  bavo  satis* 
iied  the  duty  incumbent  on  me,  not  of  pro- 
posing a  diatinot  and  perfect  project  upon 
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thii  great  saHjeck,  bat  of  indicating  to  Par- 
liament the  line  w  liieh  I  humbly 'ask  it,  and 
would   fain  urge  it  to  purnue.     I  cannot 
fail  to  observe,  in  the  preliminary  skirmish- 
ing on  this  important  question — whether  it 
be  owing  to  a  scarcity  of  otiier  arguments 
I  know  not,  and,  perhaps,  it  would  not  be 
fair  for  me  to  insinuate  that  it  is  so  ;  but, 
undoubtedly,  there   has  been   thus  far  a 
most  copious  use  of  that  kind  of  argument 
which   sometimes    indicates  a  scarcity  of 
other  kinds — I  mean  the  argwnentum  ad 
homtnem.     Much  blame  has  been  bestowed 
upon   Liberal  Governments  and  upon  the 
Liberal  party  for  not  having   sooner  ad- 
dressed itself  to  a  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church  ;  and  it  has  been 
contended  that,  as  the  Liberal  party  has 
not  done  so  in  former  years,  it  is  neither 
entitled  nor  wnrranted  to  attempt  it  now. 
There  ia  no  doubt  about  the  fact  that  for 
thirty  years — that  is  to  say,  since  1838 — 
no  serious  effort  has  been  made  by  the 
Liberal  party  as  a  whole,  or  by  any  Go- 
Ternnient,  Liberal  or  Conservative,  to  open 
up  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church,  and 
those  who  may    think  fit   to   review  the 
Tarious  Motions  that  have  been  made  by 
Members  amicus,  at  all  events,  to  keep 
alive  the  discussion  will  find  thnt,  for  the 
most  part  they  haTO  been   Motions  of  an 
exceedingly  indecisive  character,  sometimes 
for  a  Select  Committee,  sometimes  for  a 
general  consideration  of  the  matter,  some- 
timea  to  recommend  it  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government,  but  never  going 
to  the    root — never    proposing    that    the 
existence  of  the  Irish  Church  as  an  Es- 
tablished Church,  should  be  brought  defini- 
tively to  a  close.     And,  for  one,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that,  in  my  judgment,  the 
Liberal  party  and  Governments  of  all  kinds 
—both    Liberal    and    Conservative — have 
been    perfectly  justified    in    that    course. 
There  has  been  no  state  of  things,  in  my 
opinion,  in  this  country,  and  especially  in 
Ireland — in  the  feeling  and  opinion  of  Ire- 
land—  which  would  have  enabled  this  great 
question  to  be  opened  upon  a  basis  of  that 
breadth  which  it  requires  ;  and  I  own  that 
the  votes  which  I  have  myself  given  upon 
Tarious  Motions  have  been  given  against 
partial  measures  intending  partial  applica- 
tion of  remedial  principles,  and  those  votes 
I  am  willing  to  admit  I  would  repeat.     I 
hold.  Sir,  that  those  who  profess  Liberal 
principles  in  this  House  are  open  to  no 
eharge  of  having  failed  to  bring  under  dis- 
ensaion  this  great  queation,  with  a  view  to 
defioitive  Bettlemeut,  until  they  saw  that 


the  time  had  arrived — this  is  a  matter 
which  I  am  not  goin^  to  assume,  but  which 
I  shall  presently  endeavour  to  prove—- 
until  they  saw  that  the  time  hod  arrived 
when  there  was  a  prospect  of  carrying 
their  views  to  a  successful  issue.  As  to 
myself,  nothing  could  be  more  lowering  to 
the  tone  of  the  debates  in  this  House  than 
that  I  should  for  a  moment  suppose  that 
considerations  personal  to  myself  can  affect 
the  issue  of  a  contest  auch  as  that  which 
we  are  about  to  try.  We  have  heard  so 
much  of  late,  not  only  of  npostacy,  but  of 
sudden  apostacy,  that  I  will  venture,  with- 
out detaining  the  House  for  more  than  two 
minutes,  to  make  this  observation.  Sud- 
denness is  a  relative  term  ;  there  are  many 
in  this  House  who  know  it  to  be  a  relative 
term.  All  I  will  say  on  that  point  is,  that 
a  change  which  extends  itself  over  a  quar- 
ter of  a  century,  when  estimated  by  the 
true  standard — that  is,  with  reference  to 
the  ordinary  length  of  human  life — ia 
hardly  to  be  esteemed  a  sudden  change. 
In  1846  I  was  invited  by  a  person  of  great 
influence — having  then  lost  my  seat  on 
account  of  the  Corn  Laws — to  oppose  a 
Member  of  Lord  Russell's  Cabinet,  and 
thus  endeavour  to  obtain  for  myself  a  seat 
in  Parliament.  I  have  in  my  possession 
the  reply  which  I  made,  and  in  which  I 
state  that  it  was  impossible  for  me  to  op- 
pose that  Gentleman— first,  because  we 
were  then  engaged  in  the  controversy  of 
Free  Trade,  in  which  we  had  fought  upon 
the  same  side ;  and,  secondly,  another 
great  question  which  I  then  thought  might 
come  forward  was  the  questiun.of  the  Irish 
Church  :  he  was  opposed  to  it,  and  it  was 
impossible  for  me  to  pledge  myself  upon 
principle  to  maintain  it.  In  the  following 
year  I  had  a  more  searching  test,  for  I  had 
a  contest  of  four  months'  duration  for  the 
University  of  Oxford.  Application  was 
made  to  me  to  know  what  position  I  took  up 
with  respect  to  the  Irish  Church,  and  my 
answer  was  that  I  did  not  anticipate  the 
proposal  uf  a  plan  which  would  lend  me  to 
vote  for  a  change  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Establishment  of  Ireland ;  but  that  to 
maintain  it  in  principle  I  must  entirely 
decline.  I  saw  no  such  likelihood.  But 
in  the  year  1865  it  appeared  to  mo  that  in 
the  then  coming  Parliament  we  probably 
should  have  to  deal  with  this  question  of 
the  Irish  Church.  And  therefore  I  took 
the  opportunity,  for  the  fair  warning  and 
notice  of  my  constituents,  of  making  a 
speech  in  which  I  detached  myself  entirely 
aud  absolutely  from  the  maiutenance  of 
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the  Irish  Church,  either  on  a  larger  or  on 
a  more  contracted  scale.     Having  had  that 
notice  thejr,   as   they    were  perfectly   en- 
titled to  do,  took  advantage  of  it ;  and  the 
consequence  is  that  I  am   not  Member  for 
Oxford  Unifersity,  but  Member  for  South 
Lancashire.     I  pass  on  to  deifcribe  what  I 
own  I  have  a  strong  persuasion  has  not 
presented  itself  in  full  to  the  minds  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House — 
perhaps  not  in  full  to  the  minds  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on   this  side.     Having  under- 
taken the  great  and  heavy  respouRibility — 
for  a  heavy  responsibility  it  is — of  making 
this  proposal,   I  wish  to  indicate  concisely 
to  the  House  the  position  in  which,  as  it 
appears  to  me,  the  proposal,  if  accepted, 
would  leave  what  I  should  then  have  to 
I  call,   not  the  Irish  Established  Church — 
|hut,  for  the  sake  of  distinction,  I  will  call 
it  the  Anglican    Communion   in    Ireland. 
We  should  begin  by  a  recognition  of  every 
vested  interest.     And  I  am  bound  to  say, 
in  speaking  of  vested  interests,  that  it  ap- 
pears to  me  at  least  a  matter  for  argument 
and  consideration,  whether  we  can  strictly 
land  absolutely  limit  the  phrase  to  those 
I  who  are  in  possession  of  benefices,  or  whe- 
ther  some  regard  ought  not  possibly  to  be 
I  had — though   it   would    be    premature  to 
give  an   opinion   upon  the  point — to  the 
lease  of    those    who    have   devoted  them- 
selves   to    an    indelible    profession,    that 
separates    them    from   the  great  bulk  of 
[profitable  secular  employments,  in  expec- 
tation of  the  benefices  which  we  have  kept 
I  in  existence  by  law  under  our  authority, 
even   though   they  may  not  actually  have 
entered  upon  them.  Do  not  suppose  that  I 
wish  to  commit  anyone  by  any  admissions 
upon    that  subject,   or   to  say  that  thef<e 
cases  rest  on  tho  same  foundation  as  well- 
defined  vested  interests.     I  say  nothing  of 
the  kind.     All  I  say  is  that  I,  for  one,  do 
not   at   this  moment  absolutely  shut  the 
door  against  them.    Well.  Sir,  with  regard 
to  this  question  of  recognition  of  vested 
linterests,  I  apprehend  that,  if   the   Irish 
ICliurch  were    disestablished,   none    would 
propose  to  deprive  those  who  have  wor- 
shipped in  its  sacred  fabrics  of  the  future 
Ipossession   and   use  of  thoso  fabrics,  pro- 
jvided  they  are  willing  to  maintain  thcni, 
md  to  apply  them  to  religious  purposes. 
|0n   that  subject  I  feel  the  utmost  confi- 
lence,  and  I  feel   almost   an  equal  confi- 
Icnce  that  the  very  same  lenient   judg- 
nent  which  goes  to  the  Church  would  go 
likewise  to  that  which  is  inseparably  con- 
lected  with  the  Church — I  mean  the  resi- 
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dences  of  the  clergy.     In  addition  to  this« 
we  are  told,  and  fairly  told,  that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  proprietors  of  the  soil  of  Ireland 
are  members  of  the  Establii^hed  Church  of 
Ireland.     I  apprehend  I  am  not  wrong  in 
assuming,  first,  that  the  proprietors  of  ad- 
vowsons  would  have  the  strictest  and  the 
most  absolute  claim  to  full  compensation 
for  the  value  of  their  property ;  and,  se- 
condly,  that  these  proprietors  of  ad  vowsons 
— who,  I  am  aware,  are  not  nearly  as  nu- 
merous, relatively  to  the  whole  number  of 
benefices,  as   they  are    in    England,  the 
benefices  in  private  gift  in  Ireland  only 
amounting,  roughly,  to  one-sixth  of   the 
whole— are  in  the  vast  majority  of  cases, 
members  of  the  Established  Church,  and  to 
them  would  be  paid  the  money  which  tho 
State  would  find  to  be  the  value  of  these 
advowsons.    There  is  another  class — I  am 
afraid  not  a  very  extensive  one — the  cate- 
gory of  recent  endowments ;  of   persons, 
some  of    them  even   now  living,  some  of 
them  but  lately  gone  from  among  us.  who 
have  out  of  their  own  means  and  liberalityi 
built  churches  and  devoted  funds  for  tho 
purposes  of   the   Established   Church  in 
Ireland.     Such  endowments,  I  apprehond, 
would,    under  all   circumstances,    be   re- 
spected.    Now,  putting  together  these  va- 
rious items — and  this  is  but  an  imperfed 
sketch  ;  it  has  no  pretence  whatever  to  bo 
a  definite  statement  — I  believe  that  the 
effect  of   this  much-dreaded  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church,  conducted  as  I  have 
endeavoured  to  describe  it,  would  be  this, 
tliat  if  the  full  money-value  of  the  entire 
possessions  of  the  Irish  Church,  fairly  sold 
in  open  market,  were  estimated,  certainly 
not    less    than   three-fifths,   possibly  two- 
thirds,  would  remain  in  the  hands  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Anglican  Communion.     I  know 
not  with  what  feeling  hon.  Gentlemen  may 
listen  to  that  announcement.     It  is  an  an- 
nouncement which,   as  far  as   I  am  con- 
cerned with  it,  I  make  quite  irrespective 
of  the  reception  it  may  meet  with.     It  is  a 
matter  of   fact.      It  is  the  best   estimate 
that  I  can   make :  and  my  belief  is,  that 
between  these  limits  of  three-fifths  of  the 
whole  and  two-thirds  of  the  whole  would 
be  found  the  share  remaining  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Anglican   Communion  in  Ire- 
land.    Nor  let  it  be  said  that  that  which 
is    paid  on   tho  score  of  vested    interests 
would  not  be  paid  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Anglican  Communion  :  because,  I  appre« 
hend  it  is  quite  clear  —  indeed,  I  assume, 
without  argument — that  when  yon  saj  yoa 
will  respect  vested  interests,  you  do  Bd 
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intend  to  lay  that  yon  will  givo  to  the 
biihop  and  clergy,  for  doing  nothing,  in- 
eomes  which  thoy  now  receive  under  an 
engagement  to  do  something.  Their  duties 
to  their  flocke,  slight  at  they  may  be  in 
some  eases,  oncrons  in  many  others,  would 
still  remain  ;  and  those  gentlemen  would 
itil!  be  available  and  remain  engaged  in 
the  serriee  of  the  religious  communion  to 
wliioh   they  belong  for  their  lives,  even 
after  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church. 
Well,  bat    that    proportion,   whatever  it 
may  be,  the  Irish  Church,  the  Anglican 
Communion    in    Ireland  —  call  it  what 
70a  like  —  would  not  only   possess,  but 
enjoy.      It  would   hold    its    property  no 
longer   amid   an  estranged  and  alienated 
popnlation  ;   it  would   hold  it,  1    believe, 
with  the  perfect  and  cordial  good -will  of 
all  sects,  all  parties,  and  all  persuasions, 
both    in    this    country    and    in    Ireland. 
And    along   with    that    stiare,   at    least, 
of  ila  temporalities,  which  I  apprehend  it 
would  receive — I  have  no  authority  to  say 
10,  bat  it  appears  to  me  a  logical  and  moral 
aeceasity  in  the  case  —  along  with  that, 
from   the  very  moment  when  its  title  is 
eaneelled  as  an  Established  Church,  it  must 
reeoive  that  freedom  of  action,  that  power 
of  falling  back  on  its  own  internal  energies, 
and   developing  them   for  its  own    good, 
which  to   many  religious  communities  in 
this  country  value  at  such  a  price   that 
they  feel  it  to  be  a  treasure  far  greater 
than  all  that  the  State  can  protect  or  all 
that   the  law  can  give.     1  own  I  cannot 
leo  that  the  eondition  sketched   prospec- 
tively for  the  members  of  the  Established 
Ckareh   in   Ireland  is,    in  itself,  at  all  a 
laaiontable  or  a  deplorable  eondition.  That, 
howorer.  is  no  reason  why  we  should  do 
the  act  that  I  now  recommend.     Nor  will 
I  endeavour  to  recommend  that  act  by  any 
plea  which,  as  far  as  I  can  perceive,  in- 
Tolvoa  eiaggeration.     It  is,  in  my  opinion, 
an  exaggeration  to  make  tho  Irish  Estab- 
lishcd  Church,  in  its  present  form  dating 
from  tbe  Reformation,  responsible  for  the 
great  grieTanees  of  ascendancy  and  of  na- 
tional eatrangement  in  Ireland.     It  is  very 
true,  aa  bas  been  said.  I  think,  by  Dr. 
Brady-— I  mean  Dr.  Maziere  Brady — who 
kaa  written  on  this  subject— 

"•The  EfltabliihmtDt  was  Papal,  bat  anti-lrlvh 
ftsai  1179  to  1060,  nod  from  1560  to  1808  it  was 
aMipPlB|Mi  and  aotl-Irith  too." 

Thera  ia  no  greater  authority  on  this  ques- 
tion than  If  r.  Burke.  His  writings,  with 
iqpsrd  to  Ireland,  aa  well  aa  upon  other 
latten^  sra  lUl  of  wisdom.    In  his  tract 
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upon  the  Popery  Latot  he  gives  it  as  his 
opinion — 

"  Either  that  a  •religion  not  very  remote  from 
the  Protcsiant'  prevailed  in  Ireland  before  the 
English  came  there"— 

Or  at  least — 

"  That  Papal  authority  was  mueh  lower  in 
Ireland  than  in  other  countries." 

And  that~ 

"  It  was  the  working  of  English  power  and  in» 
flaence,  and  the  English  immigration  into  Ire* 
]and»  which  first  thoroughly  knit  the  Church  of 
that  country  into  organic  communion  and  subjec« 
tion  to  the  Church  of  Rome." 

And  he  winds  up  by  saying—- 

"  No  country,  I  bclieTe.  since  the  world  began, 
has  suffered  so  much  on  account  of  religion  ;  or 
has  been  so  variously  harassed  by  the  same  per- 
sons, both  for  Popery  and  for  Protestantism. 

But,  dismissing  any  charge  of  that  kind, 
I  can  only  say  that  the  case  is  much 
strengthened  when  we  consider  that  it 
has  been  tho  particular  nusfortiine,  the 
dark  fatality  of  this  Church  question,  that 
all  along,  though  no  doubt  in  varying  de- 
grees, religious  Establishments  under  En- 
glish protection  have  been  associated  with 
British  power,  and,  instead  of  tending  to 
unite  tlie  feelings  of  the  Irish  nation  in 
unity  with  the  people  of  this  island,  have 
unhappily  been — as  Mr.  Burke  says,  first 
for  Popery  and  next  for  Protestantism  — 
all  along  a  cause  of  estrangement  and  dis- 
union. Well,  now  the  arguments  very 
generally  advanced  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  Irish  Church  are  something  of  this  na- 
ture : — That  to  disestablish  it  would  be 
contrary  to  the  Act  of  Union  and  danger- 
ous to  the  Church  of  England  ;  that  such 
a  measure  would  be  injurious  to  the  Pro* 
testant  religion  ;  that  it  would  be  subver- 
sive of  property;  that  it  would  be  contrary 
to  the  assurance  given  by  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic party;  and  that  the  tithe  is  paid  by 
the  landlord.  Now,  I  think  the  tithe  is 
not  paid  by  the  landlord ;  and  as  for  the 
nssuranco  of  the  Catholic  party,  I  cannot 
consent  that  any  such  assurance  should 
bind  me  to  uphold  what  I  conceive  to  be 
unfair  to  the  Catholics  and  injurions  to  the 
Empire.  In  this  matter  I  say  wc  should 
exercise  our  own  freedom  ond  judge  what 
is  for  the  common  good  ;  and  it  is  on  the 
ground  of  the  common  good  1  ask  you  to 
consent  to  the  disendowment  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Ireland.  Then  it  has 
been  said  that  such  a  measure  would  be 
subversive  of  property.  I  have  not  heard 
that  argument  in  the  present  controversy, 
though  it  was  in  vogue  with  high  autlio- 
ritica  five-aud-thirty  years  ago.     I    shal 
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)refore  abstain  from  dealing  with  it  till 

{is  brouglit  before  us.     As  for  the  mea- 

'6  being  contrary  to  the  Act  of  Union, 

lo  not  think  that  at  this  time  I   need 

[ell  upnn  that  point ;  but  one  remark  I 

ty  make  with  reference  to  it,  which  is 

Is  —  that  when  we  come  to  ar^uo  the 

int  in  detail,   it  can,  in  my  opinion,  be 

»wn  that  the  view  of  the  great  Minister 

lo  framed  the  Act  of  Union  was  as  far 

Ipossible  from  the  view  of  those  who  are 

maintaining  that  an  Established  Church 

jlreland  is  the  peculium — particular  pri- 

*ge  and   monopoly  of  the   Protestants. 

'.  Pitt,  according  to  his  biographer,  used 

)8e  words,  and  they  are  very  important, 

showing  that  he  did    not   contemplate 

ly  a  relief  to  the  Catholics  from  political 

[ability;  but  that  his  large  and  compre- 

isive  mind  contemplated  putting  them 

a  footing  of  religious  equality  with  their 

jotestant  fellow-subjects,  as  soon  as  the 

»ortunity  for  to  doing  should  arise.    He 

Id- 

\  By  many  he  knew  it  would  be  contended  that 
religion  profeued  by  the  majority  of  the 
fple  would  at  least  be  entitled  to  an  equality  of 
Ivileges." 

Ihat  was  Mr.  Pitt*8  answer  to  that  ?  That 

was   a  thing   intolerable   in  principle  ? 

but  that  it  could  not  be  done  while 

^and    remained   a   separate   kingdom ; 

It— 

r  No  man  could  tay  that  in  the  actunl  state  of 
Ings,  while  Irelnnd  remained  a  separate  king- 
In,  full  concessions  could  be  made  to  tlio  Cu- 
llies without  endangering  the  State,  and  shaking 
constitution  of  Ireland  to  its  centre." 

[hink,  therefore,  there  is  ample  room  for 

opinion  that  Mr.  Pitt  contemplated  at 
ist  a  system  which  ia  now  becoming 
oily  impossible — namely,  that  of  general 
uowmcnt.  But  that  general  endowment 
s  but  a  means  by  which  he  Pought  to 
lain  an  end,  and  the  end  which  he  sought 
[attain  was  nothing  but  religious  equality, 
lat  we  are  endeavouring  to  reach  by  the 
[ans  now  open  to  us,  and    in  doing  so 

are  acting  in  accordance  with  the  views 
the  spirit  of  Mr.  Pitt.  But  it  is  snid, 
',  that  this  disendowment  would  be  dan- 
rous  to  the   Church  of  England.     This 

lears  to  be  a  favourite  argument.  But 
kertion  may  be  met  by  assertion  ;  and 
jile,  no  doubt,  many  persons  may  believe 
it  the  disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church 

lid  be  an  injury  to  the  Church  of  £ng- 
|d,  I  claim  for  myself  the  liberty  to  hold 

entirely  opposite  opinion.  I  maintain 
\%   to  relieve  the   Church  of  Eugland 
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from  a  position  which  politically  ia  odious 
and  dangerous,  and  wliich  socially  is  un- 
just, will  be  to  strengthen  her  foundations, 
and  give  her  fair  play  in  the  exercise  of 
her  great  mission.  We  shall,  no  doubt, 
hear  much  more  on  that  subject  ;  but 
there  is  at  least  one  form  of  that  objection 
with  regard  to  which  I  think  sufficient  at- 
tention has  not  been  paid.  There  is  a 
famous  saying  of  Mr.  Hallam— I  do  not 
remember  the  precise  words,  but  of  which 
this  is  the  sense— that  there  is  no  medium 
in  the  policy  of  a  State  between  persecu- 
tion and  expatriation,  and  toleration  and 
admission  to  a  footing  of  equality.  Cer- 
tainly, as  far  as  the  history  of  Ireland  is 
concerned,  it  tends  in  a  remarkable  degree 
to  afford  proof  of  the  wisdom  of  that  pro- 
position. I  have,  with  such  materials  as 
were  open  to  me,  endeavoured  to  obtain 
the  eBtimates  formed  at  different  times  of 
the  respective  numbers  of  Roman  Catholics 
and  Protestants  in  Ireland.  It  ia  very  re* 
markable,  but  this  appears  to  be  the  caio 
— that  the  un-Christian,  barbaroua,  and  abo- 
minable Penal  Laws  were  in  a  manner  auc- 
cessful.  The  number  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic community  in  a  certain  degree, 
though  slowly,  diminished  ao  long  as  the 
pressure  of  these  Penal  Laws  weighed  apon 
them ;  but  from  the  time  when  those  laws 
were  relaxed  and  when  the  feeling  of  libertj 
and  civil  life  began  to  glow  in  the  breast 
of  the  Roman  Catholic,  and  there  was  some 
field  for  the  development  and  exercise  of 
his  energies  —  from  the  time  of  our  em- 
barking in  an  intermediate  sjstem  to  main- 
tain the  Established  Church  in  Ireland-^ 
our  experiment  has  been  a  total  failure  ; 
the  proportion  of  Roman  Catholics  to  Pro- 
testants has  incrcnaed  in  a  remarkable  de- 
gree. In  1672,  Sir  William  Petty  gave 
numbers,  which  when  I  reduce  the  frac- 
tions to  a  common  denominator,  as  I  have 
dune  in  respect  of  all  the  figures  I  am 
about  to  quote,  show  that  the  Protestants 
were  at  that  time  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
as  three  to  eight,  or  forty-five  to  120.  In 
1730,  or  about  that  date,  a  very  careful 
inquiry  took  place,  entirely  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  it  was  found 
tliat  the  Protestants  were  as  two  to  five  as 
compared  with  the  Catholics  ;  they  had 
grown  to  the  proportion  of  forty-eight  to 
120.  But  at  that  time,  according  to  ano- 
ther authority,  Bishop  Burke  the  Roman 
Catholic  Bishop  of  Ossory,  the  Protestants 
were  as  two  to  four,  or  as  sixty  to  120, 
when  compared  with  the  Roman  Catholics. 
Id  1762  Bishop  Burke  published  a  work, 
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in  whioh  he  eomplaini  that  under  the  in* 
flaenee  of  the  Penal  Laws  and  the  eharter 
ichooli  the  Protestants  had  steadilj  in- 
creased ;  hut,  as  there  is  no  precise  esti- 
mate of  the  numhers,  I  cannot  give  them. 
In  1784,  onlj  six  years  after  the  first  re- 
laxation of  the  Penal  Laws,  a  computation 
vaa  made,  whioh  must  necessarily  have 
been  of  a  loose  eharaeter,  hut  to  which 
great  value  appears  to  have  been  attached 
bj  persona  of  authority.  I  dare  say  it  will 
create  a  smile  in  the  House  when  I  men- 
tion in  what  way  this  estimate  was  made. 
It  waa  founded  on  the  number  of  beggnrs 
who  eame  to  the  House  of  Industry  in 
Dnblin.  There  were  no  Poor  Laws  in  Ire- 
land at  that  time ;  and,  as  it  was  believed 
that  the  applicants  for  relief  at  the  House 
of  Industry  included  persons  from  all  quar- 
ter! of  the  country,  it  was  thought  that 
they  represented  the  different  religious 
oreeda  in  aboat  the  proportionate  numbers 
which  the  members  of  those  creeds  bore 
to  one  another  in  Ireland.  The  result  is 
importantv  as  showing  that  in  1784  the 
proportion  was  the  same  as  in  1730 — 
nsmely,  that  of  sixty  to  120,  or  as  two 
to  four.  In  1801  an  estimate  was  given 
from  the  Protestant  side.  In  Sir  Richard 
HnsgroTe*B  Hiitary  of  the  Eehellion  in 
Irekmdf  second  edition— the  second  edi- 
tion waa  published  in  1801,  and  I  suppose 
the  figures  refer  to  1800 — there  is  an  esti- 
mate whioh  shows  that  the  Protestants  had 
annk  to  the  proportion  of  forty  to  120.  The 
Calholiea  themselves  claimed  still  more.  In 
1834  there  waa  an  accurate  investigation 
made  under  the  authority  of  the  British 
GoTomment.  By  the  Census  Returns  of 
that  year  it  appears  that  the  Protestants 
had  atill  farther  sunk.  Instead  of  being 
MM  sixty  to  120  in  their  proportion  to 
the  Roman  Catholics — as  they  had  been 
100  years  before ;  or  as  forty  to  120, 
as  thej  had  been  in  the  beginning  of  the 
century ^they  were  only  as  thirty  to  120, 
or  one-fifth  of  the  whole  population.  In 
1861  they  were  a  trifle  over  one-fifth, 
but  the  change  was  so  slight  as  to  be 
aeareelj  worth  notice.  If  we  are  told  that 
the  remoTal  of  a  public  religious  Establish- 
ment from  Ireland  will  be  injurious  to 
Protestantism,  I  would  ask  what  is  the 
meaning  of  the  words  '*  injurious  to  Pro- 
testaaUsm  f  '*  Tbo  meaning  must  be  this 
—that  the  maintenance  of  this  religious 
Bstabliahment  baa  been  beneficial  to  Pro- 
tsstantiam.  And  yet  it  is  shown  by  evidence 
vhichy  although  in  all  its  details  it  may 
Boi  be  perfectly  precise,  is  nevertheless 
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clear  and  conclusive  for  every  practical 
purpose,  that  ever  since  you  receded  from 
the  cruelty  of  the  Penal  Laws,  the  attempt 
to  maintain  your  Establishment  has  had 
this  effect— that  along  with  it  there  has 
been  an  immense  increase  in  the  proportion 
of  Roman  Catholics  to  Protestants  in  Ire- 
land. It  may,  indeed,  be  said,  "Yes,  the 
case  is  very  bad,  though  it  would  have 
been  still  worse  but  for  our  religious  Esta- 
blishment." I  trust,  however,  that  that 
argument  will  not  bo  used  in  a  House  of 
Commons  which,  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority, is  a  Protestant  House  of  Commons; 
for  dismal,  indeed,  is  our  condition  if,  as 
professors  of  a  certain  relij;ion,  wo  cannot 
look  our  Roman  Catholic  fellow-citizens  in 
the  face  and  meet  them  on  a  fair  field  ; 
and  if,  the  moment  we  are  threatened  with 
civil  equality,  we  are  obliged  to  utter  dole- 
ful vaticinations  about  the  extinction  of 
our  faith,  and  to  confess  that  we  have  only 
been  prevented  by  extraneous  and  facti- 
tious aid  on  the  part  of  the  State  from 
being  swallowed  up  in  the  great  vortex  of 
the  Papal  faith.  At  the  same  time,  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
greatly  regret  the  loss  of  what  was  termed 
the  Appropriation  Clause.  I  repent  un- 
doubtedly of  certain  arguments  which  I 
used  against  it  in  speeches,  of  which  the 
most  recent  was  delivered  thirty^two  years 
ago  $  but  that  Appropriation  Clause  did 
not  satisfy  the  principle  of  justice,  and  it 
certainly  tended,  in  my  opinion,  to  give  a 
new  charter  to  the  Protestant  Church, 
upon  a  principle  of  pure  personal  prefer- 
ence to  members  of  that  communion,  and 
to  place  it  on  a  footing  which,  in  my  judg- 
ment, was  not  tenable.  But  there  are 
other  reasons  why  it  is  very  well  that  these 
thirty  years  of  trial  should  have  afforded 
us  an  opportunity  of  arriving,  as  we  all 
wish  to  arrive,  at  a  determination  as  nearly 
perfect  as  possible;  and  I  think  it  but  fair 
to  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  to 
admit  that,  until  very  recent  times,  it  has 
not  had  a  perfectly  fair  trial  as  a  religious 
community,  for  so  incredibly  perverted  was 
the  system  under  which  Ireland  was  go- 
verned during  the  last  century,  that  the 
Established  Church  could  hardly  be  called 
a  religious  institution.  I  must  ask  the 
House  to  listen  to  a  most  remarkable  pas- 
sage— and  it  is  the  only  other  one  which  I 
shall  read  to  the  House — from  the  writings 
of  Mr.  Burke.  He  is  describing  the  spirit 
and  operation  of  the  Penal  Laws — and  the 
multitude  of  noble  passages  on  the  subject 
that  might  be  quoted  from  him,  if  there 
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»re  time,  would  be  far  better  tban  anj- 
liDg  I  could  Bay.     He  says— 

I*'  From  what  I  have  observed  it  was  pride,  ar- 
nco,  and  a  spirit  of  dominatioD,  and  not  a 
otod  spirit  of  religion  that  has  caused  and  kept 
these  oppressive  statutes.  I  am  sure  I  hare 
own  those  who  have  oppressed  Papists  in  their 
il  rights  exceedingly  indulgent  to  them  in  their 
igious  ceremonies,  and  who  really  wished  them 
continue  Catholics  in  order  to  furnish  pretences 
oppression.  These  persons  never  saw  a  man 
converting)  escape  out  of  their  power  but 
Ith  grudging  and  regret." 

admit  it  is  difficult  to  realize  tbe  whole 
lirit  and  meaning  of  these  words,  and  to 
le  to  what  depths  of  degradation  a  po- 
[ioo-ecclesiastical  system  misapplied  can 
ihappily  descend.  But,  undoubtedly, 
[ose  days  have  gone  by.  Between  the 
^ginning  of  this  century  and  the  year 
130  there  was  a  great  revival  of  piety 
id  zeal  among  the  clergy,  and  great  im- 
|ovement  in  the  ecclesiastical  laws  of 
[eland.     But    by  the  year  1830,   which 

LS  about  the  date  when  you  had  for  the 
'st  time  a  zealous  and  active  clergy  in 
[eland,  they  found  themselves  unhappily 
jfolved  in  the  tithe  wars,  and  at  that  un- 
tppy  period,  before  the  passing  of  the 
ithe  Commutation  Act,  tlie  collection  of 
[e  tithes  was  in  the  hands  of  the  tithe 
foctors,  who  levied  them  from  even  the 
imblesE  occupier  of  the  soil.  In  such 
rcumstanccs  it  was  almost  vain  to  think 

the  progress  of  religious  work.     This 
Ifficulty,    however,    was    taken    away   in 
>38,   when  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 

IS  passed  without  an  Appropriation 
lause.  Undoubtedly,  many  of  us  are 
►en  to  some  reproach  for  having,  by  the 
ithe  Commutation  Act  and  the  Church 
lemporalities  Act,  wasted  to  some  ex- 
jnt  the  ecclesiastical  property  of  the 
mntry,  in  order  to  work  down  the  argu- 
|cnt  drawn  from  the  existence  of  the 
thes.  A  commission  of  25  per  cent  was 
[ven  to  the  landlord  for  collection,  and  un- 
►ubtedly  that  was  a  most  liberal  per- 
iutage.  I  do  not,  however,  intend  by  that 
Imark  to  weaken  the  landlord's  title  in 
e  sh'ghtest  degree;  for  I  believe  that  the 
frangcment  which  was  come  to  has  been 
Igarded  as  a  final  arrangement,  and  there- 
re  what  has  been  done  cannot  be  undone. 
|ut  during  the   thirty  years  which  have 

ipsed  since  1838,  what  have  we  had  in 
lelnnd  ?  In  the  first  place  we  have  had 
]e  clergyman  pursuing  his  vocation  in  per. 
|ct  tranquillity,  and  without  an  external 
irrier  of  any  kind  to  impede  him.  In  the 
[cond  place,  we  have  had  a  clergy  claim- 
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ing  and  well  earning  the  name  of  an  able, 
a  zealous,  and  a  pious  clergy.  What  more 
could  be  desired  to  test  the  capacity  of  the 
Church?  And  yet.  Sir,  more  there  has 
been,  because  there  has  been  a  great 
calamity — a  famine,  which  pressed  princi- 
pally, though  not  entirely,  on  the  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland,  and  which  gave 
to  the  Protestant  clergy,  as  the  dispen- 
sers of  alms,  both  on  their  own  behalf 
and  on  that  of  England,  access  to  every 
cottage  in  Ireland,  and  placed  in  their 
hands  such  a  leverage  of  social  power  as 
can  hardly  be  over-estimated.  The  plague 
was  fbllowed  by  emigration,  and  all  these 
burdens  weighed  chiefly  on  the  Roman 
Catholic  population.  Yet,  with  all  these 
advantages  on  the  side  of  the  Establish- 
ment, and  with  that  terrific  calamity  reduc- 
ing the  numbers  of  the  Catholic  population, 
it  appears  from  the  Census  of  1861  that, 
although  some  change  has  taken  place,  it 
is  so  insignificant  that  we  may  fairly  call 
it  imperceptible ;  for  I  believe,  if  we  con- 
template the  conversion  of  Ireland  at  the 
rate  indicated  by  these  figures,  some 
1,500  or  2,000  years  at  least  must  elapse 
before  we  complete  the  task,  I  have  dealt 
with  these  general  considerations,  and  now 
I  will  endeavour  further  to  justify  the  pro- 
posal which  I  am  going  to  submit  to  the 
House.  I  ask  the  House  in  substance  to 
do  two  things.  The  first  is  to  make  a  de- 
claration which  by  itself  is  in  the  nature  of 
an  abstract  Resolution — namely,  a  declara- 
tion that  it  is  necessary  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  should  cease  to 
exist  as  an  Establishment,  due  regard 
being  had  for  vested  interests  and  the 
rights  of  property.  But  I  also  ask  the 
House  to  take  a  further  step.  I  ask  them 
to  arrest  appointments  which  might  be 
made  from  this  time  forth,  with  a  view  of 
reserving  to  the  new  Parliament,  in  the 
most  convenient  form  of  which  cireum- 
Btanccs  will  admit,  the  final  disposal  of  this 
great  and  complicated  question.  The  ob- 
ject is  to  arrest  in  the  first  place  episcopal 
appointments  ;  the  state  of  the  law  being 
such  that  where  a  vacancy  occurs  in  a  see, 
and  no  provision  is  made  for  filling  it  np, 
the  law  itself  provides  for  the  exercise  of 
jurisdiction  and  the  performance  of  all  ne- 
cessary spiritual  acts.  I  need  not,  I  think, 
go  into  details  for  the  purpose  pf  sustain- 
ing the  correctness  of  this  statement,  nor 
do  I  think  it  will  be  maintained  that  any 
intolerable  grievance  would  arise  from  a 
short  suspension  of  these  episcopal  appoint- 
ments, if  we  are  to  judge  of  the  capacity 
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of  bithopt  to  perfonn  spiritual  duties  for  a 
giTon  amonnt  of  population  by  the  scale 
wbicb  proTails  in  England,  and  which,  on 
the  whole,  is  not  an  unfair  scale.  Un- 
doabtedlj  there  is  in  the  case  of  the  twelve 
Biahopt  of  Ireland,  with  their  700.000 
adherents,  abundant  space  and  scope  to  en- 
able temporary  provision  to  be  nmde  with- 
out any  serious  inconvenience.  With 
respeet  to  eapitular  appointments,  I  think 
the  poliej  of  suspending  them  still  more 
olear.  As  to  parochial  appointments,  I  do 
not  propose  to  attempt  any  interference 
with  that  limited  number  of  parishes  which 
are  in  private  patronage ;  for  we  cannot 
touch  those  parishes  without  interfering 
with  proprietary  rights,  and  we  can  only 
deal  with  proprietary  rights  in  a  satisfac- 
faetorj  manner  when  we  eome  to  consider 
the  oonditions  of  a  final  and  conclusive 
measure.  With  regard  to  parochial  ap- 
pointments not  in  private  patronage,  1  may 
point  out  that  provision  is  already  made 
for  the  case  of  certain  parishes  in  Ireland 
whieh  only  contain  a  very  few  Protestants  ; 
and  in  reference  to  parishes  having  a 
larger  proportion  of  Protestant  inhabitants, 
there  are  provisions  suitable  in  the  main 
for  the  purpose  to  which  I  am  now  refer- 
ring. Besides  the  stopping  of  such  ap- 
pointments, it  appears  to  be  necessary  to 
stop  the  proceedings  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  in  Ireland,  and  this,  like 
the  Boapension  of  appointments,  can  only 
be  done  by  passing  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
It  woold,  in  my  judgment,  be  most  un- 
conatitational,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
Hoaae  woold  entertain  it  if  I  were  to 
propose  it,  that  any  of  these  things  should 
be  done  by  the  mere  will  of  the  House  of 
Commona.  It  is  plainly  the  affair  of  the 
Legislature ;  it  is  the  business  of  the 
Crown  Estate  and  the  Bishops'  Estate  to 
eontiooe  to  fill  the  office  until  the  law  is 
altered.  In  the  same  way  it  is  the  basi- 
nese,  I  have  no  doubt,  of  the  Ecelesiastical 
Commissioners  to  do  all  they  are  now  doing 
with  the  large  revenues  which  they  possess 
inilil  the  law  steps  in  to  restrain  them.  In 
mj  opinion,  it  is  very  necessary  that  the 
law  ahonid  step  in  to  restrain  the  Com- 
nisMonera,  and  for  this  reason  —  their 
duties  ara  not  confined  to  meeting  the  exi- 
geoeiea  of  divine  worship,  whether  in  the 
ease  of  the  expenses  of  service  or  the  ez- 
penaea  of  tho  necessary  repairs  of  fabrics. 
The  Commiaaionera  from  year  to  year  lay 
evt  large  sums  in  the  entire  re-fitting  of 
ehurahea,  and  in  the  renovation  of  the 
and  in  the  foundation  of  the  new 


I  churches.  Not  only  so,  but  I  find  the 
erection  of  new   benefices  is  within    the 

'.  jurisdiction  of  the  Commissioners,  and  from 
time  to  time  they  perform  that  operation. 
In  order  to  show  how  far  I  am  justified  in 
asking  the  House  to  endeavour  to  reserve 
the  status  quo,  and  to  prevent  the  growth 
of  new  vested  interests  and  new  permanent 
charges,  1  would  just  take  two  eases  of 
benefices.  Newtown  Lennan,  in  Lismore 
diocese,  was  erected  into  a  separate  bene- 
fice in  1867.  It  was  appointed  to  by  the 
patron — the  Crown  or  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland.  That  new  benefice,  I  under- 
stand, erected  in  18G7,  has  a  population 
stated  to  consist  of  four  Anglicans  and 
1,143  Roman  Catholics,  and  the  net  an- 
nual value  is  £331.  Tho  other  case  is 
Kihuoylan-with-Cummer,  and  the  appoint- 
ment is  in  1868.  Here  the  statement 
shows  that  the  population  is  four  Anglicans 
and  2,769  lioman  Catholics,  and  the  net 
annual  value  is  £291.  The  number  of 
four  Anglicans  is  so  very  remarkable  that, 
if  I  had  not  received  the  same  from  a  per- 
son of  some  authority,  I  should  have  sus- 
pected the  accuracy  of  the  statement ; 
but  whether  it  be  accurate,  or  whether  it 
be  not,  my  contention— as  is  said  in  Courts 
of  Law — is,  that  these  new  benefices  ought 
not  to  be  erected  if  the  House  of  Conimons 
intends  to  deal  seriously  with  the  question 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  By 
tho  first  part  of  the  proposal  1  have  to 
make,  1  wish  to  test  the  question,  whether 
the  House  does  or  does  not  think  the  time 
is  come  for  dealing  thus  seriously  with 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  ;  but  if 
we  do  think  that  tho  time  is  come,  then  I 
must  say  that  I  hope  we  shall  not  be  eon- 
tent  to  launch  forth  upon  the  winds  of 
heaven  that  most  unsatisfactory  creation  of 
human  wit,  when  it  stands  alone,  which  is 
known  within  these  walls  by  the  name  of 
an  abstract  Resolution.  During  all  my 
public  life  I  have  seen  nothing  but  discre- 
dit, false  hopes,  and  bitter  disappointments 
come  from  these  abstract  Resolutions.  I 
do  not  think  1  have  ever  been  responsible 
for  one,  and  1  am  not  willing  to  be  respon- 
sible for  one  on  this  occasion.  I  know 
very  well  that  this  Parliament — competent 
as  it  is  in  all  authority,  and  not  less  than 
any  Parliament  that  has  ever  sat  in  this 
House — must,  notwithstanding,  look  for- 
ward to  a  limited  existence.  It  would  bo 
folly  to  attempt  to  charge  it  during  that 
limited  period  of  existence  with  duties 
which  are  beyond    its   capacities  and  its 

.  power.     The  duty  I  would  point  out  to  tho 
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[ouse  18  this  :  not  of  forestalling,  not  of 

itermining    the   final   arrangement   that 

laj  be  thought  fit  for  disposing  of  this 

[hole  question,  hut  the  duty  of  preTenting 

|ie  fresh  and  constant  growth  in  the  inter- 

il  which  18  yet  remaining  before  a  final 

leasure — an  interval  which  may  be  shorter 

which  may  be  longer — a  growth  of  a 

»w  crop  of  vested  interests;  a  creation  of 

jermanent  engagements  which  may  fetter 

a  most  serious  extent  the  judgment  of 

farliament.     In  order  to  estimate  the  im- 

^rtance  of  that  topic,    suppose  that  we 

fere  in  circumstances  in  which  I  could  ask 

m,  and  in  which  you  could  agree,  to  pass 

conclusive  measure  at  this  moment  for 

lis  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church. 

you  chose  to  make  the  course  for  that 

leasure  such  as  Coleridge  describes  to  be 

the  course  of  the  cannon-ball,  shattering 

lat  it  may  reach,  and  shattering  what  it 

caches,"  then  indeed  you  would  have  but 

short  future  with  which  to  reckon.      But 

rery  man  in  this  House  denounces  that. 

'ou  are  determined  to  give  the  fullest  con- 

jderation,  not  only  in  a  matter  of  property, 

|ut  of  privilege  and  of  duty,  to  those  who 

re  now  in  possession.  But,  right  and  indis* 

lensable  as  this  is,  let  us  not  conceal  from 

irselves  that  the  practical  effect   is   to 

ivolve  U8  in  many  and  complicated  diffi- 

ilties,  and  to  postpone  the  sensible  ope- 

ktions  of  measures  for  many  years,  and 

le  final  and  full  operation  of  it  for  almost 

Ine  generation  ;  because  it  will  not  be  ten 

[ears  nor  twenty  years — it  will  hardly  be 

[lirty  years  perhaps,   unless  prudence   in 

le    meantime   should    dictate,    with    the 

[ood-will  of  all  parties.      If  you  think  it  is 

Ight,  in  the  language  which  will  bo  pro- 

josed  to  you,  that  the  Established  Church 

tould  cease    to  exist  as  an  Established 

!hurch  in   Ireland,  and  if  you  choose  to 

Idopt  the  mode  of  operation  proposed,  the 

Inal  effect  of  this  Resolution  will  have  to 

|e  postponed.     Is  it  not  obvious  common 

inse  ;  is  it  not  necessary,  in  order  to  give 

Jssurance  in  all  good  faith  and  to  maintain 

lur  credit,  that  wo  should  without  hesita- 

]on  do  that  which  is  perfectly  simple  in 

character — namely,  arrest  the  progress 

operations  which  tend  greatly  to  fetter 

le  future  discretion  of  Parliament  ?     My 

loble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Stanley)  has 

jiven  notice  of  an  Amendment  upon  my 

LOtion.     I  think — indeed,  I  have  such  a 

ispect  for  the  noble  Lord's  knowledge  of 

Jie  English  tongue,  that  I  feel  satisfied 

lat  the  Amendment  has  been  drawn  so  as 

allow  of  a  critical  consideration  in  regard 
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to  its  terms  ;  but  if  my  noble  Friend  can 
contrive  to  show  that  an  inquiry  now  in 
progress  can  be  called  a  pending  inquiry, 
he  certainly  would  be  a  new  light  upon  the 
English  language.  But,  passing  from  that 
trifle,  I  ask  myself  what  benefit  is  to  be 
attained  by  a  dilatory  Amendment  such  as 
that  of  the  noble  Lord.  It  is,  I  think,  a 
safe  assumption  that  that  Amendment  will 
carry  no  consolation  to  the  mind  of  the 
Irish  Church.  I  will  illustrate  my  mean- 
ing. Suppose  instead  of  proposing  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church,  some 
hon.  Member  of  wild  counsels  and  inten- 
tions had  put  upon  the  Notice  Paper  of  this 
House,  a  proposition  that  it  would  be  ex- 
pedient, with  due  regard  to  vested  interests, 
to  make  provision  by  law  for  the  extinction 
of  the  House  of  Peers,  would  the  noble 
Lord  have  gone  forward  and  have  told  us 
that  he  thought  it  was  possible  considerable 
modifications  might,  perhaps,  appear  to  be 
expedient,  as  the  result  of  the  great  con- 
stitutional change  which  ho  recently  has 
been  an  instrument  in  bringing  about ;  bat 
that  he  was  of  opinion  that  any  propoaition 
tending  to  the  disestablishment  of  the  House 
of  Lords  ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  do* 
cision  of  a  new  Parliament?  [LaugkUrJ\ 
That  may  seem  like  a  jest ;  it  is  but  too 
sad  earnest.  It  indicates  a  mode  in  whicb» 
so  far  as  depends  upon  the  counsels  of  the 
Executive,  this  great  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  is  to  be  dealt  with.  For  myself,  I 
avow  that  I  have  carefully  avoided  all  en- 
deavours to  stir  agitation.  I  have  waited 
until,  as  it  appeared  to  me,  the  hour  had 
come  when  the  call  of  duty  summoned.  That 
having  come,  I  thought  it  but  due  in  justice 
to  every  one  concerned  to  speak  in  the 
plainest  language,  and  we  are  met  with  a 
Motion  that  says  that  the  question  of 
the  disestablishment  and  disendowment 
must  be  reserved  for  the  decision  of  the 
new  Parliament.  Well,  Sir,  much  shall  I 
be  surprised  if  the  House  of  Commons 
adopts  an  Amendment  such  as  this.  That 
Amendment  cannot  be  meant  to  show  re- 
spect to  the  new  Parliament  ;*  becaDsej^ii 
only  does,  and  I  think  much  less  perfectly, 
that  which  will  be  effected  by  the  Motion 
— namely,  reserves  the  final  handling  of 
the  question  to  the  councils  and  delibera- 
tions  of  that  Parliament.  The  very  words 
of  the  Resolutions  I  propose  contain  a  re- 
ference to  the  decision  of  the  new  Par- 
liament. In  that  respect,  therefore,  the 
Motions  are  alike.  But,  again,  perhaps,  I 
may  be  told  that  if  we  are  not  going  to 
legislate  finally  on  the  question  it  is  not 
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expedient  to  ezpreBS  an  opinion  on  the 
question.  Then,  why  aro  we  invited  to 
admit  that  "considerable  modifications  in 
the  temporalities  of  the  United  Church  in 
Ireland  may,  after  the  result  of  the  pre- 
sent inquiry,  be  found  expedient  ?"  Why, 
I  ask»  is  this  House  to  be  called  on  to  gi?e 
that  opinion  ?  The  difference  between  us 
is  this,  the  opinion  I  ask  the  House  to  ex- 
press is  an  opinion  no  one  can  mistake, 
e?ery  one  can  understand.  Who  can  un- 
derstand what  are  these  "considerable 
modifications  V*  What  kind  of  modifica- 
tions are  they  ?  Do  they  mean  to  carry 
the  tithes  of  Conuaught  to  the  congrega- 
tions of  Dublin  and  Belfast?  Do  they 
mean  to  investigate  the  question  of  sur- 
pluses of  capitular  estates,  and,  after  haying 
competently  provided  to  all  eternity  for 
Protestant  rectors  and  curates,  to  hand 
over  to  those  who  are  not  Israelites  the 
crumbs  that  fall  from  the  table  ?  Why 
go  into  the  assertion  of  such  vague  gene- 
ralities as  these  ?  But  the  noble  Lord,  I 
contend,  shows  no  regard  to  the  coming 
Parliament.  I  invite  him  to  join  with  me, 
if  he  is  anxious  to  show  regard  to  that 
Parliament.  I  am  trying  to  show  regard 
for  the  coming  Parliament  by  keeping  out 
of  ita  way  all  those  embarrassments  which, 
if  these  Resolutions  are  not  adopted,  will 
infallibly  grow  up.  I  certainly  must  say 
that  the  vested  interests  are  a  very  great 
embarrassment.  Why,  it  may  be  the  duty 
of  the  Commissioners — for  aught  I  know 
they  may  be  erecting  a  new  benefice  of 
four  Anglicans  at  this  very  moment.  I 
so  respect  the  judgment  of  the  new  Parlia- 
ment that  I  will  endeavour — so  far  as  de- 
pends on  me — to  clear  up  the  ground  on 
which  it  is  to  enter.  But  it  is  said  there 
is  no  end  to  these  concessions — that  a 
liberal  policy  has  been  long  pursued — that 
it  has  not  produced  its  natural  fruits — 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  still  continue 
dissatisfied,  and  that,  instead  of  gratitude, 
wo  are  met  with  fresh  demands.  Well. 
Sir,  my  answer  is — as  we  have  sown,  so 
we  reap.  The  method  we  have  pursued, 
according  to  laws  higher  and  deeper  than 
any  we  can  make,  has  produced  the  fruits 
that  were  inevitable,  and  that  we  ought  to 
have  foreseen.  It  is  quite  true  that  we 
have  conceded.  There  has  been,  as  I  said 
before,  a  connection  of  700  years.  Al- 
most tho  whole  of  that  connection  has  con- 
sisted of  a  succession  of  storms — fierce  and 
bitter  storms — and  uncertain,  temporary 
calms.  From  time  to  time  the  Irish  prob- 
lem has  been  dealt  with;  but  it  neyer  has 


been  dealt  with  by  removing  the  whole 
cause  of  dispnte.  For  100  years  we  have 
been  moving  at  least  in  the  same  direction. 
In  1778  a  great  concession  was  made.  In 
1793  another  onward  stride  was  effected 
in  the  Parliament  of  Ireland.  In  1800 
the  promises  of  Mr.  Pitt  for  a  moment 
gilded  the  sky  of  that  island.  In  1829 
our  Roman  Catholic  Colleagues  in  this 
House  first  took  their  seats  among  us,  and 
obtained  a  substantial  equality,  which  I 
rejoice  to  think  was  carried  within  the 
last  year  or  two  to  its  farthest  limits  by 
the  removal  of  a  useless  and  objectionable 
oath.  But  what  have  been  the  circum- 
stances under  which  these  changes  have 
been  made  ?  Have  they  been  freely  made? 
Have  they  proceeded  from  our  spontaneous 
bonnty?  Have  they  been  drawn  from  ns 
in  our  melting  mood  by  our  recollection  of 
the  woes  and  sufferings  of  Ireland  ?  Sir, 
the  dates,  I  am  loth  to  say,  speak  for 
themselves.  The  first  step  was  in  1778, 
when  the  prospects  of  the  American  war 
were  growing  more  and  more  gloomy.  The 
second  was  in  1793,  when  yon  began  to 
be  locked  in  a  struggle  of  life  and  death 
with  France.  The  third  was  in  1800, 
when  that  struggle,  great  and  formidable 
as  it  was  at  all  times,  had  assumed,  per- 
haps, its  very  darkest  and  most  desperate 
aspect.  And  the  last  was  in  1829  ;  you 
gave  to  the  Roman  Catholics  seats  in  this 
House  when  the  Minister  who  proposed 
the  measure  intimated  to  you,  in  terms 
distinct  enough,  that  unless  yon  were  pre- 
pared for  concession  you  must  look  for  civil 
war  in  Ireland  as  the  only  alternative. 
And  when  we  thus  have  written,  inscribed, 
engraven  upon  our  own  acts  the  motives 
from  which  they  have  proceeded — when  we 
have  ourselves,  by  the  time  at  which  they 
were  carried,  taken  care  to  characterize 
them  as  more  properly  the  fruits  of  our 
fearful  anticipations  than  of  our  generous 
bounty,  can  we  be  surprised  that  they  have 
failed  to  elicit  the  abundant  gratitude  it 
seems  we  were  to  expect  ?  1  believe  the 
laws  of  human  nature  have  been  too  strong 
for  us,  and  they  ought  to  have  enabled  na 
to  predict  what  has  happened.  Hence  it 
has  been  that  the.  pro  verb  arose — ^Eng- 
land's difficulty  was  Ireland's  opportunity^ 
and  that  Mr.  Orattan,  speaking  of  the  in- 
dependence of  the  Irish  Parliament,  s«d— 

*'  The  weakness  of  England  made  the  strength 
of  Irehind  ;  for  Ireland  was  saved  when  America 
was  lost.  When  England  conquered  Ireland  was 
ooeroed ;  when  she  was  defeated,  Ireland  was  nn 
Ueved." 
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^Wy  ai  last,  let  ub  see  whether  it  is  in 

ir  power  to  make  some  amendment  upon 

lis  most  deplorable  method  of  proceeding. 

{hope  it  is  not  too  late.     It  is  certainly 

)i  too  soon.     I  have  urged  that  there  is 

{risis  in  the  affairs  of  Ireland;  and  I  am 

iswered  that  the  crisis  is  one  made  and 

\i  up  by  me — as  if  I  were  like  tho  mjs- 

'ious  person  who  in  a  theatre  behind,  or 

|ther  above,  the  scenes  has  custody  of 

lat  are  termed  tho  thunder,  lightning, 

id  rain,  to  do  with  them  as  he  pleases. 

r,  that  is  not  the  character  of  the  Irish 

iisis.     Much  depends  upon  this.     Let  us 

the  questions  to  the  bottom.     We  had 

;risis  in  1829.     What  followed?     Ger- 

|inly  nothing  like  a  complete   measure, 

It  still  a  measure  of  relief.     But  about 

[teen  years   afterwards    the  attitude   of 

(land    agoin   became    formidable.      Sir 

>bert  Peel  endeavoured  to  meet  the  exi- 

[ncy  of  the  day  by  measures  ho  proposed 

a  highly  liberal  character  ;  one  relating 

the  establishment  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
ics, the  other  to  the  increase  of  the  Grant 

Maynooth  —  a  Grant  opposed  by  the 
;ht  hon.  Gentleman  now  the  Prime  Mi- 
lter of  the  Crown,  on  the  ground  that  Sir 
ibert  Peel  was  a  person  totally  unfit  to 
ike  that  proposal,  since  his  policy  up  to 
\i  time  had  lain  in  a  different  direction. 
It  it  pleased  providence  to  interpose  and 
check  the  currents  of  the  political  atmo- 
lero  by  tho  tremendous  visitation  of  the 

line.     That  famine  gave  another  turn 

the  minds  and  thoughts  of  men.     But 

liavo  gono  on,  I  am  afraid  less  alive 
in  we  ought  to  have  been  to  the  real  dc- 
inds  of  Ireland.     It  has  only  been  since 

termination  of  the  American  war  and 

appearance  of  Fenianism  that  the  mind 
this  country  hns  been  greatly  turned  to 

consideration  of  Irish  affairs  ;  and  it  is 
I  vain  to  attempt  to  preach  in  the  wilder- 
|ss,  to    anticipate   conclusions    at   which 

nation  has  not  arrived,  even  though 
>se  conclusions  may  be  recommended  by 
Rethought  as  well  as  justice.     But  what 

been  happening  all  this  time  ?  Has 
(land  been  in  a  stationary  condition  ?     I 

not  speak  of  its  material  condition.  I 
mk  of  other  causes^     The  discontent  of 

agricultural  population  has  continued  ; 
the  virtual  pledge  given  by  public 
;hority  in  the  Report  of  tho  Earl  of 
[von's  Commission,  twenty-three  years 
has  for  all  these  years  remained  un- 
|eemed.  If  millions  of  the  Irish  people 
re  taken  an  acuter  view  of  their  own 
|ht8  and  wrongs  than  we  may  approve, 

Mr,  Cfladstone 


and  the  cheap  Press,  which  with  myriad 
wings,  we  have  sent  among  them,  has 
stirred  from  time  to  time  those  breasts, 
that  cheap  Press,  if  causes  of  dissatisfac- 
tion had  not  existed,  would  only  have  at- 
tached all  classes  to  the  institutions  of  the 
country.  It  used  to  be  said  that  steam  had 
bridged  the  Channel — it  has  now  bridged 
the  Atlantic — steam  now  bridges  the  At- 
lantic—  and  the  echoes  of  whatever  dis- 
satisfaction exists  in  Ireland  come  back 
to  us  over  the  waves  of  that  wide  ocean. 
These  are  fatal  and  enormous  changes-— 
they  are  changes  preparatory  and  predis- 
posing to  the  latest  manifestation  —  the 
manifestation,  I  mean,  of  that  Fenianism 
that  has  come  into  this  country,  which,  and 
I  say  it  upon  the  authority  of  the  noble 
Earl,  who  stated  the  fact  in  words  that 
cannot  be  forgotten,  found  existing  in  the 
hearts  of  the  Irish  people  a  great  amoont 
of  dissatisfaction — we  may  almost  say  of 
disloyalty  and  of  dislike  to  England  and  to 
the  English  rule,  the  small  ooeupiers  to  a 
great  extent  sympathizing  with  it,  and  in 
several  of  the  large  towns  in  the  Soalh  the 
population  being  deeply  tainted  with  it,  and 
ready  to  participate  in  it  to  any  eitent. 
And  then,  with  these  words  falling  from 
the  mouth  of  his  own  Colleague,  that  Col- 
league being  the  responsible  Minister  for 
Ireland,  the  Prime  Minister  for  the  Crowa 
denies  that  a  crisis  exists,  and  ridionles  it 
as  the  creation  of  a  fevered  brain.  I  want 
to  know  what  is  the  sign  of  a  national  crisis. 
To  those  who  refuse  to  read  it  in  the  sus- 
pension of  tho  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  four 
times,  I  think,  successively,  what  answer  is 
it  to  say  to  us,  **  You  yourselves  proposed 
the  suspension?"  Certainly  we  did;  but 
this  is  an  act  which  grows  not  less,  but 
more  significant  by  repetition.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  when 
wo  asked  the  House  of  Commons  to  sus- 
pend tho  Habeas  Corpus  Act  we  were  not 
aware  that  that  suspension  would  draw  after 
it  political  consequences  ?  It  was  my  duty 
on  that  occasion,  to  follow  the  powerful  and 
impressive  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  and  what  I  said 
was — 

"  I  do  not  deny  that  we  must  persevere  in  legis- 
lation in  the  direction  in  which  we  have  been  en- 
gaged for  some  time,  and  which  has  already  in  a 
certain  measure  produced  most  satisfactory  re- 
sults. What  I  pleaded  for  was  this,  that  wa 
should  provide  for  the  exigencies  of  the  day,  for 
that  is  an  absolute  duty  which  cannot  be  de- 
ferred." 

On  all  occasions  when  the  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  has  been  renewed 
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the  lAint  ooune  has  been  purfiaed,  and  no 
inpedimeot  hat  been  thrown  in  the  way  of 
that  propoaal.  Indeed,  we  found  that  the 
Oofernment  were  almost  ready  to  com- 
plain of  those  who  now  propose  remedial 
meMorea  that  they  did  not  oppose  that  sua- 
peniion.  My  opinion  is  that  the  readiness 
and  the  cheorfolness — no,  that  is  a  bad 
word— the  readiness  and  full  conviction 
with  which  the  House  has  acceded  to  the 
proposal  is  a  true  measure  of  the  conviction 
thai  the  House  entertains  that  it  must  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  address  itself 
in  earnest  to  the  work  of  remedial  legisla- 
tii>Q.  What  does  the  suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  mean  ?  It  means  the 
giving  op  of  the  charter  and  Palladium  of 
peraonal  liberty  in  that  country.  And  what 
are  ifa  accompaniments  in  Ireland  ?  A 
polioe — which  is  virtually  an  armed  force  for 
parposes  of  repression— >adniirably  discharg- 
ing ita  duties,  but  not  discharging  the  same 
daties  that  are  discharged  by  the  police  of 
England  and  of  Scotland.  An  army  main- 
tained in  Ireland,  unhappily  not  for  the 
aame  pnrposea  for  which  an  army  is  main- 
tained in  England  and  in  Scotland,  but  for 
parpoaea  much  more  nearly  approaching 
those  which  are  most  peculinr  to  some  of 
the  wont  governed  States  of  Europe.  For 
mj  part,  I  know  not  what  is  worse  than 
tranquillity  purchaaed  by  the  constant  sus- 
pension of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  unless 
It  be  that  last  extremity  of  public  calamity 
— eivil  war.  This  being  the  state  of  things, 
I  for  one.  Sir,  am  not  willing  to  wait.  It 
appears  to  me  that  our  responsibility  is 
quite  anflkient  for  having  waited  thus  long, 
and  that  it  befits  us  now  to  do  all  that  tho 
time  will  permit  towarda  clearing  our  ac- 
count with  Ireland.  I  know  there  ia  a 
foeling  in  this  matter  which.  I  admit,  it  is 
diffienit  to  get  over.  There  are  many  who 
think  that  to  lay  hands  upon  the  national 
Cborob  Establishment  of  a  country  is  a  pro- 
fane and  unhallowed  act.  I  respect  that 
foeling.  I  sympathiie  with  it.  I  sympa- 
thiie  with  it  while  I  think  it  my  duty  to 
OTereome  and  repress  it.  But  if  it  be  an 
error  it  ia  an  error  entitled  to  respect. 
There  ia  aomething  in  the  idea  of  a  national 
Establiahment  of  religion,  of  a  solemn  ap- 
propriation of  a  part  of  tho  Commonwealth 
for  conferring  upon  all  who  are  ready  to 
reeeive  it  what  we  know  to  be  an  inesti- 
■Mble  benefit;  of  saving  that  portion  of  the 
inheritaaee  from  private  selfishness,  in 
order  to  extract  from  it,  if  we  can,  pure 
wad  nnmixed  adrantages  of  the  highest 
eito  for  the  population  at  large^there  is 


something  in  this  so  attractive  that  it  is  an 

image    that    must  always   command   the 

homage  of  the  many.      It  is  somewhat  like 

the  kingly  ghost  in  Hamlet,  of  which  one 

of  the  characters  of  Shakespeare  says — 

"  Wo  do  it  wrong,  being  so  majestical, 
To  offer  it  the  show  of  violence ; 
For  it  is,  as  tho  air,  invulnerable, 
And  our  vain  blows  malicious  mockery." 

But,  Sir,  this  is  to  view  a  roligious  Estab- 
lishment upon  one  side,  only  upon  what  I 
may  call  the  etherial  side.  It  has  like- 
wise a  side  of  earth;  and  here  I  cannot  do 
better  tlian  quote  some  lines  written  by  tho 
present  Archbishop  of  Dublin  at  a  time 
when  his  genius  was  devoted  to  the  Muses, 
lie  said,  in  speaking  of  mankind— 

"  Wo  who  did  our  lineage  high 
Draw  from  beyond  the  starry  sky, 
Are  yet  upon  the  other  side 
To  earth  and  to  its  dust  allied." 

And  80  the  Church  Establishment,  re- 
garded in  its  theory  and  in  its  aim,  is  beau- 
tiful and  attractive.  Yet  what  is  it  but  an 
appropriation  of  public  property,  an  appro- 
priation of  the  fruits  of  labour  and  of  skill 
to  certain  purposes,  and  unless  those  pur- 
poses be  fulfilled  that  appropriation  cannot 
be  justified.  Therefore,  Sir,  I  cannot  but 
feel  that  we  must  set  aside  fears  which 
thrust  themselves  upon  the  imagination, 
and  act  upon  the  sober  dictates  of  our 
judgment.  I  think  it  has  been  shown  that 
the  cause  for  action  is  strong — not  for  pre- 
cipitate action,  not  for  action  beyond  our 
powers;  but  for  such  action  as  tho  oppor- 
tunities of  the  times  and  the  condition  of 
Parliament,  if  there  be  but  a  ready  will,  will 
amply  and  easily  admit  of.  If  I  am  asked 
as  to  my  expectations  of  the  issue  of  this 
struggle,  I  begin  by  frankly  avowing  that 
I,  for  one,  would  not  have  entered  into  it 
unless  I  believed  that  tho  final  hour  was 
about  to  sound. 

*' Venit  summa  dies  ct  ineluctabile  fetum." 
And  I  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  will  forgive 
me  if  I  say  that  before  Friday  last  I 
thought  that  tho  thread  of  the  remaining 
life  of  the  Irish  Established  Church  was 
short,  but  that  since  Friday  last,  when  at 
half-past  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  the 
noble  Lord  stood  at  that  table,  I  have  re- 
garded it  as  being  shorter  still.  The  issue 
is  not  in  our  hands.  What  wo  had  and 
have  to  do  is  to  consider  well  and  deeply 
before  we  tako  the  first  step  in  an  engage- 
ment such  as  this;  but  having  entered  into 
the  controversy,  there  and  then  to  acquit 
ourselves  liko  men,  and  to  use  every  effort 
to  remove  what  still  remains  of  the  scandals 
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id  calamities  in  the  relations  which  exist 
)tween  England  and  Ireland,  and  to  make 
ir  best  efforts  at  least  to  fill  up  with  the 
^ment  of  human  concord  the  noble  fabric 
the  British  Empire. 

Motion   made,  and   Question  proposed, 
jThat  this  House  will  immediately  resolve 
ielf  into  a  Committee  to  consider  the  said 
5t8."— (Iff.  Gladstone.) 

Lord  STANLEY  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  move 

|e  Amendment  of   which  I   have  given 

)tice  ;  and  I  can  assure  the  House  that  I 

so  with  a  full  sense  of  the  gravity  of 

|e  crisis  which  is  impending,  and  with  a 

isire    quite  as   anxious   as  that  of   the 

;ht  hon.  Gentleman   can   be,    that   no 

ick,  no  contrivance,  no  ambiguity,  shall 

[terfere  with  the  straightforward  course 

this  debate,  and  that  the  ideas  and  in- 

itions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 

Ijecting  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  right 

m.  Gentleman  shall  not  be  misconstrued 

misunderstood,  either  here  or  out  of 

[ors.    And  I  say  that  the  more  earnestly, 

cause  I  think  I  see  already  that  in  the  de- 

|te  upon  which  we  are  about  to  enter,  long 

it  inevitably  must  be,  and  impassioned 

it  probably  will  be — a  debate  in  which 

irty  feeling  must  necessarily  run  high, 

d  party  prejudices  be  to  some  extent  ap- 

aled  to — every  attempt  will  be  made — I 

Id  almost  said  every  art  will  be  employed 

-to  place  upon  a  false  issue  the  question 

have  to   decide.     Now,  Sir,  what  are 

leso  Resolutions  that  are  to  be  moved  by 

e  right   hon.   Gentiemnn  ?      They  have 

jen  repeatedly  described  out-of- doors,  and 

do  not  doubt  we   shall   hear  them  de- 

jribcd    in    this    House,    as    Resolutions 

rectly  implying  and  involving  the  disen- 

jwment  of  the  Irish  Church.     No  doubt 

|e  speech  of  the  right  hon.    Gentleman 

iS  calculated  to  impress  that  idea  upon 

|.     But  when  I  look  to  the  Resolutions, 

find  in  them  nothing  of  the  kind.      I 

ley  asserted   the  principle  of  disendow- 

int,  we  should  at  least  know  not  only 

int  wo  are  discussing,  but,   which  is  a 

Terent  thing,  what  it  is  upon  which  we  are 

lout  to  vote.     But  nowhere  have  we  been 

'oured  with  any  such  information.     Let 

examine  these  Resolutions  nnd  see  what 

linciples  they  really  do  involve  ;    for  I 

led  not  remind  the  House  that  it  is  not 

[on  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

in,   but  upon   the  Resolutions   as   they 

md  upon  the  Paper,  that  the*  Vote  of  this 

luse  is  to  be  taken.      My  first  objection, 

jrefore,  is  that  we  are  called  upon  to  say 

Jfr.  Gladstone 


"Aye"  or  "No"  to  a  plan  which  is  no  plan 
at  all — to  give  or  to  refuse  an  assent  to  a 
proposition  which  is  not  before  us  in  any 
definite  shape,  and  which  twenty  different 
people  may  interpret  in  twenty  different 
ways.  Now,  Sir,  the  first  and  leading 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
that  the  Church  of  Ireland  ought  to  cease 
to  exist  as  an  Established  Church.  Well, 
but  what  do  you  mean  by  an  "  Established 
Church  ?"  It  is  not  so  easy  to  define  the 
meaning  of  that  phrase.  Does  it  mean 
merely  a  Church  whose  endowments  were 
originally  derived  from  the  State^thatMS 
one  view  of  the  question;  of  course,  aa 
everybody  knows,  a  great  controrersy 
hangs  upon  that  question,  whether  Church 
endowments  can  be  said  to  be  originally 
derived  from  the  State  ;  or  does  it  mean, 
what  is  entirely  different,  a  Church  con- 
trolled and  regulated  In  its  administration 
and  discipline  by  the  State  ?  These  Reso- 
lutions are  so  general  that  I  can  perfectly 
well  understand  an  ardent  and  aealons 
Protestant  accepting  the  words  of  the  first 
Resolution,  and  admitting  the  propositions 
it  involves — admitting  it  upon  the  groond 
that  the  State  had  often  interfered  in  what 
he  would  call  an  injurious  manner  with  the 
Irish  Church,  had  crippled  its  effioienej, 
had  discouraged  Protestant  zeal,  and  had 
restrained  the  rehemence  of  its  more 
ardent  supporters.  Such  a  man  might 
say,  and  say  with  perfect  consistency,  aa 
regards  both  the  words  and  the  spirit  of 
these  Resolutions — *  Very  well,  we  accept 
the  terms  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
offers,  but  we  put  our  own  construction 
upon  thera.  Let  us,  if  that  be  your  de- 
cision, cease  to  be  a  State  Church  ;  let 
us  choose  our  own  Bishops ;  let  us  make 
that  not  very  important  sacrifice  of  ceasing 
to  send  them  to  the  House  of  Lords ;  let 
us  choose  our  own  officers,  sever  our  con- 
nection with  the  State — only  recollect 
that,  in  so  doing,  we  claim  to  retain  all 
the  endowments.  They  are  ours ;  the 
State  has  nothing  to  do  with  them.  We 
will  keep  them,  and  our  self-appointed 
governing  body  will  do  with  them  as  It 
pleases.''  If  any  man  chose  to  accept  the 
Resolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
that  sense,  I  see  nothing  whaterer  in  Its 
words  to  prevent  him  ;  but  I  do  not  appre- 
hend that  an  arrangement  of  that  kind. 
which  would  leave  the  Church,  not  indeed 
the  name  of  an  Establishment,  but  all  its 
wealth,  with  more  power  and  more  inde- 
pendence than  it  at  present  possesses, 
would  exactly  meet  the  tiews  of  those  who 
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■apport  the  Besolntions  of  the  right  hon. 
GentlemaD.  That  it  would  not  meet  the 
Yiewt  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
we  have  had  Ofidence  enough  in  his  own 
apaeeh.  Then,  I  say,  in  the  first  place, 
that  these  Besolutions  tell  us  absolutely 
nothing  as  to  what  you  mean  to  do  with 
the  funds  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  that  is 
the  real  question  at  issue.  And  I  say 
further,  that  the  acceptance  of  them  would 
be  perfectly  compatible  with  an  arrange- 
ment which  should  do  the  very  opposite  of 
that  which  you  are  meaning  and  intending. 
Whether  the  wording  was  purposely  ar- 
ranged, so  that  those  who  do  not  accept 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  rote  for  the  Resolutions,  or 
whether— which,  considering  how  many 
eminent  hands  hare  been  employed  upon 
these  words,  I  cannot  think  likely — it  is 
matter  of  pure  accident  and  oversight,  I 
venture  to  say  that  it  is  preposterous  to 
ask  this  House  to  affirm  a  proposition  which 
18  80  worded  and  so  framed  that  when  you 
have  carried  it  no  two  of  those  who  have 
voted  in  its  favour  will  agree  the  next 
morning  as  to  the  principles  you  have  been 
aaaerting,  or  as  to  what  is  to  be  the  con- 
sequence of  its  adoption.  If  this  were 
merely  matter  of  verbal  criticism  I  might 
allnde  to  it  in  passing  ;  I  should  certainly 
do  no  more.  But  I  think  it  goes  a  great  deal 
deeper  into  the  root  of  the  matter  than  mere 
verbal  eriticism.  Disestablishment  is  one 
thing,  diaendowment  is  another.  It  is  con- 
ceivable that  a  Church  might  be  disestab- 
liahed,  and  yet  might  retain  all  its  endow- 
menta.  It  is  equally  conceivable  that  a 
Chureh  might  retain  the  style  and  title 
of  an  Establishment,  whatever  that  may 
•mount  to,  and  yet  be  so  deprived  of  the 
bulk  of  its  possessions  as  to  be  compelled 
to  rely  for  its  support  in  the  main  upon 
the  volontary  principle  ;  and  my  objection 
ia,  that  while  you  profess  to  be  laying 
down  a  principle  which  is  to  guide  the  na- 
tion in  ita  dealings  with  the  Irish  Church, 
joa  are  touching  only  a  corner  of  the 

Sicstion— yon  are  avoiding  all  notice  of 
e  real  diffiouUies— you  are  disposing  of 
what,  in  my  view  at  least,  is  very  little 
mora  than  an  empty  title,  and  jou  do  not 
aay  how  the  taking  away  of  that  title  does 
or  does  not  affect  the  succession  to  the 
estate  whioh  has  hitherto  gone  with  it.  I 
may  be  told,  "Look  at  the  second  and 
ibira  BeaolutionB;  see  what  provision  is 
made  for  vacancies  not  being  filled  up  by 
the  Crown ;  what  can  that  mean  but  dis- 
oadowmonlt*'     My  answer  is,  that  the 


third  Eesolution,  whatever  its  constitu- 
tional bearings  may  be — and  there  will  be 
something  to  be  said  as  to  the  legality  of 
the  course  to  be  taken  under  it — leaves  us 
just  as  much  in  the  dark  as  the  first,  whe- 
ther the  House  pledges  itself  to  take  away 
from  the  Church  all  its  endowments,  or 
half  of  them,  or  to  leave  them  all  as  they 
are.  The  Resolutions  are  perfectly  recon- 
cilable with  an  arrangement  which  should 
leave  the  Church  still  endowed  to  the  full 
amount,  but  relieved  from  State  control ; 
and  they  aro  equally  reconcilable  with  the 
adoption  of  the  purely  voluntary  system,  or 
with  a  proposal  for  the  division  of  the 
endowments  between  different  religious 
bodies.  They  do,  indeed,  show  that  you 
contemplate  the  probability  of  Parliament 
doing  something  with  these  endowments ; 
that  you  contemplate  some  legislation  that 
shall  affect  them ;  but  what  that  legislation 
shall  be,  by  what  principles  it  is  to  be 
guided,  or  what  direction  it  is  to  take,  we 
know  no  more  than  we  know  before.  No 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  done 
something  in  his  statement  to-night  to 
supply  the  deficiency  of  the  proposition 
which  he  has  laid  on  the  tabic.  But  that 
affords  me  still  more  reasonable  ground  of 
objection,  because  I  want  to  know  upon 
which  of  two  questions  we  are  to  vote.  Is 
it  upon  the  specific  plan  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  puts  forward  in  his  speech,  but 
does  not  bring  forward  in  the  form  of  a 
Resolution  ;  or  is  it  upon  those  general  and 
vague  Resolutions,  which  no  doubt  include 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
which  I  have  endeavoured  to  show  would 
equally  include  a  great  many  othor  schemes 
entirely  different  from  it  ?  I  cannot  con- 
sider this  as  a  light  or  immaterial  objec- 
tion, because  it  seems  to  me  that  the  real 
question  which  the  next  Parliament  will 
have  to  consider  will  not  be  whether  any- 
thing ought  to  be  done  as  regards  the 
Irish  Church,  but  what  the  particular 
thing  to  be  done  shall  be.  Probably  there 
is  not  one  educated  person  in  a  hundred 
who  will  stand  up  and  pretend  that  the 
Irish  ecclesiastical  arrangements  as  they 
exist  are  of  altogether  a  satisfactory  kind. 
I  certainly  am  not  timt  one.  If  we  had 
thought  so,  or  if  tho  House  had  thought 
80,  what  would  have  been  the  meaning— 
what  would  have  been  the  use  of  that 
Commission  which  is  now  inquiring  into 
the  whole  subject,  appointed  as  it  was  with 
the  full  concurrence  of  both  the  present 
and  the  late  Governments  ?  But  the  real 
perplexity  of  the  question,  and  that  which 
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ring  thirty  years  has  rendered  Parlia- 
Int  BO  unwilling  to  touch  it,  is  this  : 
you  alter  in  any  way  the  present  appli- 
[ion  of  the  endowments,  what  do  you 
|an  to  do  with  them  ?     And  I  say  that 

have  A  right  to  call  upon  those  who 
|ite  us  to  approach  what  is  undoubtedly 

most  difficult  and  perhaps  the  most 
igerous  question  of  our  time,  who  in? ite 
not  only  to  discuss  it,  but  to  pledge 
'selves  to  early  action  upon  it — we  have 
*ight,  I  think,  to  ask  them  to  say  whe- 
)r  they  or  anybody  else  will  undertake 

I  produce  for  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
Int  a  solution  of  that  question  which 
irliament  and  the  public  will  accept. 
|st  look  at  the  number  of  plans  which 

have  had  either  now  or  quite  lately 
»ught  forward.  First  comes  the  plan 
commended  by  the  names  of  gentlemen 
lineut  in  their  line,  the  plan  of  which, 
^uppose  I  may  say,  Mr.  Miall  and  Mr. 
wman  Hall  are  the  principal  champions 
Ithe  plan  that  is  of  absolute  and  entire 
jendowment.     These  gentlemen  are,  I 

II  not  say  denouncing,  but  they  are, 
|see  by  the  newspapers,  expostulating 
th  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 

Im  (Mr.   Bright)  because  he  hesitated, 

|d  I  thought  very  wisely,  to  go  that  full 

igth.      I  do  not    know  how  numerous 

supporters  of  that  idea  may  be,  but 

jdoubtedly  they  have  the  advantage  which 

partizans   of    extreme    ideas    always 

jssess,    that    of    a  logically  strong    and 

isistent  position.     Next  in  order  is  the 

m  lately  propounded  by  the  hon.  Mem- 

Ir  for  Birmingham.     His  idea,  if  I  un- 

jrstand  it  rightly,  was  to  take  the  Churcli 

»perty  of  all  kinds,  to  assign  a  certain 

ire  to  each  religious  denomination  that 

»uld  take  it,  and  to  turn  over  the  bulk  of 

remainder  to  secular  uses.     Thirdly, 

tes  Lord  Russell  with  a  scheme,  which 

also  put  forward  in  a  pamphlet,  pub- 

hed  not   more  than  six  weeks  ago —  a 

heme  which,  as  I  understand  it,  does  not 

^itemplate   the  appropriation  of  Church 

lowmeuts  to  secular  uses,  but  proposes 

divide  those  endowments  among  all  de- 

Iminations  in  the  ratio  of  their  numbers. 

furthly,    you   have   the    old    appropria- 

|n  scheme  of  thirty-three   years  ago— 

icheme  which  rested  upon  this  basis  : — 

lovide  first  for  the  reasonable  wants  of 

Irish  Protestant  population,  and  then 

|ply  whatever  surplus  may  be  left,  either 

education  or  to  making  such  provision 

the  Roman  Catholics  as  they  may  be 

{lined  to   accept.     Then  we  have  the 

Lord  Stanley 


proposal  sketched  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  has  been  too  recently 
laid  before  the  House  to  admit  of  discus- 
sion at  this  moment ;  and  lastly  comes  an 
idea  which  finds  great  favour,  I  believe, 
among  a  portion  of  Irish  Churchmen,  al- 
though I  am  bound  to  say  I  do  not  think 
it  is  one  that  a  reformed  Parliament  is 
likely  to  adopt  —  the  scheme,  I  mean,  of 
leaving  untouched  the  Protestant  endow- 
ments as  a  whole,  but  re-distributing  them 
so  as  to  get  rid  of  the  scandal  which 
everybody  admits  to  exist — of  sinecure  liv- 
ings and  empty  churches.  You  have  thus 
five,  not  to  say  six,  projects  at  least,  all 
of  them  differing  in  essential  principles, 
each  of  them  irreconcilable  with  all  the 
rest,  all  of  them  supported  probably  by  a 
respectable  minority  in  the  country  ;  and 
that  is  the  chaos  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  us  to  plunge  at  a  day's 
notice,  when,  whatever  else  public  opinion 
may  have  decided,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
it  does  not  see  its  way  as  to  which  of  any 
of  these  schemes  it  intends  to  adopt.  Well, 
then.  Sir,  I  think  I  have  shown  thai  the 
Resolutions  before  us  come  to  very  little 
more  than  this :  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
House  it  is  expedient  that  something  or 
other  should  be  done  affecting  the  Irish 
Church  ;  but  that,  at  present,  the  movers 
of  the  Resolutions  do  not  ask  us  to  say  in 
express  terms  what  that  something  shall 
be.  That  does  not  seem  to  be  a  very 
practical  conclusion,  but  that  is  not  all. 
Suppose  you  carry  your  Motion.  Suppose 
you  go  into  Committee,  and  being  in  Com- 
mittee you  pass  your  Resolutions.  Well,  I 
should  ask  in  the  words  on  the  title-page 
of  one  of  Mr.  Cobden*s  pamphlets,  ''What 
next,  and  next  ?  "  What  do  yon  mean  to 
do  with  your  Resolutions  when  you  have 
got  them  ?  You  do  not  intend  to  legislate 
this  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
as  much. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  That  there  may 
be  no  misunderstanding,  I  would  explain, 
if  the  noble  Lord  will  permit  me,  that  what 
I  disclaimed  was  final  legislation.  What  I 
recommended,  and  what  would  bo  required 
by  the  spirit  of  the  second  and  third  Re- 
solutions would  be  legislation  to  prevent 
the  growth  of  new  interests. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  That  is  not  legisla- 
tion in  the  sense  I  mean.  You  do  not 
intend  to  ask  us  to  legislate  so  as  to  dia* 
pose  of  the  question.  But  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  me  a  different  an- 
swer my  ease  would  hare  been  just  as 
strong,  because  the  reply  would  obfiouslj 
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hsTtt  iuggested  itself,  ''If  yon  have  a 
plaDp  why  do  not  yon  embody  it  in  a  Bill, 
and  plaee  that  Bill  before  ub,  instead  of 
proposing  Resolutions  V*  But  you  say, 
"No.  we  cannot  legislate  this  year,  but 
we  pledge  the  House."  Whom  do  you 
pledge,  and  to  what  ?  If  you  meant  to 
pledge  this  House  to  legislation  on  the 
question,  there  would  be  something  in  that ; 
and,  though  it  might  be  rash  to  give  a 
promise  as  to  action  in  a  future  Session, 
■till  the  importance  of  the  subject  and  the 
eicitement  of  the  public  mind  would  per- 
haps justify  such  a  step.  But  we  stand  in 
A  rery  peculiar  position.  We  all  know  that 
after  the  legislative  changes  of  last  year, 
it  is  simply  impossible,  according  to  all 
oonstitational  rule,  that  the  present  Par- 
liament can  eontinue  in  existence  ony 
longer  than  it  necessary  to  complete  the 
arrangements  for  creating  now  voters. 
Ton  (herefore-^the  present  Parliament — 
will  never  have  this  question  to  deal 
with.  It  must  be. dealt  with  in  a  new 
Parliament,  and  that  Parliament  elected  by 
a  new  and  greatly  increased  constituency. 
What  power  have  you  over  them  ?  How 
can  yon  give  a  pledge  in  their  names  ? 
Either  they  will  agree  with  your  views  or 
differ  from^tfaem  ;  that  is  one  of  the  very  few 
propositions  not  disputed  even  in  an  Irish 
debate.  But  if  they  do  agree  with  you, 
what  yen  propose  to  do  within  the  next 
twelve  months  would  simply  prevent  the 
fining  ap  of  one  or  two  livings.  You  are, 
in  faetp  in  that  view  of  the  case,  advo- 
cating a  inperflnons  measure,  designed  to 
wenra  -an  insignificant  end.  If  you  ex- 
peet  them  to  differ  from  you,  then  I  do 
not  see  what  yon  gain  by  placing  on  record 
what,  on  that  hypothesis,  is  a  mere  protest 
hy  antieipation  in  favour  of  views  which 
yoo  cannot  enforce.  My  opinion  may  be 
prejndieed,  perhaps  sinf^ular,  but  I  hold 
that  the  Parliament  of  England  is  not  a 
debating  elub ;  and  that  it  is  not  its  busi- 
neae  to  lay  down  general  and  vague  propo- 
•itioBS  where  it  is  impossible  that  action 
■lioald  follow.  I  have  heard  it  said,  "It 
ia  true  this  is  a  dying  Parliament,  but  a 
dying  man  may  make  a  will ; "  my  answer 
i»t  <Mrtainly,  but  he  can  only  bequeath 
what  belongs  to  him,  and,  I  say  it  with  all 
respect,  the  legislation  of  the  future  is 
net  within  yonr  competence  to  dispose  of. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  claims  a  right 
pieeiisly  aimilar  to  that  often  set  up  by 
aa  Irish  tenant-at-wiU,  who  bequeaths  to 
leae  member  of  his  family  the  mrm,  over 
wUeh  he  haa  BOi  the  slightest  legal  right. 


Well,  seeing  how  obvious  these  considora- 
tions  arc,  and  that  they  cannot  have  es- 
caped the  notice  of  eminent  politicians,  I 
should  have  felt  some  surprise  at  the 
Resolutions  being  brought  forward — some 
perplexity  as  to  the  motive  and  meaning 
of  the  Liberal  party,  if  it  had  not  been 
for  a  pamphlet  which  Earl  Russell,  the 
head  of  the  great  Liberal  party,  has 
most  opportunely  published  —  the  same 
pamphlet,  by  the  way,  in  which  that 
eminent  Parliamentary  Leader  has  not 
thought  it  inconsistent  with  courtesy  to 
describe  his  political  opponents  by  com- 
parisons derived  from  the  brute  creation. 
Barl  Russell  comments  on  a  speech  of 
mine,  in  which  I  snid  what  I  say  now,  and 
his  criticism  is  as  follows :— > 

<'If  the  question  is  postponed  till  next  year, 
the  Tory  party,  whether  forming  a  majority  or 
a  strong  minority  in  the  new  House  of  Com* 
mons,  may  come  from  their  elections  so  invi- 
gorated by  hustings'  speeches,  and  so  intoxicated 
by  the  old  Tory  policy  of  Lord  Eldon,  as  to 
refuse  to  their  Loaders  any  reduction  of  the 
Irish  Church  Establishment." 

Now,  I  think  that  passage  quite  perfect 
in  its  way.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  a  good 
measure  of  the  faith  which  a  Liberal 
Leader  feels  in  the  triumph  of  Liberal 
principles  when  they  are  to  be  submitted 
to  the  judgment  of  the  people.  If  the 
poorer  class  of  voters  in  the  new  constitu- 
ency are  really  so  open,  in  Earl  Russell's 
opinion,  to  what  he  would  call  prejudice  or 
fanaticism,  I  should  have  thought  it  was 
hardly  worth  while  for  one  who  held  that 
opinion  to  pass  the  greater  part  of  his 
political  life  in  unceasing  Parliamentary 
efforts  to  obtain  the  right  of  voting  for 
them.  But,  in  the  next  place,  I  admire 
the  political  morality  of  the  doctrine  im- 
plied. "  If  we  really  appeal  to  the  people," 
says  Earl  Russell,  "there  is  every  chance 
of  their  deciding  against  us.  Therefore, 
don't  let  us  run  any  risk  ;  let  us  make  all 
safe  now.  Let  us  do  the  thing  in  their 
name  at  once,  and  take  care  they  are  never 
consulted  about  it."  But,  looking  at  the 
matter  from  a  different  point  of  view,  I 
should  like  to  know  what  is  the  practical 
result  which  you  expect  to  obtain — what  is 
the  danger  which  you  desire  to  avert,  by 
forcing  through  this  Resolution,  on  which 
you  cannot  act,  and  to  the  displacement  of 
other  business  hardly  less  important,  and 
certainly  nioro  urgent  in  point  of  time? 
Do  you  think  the  new  Parliament  unfit  to 
deal  with  it  ?  Constitutionally  and  consis- 
tently you  cannot  hold  that  language.  Are 
you  really  afraid  that  the  new  Parliament 
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[ill  neglect  or  ignore  the  qnestion  of  the 
fish  Church  ?  No  man  will  rise  here,  and, 
lith  a  grave  face,  express  that  apprehen- 
|on.      The    House   knows  perfectly  well 
lat  under   any  circumstances,  with  any 
[overnmcnt  in  power,  it  must  be  one  of 
|ie  first  questions — probably  the  very  first 
•which  will  attract  notice  from  the  House 
Commons  of  1869.     Then,  what  is  it 
m  fear  ?  Can  it  be  that  the  apprehension 
itertained  on  that  Bench  is  not  that  no- 
ting will    be  done,   but   that   something 
[ill  be   done — that   opinion  will   declare 
iself  in  the  constituencies — that  the  ne- 
sssity  of  action  will  be  felt — that  the  Le- 
lislature  will  take  the  work  into  its  own 
lands,  and  that  Liberal  Leaders,  if  they  do 
|ot  pre-occupy  the  ground  now,  will  not 
able  to  claim  the  initiative  on  which 
ley  rely  for  their  popularity  and  power  ? 
so,  I  cannot  deny  that  they  have  good 
trsonal  and  party  reasons  for  what  they 
:e  doing  ;  but  it  is  a  little  hard  that  all 
le  business  of  the  Session  should  be  in- 
irrupted,  not  to  forward  a  public  object, 
|ut  to  furnish  the  Liberal  party  with  an 
lection  cry — that  of  Reform  having  ceased 
be  available.     I  will  not  say  the  course 
kken  is  unprecedented ;  we  have  not  for- 
lotten  the  Appropriation  Clause — which  is 
pt  exactly  the  brightest  page  of  Whig 
jistory — and  some  may  remember  the  Re- 
ilution  of  June,  1859,  framed  by  the  same 
;perienced   hand,  and  which   ended,    no 
»ubt,  in  a  transfer  of  power,  but  ended, 
Iso,  in  shelving  the  Reform  question  ef- 
ictually  for  the  next  seven  years.     Are 
lou  quite  sure  that  these  two  precedents 
Ire  desirable  ones  to  follow,  or  that  a  rcpc- 
]tion  of  them  will  form  the  most  dignified 
id  desirable  conclusion  for  the  Parliamen- 
iry  system  of  1832  ?     I  am  never  fond 
dealing  with  personal  topics,  and  I  do 
lot  mean  to  inquire  how  far  the  language 
|nd  conduct  of  those  who  put  forward  these 
Resolutions  are  in  accordance  with  their 
>eechea  and  policy  when  they  were  charged 
as  for  the  greater  part  of  the  last  gene- 
ition  they  have  been-— with  the  responsi- 
|ilities  of  power.     I  give  the  right  hon. 
Icntleman  the  full  benefit  of  his  personal 
jcfence,   though   I  do  not  think,   by  the 
^ay,  that  defence  quite  covered   the  case 
|f  some  speeches  which  I  have  heard  deli- 
rered  from  this  spot  by  those  who  held 
Ice  with  him — notably  one,  that  of  the 
|ght  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  George 
rrey)  no  longer  ago  than  1865,  to  which 
suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as- 
mted — at  least,  be  did  not  dissent  from 
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it.  I  admit  that  in  these  days  erents 
move  rapidly,  and  that  in  such  matters 
we  all  have  to  make  allowances  for  one 
another.  But  I  do  say  that  when  a  change 
of  policy  is  conscientiously  adopted — that 
there  has  been  a  change  no  one  can  deny, 
and  I  certainly  will  not  say  it  is  not  con- 
scientious—-it  ought,  if  only  as  a  matter 
of  prudence,  not  to  assume  a  shape  in 
which,  by  outside  observers,  it  is  likely 
to  be  confounded  with  an  electioneering 
manoauvre.  For  thirty  years  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  had  this  question  before 
them  ;  and  what  have  they  done,  or  at* 
tempted  to  do,  during  that  time?  By 
their  own  confession,  they  have  done  ab- 
solutely nothing  at  all.  I  do  not  blame 
them  for  that.  If  they  thought  it  best 
not  to  touch  this  question,  they  had  a 
perfect  right  to  abstain  from  doing  so. 
But  it  is  a  little  singular  that  now,  being 
no  longer  in  power,  thej  cannot  even  wait 
for  their  own  Commission  to  report— (for  it 
was  at  the  instance  of  Earl  Bussell  that 
the  Commission  now  sitting  with  regard 
to  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
was  appointed) — that  they  eannot  even 
allow  the  most  necessary  business  of  the 
Session  to  be  transacted,  so  great  it  their 
zeal  to  pass,  without  an  hour's  delajp  % 
Motion  on  which  by  no  possibility,  OTen 
if  they  can  agree  as  to  what  it  means. 
can  they  act  until  next  year.  Sir,  I  think 
the  country  will  form  its  own  judgment  on 
all  this.  And  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
repeats  on  the  hustings  the  phrase  which 
he  uttered  in  his  most  emphatic  tones  the 
other  night,  ^*  Justice  delayed  is.  justice 
denied,''  1  think  ho  will  find  among  the 
crowd  some  one  with  common  sense  enough 
to  ask,  "If  this  be  justice,  by  whom  has 
it  been  delayed  ?  You  have  had  the  power 
in  your  own  hands  for  twenty-five  years, 
why  did  not  you  do  justice  f  *'  But  then  it 
is  said,  "The  passing  of  these  resolutions 
will  be  a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland  ?" 
Will  it  be  a  message  of  peace  to  the  North 
of  Ireland  ?  Do  not  let  me  be  mistaken. 
I  am  not  arguing  that  you  are  not  to  do 
what  you  think  just  and  right — that  yon 
are  not  to  follow  your  own  conscience  and 
conviction,  whether  by  so  doing  you  satisfy 
or  dissatisfy  either  North  or  South,  or  both, 
though  as  to  the  time  and  manner  of  even 
doing  acts  of  justice  considerations  of 
policy  may  intervene.  But  if  you  put 
what  you  are  doing  on  the  ground  of  con- 
ciliation, I  think  it  only  fair  to  ask  yon 
to  look  at  both  sides.  You  have  in  Ire- 
land 1,500,000  of  Protestants,  Presbyte- 
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riaDi,  and  membora  of  the  Established 
Cbareh,  all,  I  apprehend,  feeling  alike  on 
this  matter.  They  may  have  their  faults  ; 
but  with  all  their  fanlts  they  are  by  far 
tlie  most  energetio  and  aeti? e  part  of  the 
Irish  popnlation.  These  Resolutions  have 
mdoobtedly  come  upon  them  by  surprise  ; 
And  if  they  pass  I  am  afraid  you  will  have 
created  in  their  minds  a  feeling  of  rage 
and  resentment  that  will  go  among  many 
of  tbem,  in  a  eonntry  where  passion  runs 
high*  rery  near  to  disaffection.  Will  you 
have  eoneiliated  the  Catholio  peasantry  ? 
I  am  not  here  to  put  forward  any  plea 
wbieb  I  do  not  believe  to  be  sound,  and  I 
ndmit  that  these  Resolutions,  or  rather 
what  is  meant  to  be  conveyed  by  these 
BeaoloUons,  will  find  favour  among  the 
Catholio  peasantry  to  a  certain  extent. 
Bot  do  not  imagine  that  you  can  conciliate 
and  satisfy  the  Catholio  peasantry  of  Ire- 
land by  dealing  with  this  Church  question 
alone.  The  first  question  with  them  is  the 
land  question,  and  the  land  question,  in 
tho  mind  of  a  Celtie  peasant,  means  some- 
thing Tory  different.  Behind  the  question 
of  the  Church  is  the  land  question.  Behind 
the  land  question,  again,  is  the  education 
qnestion,  on  which  your  allies  of  to-doy 
will  be  yonr  most  determined  opponents 
to-morrow ;  and  behind  them  all  lies  a 
diflealty  more  grave  and  permanent  than 
any— a  difliouhy  felt  at  this  moment  in 
almoaft  every  civilised  country  in  Europe — 
tho  dilBonlty  of  reconciling  the  modern, 
tho  Protestant,  and  liberal  (using  that 
word  not  in  any  party  sense)  idea  of  ad- 
ministrative and  Boeial  arrangements  with 
tho  totally  different  notions  of  both  which 
aro  hold  by  a  devotedly  Catholic  commu- 
nity nador  the  influence  and  guidance  of 
ill  olorgy.  This,  I  know,  is  touching  upon 
dolieato  groond,  and  I  am  the  more  anx- 
iooa  not  to  let  my  argument  be  warped  to  a 
|NDpoeo  to  which  I  do  not  apply  it.  I  repeat, 
do  by  all  means  that  which  you  think  right 
and  just.  Only  guard  yourselves  against 
that  oommon  and  tempting  fallacy  of  be- 
iiofiag  that  certain  political  consequences 
will  ISmIow  from  what  you  are  doing,  merely 
heeansu  from  your  point  of  view  you  think 
it  right  and  just  that  they  should.  I  do 
not  propoM  to  go  at  this  time  into  the 
qatation  of  what  I  individually  think  ought 
to  bo  done  in  the  matter  of  the  Irish 
Chareh.  There  will  be  plenty  of  oppor- 
taaitiM  for  that.  And  it  is  not  a  question 
npon  which  anyone  would  wish  to  speak 
anadviiedly  or  impulsively.  But  I  have 
aad  beard,  and  with  extreme  sur- 


prise, some  criticisms  on  the  Amendment 
which  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  leave 
with  out  answer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks  has  called 
it  "dilatory."  Other  critics  out-of-doors 
have  called  it  ''disingenuous."  How  it 
can  be  dilatory  I  do  not  know ;  for  I  have 
endeavoured  to  give  the  House  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  voting  "Aye"  or  "No" 
upon  these  Resolutions.  How  it  is  disin- 
genuous I  am  still  more  puzzled  to  con- 
ceive ;  for  I  do  not  know  what  plain  speak 
ing  is  if  it  be  not  found  in  the  words  which 
I  have  put  upon  the  Notice  Paper.  We 
affirm  two  propositions  —  one  of  which  I 
conceife  to  require  no  proof — namely,  that 
some  modification,  bo  it  what  it  may,  in 
the  status  of  the  Irish  Church  Establish- 
ment is  to  all  appearance  inevitable  ;  the 
other,  that  for  which  I  have  been  arguing, 
that  the  question  is  one  for  a  future  and  not 
for  the  present  Parliament  to  settle.  With 
regard  to  the  verbal  criticism  expended 
upon  the  Amendment,  I  should  be  quite 
prepared  to  defend  my  own  English,  if  it 
were  worth  while  occupying  tho  time  of  this 
House  in  so  doing.  But,  whatever  verbal 
criticism  you  may  pass  upon  the  earlier 
portion  of  the  Amendment — striking  out  of 
consideration,  if  you  will,  the  first  clause 
— it  does  not  affect  my  argument.  We 
are  all  free  [to  form  our  own  judgment  as 
to  what  will,  or  may,  or  ought  to  happen 
in  the  future  ;  hut  the  practical  proposition 
remains,  and  it  is  on  that  that  the  Vote  of 
the  House  will  be  taken.  We  deny  the 
expediency  of  dealing,  or  rather  of  at- 
tempting to  deal,  with  the  question  which 
you  bring  before  us  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment. Then  it  is  asked,  "  Why  not  meet 
the  Motion  by  a  direct  negative,  or  by  the 
Previous  Question  ?"  Simply  for  this  rea- 
son :  either  one  or  the  other  of  those 
courses  would  imply,  or  might  possibly  be 
considered  as  implying,  that  we  objected 
to  this  question  being  dealt  with  at  all,  in 
any  form  or  at  any  time.  And  that  is  a 
misconstruction  against  which  we  reason- 
ably desire  to  guard.  We  say  that  the 
work  of  tho  Session  is  quite  sufficient  for 
the  Session.  Whenever  action  shall  appear 
to  us  necessary  and  possible  we  shall  be 
ready  to  tell  you  how  we  are  prepared  to 
act.  But  our  case  is  that  at  present 
action  is  neither  necessary  nor  possible  ; 
and  that  being  so,  we  will  not  by  prema- 
ture propositions  or  vague  assertions  of 
opinion  fetter  our  own  discretion  in  tho 
future,  or  interfere  with  the  judgment  of 
a  reformed  House  of  Commons.     That  is 
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position,  which  we  Bubmit  with  full 
ifidenee  both  to  the  judgment  of  the 
fuse  and  of  the  country. 

Lmendment  proposed, 

*o  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Hoase ''  to  the 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
Ihile  admitting  that  considerable  modifications 
)he  temporalities  of  the  United  Church  in  Ire- 
may,  afcer  the  pending  inquiry,  appear  to  be 
jdient,  ii  of  opinion  that  any  proposition  tend- 
to  the  disestablishment  or  disendowment  of 
,  Church  ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  decision 
new  Parliament,"— {Xoit2  Stanley t) 

instead  thereof. 

JQuestion  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
^posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
lestion." 

R.  E.  A.  LEATHAM  said :  I  ap- 
ach  the  consideration  of  this  great 
noh  of  the  question  of  Ireland,  espe- 
11 J  in  its  relation  to  Irish  disaflfeetion, 
h  great  difiSdence  and  without  the  high 
|pes  of  political  consequences  which  ap- 
r  to  actuate  some.  Do  what  we  will, 
ablish  or  disestablish  what  we  please, 

ow  or  disendow  what  we  may,  I  fenr 

t  the  youngest  Member  of  this  House 

1  noYor  live   to  see  Ireland   what  she 

ght  have  been  if  our  ancestors  in  their 

jalings   with  her   people  had   not  read 

ckwards  every   precept   of   Christianity 

d  every  postulate  of  policy.    But,  by  the 

gnitude  of   the  wrongs   which    Ireland 

Is  sustained  in   the  past,  we  are  able  to 

osure  the  strides  which  we  have  already 

de  in  the   direction   of   restitution  and 

ht.  It  is  true  that  we  have  taken  nearly 

cntury  in  learning  to  be  just;  but  what 

there  in  the  condition  of  Ireland  now  to 

cite  disaffection  compared  with  the  state 

things  less  than  a  century  ago  ?     Then 

Irish    Catholic  could   inherit  a   single 

Ire  of  land,  discharge  the  humblest  and 

jnplest  duties  of  the  political  citizen,  fill 

y  office  of  emolument  or  trust,  exercise 

ingle  liberal  profession,  teach  a  child. 

sh  manufactures  were  shut  out  of  this 

untry  by  law,  and,  from  one  end  of  Ire- 

d    to  the  other,   tithe  was  exacted  by 

ce  of  arms  and  with  perpetual  shedding 

blood.     Now,  to  say,  as  has  been  snid, 

|at  the  feeling  against  us  in  Ireland  is  as 

ense  as  ever  it  was  seems  to  me  not 

ly  to  fly  in  the  face  of  fact,  but  to  utter 

positive  satire  upon   all  that  has  been 

ne.  For  if,  after  all  these  ameliorations, 

ere  is  no  amelioration  in  the  fierceness 

her  attitude  towards  us,   then,   taking 

granted  as  we  must  that  the  bond  be- 
eeu  the  two  countries  is  indissoluble, 
Lord  Stanley 


the  question  which  will  present  itself  to 
some  minds  is  not  whether  we  have  done 
enough  but  whether  we  have  not  done  too 
much,  whether  we  have  not  loosened  our 
grip  without  tightening  our  embrace.  But, 
Sir,  they  are  not  the  best  friends  of  Ire- 
land who  propagate  these  exaggerations. 
As  injustice  has  abated  so.  too,  has  abated 
the  sense  of  injustice.     With  the  sense  of 
injustice  have  abated  the  force  and  courage 
of  sedition.     Will  anyone  compare  the  ra- 
garies  of  Fenianism  with  the  outbreaks  of 
former  times  ?     So  long  as  you  have  two 
rival  races  and  two  hostile  creeds  face  to 
face — so  long  as  you  have  bitter  memories 
on  the  one  side  and  an  arrogant  assump- 
tion of  superiority,  backed  by  law,  upon 
the  other,  so  long  will  you  have  precisely 
that  atmosphere  in  which  disaffection  de 
lights  to  breed  ;  but  in  proportion  as  you 
remove  inequalities — in  proportion  as  you 
do  away  with  any  unfair  advantage  which 
one  race  or  one  creed  enjoys  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  other,  depend  upon  it  you  will 
strengthen  that  love  of  order  which  is  an 
instinct  in  the  whole  human  family,  and 
which  becomes  a  powerful  and  prerailing 
instinct  in  proportion  as  laws  are  just,  and 
men  are  active,  prosperous,  and  free.  What» 
then,  is  the  class  of  measures  to  whieh  we 
ought  to  trust  in   attempting  to  deal  by 
legislative  enactment   with    Irish   discon- 
tent ?     Not,  I  think,  to  those  whose  au- 
thors profess  to  cure  everything  by  a  single 
stroke,  nor  yet  to  those  whose  aim  is  merely 
to  tide  over  the  crisis  of  the  moment,  but 
to  measures  which,  while  they  are  gradual 
in  their  operation,  are  at  the  same  time 
safe  and  sure.     We  must  purify  the  air— 
we  must  give  free  play  to  the  healing  force 
of  nature  —  we  must  remove  those  condi- 
tions   which  are   the    perpetual  source  of 
mischief.     Is  it  not  simple  folly   to  hope 
for  lasting  tranquillity  in  Ireland  while  we 
leave  standing  in   every  parish  a  staring 
monument  of  everything  which  it  is  essen- 
tial should  be  forgotten  ?     The  Irish  Ca- 
tholic  can    scarcely   leave   his   own   door 
without  breaking  his  shins — I  beg  pardon 
for  the  homeliness  of  the  phrase — over  an 
institution  which  reminds  him  at  every  turn 
that  he  belongs  to  a  subjugated  race,  and, 
moreover,  one  which  is  still  made  to  wear 
a  portion   of  its  fetters   in    public.      The 
existence  of  the  Irish  Church — the  Chureh 
of  a  pitiful  minority,  regarded    with  hos- 
tility by  the  great  bulk  of  the  population* 
but   fed  publicly  and   ostentatiously  from 
the  proceeds  of  their  industry — the  exist- 
ence of  a  Church  alien  —  this  is  not  my 
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•piiket  —  paraBitioal,  scandalous,  yet  still 
•apreme«  gires  the  lie  to  those  who  say 
we  have  abolished  the  inequality  of  race, 
Aod  we  have  effaced  the  brand  of  con- 
qoest.  It  is  impossible  to  take  another 
atep  forward  in  the  way  of  pacification 
while  yon  leare  this  lion  of  Protestant  as- 
eendaney  still  in  the  path.  But,  Sir,  if 
these  inequalities  are  to  be  redressed,  in 
what  spirit  are  they  to  be  redressed  ?  I 
listaned  with  the  greatest  possible  pleasure 
to  what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  this  relation,  for  it  is  not  in  the  spirit 
of  a  conqueror  that  we  must  proceed  to 
ezoroise  the  spirit  of  eonqnest.  The  fall 
must  come,  but  let  it  be  broken  by  every 
means  in  our  power.  But,  Sir,  the  case 
is  not  to  be  met  by  a  partition  of  re? enues. 
Ton  may  joint-stock  a  private  firm.  You 
cannot  joint-stock  a  National  Church.  For 
what  is  the  fundamental  notion  of  a  Na- 
tional Church  ?  Is  it  not  an  assumption 
of  orthodoxy  patented  and  guaranteed  by 
the  State  f  But  you  cannot  baye  half- a- 
doMn  true  faiths.  And  if  this  principle 
be  sanctioned  in  Ireland,  what  is  to  pre- 
vent a  general  scramble  for  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  of  England  ? — and  when 
that  ■eramble  takes  place  who  can  consis- 
tently withhold  his  share  from  Mormon? 
Now.  Sir*  let  me  say  a  few  words  with 
reference  to  the  arguments  which  are  ad- 
dneed  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Establish- 
ment. We  are  told  that  it  is  a  corporate 
body,  and  that  it  has  inherited   its  pro- 

Erty  from  another  corporate  body  —  the 
Nnan  Catholic  Church — and  that,  there- 
fore, that  property  must  not  be  disturbed. 
Bnt  potting  on  one  side  the  fact  that 
there  baa  been  a  formidable  break  in  the 
raeeeeaion,  it  may,  I  think,  be  matter 
of  donbt  whether  the  Irish  Church  has  a 
right  to  the  full  privileges  of  a  corporate 
body,  because  there  must  have  been  an 
original  end  vital  flaw  ui  the  constitution 
of  a  National  Church  which  has  never  been 
Mb  to  identify  itself  with  the  nation.  But 
even  if  we  grant  the  eziatcnce  of  these 
privilegeap  we  haTc  still  excellent  autho- 
ritj  lor  disendowment.  What  does  Arch- 
bishop Whately  say  upon  this  point  ?  "1 
freely  acknowledge,"  he  says— 

"  That  ths  State  has  a  right  to  take  away  the 
Mperty  of  all  or  anj  of  theto  corporations — in- 
esmifylnr  of  ooune,  those  IndiTidoals  actoallj 
«M0f  Inftne  nvenoe— whenever  the  manifest  in- 
etdity  or  hnrtfiilness  of  the  institutioni  renders 
thilr  stwlitinn  important  to  the  public  welfare" — 

cnemnatancea  which  we  maintain  have  ac- 
taally  ariien.    Bnt  it  is  contended  that  if 


we  disendow  the  Irish  Church,  we  shall 
have  established  a  fatal  precedent  against 
the  endowment  of  the  Church  of  England. 
I  deny  the  parallelism  of  the  two  cases. 
Place  the  Church  of  England  in  the  same 
position  in  relation  to  the  mass  of  the  po- 
pulation in  England  as  that  which  is  occu- 
pied by  the  Churcli  of  Ireland  in  relation 
to  the  population  there — and  does  any  one 
believe  that  the  Church  of  England,  in  the 
face  of  tho  wide  and  free  suffrage  which 
yon  have  given  to  the  people,  could  en- 
dure for  a  single  Session  of  Parliament  ? 
But  the  Church  of  Ireland  is  a  Missionary 
Church,  and  therefore  it  is  to  be  protected. 
Now,  you  have  other  Protestant  Churches 
in  Ireland  which  are  Missionary  Churches, 
but  which  are  not  established  by  the  State, 
There  are  nearly  200  parishes  in  Ireland 
in  which  there  is  not  a  single  Churchman 
— but  in  how  many  parishes  docs  the  House 
suppose  that  the  Churcli  of  Ireland  has 
gained  a  footing  since  tho  year  1834  ?  In 
five.  What  have  the  other  Protestant 
Churches  been  doing  ?  The  Presbyterians 
have  gained  during  the  same  period  a 
footing  in  623  parishes,  and  *'  other  Dis- 
senters "  in  526.  So  much  for  tho  efforts 
of  this  Missionary  Church.  Now,  before 
this  debate  commenced  two  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  proceeded  to  knock  us  down 
with  tho  5th  Article  of  the  Act  of  Union 
and  the  Coronation  Oath.  I  listened  at- 
tentively to  the  5th  Article,  but  I  failed 
to  hear  a  single  word  about  temporalities. 
And  if  I  had,  surely  the  Legislature  is 
competent  to  undo  what  it  has  done.  As 
regards  the  Coronation  Oath,  it  is  difficult 
to  reply  to  the  objection  with  gravity. 
Perhaps  it  is  better  to  do  so  in  the  words 
of  Archbishop  Whately,  who,  when  it  was 
raised  in  his  presence,  is  reported  to  havo 
said,  ''  Why  this  would  give  ua  four  Estates 
of  the  Realm  —  King,  Lords,  Commons, 
and  Oath."  Material  changes  have  been 
made  in  the  Constitution  since  the  Sove- 
reign's accession.  To  these  changes  Her 
Majesty  has  been  graciously  pleased  to 
give  her  Assent,  but  no  one  accuses  Her 
Majesty  of  violating  her  Coronation  Oath. 
There  is  one  more  argument  which  has 
been  raised  in  these  debates  with  which  I 
will  attempt  to  deal.  It  has  been  said 
that  if  wo  disendow  the  Irish  Church,  wo 
shall  cause  the  withdrawal  from  all  parts 
of  the  country  of  a  number  of  useful  and 
amiable  gentlemen  who  at  present  hold  be- 
nefices. Hon.  Gentlemen  treat  the  Church 
as  though  she  were  a  society  for  the  diffu- 
sion of  useful  and  amiable  gentlemen.  £ut 
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fho  18  propoBing  that  these  useful  and 
imiahle  gentlemen  should  leave  their  posts? 
.re  we  to  suppose  that  the  moment  State 
lid  is  withdrawn   the  Church  of  Ireland 
^ill  collapse  like  a  punctured  wind-bag  ? 
[s  this  what  is  meant  bj  the  force  of  Pro- 
testantism in  Ireland  ?     Is  this  the  result 
T  300  years'  petting  and  coddling  by  the 
•tate  ?     Now,  in  the  course  of  these  re- 
larks,   I  have   said  nothing    about    the 
kbuses  which  —  I  will  not  say  have  crept 
Into  the  Irish  Church,  but  marched  into  it 
^ith  head  erect.     I  have  avoided  all  such 
reference  for  two  reasons  —  first,  because 
my  such  allusion  is  calculated  to  embitter 
^his  controversy  ;  and   secondly,    because 
my  such  allusion  is  altogether  beside  the 
lark.  For  it  is  not  the  pruning  knife  that 
re  are  asking  for,  it  is  the  axe ;  it  is  not 
Reform,  but  disendowment.     But  let   me 
lay  a  few  words  before   I  sit  down  with 
[reference  to  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
lOrd.     The  noble  Lord    (Lord   Stanley) 
tells  us  that  he  cannot  understand  these 
Resolutions,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
[leman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  has  left  him  in  the 
lark.     I  imagine  that  the  noble  Lord  is 
[he  only  man  in  this  House  who,  reading 
[he   Resolutions  together  with  the  com- 
lentary  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
lot  had  his  eyes  opened.     But  the  noble 
iord  objects  that  the  Resolutions  contain 
10  definite  plan  for  the  disposal  of  the  re- 
renues  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  thereforo 
[efuses  to  listen  to  them.     But  the  right 
ion.  Gentleman  has  told  us  how  he  would 
lispose  of  at  least  two-thirds  of  those  re- 
venues.    Then  the  noble  Lord  proceeded 
|o  argue  that  this  Parliament  was  incom- 
petent to  deal   with  this  question  at  all. 
^o  not  let  us  pronounce  so  harsh  a  judg- 
tent  against  ourselves.     This  Parliament 
las  been  thought  competent  to  deal  with 
[he  most  vital  and  most  difficult  question 
[hat  can  come  before  any  Parliament  ;  and 
t  has  dealt  with  it  in  such  a  manner  as 
|o  excite  the  liveliest  satisfaction  in   the 
losom  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   the 
^irst  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  of  the 
jubilant   party  which   he   instructs.     But 
Ihe  noble  Lord  says  that  we  arc  about  to 
lie.    Do  not  let  the  serenity  of  the  closing 
Icene  be  disturbed  by  distressing  impor- 
junities.     Let  us  eat  and   drink,   for  to- 
lorrow  we  die.    But  I  have  always  under- 
[tood    that   it   was    precisely    upon    their 
leath-beds  that  people  were  brought  to  a 
lue  sense  of  their  responsibilities.  "  But," 
[ays  the  noble  Lord,  "  we  have  made  our 
'ills  ;  we  have  handed  over  everything  to 
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our  successors."     Can  hon.  Gentlemen  op. 
posite  entirely  trust  their  successors  ?  What 
in  all  probability  will  be  the  character  of 
the  Parliament  which  follows  this  ?     Will 
it  be  distinguished  by  the  qualities  which 
grace  the  Benches  opposite  ?    Will  it  be  a 
peculiarly  cautious  Parliament,  full  of  re- 
verence for  the  past  and  of  anxiety  about 
the  future  ?  or  will  it  bo  a  Parliament  of 
buoyant  hopes — a  Parliament  which  walks 
by  faith   rather  than  by  sight  ?    But,  is 
this  exactly   the   kind   of  Parliament   to 
which  to  entrust  a  question  requiring  great 
delicacy  of  touch,  a  nice  regard  for  the 
rights  of  Tested  interests,  a  gentle  hand- 
ling of  prejudices,  and  of  those  better  and 
nobler  predilections  which,  if  they  belong 
to  the  family  of  prejudice  at  all,  are  at 
least  its  most  reputable  members  ?     I  am 
quite  of  the  noble  Lord's  opinion  that  the 
new  Parliament  will  be  prepared  to  deal 
with  this  question,  and  to  deal  with  it  reso- 
lutely.    But  will  it  deal  with  it  kindly- 
will  it  deal  with  it  as  we  are  dealing  with 
it — without  passion  ?    The  hand  which  joa 
have  enfranchised  is  vigorous  and  strong. 
It  will  soon  be  skilful ;  but,  of  necessity^ 
it  comes,  comparatively  speaking,  raw  to 
its  work.     The  new  Parliament  mast  be, 
in  one  sense,  a  'prentice  Parliament,  and 
it  is  not  to  a  'prentice  Parliament  that  we 
ought,  in  our  indolence,  to  leave  arrears  of 
work  —  and  work,  too,  which  will  tax  to 
the  uttermost  the  skill  and  experience  of 
statesmen.      Yet  it  cannot  be   contended 
that  any  decision  which  we  may  arrive  at 
now  will  be  flagrantly  at  variance  with  the 
wishes  of  those  who  follow  us.    The  policy 
of  the  new  Parliament  is  already  casting 
its  shadow  over  us.     We  have  caught  its 
tone  without  ns  yet  catching  what  the  noble 
Lord  would  perhaps  call  its  temerity.     In 
us  the  caution  of  the  past  and  the  courage 
of  the  future  seem  for  the  moment  to  join 
hands.     Surely  this  is  a  great  opportunity. 
**But,"  says  the  noble  Lord,  "You  are 
not  going  to  legislate."     No,  but  we  are 
going  to  lay  down   the  landmarks   which 
will  limit  future  legislation.     We  are  pro- 
posing to  establish  these  three  principles 
— disestablishment,    disendowment  —  but 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  in  the 
gentlest,  fairest,  most  indulgent  way.  And 
what  is  the  alternative  if  you  reject  these 
Resolutions  ?     A  year's  fierce  agitation  ia 
Ireland.     A  year's  angry  recrimination  in 
England.     A  year's  passion.     One  would 
have  thought  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo* 
site  had  had  enough  of  popular  agitation. 
Two  years  ago  another  great  question  oc- 
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enpied  •zactlj  the  same  position  as  that 
whieh  it  now  occupied  bj  this.  You  treated 
that  qaettion  as  you  are  treating  this.  You 
mot  argument  and  entreaty  then  as  you 
are  meeting  them  now,  not  in  the  old 
manly  Tory  fashion,  but  by  equivoque. 
And  what  did  it  all  end  in  ?  A  leap  in 
the  dark  !  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
already  preparing  to  take  another  loop  in 
the  dark.  Mark  how  punctiliously  he  fol- 
Iowa  the  precedenta  of  last  year !  You  had 
A  perpetual  change  of  front  then;  you  have 
bad  a  perpetual  change  of  front  now.  You 
bad  a  fierce  blast  of  the  trumpet  then  ; 
joa  have  had  it  now.  Will  the  education 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  never  come  to 
a  oloio  f 

Mb.  O'NEILL  said,  he  did  not  know 

why  the  Irish  Church  should  be  subject  to 

aneh   severe  attacks  aa  had  lately   been 

direeted  against  her  from  yarious  quarters. 

Somewhat  similar  attacks  were  made  in 

1834,  but  ahe  survived  those  attacks  ;  she 

remained  the  Established  Church  of  the 

coontry.  notwithstanding  them.     Had  her 

position  changed  so  as  to  make  her  justly 

the  subject  of  severe  attack  now  ?     Her 

position  had  certainly  changed  since  1834  ; 

hot  he   would    tell   the   House    in   what 

manner.     From  1834  to  1861  the  popula 

tion  of  Ireland  had  decreased ;    but  re- 

latifely  the  Roman  Catholics  had  decreased 

and  the  Protestants  had  increased  ;  and, 

of   all    the    Protestant  denominations   in 

Ireland,  the  Established  Church  had  in- 

creasod  the  moat.   During  the  same  period 

the   Iriah   Church  had    been   dealt   with 

leverelj  by   legislation.     In    1838,   one- 

fonrth  of  her  tithef  had  been  given   to 

the  landlorda ;    and    in    1854,   she    lost 

£120500.  ministers'  money.     She  had  lost 

over  £240.000    since  1834.     But  while 

the  Charoh  had  heen  losing  a  portion  of 

her  re?enues,  she  had  increased  in  e£S- 

deney.     Since  1826,  the  number  of  her 

dergy    had   inoreased    by    195,    of    her 

eharehea  by  387»  and  of  her  glebe-houses 

by  210.     Then  aa  to  the  missionary  cha- 

raeter  of  the  Church.     She  had  increased 

her  labonra  among  the  Roman    Catholic 

population.    The  late  Bishop  of  Tuam  had 

wniahed  atatistioa  to  show  how  the  number 

a(  coBgregationB  and  that  of  churches  had 

uwieased  In  the  district  of  West  Connaught 

vithin  tho  last  twenty-five  years.     During 

that  time  the  number  of  churches  there 

hid  risen  from  7  to  27,  that  of  congrega- 

fisaa  from  13  to  57»  and  of  clergy  from  11 

te  35 ;  andy  in  a  rery  interesting  letter  to 

Oi  2tMt.  the  Arohbbhop  of  Dublin  bore 
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testimony  to  the  missionary  work  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  In  a  Charge  delivered 
by  the  late  Bishop  of  Derry  in  1866,  the 
allegation  that  the  Church  Establishnient 
was  felt  by  the  Roman  Catholic  population 
as  a  badge  of  servitude  was  ably  met. 
Tho  Bishop  said — 

*'  Who  desires  its  destruction  ?  Not,  surelj, 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  belouging  to  tho 
Roman  Catholic  communion — shopkeepers,  small 
farmers,  and  labourers — who  lire  in  peace  and 
harmony  with  their  Protestant  neighbours,  and 
who  recognize  the  Church  clergyman,  if  not  as 
their  pastor,  at  least  as  their  friend  and  neighbour, 
living  among  them,  and  expending  at  home,  not 
only  his  Church  income,  but  usually  more  or  less 
ot  his  private  income  also — over  ready  to  help 
them  all  with  advice  and  assistance." 

It  had  been  said  that  the  Irish  Church  was 
a  "grievous  wrong,"  a  "crying  injustice," 
a  "badge  of  conquest."  He  presumed 
that  the  alleged  injustice  consisted  in  tho 
enjoyment  of  glebe  lands  and  tithe  rent- 
charge  by  the  Established  Church.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  glebe  lands,  many 
of  them  were  given  to  the  clergy  by  the 
native  princes  and  landowners  when  Ire< 
land  was  an  independent  country  ;  while 
those  in  Ulster  were  granted  at  the  time 
of  the  plantation  of  that  province  in  the 
reign  of  James  I.  Those  lands,  moreover, 
were  confirmed  to  the  Church  by  the  Act  of 
Settlement,  the  same  statute  which  con- 
firmed to  Roman  Catholic  proprietors  lands 
which  they  or  their  ancestors  had  forfeited. 
The  title  of  the  Church  to  its  property  was 
therefore  as  good  as  that  of  any  landed  pro- 
prietor, resting  as  it  did  on  a  proscription  of 
some  three  centuries,  and  it  would  surely 
be  a  great  injustice  to  confiscate  it.  As  to 
tithe,  this  was  of  tho  nature  of  a  reserved 
rent,  belonging  neither  to  the  occupier  nor 
the  landlord;  and  it  was  one  of  those  charges 
which  tho  landlord  and  tenant  were  bound  to 
pay — although  they  might  not  approve  the 
purposes  to  which  they  were  applied<^since 
they  had  come,  the  one  into  possession  of  his 
estate,  the  other  into  the  occupation  of  the 
land,  on  the  express  or  implied  condition  of 
bearing  those  obligations.  In  the  North  of 
Ireland,  too,  land  in  the  country  districts 
did  not  yield  on  an  average  a  rental  of 
more  than  20«.  per  acre,  and  the  titho 
charge  was  of  course  proportionately  small. 
It  was  true  that  the  Established  Church 
occupied  a  more  favourable  position  than 
other  communions,  her  clergy  being  paid, 
while  the  clergy  of  other  bodies  were  not 
so  to  any  great  extent ;  but  if  tho  principle 
on  which  we  acted  in  England  and  Scot- 
land were  a  sound  one,  that  the  State  waa 

S 


UstalUshed  Church  (COMMONS) 


{^Irekmi). 


516 


mnd  to  provide  for  tho  religious  teaching 

its  subjects — a  pure  and  scriptural  form 

religions  worship,  free  of  cost — he  could 

)i  see  why  the  Irish  Establishment  should 

abolished,   especially   as   such  a  step 

mid  be  a  flagrant  breach  of  the  Act  of 

ie  Union,  which  provided  that— 

I**  The  contiDuanoc  and  preservation  of  the  said 

lited  Church  as  the  Established  Church  of  Eng- 

id  and  Ireland  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be 

essential  and  fundamental  part  of  the  Union." 

would  also  be  a  violation  of  the  pledge 

[ntained  in  the  Emancipation  Act  of  1829. 

le  Resolution  passed  on  the  6th  of  March 

that  year,  and  without  which  the  Eman- 

nation  Act  could  not  have  been  carried, 

fovided — 

"  For  the  full  and  permanent  security  of  the 
tablishments  in  Church  and  State ;  for  the 
intenance  of  the  Reformed  Religion,  established 
Law,  and  of  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
shops  and  of  the  Clergy  of  this  Realm,  and 
the  Churches  committed  to  their  charge." 

fact,  as  Dr.  Lee  had  well  put  it,  in  the 
lent  of  tho  Irish  Establishment  being 
|ne  away — 

I"  The  Act  of  Union  in  its  most  fundamental 
tide  would  have  to  be  repealed,  much  of  the 
}t  of  Settlement  cancelled,  and  the  spirit  of  tho 
>man  Catholic  Emancipation  Act  of  1839  openly 
>lated  :  the  Constitution  will  have  received  the 
>8t  violent  shock  it  has  sustained  since  the  Re- 
'rnation.  Let  every  English  citizen  count  the 
St  before  ho  embarks  on  this  perilous  crusade." 

id  here  he  roust  express  his    acknow- 

Igments  to  those  whoso  writings  he  had 

Insulted  on  this  subject  ;   and  especially 

the  Rev.  Dr.  Lee,  from  whose  able  pub- 

fations  he  had  derived  much  valuable  as- 

ttance.     Then  let  the  House  reflect  what 

mid  bo  the  social  consequences  of  this 

joposal.     Political  and  religious  feelings 

ire  perhaps  the  strongest  which  agitated 

m's  minds,  even  when  they  acted  sepa- 

tely,  as  in  England  they  generally  did. 

Ireland,  however,  unhappily,  they  very 
ten  acted  together,  and  each  ono  was 
-engthened  and  intensified  by  the  other. 

the  one  side  there  would  be  an  excitable 
^tic  population,  who  did  not  regard  the 
itablished  Church  as  a  grievance  except 

far  as  they  were  led  to  do  so  by  persons 
|io  objected  to  all  State  Churches  ;  but 
10,  if  public  opinion  in  Ireland  were  ex- 
[edon  this  question,  would  no  doubt  enter 
to  tho  matter  with  all  their  native  ardour  ; 
lile  on  tho  other  side  would  be  an  influen- 
l1  portion  of  the  community  who,  whilo 
jxiuuB  to  live  on  friendly  terms  with  those 

a  diflfcrcnt  faith,  yet  believed  that  the 
lemn  pledges  given  by  Parliament  con- 

Mr.  O'Neid 


Btituted  their  Church's  property  secure  to 
them  and  their  descendants,  and  would  be 
prepared  to  use  every  oonstitutional  means 
in  defence  of  the  property  of  their  Church. 
If  the  political  and  religious  feelings  of  these 
two  parties  were  brought  into  conflict,  the 
agitation  would  neutralize  much  of  the  har- 
monizing effect  of  the  beneficent  legisla- 
tion of  the  last  half  century.  And  lastly, 
Ireland  being  an  integral  part  of  the 
kingdom  of  Britain,  it  was  for  the  welfare 
and  happiness  of  her  people  that  they 
should  participate  closelj  in  all  that  is  in- 
timately connected  with  the  British  Con- 
stitution. If  the  Church  of  Ireland  were 
disestablished,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
not  the  Church  of  the  majority,  consistenej 
would  require  the  application  of  the  same 
principle  to  Wales,  and  it  might  next  be 
put  in  operation  in  Scotland,  since  in  some 
parishes  the  majority  of  the  inhabitants 
were  not  connected  with  the  Establish- 
ment. [Mr.  Hadfield  :  Hear!]  Thehoo. 
Member  for  Sheffield  agreed  in  that  riew, 
and  was  prepared  to  apply  the  principle  of 
disestablishment  universally  ;  bat  be  eonld 
not  believe  that  the  House  wonld  rsshly 
commit  itself  to  so  vital  a  change  in  otir 
Constitution.  The  principal  ground,  holr- 
ever,  on  which  he  defended  the  Irish 
Church  was  that  it  was  the  ancient  Ca- 
tholic Church  of  the  land ;  that  it  existed 
700  years  before  the  English  set  foot  in 
the  country,  and  before  the  supremacy  of 
tho  Pope  was  acknowledged  ;  and  that  its 
apostolic  doctrine  was  the  same  as  that 
which  was  taught  by  St.  Patrick,  and 
which  was  re-asserted  and  restored  at  the 
Reformation. 

Mr.  pollard -URQUHART  said, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  last 
spoken,  referring  to  the  relative  numbers 
of  Protestants  and  Catholics  in  Ireland  in 
I86I  and  1834,  had  stated  that  the  pro- 
portion of  Protestants  had  slightly  in- 
creased. It  was  true  that  the  proportion 
had  increased,  but  only  slightly  ;  in  spite 
of  tho  severe  sufferings  of  the  people  from 
famine  and  plague  and  the  large  emigra- 
tion which  had  greatly  thinned  the  Catholic 
population.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  ar- 
gued for  the  maintenance  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  on  the  ground  of  its 
missionary  character.  But,  if  it  was  a 
missionary  Church,  that  was  a  reason  why 
it  should  no  longer  be  retained  as  a  State 
Church.  Ho  knew  nothing  more  irritating 
to  tho  feelings  of  the  Roman  Catholic  po- 
pulation of  Ireland  than  that  a  Church 
should  be  paid  and  maintained  by  the  State 
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for  the  purpose  of  conTerting  them  from 
what  they  believed  to  be  the  only  true  re- 
ligion. As  long  as  an  Established  Church 
was  retained  in  Ireland  on  these  principles 
it  would  be  a  constant  souroe  of  hatred  to 
England,  and  would  keep  up  the  desire  of 
getting  rid  of  English  misrule.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  increasing 
efforts  that  were  made  by  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland.  Well,  he  rejoiced  that  there  was 
vitality  enough  still  left  among  them  to  sup- 
port their  Church  under  any  circumstances, 
and  for  that  reason  he  hoped  every  sincere 
Protestant  would  give  his  support  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone). 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  two 
great  debates  of  this  Session — the  one  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Maguire),  and  the  other  now  in  progress 
must  afford  matter  of  astonishment  to  all  our 
contemporaries  who  looked  on  at  a  distance^ 
as  they  would  also  to  our  posterity  when  they 
came  to  view  these  things  in  a  calm  spirit. 
What  was  the  reason  that  Englishmen  had 
SDcceeded  in  the  government  of  a  colony 
which  they  had  taken  from  France  more 
than  100  years  ago — indeed,  had  succeeded 
BO  well  that  the  only  difficulty  would  be  in 
persuading  that  colony  to  set  up  for  itself? 
What  was  the  reason  that  they  had  suc- 
ceeded so  well  in  governing  a  vast  tract  of 
territory  situated  at  the  other  side  of  the 
globe,  and  that  they  had  failed  in  the  case 
of  Ireland,  a  country  scarcely  separated 
from  Great  Britain,  and  this  after  so  many 
centuriea  of  conquest,  and  after  a  legisla- 
tive union  nearly  three-quarters  of  a  cen- 
tury ago  ?  There  were  simple  people  who 
said  it  was  because  they  had  attempted  to 
maintain  a  State  Church  there,  and  to 
force,  by  more  or  less  partial  laws,  a  dis- 
tasteful religion  upon  the  people.  He.  re- 
gretted the  circumstances  under  which 
Parliament  had  been  brought  to  think  se- 
riously about  this  matter.  It  had  been 
remarked  that  the  Penal  Laws  had  been 
relaxed  under  the  fear  of  Paul  Jones  and 
the  American  privateers;  the  Emancipation 
Act  passed  when  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
himself  stood  appalled  at  the  prospect  of  a 
civil  war  ;  and  that  the  miserable  Maynooth 
Grant  had  been  thrown  as  a  sop  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  when,  as  Mr.  Macaulay 
said,  Mr.  O'Connell  and  President  Polk 
had  made  the  House  a  little  uneasy.  And 
now,  more  than  twenty  years  after,  they 
had  begun  seriously  to  think  whether  the 
Established  Church  ought  any  longer  to  be 
maintained,  because  the  murder  of  a  police- 


man at  Manchester  and  the  explosion  at 
Clerkenwell  bad  made  them  a  little  afraid. 

''When  the  devil  was  sick  the  devil  a  monk 
wonld  be ; 
When  the  devil  was  well  the  devil  a  monk 
was  he." 

These  lines  very  well  expressed  the  policy 
of  this  country  towards  Ireland.  He  re- 
gretted very  much  the  way  in  which  this 
Motion  had  been  met  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, and  also  by  some  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House.  They  fancied  that, 
because  the  Fenian  conspiracy  was  scotched 
and  there  was  no  immediate  fear  of  war, 
the  people  of  Ireland  might  be  put  off  to  a 
more  convenient  season.  It  was  as  if  the 
personage  already  alluded  to  was,  on  feel- 
ing a  little  better,  to  say  to  his  father 
confessor,  '*  Go  thy  way,  and  when  at  a 
more  convenient  time  I  will  hear  thee." 
That  game  had  been  tried  too  long.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  Irish  people  looked 
with  some  degree  of  confidence  upon  the 
Imperial  Legislature.  That  was  during  the 
period  of  Lord  Melbourne's  Administra- 
tion. When  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  in  office 
in  1844,  the  Opposition  made  a  Motion 
almost  justifying  Mr.  O'Conneirs  Repeal 
agitation  because  the  Government  of  that 
day  was  doing  nothing  for  Ireland  ;  and 
again,  in  1846,  they  turned  out  Sir  Robert 
Peel  because  he  had  done  nothing  for  Ire- 
land. Rut  when  the  Whigs  came  in  they 
said  that  was  not  the  proper  time  for 
dealing  with  the  grievances  of  the  Irish 
people ;  the  question  would  keep ;  let 
them  go  their  way.  When  such  had  been 
our  policy,  was  it  any  wonder  that  many 
well-meaning  men  in  Ireland  declared  that 
they  had  no  hope  whatever  except  in  a 
national  Legislature ;  that  many  mischie- 
vous men  had  set  up  a  party,  the  avowed 
object  of  which  was  to  make  representative 
Government  altogether  impossible;  and 
that  men  still  more  mischievous  had  said, 
— **  It  is  all  in  vain  to  look  to  England, 
you  must  look  to  the  United  States,  there 
is  your  only  hope;"  and  that  they  had  found 
a  great  many  foolish  and  deluded  people 
willing  to  listen  to  them  ?  He  entreated 
the  House  and  the  Government  no  longer 
to  carry  on  this  game  of  delay.  If  they 
disapproved  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire, let  them  meet  it  by  a  direct  nega- 
tive. They  might  think  matters  quiet  now  ; 
but  they  did  not  know  what  a  year  might 
produce.  Was  Europe  so  tranquil ;  were 
our  International  relations  with  the  United 
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lates  80  good  that  they  could  dismiBS  all 
ioasinesB?  Was  tho  public  mind  of  Ire- 
id  BO  quiet  because  thej  had  brought  a 

men  to  punishment  ?    Ho  had  heard  it 

|id  that  if  the  Church  were  disestablished 

-morrow  there  would  not  be  a   Fenian 

le  less.      There  might  still  be  mischie- 

jus  men  coming  from  America,  but  thej 

mid  find  yery  different  materialB  to  work 

|>on.     We  ourBeWes  might  now  laugh  at 

Itle  boys  letting  off  squibs  and  crackers 

the  streets,  but  wo  should  cease  to  laugh 

Iwe  found  this  House  was  underlaid  with 

mpowder.     Depend  upon  it,  the  whole  of 

le  social  fabric  was  undermined  with  most 

jplosife  materials,  ready  to  be  ignited  at 

ly  time.     It  was  said  that  the  people  of 

)land  themselves  cared  ?ery  little  about 

Established  Church  in  that  country, 

id  that  they  complained  of   high  rents 

Id  other  material  evilB — very  likely.     A 

|uty  patient  often  assures  his  medical  ad- 

ser  that  he  feels  none  the  worse  for  his 

[ily  bottle  of  port ;  that  what  he  really 

mts  is  something  to  sooth  the  pain  in  his 

Ind  or  foot.      The  physician,  if  he  is 

[nest,  will  assure  him  that  be  will  con- 

lue  to  feel  pain  somewhere  if  be  does 

It  adopt  temperate  habits.     So  it  is  with 

Ish  grievances  and  ills.     Why  have  they 

It  found  their  remedy  in  Ireland,  as  like 

[ievances  had  in  other  parts  of  the  United 

]ngdom?     This  social  virus  of  religious 

pendancy  had  spread  through  the  whole 

5ial  system  of   Ireland,  and  so  long  as 

continued  to  poison  that  system,  so  long 

mid  the  material  state  of  the  country  be 

jsatisfactory.    He  entreated  the  House  to 

St  this  question  thoroughly  and  resolutely. 

ice  let  these  enormous  iniquities  cease 

exist,  then   Ireland  would   soon  after 

ISO  to  be  an  anomaly  and  a  by- word 

long  nations. 

|Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  he 

;retted  that  a  question  of  such  vi^l  im- 

|rtance,  and  involving  so  many  serious 

iculties,  should  be  made  a  party  ques- 

|n.     It  was  really  lamentable  that,  while 

whole  House  felt  impressed  with  the 

ivo  importance  of  the  subject,  it  should 

;omo  a  mere  party  discussion  to  decide 

io  were  to  sit  upon  the  Treasury  Bench. 

|e  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 

|uth  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  read 

6rst  Resolution  submitted  by  him  to 

House,  and  had  stated  the  second  in 
)stance.  Granting  to  the  right  hon. 
[ntloman  tho  first  Resolution,  what  did 

second  amount  to?  The  right  hon. 
intleman,  admitting  that  it  was  impos- 
fie  to  interfere  with  private  patronage,  I 

Mr.  Foiled'  Urquhart 


did  not  hesitate  to  come  down  to  the  House 
to  propose  a  Resolution  to  interfere  with 
and  arrest  the  direct  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown.  The  question,  it  must  be  admitted, 
was  involved  in  great  difiBculties.  The  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Ireland  presented  an 
anomaly.  There  were  5,000,000  Roman 
Catholics,  whose  Church  had  no  endow- 
ments, while  the  Church  of  700,000  or 
800,000  Protestants  was  amply  endowed. 
He  believed  that  no  man  of  aane  mind  could 
be  found  who  would  propose  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Church  under  similar  circum- 
stances in  a  new  country  ;  and  if  a  plan 
could  be  devised  to  remedy  this  anomaly,  and 
which  at  the  same  time  would  protect  vested 
rights  and  the  rights  of  the  State,  he  for 
one  should  be  willing  to  enter  frankly  and 
fairly  into  the  consideration  of  auch  a  plan. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppoaite 
came  down  to  the  House  and  proposed  to 
destroy  the  State  Church  root  and  branch, 
by  a  simple  Resolution,  and  would  not  even 
allow  the  next  Parliament  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  this  question.  The  CbareU 
in  Ireland  was  an  anomaly  ;  bat  what  waa 
the  precise  quality  of  the  grievance  ?  Some 
persons  said  that  the  grievance  eoosisted  in 
the  endowment  of  so  small  a  number  of 
Protestants,  and  that  the  Establishment  ai 
it  stood  was  viewed  by  the  Roman  Catholics 
as  a  badge  of  slavery  and  an  insult.  Now 
with  respect  to  endowment  they  met  the 
startling  fact  that  the  Roman  Catholics  de- 
clared that  they  did  not  want  the  revenues 
of  the  Church — that  they  cared  nothing  for 
them,  and  would  not,  under  any  circum- 
stances accept  them.  The  same  Gentlemen 
who  expressed  anxiety  for  the  interest  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland  were  also 
the  very  Gentlemen  who,  two  years  ago, 
in  discussing  the  Italian  question,  were  in 
favour  of  the  confiscation  of  Church  pro- 
perty in  Italy.  That  seemed  to  be  a  very 
strange  inconsistency.  He  could  only  ap- 
ply the  word  confiscation  to  the  object 
aimed  at  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  whe- 
ther he  considered  their  conduct  in  relation 
to  the  Italian  question  or  to  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen 
knew  well  that  confiscation  was  one  step 
towards  very  great  changes.  As  to  the 
Church  being  in  a  state  of  bondage  in  Ire- 
land and  an  insult  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
there,  he  (Mr.  Cochrane)  might  say  that  he 
was  a  Dissenter  in  Scotland,  being  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Episcopalian  Church.  As  a 
landlord  he  had  to  support  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  the  revenues  of  which  were  taken 
from  the  Episcopalian  Church.  While  he 
did  so,  he  did  not  regard,  nor  had  he  OTer 


621         EstahtUh^d  Chureh         {Maech  80,  1868} 

heard  m  Scotland,  that  the  people  there 
regarded  the  gi?ing  of  support  in  that  way 
as  a  hadge  of  servitude.     On  the  contrary, 
the  Episcopalians  entertained  tbe  kindest 
feeling  towards  the  Presbyterian  Church 
in  Scotland.     When  we  begin  to  confiscate 
Church  property  we  take  one  step  towards 
revolution.     It  had  been  so  in  France  in 
the. Revolution,  after  the  peace  of  Lune- 
ville.     The  same  thing  had  been  done  in 
Italy.     The  whole  of  the  Church  property 
in  Italy  was  confiscated.     It  was  reserved 
for  an  honoured  and  distinguished  and  in- 
dependent Memher  of  this  House,  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  and  for  Members  of  the  English 
Parliament  on  the  Government  side  of  the 
House,  to  rise  up  and  plead  on  hehalf  of 
that  noble  and  magnificent  institution,  the 
Monte  Casino.     At  the  recommendation  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire (Mr.  Disraeli)  his  noble  Friend  had  a 
correspondence  on  the  subject,  while  Ro- 
man Catholic  Members  opposite  were  per- 
fectly  silent  with   reference  to   it.     The 
argument  hased  upon  the  prevalence  of 
Fenianism,  and  the  miserable  state  of  Ire- 
land in  consequence,  his  noble  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  completely  dis- 
posed  of  on  a  previous  occasion.     An  ad- 
mirable work  had  been  written  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman   the    Member    for  Cork   (Mr. 
Maguire) ;  it  was  full  of  information,  yet 
every  word  in  that  book  refutes  his  own 
argument.     If  you  go  to  such  places  as 
Canada,  Prince  Edward's  Island,  to  Nova 
Scotia,  or  wherever  the  Irish  people  might 
he  found,  there  they  were  a  prosperous,  a 
happy  and  contented  people.     There  was 
not  not  one  word  in  that  book  to  show 
that   the   Irish   entertained    thole    bitter 
feelings  towards  England  which  hon.  Mem- 
bera    opposite    were    constantly    alleging 
in   support  of'  their  views,  hut  the  con- 
trary   was    proved  to  be  the   fact.      So 
that,  indeed,  the  Fenian  movement  had 
not  arisen  from  distress  or  dissatisfaction 
in  Ireland  ;  but,  as  had  been  truly  said  by 
bis  noble  Friend,  it  arose  from  the  Ame- 
rican War.      The  Tenant  Right  Society 
in  Meath,  which  was  set  on  foot  in  Novem- 
ber, 1865,  by  a  Roman  Catholic  Bishop, 
Dr.  Nulty,  passed  the  following  unanimous 
resolution  :— 


(Ireland). 


"  The  one,  the  great,  the  sole  question  for  Ire- 
land ii  the  land  qneation.  Other  agitations,  such 
as  that  against  the  Established  Charoh,  are  got 
up  for  party  purposes,  would  infuse  an  element  of 
bigotry  into  the  already  disturbed  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant,  would  effect  the  ruin  of 
thousands  of  tenants,  and  precipitate  that  social 
catastrophe  which  we  are  anxious  to  avert." 
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The  Tablet,  a  Roman  Catholic  organ,  a 
few  years  ago,  said — 

"If  the  Irish  Church  EsUblishment  were  abo- 
lished to-morrow;  if  its  churches,  lands,  and 
rent-charges  were  applied  to  secular  and  even  to 
Catholic  purposes ;  or  if  the  Catholic  Churoh 
were  put  upon  a  level  of  perfect  equality,  we 
should  only  have  dealt  with  one  symptom,  and  not 
have  reached  the  seat  of  the  disease.  The  wound 
of  Ireland  is  that,  whereas  the  great  majority  of 
the  population  are  Catholics,  such  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  soil  belongs  to  Protestants,  and  that 
Protestants  form  such  a  Urge  portion  of  those 
cUsses  which  are  raised  in  social  station  higher 
than  the  others." 

And    only  last   May   the    same   journal 
added— 

"  We  are  of  those  who  think  that  the  notion  of 
settling  the  Irish  Church  question  by  simply  con- 
fiscating the  property  of  the  Protestant  Church 
and  abolishing  its  privileges  is  a  foolish  notion, 
and  ought  to  be  opposed  as  foolish,  futile,  and 
wrong." 

The  fact  was,  that  these  people  liked  a 
grievance.  If  you  abolished  the  Churoh 
and  gave  them  the  land  of  Ireland  into  the 
bargain,  they  would  still  be  dissatisfied; 
just  as  it  was  said  of  somebody  that  if  you 
gave  him  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  for  an 
estate,  he  would  still  want  the  Isle  of 
Man  for  a  potato  garden.  Apropos  of 
this.  Earl  Russell,  in  his  pamphlet,  told 
a  story  which  was  taken  from  Spanish 
biography— 

"  It  is  related  of  Gonsalvo  de  Cordova,  called 
the  Gran  Capltan  by  his  countrymen,  that  he  was 
promised  by  King  Ferdinand  the  high  post  of 
Grand  Master  of  the  Order  of  Calatrava.  But 
the  King  having  afterwards  altered  his  mind  and 
disposed  of  the  post  otherwise,  sent  to  the  Great 
Captain  to  offer  him  the  city  of  Loja.  '  No,'  said 
Don  Gonsalvo ;  <  tell  the  King  that  I  prefer  my 
grievance  to  the  city  of  Loja.' " 

In  1838  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
wrote  a  pamphlet,  which  made  a  deep  im- 
pression. He  did  not  quote  it  now  to 
show  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
changed  his  opinions,  hut  to  cite  the  ad- 
mirable arguments  he  had  then  used  in 
defence  of  the  Irish  Church — argumenta 
as  sound  and  forcihle  now  as  they  were 
then.  The  work  was  dedicated  to  the 
University  of  Oxford — 

*' Tried  and  not  found  wanting  through  the 
vicissitudes  of  1000  years,  and  in  the  hope  that 
the  temper  of  these  pages  may  be  found  not  alien 
from  her  own." 

In  that  work  were  these  passages—- 

"The  governing  body  of  the  State,  in  order 
fully  to  discharge  its  duties,  mnst  profesl,  mast 
support,  must  propagate  a  religion,  must  profess 
it  personally  and  collectively.  Upon  us  of  this 
day  has  &llen — ^and  we  shrink  not  irom  it,  but 
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relooms  it  u  »  high  and  gloriooi,  tbongli  >■>  tr- 

noai  dntj^ — thedefenoeof  the  Reformed  Catholio 
hurcL  in  Irelaad,  as  the  reUgioua  Eatnbliahment 
f  the  ooDDtrr.  The  Proteatniit  I^giaUtui 
le  Empire  mnintaina  in  tha  poiieaaia 
liurch  property  in  Ireland  the  membi 
reed  pro&aied  by  one-ninth  of  its  populalion, 
agnrded  vith  partinl  fiiTOar  by  acarcely  another 
iatb,  and  diaowned  byths  remaining  leTm  ;  and 
ot  only  dops  Chia  anomnly  mepta  ua  in  full  Tie* 
lit  we  haTo  atao  to  conaider  the  £ict  that  the 
lalnteDanoe  of  the  Chnrcb  for  nearly  three  ccn- 
Iriea  in  Ireland  hna  been  oontsmporaneoua  with 
syatem  of  pnrtinl  government,  nnd  of  groaa  in- 
^tention  to  the  intereita  of  a  nobla  and  neglected 
mplft.  Bat,  boiroTor,  fbrmidable  at  Br«C  sight 
leae  odmiaaiana  are,  they  in  no  degree  aSect  the 
regoing  argumonta,  they  do  not  change  the  na- 
ira  of  truth,  they  do  not  relieve  Government  of 
t  reaponaibility  ;  a  common  form  of  Cuth  binds 
le  Irish  Protestanta  to  ourselves." 


[e  was  sure  that  the  rigbt  hon.  Oentle- 
iHii  was  most  sincere  in  an;  change  of 
pinions  he  had  undergone,  but  the  right 
on.  Gantleman  had  not  succeeded,  in 
868,  in  answering  the  arguments  which 
e  had  urged  in  1838.  In  another  in- 
,ance  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
ecn  (]uiEe  candid  wltli  the  Houro.  He 
Bted  that  his  opinions  had  been  undcr- 
olng  a  change  for  the  last  twentjr  or 
renlj-rour  years.  But  in  1865  there  waa 
debnte  in  this  Honsa  on  the  Irish  Church, 
id  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
orpeth  (Sir  George  Grej)  then  made,  in 
le  name  of  the  Gnfernnicnt,  a  ipecch,  in 
le  course  of  which  he  said — 
"  Th-it  being  Iho  caae,  lier  Majcaly's  Govcm- 
ent  linve  no  hesitntion  in  s.iying,  that  they  nro 
it  prepared  to  underlake  the  reaponsibilily  of 
iipoaing  to  Pnrlinmont  a  Bill  calculated  to  eff'et 
nt  object.  They  believe  that  Ihia  object  (dia- 
tnblishment)  cannot  bo  obtained  except  b.T  meana 
lich  must  inflict  freat  injur/  upon  Ireland.  .  . . 
0  have  the  Iriah  I'rDleit'ant  Ciiurch  established 
an  eiiaiing  inatitulion  in  Ireland  ;  it  ia  not 
recent  crt>alion,  it  rests  upon  the  prescription 
centuries,  and,  to  use  tile  enpreasion  of  a  dis- 
iguiahed  Roman   Catbolio  layman,  it  ia  rooted 

But  is  that  it  could  not  bo  aubvcrlcd  without 
volution,  with  all  the  borroi'a  that  attend  rcvo- 
tion."— [3  Halliard,  cljxvlii.  SOB,  joo.] 

was  remnrknble  if  the  opinions  of  the 
;ht  hon.  Gentleman  were  undergoing  a 
angc  at  that  time,  timt  he  should  not  . 
ivc  riKcn  and  denied  llie  statenienla  which 
8  Colleague  then  made  in  the  nnme  of 
o  Guvernment,  It  was  a  strange  example 
inconsistency.  Again  Earl  Russell  said 
1653— 

"I  am  obliged,  then,  to  conclude — mostunwil- 
(rly  to  conclude,  but  moat  dcoidedly  —  that  the 
iwment  of  tho  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  Ire- 
,  in  pUcB  ol  the  endowment  of  the  Protestant 
rch  in  that  country  in  connection  with  the 
J,  u  not  an  oLjcct  which  the  I'l 
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this  coDntiy  oagbt  to  adopt  or  nnetion.  Sir, 
these  opinions  of  mine  may  lead  to  coaclnaions 
unpalatable  to  many  who  belong  to  the  Roman 
of  I  Catbolie  Chnroli.  They  may  lead  to  a  pcrsiatencs 
^aaion  of  tho  in  a  atate  of  things  that  I  qnite  admit  to  be 
anomaloua  and  Dnaaliafaotory  ;  bat  I  am  obliged, 
na  a.  Member  of  thi>  Paitiament,  to  conaider — and 
to  conaider  moat  aeriooily  in  the  present  atata  of 
the  world — that  which  is  best  adapted  to  maintain 
tiie  freedom  and  permanence  of  Our  inrtitstiona. 
.  .  .  Seeing  theaa  tbinga  I  give  my  decided  re- 
aiatence  to  the  propoaal  of  the  bon.  GeotlemaD 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Established  Choroh  in  lra> 
land."— [3  Bantard.  oaivii.  616.] 

Well,  then,  was  there  mach  enoourage- 
ment  to  be  derired  from  the  eoarao  of 
policy  which  had  been  punned  towards 
Ireland  of  late  years  !  The  Uooae  woald 
rccolleot  the  oath,  not  now  taVen,  but 
formerly  adminiatered  to  Roman  Catholie 
Memben — 

"1  do  hereby  diiolaim,  diaarow,  ■ 
abjura  any  intsnlion  to  sabvsrt  the  j 
Church  Establishment  as  settled  by  law  witbia 
this  realm  ;  and  I  do  aolamnly  awear  that  I  noTBr 
will  exercise  any  privilege  to  which  I  am  or  maj 
become  entitled  to  diitnrb  or  weaken  the  Pra- 
IsBlBnt  religion,  or  Protestant  GoTsmmeDt  ia 
(he  United  Kingdom  ;  and  I  do  solemnly  in  tba 
prcience  of  God  profeas,  tastily,  and  dsotara  that 
I  do  make  thii  declaration  and  every  part  thereof 
in  plain  and  ordinary  sense  of  the  words  of  this 
oath,  without  any  evasion,  eqaivooation,  or  mental 


He  admitted  the  anonialoaa  poaition  of  iho 
Irish  Choreh,  alluded  tit  by  Mr.  Oladatone 
in  1838,  and  if  there  were  any  mean  a  of 

removinu  that  anomaly  with  a  due  regard 
lu  vested  rights  he  would  gladly  da  so. 
lie  felt  the  dnnger  with  which  we  were 
thrcatQiied.  lie  concurred  in  the  opiniona 
ho  hnd  quoted,  that  interference  with  the 
Irish  Church  would  lead  to  revolution  ;  at 
any  rate  it  must  lead  (o  great  disturbance, 
nnd  that  not  among  the  Proteslanlaonly  lo 
Ireland.  He  dreaded  all  this  because  it 
involved  the  fulfilment  of  a  prediction  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Hr. 
Bright)  a  few  years  ogo.  Speaking  at 
Birmingham,  he  said,  "  Let  the  Relorm 
Bill  be  carried,  and  I  will  at  once  attack 
the  Establishment  in  England  and  tho 
feudality  of  the  dark  ages."  That  waa 
ten  years  ogo,  and  the  statement  appeared 
<n  of  the  hon.  Member's  ipeechea 
corrected  by  himself.  He  was  delighted 
if  he  might  infer  from  the  gesture  of  the 
hon.  Member,  that  he  waa  now  penitent,  and 
wai  becoming  moderate  in  liia  *iewi  under 
the  guidance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire.  For 
himself  lie  thought  the  words  of  the  Coro- 
nation  Oath  should  beimpreaaod  nponenrj 
man'e  heart.  Ue  had  been  edaoated  to 
support  the  prinotplM  of  Chueb  ud  Sut«, 
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advoeated  bj  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lanoasliire,  to 
whom  he  owed  e  part  of  his  education. 
Therefore  he  would  do  his  best,  as  long  as 
it  wu  poisible,  to  maintain  that  union,  in 
the  ioteresta  of  this  country  and  as  a 
means  of  rooting  religion  in  the  affections 
of  the  people. 

Mr.  MONCREIFF  said,  he  entertained 
a  hope  that  from  that  time  a  better  day  was 
aboot  to  dawn  for  Ireland.  Looking  at 
the  apeeehes  of  the  rieht  hon.  Member  for 
Booth  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  and 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  it  appeared  that 
the  obataclea  that  had  so  long  stood  in  the 
way  of  the  pacification  of  Ireland  would, 
at  no  distant  day,  be  finally  remoTed.  If 
no  farther  obstaele  were  presented  to  that 
eonapmmation  than  was  contained  in  the 
Amendment  which  was  the  subject  of  do- 
bate,  ita  ambiguous  terms,  and  the  faltering 
tone  of  the  noble  Lord  who  moTed  it,  would 
afford  no  grounds  for  fearing  the  revolution 
or  strife  apprehended  by  the  last  speaker. 
The  noble  Lord  scarcely  realized  the  maprni- 
tade  and  importance  of  the  issue.  The 
Motion  was  only  the  offspring  of  the  dis- 
enasion  which  took  place  a  few  days  ago. 
We  were  told  that  this  was  to  be  an  Irish 
Seaaion  ;  that  the  state  of  Ireland  was  one 
fraught  with  imminent  peril ;  that  it  was 
deairable,  and  it  was  intended,  to  have  the 
matter  discussed  ;  and  we  were  promised, 
none  time  ago,  with  some  parade,  a  de- 
claration of  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
That  was  made  in  the  apeech  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Mayo),  which  disclosed 
a  policy  which  neither  the  IIouso,  nor  Ire- 
land, nor  this  country  could  accept.  If 
we  were  to  beliere  the  Amendment  of  the 
Government,  it  amounted  to  a  confession 
that  their  propositions  did  not  amount  to 
a  eare  for  the  state  of  Ireland.  Under 
thaae  cironmatancea,  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  8outb  Lancashire  had  offered  these 
Beiidntiona  as  a  contribution  towards  a 
poliey  for  Ireland,  and  the  question  wns, 
•'Will  the  House  accept  that  policy?*' 
It  waa  aatisfaetory  to  note  that  the  Irish 
Chnreh  had  met  with  no  defence  or  jus- 
tiSeation.  Many  statements  had  been 
nade,  and  arguments  brought  forward  ; 
bat  not  a  word  had  been  said  in  farour  of 
the  Irish  Church  Establishment  itself.  No 
wonder  it  should  not  be  defended.  Formed 
bj  hgoatice^  nurtured  in  discontent,  the 
fertile  aonree  of  heartburninga — a  great 
obetaele»  as  he  apprehended,  in  the  way  of 
the  Proteatant  religion — the  scandal  of  the 
prineipleof  Chnreh  Establishments,  and  an 
otitfyetioa  in  the  way  of  good  goTernmeDt, 


its  history,  associations,  and  principle  alike 
precluded  the  possibility  of  defence.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  'gave  notice  of 
his  Motion,  tho  knell  of  the  Irish  Church 
was  rung,  and  the  mode  in  which  Gorem- 
ment  met  that  Motion  placed  the  matter 
beyond  all  doubt.  The  first  note  sounded 
was  a  letter  from  the  Prime  Minister  to  a 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dartmouth),  pub- 
lished in  tho  newspapers.  The  Prime 
Minister  said — 

"  We  have  heard  Bomething  lately  of  the  crisis 
of  Ireland.  In  my  opinion  ihe  crisis  of  England 
Is  rather  at  hand  ;  for  the  purpose  is  now  avowed, 
and  that  by  a  powerful  party,  of  destroying  that 
sacred  union  between  Church  and  State  which  has 
hitherto  been  the  chief  means  of  our  civilization 
and  is  the  only  security  for  our  religious  liberty." 

The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  could  not  find  disen- 
dowment  in  the  right  hon.  Member's  Re- 
solutions ;  he  could  not  find  in  them  any 
indication  of  an  intention  to  take  away 
the  endowments  of  the  Irish  Church  ;  yet 
the  Prime  Minister  had  said,  not  only  that 
the  Church  of  Ireland  was  to  be  destroyed, 
but  that  the  purpose  of  ottacking  the  Eng- 
lish Church  was  not  only  entertained,  but 
avowed.  This,  according  to  tho  Prime 
Minister,  was  seen  on  the  face  of  tho 
Resolutions  ;  but,  at  all  erents,  it  was 
only  because  they  went  to  destroy  tho 
union  between  Church  and  State  in  Eng- 
land that  tho  Resolution  was  to  bo  op- 
posed. As  regarded  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land, there  was  nothing  to  bo  said.  When 
they  cnmo  to  the  discussion  of  that  night, 
tho  subject  was  treated  with  all  becoming 
solemnity  ;  but  the  noble  Lord's  Amend- 
ment was  not  in  harmony  with  these 
demonstrations.  The  Amendment  of  the 
noblo  Lord  might  mean  anything  or  no- 
thing. It  did  not  imply  that  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church  would  destroy 
the  security  for  our  religious  liberty  ;  on 
the  contrary,  it  looked  forward  with  com- 
placency to  the  possibility  of  a  new  Parlia- 
ment dealing  with  the  question  in  that  way. 
That  view  was  supported  by  the  fact  that 
the  noble  Lord,  in  a  moment  of  forgetful- 
ness,  said,  in  effect,  "  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  making  a  party  move  for  party 
purposes;  ho  and  his  party  want  the  credit 
of  doing  it ;  they  want  to  bo  the  first  in 
the  field  ;  we  are  quite  ready  to  do  it  if 
only  you  will  give  us  time.  True,  their 
proposition  is  to  destroy  the  only  security 
for  our  religious  liberty  ;  but  if  you 
leave  this  Establishment  until  the  new 
Parliament,  we  will  take  the  credit  from 
them,  aud  carry  their  measure  oursclvea**' 
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(Mr.  Moncrciif)  wanted  to  know  the 
|nciple  on  which   hon.   Gentlemen   op- 

lite    intended  to   discnss   the  question. 

18  it  to  be  a  question  of  the  inviolability 
iGhurch  revenues,  the  Coronation  Oath, 
the  Articles  of  Union  ?     Was  the  Con- 
[vative   party    going    to    maintain    the 

mnd  it  had  so  often  maintained,  or  had 
labandoned  that  ground  ?  The  House 
Is  entitled  to  a  distinct  and  clear  answer. 

the  cries  of  "  Protestant  ascendancy" 
*•  No  surrender  "  were  once  and  for 
»r  abandoned,  surely  the  patriotic  course 
Is  to  say  so  plainly.  The  evil  done  by 
jbiguous  speaking  was  not  to  he  told, 
jwas  said  this  was  a  party  moTO  ;    but 

I.  Gentlemen  opposite  could  if  they  liked 

itroy  its  party  character  at  once.  The 
Iht   hon.    Gentleman   the   Secretary  of 

kte  for  the  Home  Department  declared 

1865  that  as  long  as  he  had  a  seat  he 
luld  maintain  the  connection  between 
lurch  and  State.     Had  hon.  Gentlemen 

»o8ito  abandoned  those  opinions  ?  If 
^y  had  let  them  say  so,  and  not  palter 
ih  the  House;  let  them  state  plainly 
lether  the  Irish  Church  was  to  be  raain- 

led,  or  whether  both  sides  of  the  House 

re  jointly  to  arrange  a  plan  of  adjust- 
|nt  based  upon  its  disestablishment.    The 

)le  Lord  said  they  were  ready  to  admit 
Lt  considerable  modifications  in  the  tem- 
^alities  of  the  Irish  Church  might  appear 

le  necessary  after  the  pending  inquiry. 
|t  why  the  House  of  Commons  was  to 

lit  that    he   (Mr.    Moncrciflf)  did   not 

►w.     Why  was  the  House  of  Commons 

idmit  that  something  was  to  appear  ne- 
jsnry  on  a  pending  inquiry — especially 
Ithis  was  a  moribund  Parliament  ?  He 
lid  understand  a  person's  declaring  that 
Irish  Church  was  an  anomaly,  and 
[refore  should  no  longer  exist.     What 

noble  Lord  said  was  equivalent  to  this : 

on  may  be  perfectly  right — I  do  not 
you  are    wrong — but   you    must   not  j 
it  in  this  Parliament."     But  it  was  i 

;otten  that  they   were  dealing  with  a 

>is  ill  Ireland,   and,   as  the  right  hon. 

itlcman  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  { 

said,  a   crisis   in   England  also.      It 

not  the  Resolution  of  his  right  hon. 

lend  which  mode  the  crisis,  but  the  sub- 

of  the  Resolution.    As  a  Scotchman, 

entertained,   in    common    with  all  his 
[ntrjmen,  the  warmest  sympathy  for  Ire- 
produced  partly  by  the  analogy  and 
|tly   by   the  contrast  of  the   countries. 

:h  had  had  their  struggles.    Scotland  as 
|1  as  Ireland  had  the  Celt  and  the  Saxon, 
a  climate  not  more  propitious  than  that 
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country.  Scotland  had  had  her  difficnltiesy 
ecclesiastical,  political,  social,  and  agricul- 
tural. But  there  the  analogy  ended,  and 
the  contrast  commenced.  The  result  pro- 
duced in  Scotland  was  one  of  unexampled 
prosperity  and  peace.  There  were  20,000 
soldiers  in  Ireland,  while  in  Scotland  the 
number  was  so  small  that  it  could  hardly 
be  called  a  garrison.  In  fact,  there  were 
not  sufficient  to  control  a  determined  mob. 
He  had  listened  with  profound  interest  to 
the  debate  introduced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguire).  In  some  respects^ 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  had  made  but 
a  weak  case  of  grierance,  although  a  strong 
one  of  disaffection.  He  did  not  think 
Fenianism  could  be  said  to  be  directly 
caused  by  any  of  the  matters  referred  to. 
It  did  not  arise  from  the  land  question, 
from  mixed  education,  or  from  the  Church, 
and  certainly  not  from  the  want  of  Qofem- 
ment  subsidies,  for  whilst  Scotland  contri- 
buted one-fifth  more  to  the  revenue,  she 
received  only  one-fourth  of  the  amount  of 
the  Irish  subsidies.  But  the  fact  remaioed, 
and  if  no  grievance  they  oould  lay  their 
hand  upon  was  the  cause  of  diaaffeotion— - 
if  they  had  disaffection  and  no  visible  cause 
for  it,  there  could  be  no  more  dangerous 
symptom.  When  they  knew  the  precise 
evil,  they  could  apply  a  remedy  to  it. 
They  oould  remove  disaffection  by  remov- 
ing the  cause.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
state  of  Ireland  was  not  now  so  alarming 
as  in  1798  and  1848,  but  he  (Mr.  MoncreifiO 
could  not  agree  in  that  opinion.  The  Re* 
hellion  of  1798  was  a  common-place  rebel- 
lion ;  that  of  1848  was  very  much  the 
same.  There  were  recognized  leaders ; 
they  struck  the  leaders,  and  the  rebellion 
went  out.  But  Fenianism  was  a  monster 
without  a  head.  It  cropped  up  everywhere. 
It  was  not  confined  to  Ireland  ;  it  made 
its  appearance  also  in  England  and  Scot- 
land ;  its  ramifications  extended  all  over 
the  country.  There  was  nothing  to  take 
hold  of  ;  yet  there  were  indications  that,  if 
it  had  succeeded,  it  would  have  been  a 
rising  against  everything  venerable,  respect- 
able, and  valuable.  It  had  no  leaders,  but 
spread  down  to  the  lowest  basis  of  society. 
That  was  the  evil  they  had  to  guard 
against.  The  noble  Lord  talked  of  leav- 
ing this  matter  to  the  next  Parliament ; 
but  who  knew  what  might  happen  in  the 
interval  ?  It  had  often  been  said  that 
England's  difficulty  was  Ireland's  opportu- 
nity, and  that  difficulty  might  arise.  He 
might  bo  asked,  how  would  the  reform  of 
the  Irish  Church  stop  Fenianism  ?  He 
said,  in  the  only  way  in  which  it  oouU 
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ever  be  stopped,  Fenianism  was  the  re- 
eoil  of  the  wave  of  oppresBion,  and  it  was 
oolj  by  removing  the  sense  of  oppression 
that  it  eonld  be  dealt  with.  They  might 
think  that  a  tardy  repentance  would  atone 
for  former  aina  ;  but  it  would  do  nothing  of 
the  kind.  It  was  only  Ireland  that  could 
put  down  Irish  disaffection.  They  wanted 
to  bave  the  spirit  and  feelinfif  as  well  as  the 
aet  of  loyalty ;  and  this  could  never  bo  had 
till  they  dealt  justly  with  Ireland,  and  re- 
moTod  those  things  which  were  felt,  and 
eonld  not  but  be  felt,  as  marks  of  degrada- 
tion. He  belioTed  that  passing  the  Reso- 
Intion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  would 
do  more  to  bind  the  Irish  to  this  countr?, 
and  to  renew  those  feelings  which  naturally 
sprong  np  in  the  breasts  of  the  Roman 
Cathoiie  population,  than  anything  which 
had  been  done  within  this  century.  But  it 
was  said  that  this  was  only  a  party  more- 
menL  The  noble  Lord  said  ho  respected 
A  ohange  of  opinion,  except  in  one  particu- 
lar set  of  circumstances — that  was  upon 
tbe  eve  of  an  election,  and  for  a  mere 
eleetion  ery.  The  noble  Lord,  he  sup- 
posed, had  no  particular  objection  to 
ebanges  of  opinion  under  certain  other  cir- 
eomstanees — for  instance,  to  maintaining 
one  aet  of  opinions  on  one  side  of  tho 
House*  and  another  set  on  the  other  side. 
Bat  when  it  was  said  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  got  up  this  cry  simply  for  the 
oeeauony  he  must  say  a  more  unjust 
aeensation  eonld  not  be  conceived.  It  was 
not  tme ;  but  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
elianged  his  opinion,  no  one  could  have 
blamed  bim-— he  was  but  acting  the  part 
of  m  wise  statesman.  He  had  seen  every- 
thing else  fail.  Was  it  not  plain  that 
something  most  be  done  to  put  the  aze  to 
the  root  of  the  injustice  complained  of? 
Hia  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  seo  his  way 
till  now.  [^Ironical  cheers.']  But  no  one 
eonld  read  the  speech  he  made  in  1865 
wiihont  seeing  what  his  conviction  was. 
There  was  not  a  sentence  in  it  that  did 
not  breathe  the  sentiment  expressed  in 
these  Resolutions  ;  and  he  ended  by  say- 
ing that  the  evil  of  the  Irish  Church  was 
■ot  the  aoperfloity  of  its  funds,  but  its 
fidse  position.  So  strong  was  the  speech 
in  thia  direction  that  the  then  Member  for 
the  UniTorsity  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Whiteside) 
eeosplained  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
made  m  speeeh  for  the  destruction  of  the 
Irish  Cherehi  while  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Hr.  Dillwjn)  said  he  read  in 
tbe  words  of 'the  Chancellor  of  tho  £x- 
ihe|eer  that  this  great  grief  anoe  was  f  ery 


near  its  end.  That  was  in  1865,  before 
they  had  Reform,  while  Lord  Palmerston 
was  in  office,  and  before  any  change  of 
Government  was  impending.  He  denied, 
therefore,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
liable  to  the  charge  that  was  made  against 
him.  A.S  far  back  as  the  year  1835 
the  Liberal  leaders  declared  their  policy 
upon  the  subject,  and  Sir  Robert  Feel 
accepted  the  position,  and  said  that  the 
promoters  of  this  movement  lagged  behind 
their  opinions.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
between  that  period  and  this  no  proposi- 
tion had  been  laid  before  Parliament  on 
this  subject.  But  why  ?  Because  of  the 
power  of  the  Tories  in  obstruction.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  cheered  derisively  when 
he  said  that  the  time  had  never  come  till 
now;  but  they  should  recognize  the  change 
which  the  events  of  last  year  had  made  in 
the  whole  course  of  political  warfare.  They 
must  learn  that  since  the  action  taken  at  that 
time  political  questions  would  be  brought  to 
a  much  shorter  and  sharper  decision.  The 
old  modes  of  political  fighting — the  long 
sieges,  the  marches  and  counter-marches, 
the  winter  and  the  summer  campaigns- 
would  be  no  longer  resorted  to.  When 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  left  the  entrench- 
ments which  they  had  so  .long  and  sturdily 
defended,  to  march  in  search  of  a  more 
advanced  position,  they  left  them  for  good. 
For  one  reason,  among  others,  he  did  not 
in  the  least  regret  this.  This  Irish  Church, 
and  other  great  political  questions,  would 
now  be  brought  to  the  test  of  truth  and 
reason  and  justice  as  rapidly  as  tho  Prus- 
sian war  of  last  year  was  decided — a  war 
which,  under  tho  old  system,  would  have 
lasted  for  years,  but  which  was  terminated 
in  six  weeks.  The  changes  of  last  Session 
have  produced  another  result  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  must  also  recognize. 
When  the  present  occupants  of  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  called  upon  their  friends  to 
support  them,  no  one  believed  that  they 
were  really  going  to  fight.  When  they 
said  they  were  going  to  nail  their  colours 
to  the  mast  to-day,  every  one  believed  that 
those  colours  would  probably  be  hauled 
down  to-morrow.  The  Prime  Minister 
shouted  his  war-cry  of  "No  surrender;" 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary, 
in  this  House,  like  echo,  gave  back  "  Sur- 
render." It  was  no  wonder  that  the  pro- 
position made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  was  never 
made  before.  The  party  opposite  were 
wont  to  obstruct,  and  they  would  and  could 
have  obstructed  that  proposition  if  made 
profiously.    The  difference  now  is  that  al- 
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thoQgh  tliey  might  hare  the  wish,  they  had 
lot  the  power,  to  ohstruct  now.  It  was 
inggested  that  the  present  Parliament  was 
lot  competent  to  deal  with  the  question. 

pparentlj  it  was  intended  to  he  conveyed 
that,  as  the  franchise  was  extended  last 
rear,  the  Memherswho  had  seats  for  Eng- 
lish constituencies  no  longer  represented 
those  constituencies.     In  that  case,  what 

ras  to  become  of  the  Scotch  and  Irish 

leform  Bills  ?  Howerer,  since  the  right 
|ion.  Gentleman  opposite  had  told  the  House 
bhat  it  might  deal  with  those  measures  as 
[t  pleased,  perhaps  there  would  be  less 
iifficuity  in  the  matter.  But  was  there 
\\\y  truth  in  the  allegation  of  the  incom- 
petency of  Parliament  ?  The  noble  Lord 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  proposed 
to  introduce  a  Bill  on  the  much-vexed 
luestion  of  the  relations  of  landlord  and 

mant  in  Ireland,  with  the  view  of  having 
Jiat  subject   dealt   with   by   the   present 
Parliament.     He  (Mr.  Moncreiff),   there- 
fore, did   not  understand  what  the  noble 
lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  meant  by  de- 
lying  the  competency  of  the  Parliament 
lo  deal  with  the  subject  now  under  consi- 
leration.     The  Parliament  was  competent 
lo  promote  the  pacification  of  Ireland  by 
loing  justice  to  that  country,  and  he  was 
;reatly  mistaken  if  that  House  would  lis- 
ten to  the  plea  that  it  was  not  competent 
0  deal  with  what  was,  in  his  mind,  one  of 
[he  most  urgent  and  important  questions 
>f  the  day.     The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
>f  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  found  nothing 
letter  to  say  tlian  that  he  did  not  sec  any- 
|hing  in   the  proposed   Besolutions  which 
night  not  be  made  consistent  with  endow- 
lent.     The  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
iancashire,  however,  explained  that  what 
le   intended   was   that  endowment  should 
10  withdrawn,  excepting  so  far  as  related 
10  life  interests.     There  was,  in  fact,  no  i 
loubt  in  that   House,  or  in  the  country,  as 
lo  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  niennt. 
[t  was  said  that  the  cause  of  Protestantism 
^ould  suffer  by  the  disestablishment  of  the 
[rish  Church;  but  he  thought  that  any  one 
poking  to  the  condition  of  the  Established 
!hurch  in  Ireland  must  admit  that  Protcs- 
jantism  would  gain  by  it.     How  could  the 
Istablished  Church  in  Ireland  have  weight 
rith  the  people,  when  they  regarded  it  as 

badge  of  their  inferiority,  and  when  from 
lather  to  son  it  was  pointed  out  as  a  record 
]f  the  degradation  and  humiliation  of  Ire- 
ind  ?  In  England  the  Norman  and  Saxon 
lad  mingled  together,  and  in  Ireland,  if 
Ihero  had  not  been  kept  up  this  landmark, 
Ihis  Church  of  the  minority,  giving  to  the 

Jdr.  Moncreiff 


minority  in  the  most  sacred  retationt  a 
position  above  the  majority,  he  did  not 
doubt  but  that  the  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land would  have  been  very  different  from 
what  it  now  was.  It  was  idle  to  say  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  did  not  look  upon 
Protestant  ascendancy  in  their  country  as 
a  grievance.  Although  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Honiton  (Mr.  Bail  lie 
Cochrane)  said  that  he  did  not  feel  himself 
humiliated  because  Episcopalians,  who  were 
a  minority  in  Scotland,  had  to  contribute 
to  the  support  of  the  Scotch  Church,  there 
could  be  very  little  doubt  that  their  fore- 
fathers in  Scotland  would  have  felt  greatly 
humiliated  if  there  had  been  any  successful 
attempt  to  uphold  the  Episcopal  minority 
as  a  State  Church  in  Scotland.  .  With  re- 
spect to  the  pnnoiple  of  Chureh  Establish- 
ments, he  did  not  think  that  any  such  alarm 
needed  to  be  felt  as  that  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Honiton.  No  one  ima- 
gined that  the  Resolutions  struok  at  the 
Church  of  England,  or  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land ;  and  whoever  would  suggest  that  the 
standing  or  the  falling  of  the  Church  of 
England  depended  on  the  fate  of  the  Irish 
Church,  must  either  be  a  concealed  enemy 
or  a  very  injudicious  friend  of  the  Euglish 
Church.  Nothing  could  be  more  unwise 
than  to  persuade  the  people  that  the  Irish 
Church  was  mixed  up  with  the  existeuce 
of  the  English  Church.  The  Irish  Chureh 
was  doomed  ;  but  ho  would  be  very  sorry 
to  think  that  the  Church  of  England  was 
in  the  same  position.  On  the  contrary, 
whatever  might  be  its  internal  dissensions, 
the  English  Church  was  a  strong  and  vi- 
s;orou9  institution.  With  regard  to  Church 
Establishments,  the  only  ground  on  which 
they  could  be  defended  was,  that  it  was 
within  the  province  of  a  State  to  establish 
what  it  deemed  to  be  the  true  religion,  if  it 
thought  that  thereby  religion  would  be  pro- 
moted ;  but  it  could  not  be  contended  that 
it  was  right  to  establish  in  the  midst  of  a 
community  an  alien  Church,  or  that  it  was 
possible  thereby  to  promote  the  spread  of 
religion.  It  was  said  that  these  Resolu- 
tions, if  carried,  would  lead  to  farther  at- 
tacks. Ho  entertained  a  different  opinion. 
The  Motion  for  the  Resolutions  would  bo 
carried  by  the  feeling  of  the  Protestant 
people  of  this  country  ;  and  he  trusted 
that  it  would  be  accepted  in  Ireland,  u 
from  England  and  Scotland,  as  an  offering 
laid  on  the  altar  of  justice,  as  some  atone- 
ment for  past  oppression,  and  as  a  presage 
of  harmony  and  prosperity  for  the  future. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :      Sir,    the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
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OppotiCion  has  made  a  Motion  to-night 
whieh  he  baa  rested  on  great  principles, 
and  whieh  has  raised  important  issues. 
The  represantmtiTe  of  the  Goyernment,  roy 
nohle  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  has  made  a  speech  in 
whieh  he  has  limited  the  issue  to  petty 
differences  and  excuses  for  delay.  It  is 
Terj  diflfionlt  to  know  which  of  the  two 
gaidea  we  ought  to  follow  in  the  conduct 
of  the  dehate ;  hut  my  feeling  on  tho 
whole  IS,  that  as  we  may  have  future  oppor- 
tanities  of  dealing  with  the  Motion  and 
aantimenta  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Memher  for  South  Lancashire,  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  we  ought  rather  to  confine  our- 
•eWes  to  the  issue  which  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  has  authoritatifely  laid  down  for  ub, 
and  I  will,  therefore,  merely  indicate  my 
Tiewa  on  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
•poke  of  a  sentiment  in  favour  of  the 
Estahliahed  Church  with  respect,  although 
lie  aTowed  that  he  himself  had  escaped 
from  ita  apell  and  felt  hound  to  oppose  it 
now.  I  most  frankly  avow,  that  I  am  not 
of  hia  opinion,  and  that  that  sentiment  still 
•lereiaea  a  hold  over  me  that  I  regard  as 
iaered.  It  appears  to  me  that  there  is  no 
problem  in  the  development  of  modern 
Boeietj  more  important  and  more  difficult, 
and  yet  which  touches  more  deeply  the 
aaered  springs  of  human  feeling  and  the 
moat  important  interests  of  human  society 
than  the  eonnection  that  exists  between 
Chnrch  and  State.  Under  these  ciroum- 
ataneee,  I  cannot  look  upon  the  sentiment 
in  faToar  of  the  Established  Chnrch  as  a 
thing  to  be  praised,  but  to  be  disregarded. 
This  aentiment  appears  to  me  to  be  bound 
vp  with  our  national  life — to  enter  deeply 
into  our  Constitution,  and,  even  if  no 
higher  motivea  restrained  us,  we  could  not, 
in  my  opinion,  abandon  it  without  imperil- 
ing all  the  greatness  and  all  the  material 
advantages  of  which  we  are  so  proud.  And, 
tiierefbre,  although  tho  principle  involved 
in  that  aentiment  be  applied  to  a  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  where  it  is  severely 
tasted,  and  where  we  have  to  rely  more 
ipon  abatraet  principle  and  less  upon  ez- 

aieney  than  I  eonld  have  wished,  still  my 
ing  ia  that,  even  as  applied  to  tho  case 
of  Irelandy  it  ia  a  principle  which  I  will  not 
inert — it  ia  a  principle  which  has  done  so 
feveh  good  in  past  times — it  is  a  principle 
from  whieh  we  may  hope  so  much  here- 
ifltar— it  ia  a  prineiple  which!  have  always 
lapporteda  th«t  even  if  I  were  inclined  to 
mbt  of  ita  aonndness  it  would  not  be  in 
Ui  BoaenI  of  ita  trial  and  adTorsity  that 


I  would  shrink  from  upholding  it.      I  do 
not  wish  to  go  to  a  lower  motive ;  I  should 
rather  choose  to  rely  upon  the  importance 
of    maintaining    the    connection    between 
Church   and   State,   and   of  having  some 
organization    by  public  authority  and  of 
higher  principle   than   the  mere  material 
interests  which  ordinarily  guide  politicians. 
I    would  rather  look  to   something   more 
noble  than  to  the  ordinary  dictates  of  poli- 
tical economy  or  to  the  necessities  of  our 
political  orgonization.     But  if  I  did  seek 
for  lower  motives  I  think  I  could  easily  find 
them — I  confess  that  I  doubt  whether  the 
object  for  which  this  great  change  is  to  be 
efl^ected  would  be  attained,  even  were  the 
sacrifice  made.    We  seek  for  peace  ;  peace 
above  all  things  is  what  we  desire  in  Ire- 
land.    And  you  are  going  to  do  what  ? — 
to  secure  peace  ?      Why,  you  are  going  to 
draw  down  upon  yourselves  the  certain  and 
bitter  enmity  of  one-third  of  the  population 
— the  most  able,  the  most  wealthy,  and  the 
most   influential  portion  of  the  population 
of  Ireland — without  your  having  any  secu- 
rity whatever  that  you  will  conciliate  the 
remainder  of  that  population.     I  have  said 
that  I  should  not  argue  the  question  upon 
this  ground.     I  have  merely  made   these 
few  remarks  in  order  that  there  may  ho  no 
misunderstanding  as  to  the  position  I  hold 
upon  this  point.     But  now  I  must  pass  to 
the  immediate  issue  before  us — I  mean  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord.  I  must 
frankly  confess  that,  forgetting  some  of  the 
dark  passages  of  last  year,  I  had  indulged 
in  a  pleasing  dream  that  when  the  question 
of  the   Irish    Church   was   mooted   there 
would  be  again  a  united  party  contending 
for  a  great  principle — ready  to  fight  for  it — 
ready  to  sacrifice  for  it — ready  to  maintain 
its  views  without  flinching,  and  if  necessary, 
ready  to  carry  the  question  before  the  great 
tribunal  of  the  nation.  In  that  anticipation 
I  have  been  disappointed.     Wo  have  had, 
instead,  nothing  more  than  the  ambiguous 
utterances  of  a  moro  than  Delphio  oracle. 
We  have  had  this  Amendment  commented 
on  in  a  speech  from  which  I  defy  the  most 
acute  critic  to  extract  any  idea  of  tho  fu- 
ture policy  of  Iler  Majesty's  Government. 
Now,  what  is  this  Amendment  ?    I  confess 
when  I  first  heard  it  I  listened  to  it  with 
great  suspicion,  and  that  suspicion  has  not 
been  at  all  lulled  by  the  speech  by  which  it 
was  recommended  to  us.  The  Amendment 
commences  thus— 

''  That  this  IIouso,  while  admitting  that  consi- 
derablo  modifications  in  the  tcmjporalitics  of  the 
United  Church  in  Ireland  majr,  after  the  pending 
inqoiry,  appear  to  be  exped.ent." 


Etfaituhid  ChureA 


Now,  what  Rro  "  modificatiooB 
mlitiat  ?  "   The  Bngli«h  of  this  RoioIuUoe 
been  oom  men  I  ad  upon  before;  but  1 
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treatment  that  might  be  applied  to 
the  Irigh  Chnroh,  and,  in   doing   to,  he 


fesB  that  I  am  utterly  unnb!e  to  uuderBtond  I  talked  of  the  Bolulion  of  the  connection 
this  particular  phraBe,     There  iB  oulj  one ' '  —       .        ■   -,.  .        ... 

thing  it  can  moan.  I  put  it  to  nn;  landed 
proprietor  in  IbiB  House  what  be  would 
think  if  any  perBon  canie  to  bim  and  pro- 
poBed  to  introduco  modiiieationB  into  bit 
landed  estate  f  Or  what  would  a  gentle' 
mno  think  who,  upon  the  high  road,  wa& 
requeited  bj  a  man  on  tbo  other  aide  of 
the  bodge  to  permit  him  to  make  modifica- 
tions in  the  ownership  of  hia  purse.  For 
my  own  part  I  can  onlj  describe  it  bj  using 
the  words  of  which  it  is  composed,  II 
means  the  "  modi G cation  in  the  tempo- 
es."  The  phrase  maycoTer  anything 
or  nothing.  It  may  mean  giring  to  Bel- 
fast what  is  taken  from  the  South;  or  it 
may  mean  modifying  the  temporalities  out 
of  eiistenoe  altogether.  There  is  abso- 
lutely nothing  in  the  phraae  to  tell  us  what 
it  means.     Still  this  Amendment  is  a  coo- 

ession.    Tbe  House  is  said  to  be  perfectly 

ncompetent  to  pronounce  upon  any  great 
juestion  ;  yet  it  is  held  by  Her  Majesty's 
GoTerameiit  to  be  perfectly  competent  to 
pronounce  an  opinion  that  modifications 
Bre  to  take  place  in  the  temporalities  of 
tbe  Irish  Church.  But,  going  a  little  fur- 
ther, we  are  told — 


between  Church  and  Slate,  of  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  BisbopB  of  the  Irish  Church 
what  be  would  I  from  lbs  House  of  Lords  as  the  loss  of 
a  mere  empty  title.  That  i>  the  way 
in  which  the  Minister  of  a  ConserTatiTB 
QoTernment  is  prepared  to  disousa  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church.  I 
am  bound,  however,  to  say  that  I  ba*e 
something  to  re-assure  me  on  this  subject. 
We  have  had  alelter  of  the  Prime  Minister 
tothe  BbH  of  Dartmouth.  I  hope  I  have 
it  in  my  pocket,  because  I  look  upon  it  a« 
the  charter  of  the  Irish  Chnrch.  Oh,  here 
it  is,  and  now  what  doei  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  say  in  it— 


"  That  nnr  propoBitian  tending  to  the  dlseitab- 
liihmflnt'or  disendowmcnt  of  that  Church  ought 
:a  be  reaerred  for  the  decision  of  a  dow  I'arlia- 

[s  any  hon.  l^Iomhcr  able  to  tell  mo  that 
liseBlablishment  or  diaciidowment  is  ex- 
cluded by  that  proposition  ?  Some  years 
iigo  a  very  eminent  Gentleman  (Mr.  Uiall) 
made  a  proposition  in  (his  House  that  all 
ibe  temporalities  of  tbe  Irish  Church 
should  be  applied  to  lunatic  asylums,  roads, 
and  canals;  and  I  should  like  to  know 
nhether  there  is  anything  in  this  Amend- 
ment which  ebould  exclude  tho  proposition 
■fom  the  ripertoire  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
rernment?  The  noble  Lord  raised  some 
>bjoc(ions  to  tho  Resolutions  of  the  right 
100.  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  South 
LBucashirc,  becnuse  they  only  coiitnined 
:he  word  disestablishment  ond  not  disen- 
lowment ;  but  1  confess  I  sboiild  have 
fished  the  noble  Lord  had  confined  him- 
lelr  to  the  use  of  the  latter  word,  and  bad 
eft  tho  former  alone.  Wo  could  not  gather 
nuch  from  tho  speech  of  tho  nohie  Lord,  ' 
n  reference  to  tlie  future  policy  of  Her  j 
ifajeaty's  Government,  but  he  certainly  I 
aid  one  thing  that  filled  me  with  astonish-  j 
Vitcount  Crtnhornt 


"  We  have  hgard  somctbiDB  latcl;  of  the  otiiia 
ia  Iretnnd.  In  mj  opinion  the  oriiu  of  Boglaml 
is  rather  at  haod  ;  for  the  pnrposa  ii  now  avowed, 
and  that  b;r  a  poverliil  partjr.  of  destroying  that 
sacred  nn  ion  betireen  Choreh  and  State  which  bai 
hitherto  been  the  chief  ineaDS  of  onr  oiviliiatioD, 
>ad  is  the  oalj  BeouTity  for  oar  rellgiooa  Lbartj.'' 

And  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  IB  little  mora  than  a  mere  empty 
title.  How  am  I  to  reconcile  tbeae  eon- 
flieting  authorities  —  what  hope  am  I  to 
draw  from  these  differences  for  the  seonritT 
of  tbe  Irish  Church  ?  1  dare  aay  I  abdl 
be  told  that  the  Home  Secretary  and  the 
Irish  Secretary  have  uttered  very  earnest 
and  able  encomiums  upon  the  Irish  Church. 
That  I  am  ready  to  admit,  but  I  hope  those 
right  bon.  Gentlemen  will  acquit  me  of  any 
intentional  disrespect  towards  tbem  when 
I  say  that  their  utterances  do  not  yield  to 
my  mind  any  consolation  with  regard  to 
the  security  of  the  Irish  Church.  I  cannot 
forget  last  year.  I  cnnuot  forget  that  last 
year  Secretary  of  Stale  after  Secretary  of 
Slate  pledged  himself  to  a  testricted  fran- 
chise in  boroughs;  that  one  affirmed  that 
he  could  not  consent  to  household  suffrage  ? 
and  that  another  declared  upon  his  honour 
that  nothing  could  induce  him  to  assent 
to  the  policy  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright),  and  yet,  in  two 
short  months,  all  these  pledges  were  mere 
waste  paper,  and  were  absolutely  repudi- 
ated by  the  action  of  tbe  very  men  fiho  had 
given  them.  Therefore,  white  giving  the 
right  ban.  Gentlemen  credit  for  sincerity, 
in  the  views  they  have  expressed,  I  am 
utterly  sceptical  of  their  power  to  restrain 
their  erratic  Leader.  And  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  will 
have  language  of  hia  own  which  he  can 
quote  in  support  of  wbaterer  policy  be  may 
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ftd  disposed  to  adopt ;  for  it  is  part  of  the 
political  akill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  bo  able  to  refer  to  phrases  of  his  own  in 
fiaTour  of  any  eourse  he  may  deem  it  ad- 
Tisable  to  take.  For  instance,  if  it  should 
aait  him  to  tske  the  Protestant  line,  here 
u  the  Dartmoatb  letter ;  should  it  suit  him 
to  take  an  opposite  course,  he  can  always 
refer  to  bis  speech  of  1844,  the  spirit  of 
which,  aa  I  heard  him  declare  the  other 
eveniog,  is  still  right.  Now,  when  we  con- 
nder  ibis  Resolution,  what  inference  are  we 
to  draw  from  precedents.  We  haye  for 
soma  years  been  voting  against  a  £10 
eonnty  franchise,  and  when  in  1858  a  Con- 
ierratiTe  GoTornment  came  into  office  tlie 
proposal  for  a  £10  county  franchise  was, 
to  my  great  surprise,  met,  for  the  first  time 
for  many  years,  not  by  a  direct  negatire, 
bat  by  the  Previoas  Question.  I  looked 
apoo  it,  bowever,  as  one  of  the  ordinary  in- 
eidenta  of  politics,  and  thought  nothing  of 
it.  But,  Sir,  the  next  year  the  £10  county 
fraaebiBa  was  accepted  by  a  Conseryatifo 
Govtmment.  Well,  in  1866  we  had  a 
Seform  Bill,  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
OaDileman  the  Member  for  South  Lan- 
caabire,  and  the  Resolution  on  the  second 
leading  of  that  Bill  was  seconded  by  the 
aoble  Lord  who  has  moved  this  Resolution 
to-idgbt.  ["  Question!"]  I  am  rery  sorry 
to  treapata  so  far  on  the  patience  of  hon. 
Oentlemen  at  that  end  of  the  House  (be- 
hind the  Ministerial  Benches) ;  but  when  a 
Minialer  of  the  Crown  will  not  tell  you 
what  ha  means  to  do,  I  maintain  that  it  is 
vithiD  the  Question  to  show  from  his  past 
eondnet  what  ia  likely  to  happen  in  the 
fatnro.  The  Resolution  on  that  occasion 
was  pitched  in  the  as  me  key  as  the  Reso- 
lotion  of  to-night.  There  was  the  same 
balanoe  of  sentencea— 

*■  That  tUs  Home,  while  admitting  that  oon- 
iWtiebU  modtfications  in  the  temporalities  of  tlie 
Usited  Chareh  ia  Ireland  may,  after  the  pending 
faMpiiy,  appear  to  be  expedient,  is  of  opinion  that 
asjpn^oaitioB  tending  to  the  diieBtabliahment  or 
Jiwadoitment  of  that  Ohuroh  ought  to  be  reserved 
fcr  the  dseiaion  of  a  new  Parliament." 

Tbat  ia  the  Reaolution  to-night.  Well,  the 
Rcsolntion  on  that  occasion,  if  I  recollect 
rigbtly,  waa— 

"That  this  Hoose,  while  recognizing  the  ne- 
MHltjof  ajntt  and  moderate  measure  of  Reform, 
b  farther  of  opinion,  Ao.,  and  that  the  Reform  Bill 
•^ht  to  he  defonred  till  the  next  year." 

That  waa  the  Reaolution  which  was  se- 
mded  by  the  noble  Lord.  On  that  oc- 
tiBiott  all  who  were  opposed  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  franchise  supported  the  noble 
Uid  in  n  body,  thinking  ? cry  little  of  the 


admission  that  was  made  and  the  postpone- 
ment that  was  suggested ;  but  what  was  the 
result  ?  In  the  next  Session,  with  the  as- 
eistanoe  of  the  same  noble  Lord,  household 
suffrage  was  adopted.  Here,  again,  we 
have  the  same  phenomenon  —  an  opinion 
steadily  maintained  by  the  Conservative 
party  when  out  of  office  is  changed  when 
in  office  for  the  same  plea  for  delay  and 
the  same  admission  that  considerable  modi- 
fication is  required.  What  ^ill  be  the  re- 
sult? If  we  are  to  judge  by  what  has 
happened  before,  the  result  will  be  that 
those  Gentlemen  from  the  North  of  Ireland 
who  are  especially  anxious  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land exactly  as  it  is,  will  find  themselves 
much  as  we  who  were  in  favour  of  restricted 
borouffh  suffrage  were  last  year — they  will 
probably  find  themselves  voting  very  humbly 
next  year  in  the  wake  of  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  total  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  I 
have  seen  the  process  once,  and  I  do  not 
want  to  see  it  again.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  this  ambiguous  Resolution  would  not 
have  been  put  forward  by  any  Ministry, 
unless  they  either  had  no  policy  to  bring 
forward,  or  had  only  a  policy  which  they 
dared  not  avow.  If  it  were  otherwise, 
it  would  be  easy  enough  for  them  to 
stato  on  what  principle  they  intended  their 
policy  to  rest ;  it  ought  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  any  inquiry,  for  the  questions  to 
to  be  decided  are  not  dependent  upon  in- 
quiries. Tho  general  facts  are  already 
perfectly  well  known ;  and  if  tho  Govern- 
ment refuses  now  to  tell  us  what  they  intend 
to  do,  you  may  depend  upon  it  that  there  is 
something  behind  which  they  do  not  wish 
us  to  know  anything  about.  I  cannot  help 
feeling  that  this  is  one  of  the  Motions 
which,  to  use  the  expressive  words  of  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne) 
are  constructed  on  the  principle  of  '*  cross- 
fishing'' — that  the  Motion  is  one  which  is 
intended  to  fish  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
It  whispers  to  the  Gentlemen  from  the 
North  of  Ireland,  ''  Vote  for  me  ;  I  am 
tho  champion  of  the  Protestant  Church. 
I  am  seeking  for  delay  in  order  to  secure 
your  interests."  It  whispers  to  other  hun. 
Gentlemen,  "  Vote  for  me  ;  I  am  educa- 
ting my  party,  and  the  moment  that  the 
process  is  complete,  all  your  wishes  shall 
bo  fulfilled."  And  I  havo  no  doubt  if  I 
could  uiivoil  the  secrets  of  the  Lobby,  we 
should  find  Gentlemen  professing  to  speak 
in  tho  name  of  the  Government,  whisper- 
ing suggestions  of  this  kind  in  accordance 
with  the  respective  views  of  those  whom 
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^y  address.     Now,  I  hope  I  may  not  be 
itAken.     I  do  not  pretend  to  predict  the 
^bable  course  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
in  at  the  head  of  the  Government.     I 
mid  as  soon  undertake  to  tell  you  which 
the   weather-cock    would    point    to- 
[rrow.     It  may  be  that  the  Gentlemen 
|o  are  taken  by  this  device  will  find  that 
pea  is  not  always    under   the   same 
|mble,  and  that  the  hopes  that  they  have 
m  led  to  entertain  will  be  frustrated.  It 
ly  be  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
]the  House,  if  they  vote  for  this  Motion 
carry  it,  may  next  year  find  themselves 
the  condition  in  which  we  found  our- 
Ives  last  year — that  by  their  party  alle- 
Ince  they  have  contributed  to  the  very 
|uU  they  desired  to  avoid,  and  to  the 
itruction  of  those  principles  to  which  the 
lole  of  their  political  life  has  been  de- 
|ed.      I  cannot  kelp   feeling  that  such 
iceedings,  such  a  system  of  manogement 
unworthy  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
is  to  the  Executive  Gofernment  that  we 
re  to  look  for  guidance.     The  speech  of 
noble  Lord  to-night  seemed  to  me  more 
the  speech  of  a  Member  in  opposition 
In  that  of  a  Member  of  the  Government, 
Ismuch  as  it  assumed  and  even  exagge- 
led  all  the  privileges  of  •  Member  in 
jposition.     It  was  almost  entirely  con- 
»d  to  criticizing  the  Motion  of  the  right 
I.  Gentleman  opposite,  but  it  studiously 
ostentatiously  abstained  from   laying 
•n  any  principles  of  its  own.     Ho  told 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  question  of 
Irish  Church  must  be  the  first,  or  one 
Jthe  first  subjects  that  must  occupy  the 
lention  of  the  new  Parliament,  but  then 
declined  to  make  any  statement  that 
lid  fetter  the  Government  when  dealing 
ih   the  question.     Is    that   an   attitude 
ich  the  Executive  Government  ought  to 
lume  towards  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
Ithcrto  it  has  been  held  that  the  Ezecu- 
Government  guides  the  deliberations 
the  House  of  Commons.     It  lays  down 
principles  clearly,   and   argues    them 
[,  supporting  them  with  all  the  weight  of 
authority   and   asking   the    House   of 
imons  to  express  its  opinion  on  them, 
itil  the  last  two  years  we  have  not  seen 
spectacle  of  an  Executive  Government 
liting  upon  the  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Imnions,  refusing  to  lay  down  any  opi- 
]n  of  its  own,  and  almost  openly  avow- 
that   it   merely   looks    to    see  which 
public  opinion  will  point,  admitting, 
it  it  will  act  as  an  instrument  of  that 
)lio  opinion,   and   that  it  has  no  opi- 
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nions  of  its  own  to  express.  It  seems  to 
me  that  such  on  attitude  is  destructive 
of  the  position  of  the  Executive  in  this 
House.  I  will  go  even  further,  and  say 
that  it  is  a  fatal  blow  to  the  efficiency  of 
Parliamentary  Government.  The  House 
of  Commons  cannot  initiate  the  policy;  the 
House  of  Commons  cannot  undertake  the 
functions  of  the  Executive  Government  and 
point  out  the  path  which  it  is  to  take.  It 
is  the  duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
select  those  Ministers  in  whom  it  places 
trust,  and  as  long  as  it  places  confidence 
in  those  Ministers  to  support  the  policy 
which  they  may  announce.  I  know  that 
with  a  certain  number  of  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  this  Amendment  is 
popular.  I  have  heard  it  spoken  of  at 
being  very  clever.  It  is  clever.  Sir ;  it  is 
too  clever  by  half.  If  the  Government 
intend  to  conduct  the  Irish  Chureh  to  a 
painless  death,  this  is,  probably,  the  beet 
way  to  secure  that  result ;  but  if  they  pro- 
pose to  defend  and  adhere  to  the  principles 
contained  in  the  letter  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  it  is  the  very  worst  way  to  attain 
the  object  they  have  in  view  and  to  reme 
the  enthusiasm  of  the  people.  If  yon  wish 
to  support  the  Church,  yon  most  eome 
forward  and  fight  in  the  light,  and  not  shel- 
ter yourselves  behind  ambiguous  phrases 
and  dilatory  pleas.  I  admit  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  spoken 
to-night  with  perfect  candour  and  openness 
in  expressing  his  opinions,  and  I  would 
reciprocate  that  candour  by  telling  him 
that  I  shall  meet  his  Motion  with  a  straight- 
forward and  direct  negative.  But  I  cannot 
support  an  Amendment  of  which  the  object, 
as  it  appears  to  me,  is  merely  to  gain  time 
— merely  to  retain  the  cards  in  the  hands 
of  the  Executive  that  they  may  shuffle  them 
as  they  like — merely  to  enable  them  to 
repeat  on  the  Irish  Church  the  process 
which  they  last  year  applied  to  Reform-— 
merely  to  enable  them  to  utilize  great 
questions  of  public  policy  and  matters 
which  excite  the  feeling  of  the  people  out- 
of-doors  to  the  utmost  for  the  purposes  of 
party  and  the  maintenance  of  a  Govern- 
ment in  place.  I  think  that  such  tactics 
are  not  honourable  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, nor  honourable  to  the  Government 
which  resorts  to  them  ;  and,  while  ear- 
nestly resisting  any  attack  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Established  Church,  I  say  that, 
in  the  interests  of  that  principle,  in  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  Church,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  all  those  convictions  which  the 
Conservative  party  has  ever  entertained, 
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it  dots  not  Mem  to  me  wise,  it  is  not  fair, 
it  is  not  ereditftble,  to  lay  on  the  table  of 
the  Houee,  and  to  take  issae  npon,  an 
Amendment  anch  as  tbia. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  he  thought  that,  as  he 
had  gifon  notice  of  an  Amendment  to  be 
moved  when  the  House  went  into  Com- 
mittee, it  might  be  convenient  that  he 
ahoold  now  briefly  state  the  object  he  had 
in  riewy  so  that  they  might  know  tlie  posi- 
tion in  which  tliey  would  find  themselves 
on  going  into  Committee.  He  confessed 
that,  if  that  or  any  other  Motion  on  the 
present  question  had  been  brought  forward 
merely  for  a  party  purpose,  he  for  one 
wonld  be  found  among  those  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side,  whom  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
called  "  followers  who  did  not  follow."  He 
was  of  opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment having,  in  the  last  Session,  earned  a 
Reform  Bill  whioht  on  the  whole,  was 
aeeepted  as  satisfactory  to  the  country, 
might,  vnder  ordinary  circumstances,  have 
been  left  to  appeal  to  the  new  constitu- 
encies which  they  had  created.  He  would 
also  add  that,  with  respect  to  several 
branches  of  administration,  and  more  espe- 
cially with  respect  to  foreign  policy,  he, 
for  one,  preferred  the  course  pursued  by 
the  present  Government  to  that  adopted  by 
tlwir  predecessors.  For  those  reasons  he 
would  not  have  been  disposed  to  join  in 
any  mere  party  vote  in  order  to  drive  the 
Gh»Temment  prematurely  from  office.  But 
while  he  would  not  have  been  prepared  to 
■aeriflee  the  Ministry  to  party  he  was 
eqonlly  not  prepared  to  sacrifice  Ireland 
to  the  Ministry.  .  The  Motion  now  before 
them  raised  an  issue  of  first-rate  and  Im- 
perial importance.  For  the  raising  of  that 
laaoe  at  the  present  time  the  speeches 
made  from  the  Treasury  Bench  on  a  re- 
cent occasion  were  in  a  great  measure  re- 
aponsible.  If  the  question  had  rested 
■mply  on  the  able  speech  delivered  that 
evening  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  there  might 
have  been  a  fair  case  for  asking  for  delay. 
If  the  Government  had  merely  come  for- 
ward and  said,  ''  This  being  the  last  Ses  • 
nott  of  an  expiring  Parliament,  and  this 
being  a  question  of  first-rate  importance, 
whien  cannot  be  practically  settled  till  an- 
other Parliament  has  been  elected  by  the 
newly-created  constituency,  we  regard  this 
•1  an  open  question,  and  we  ask  for  time 
to  make  np  our  minds  upon  it."  That 
ndght  have  been  a  fair  position  for  them  to 
U&.  But  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Goferamenl  on  the  subjeet  of  the  Irish 


Church  in  a  former  debate,  and  also  after 
the  letter  of  the  Prime  Minister,  it  was 
impossible  for  anyone  calling  himself  a 
Liberal  to  shrink  from  the  issue  which  had 
been  raised,  or  any  longer  to  avoid  coming 
to  a  vote  upon  it.  That  issue  distinctly 
involved  this  among  other  points.  Could 
they  maintain  the  existing  Protestant  Es- 
tablishment and  the  present  system  of  reli- 
gious inequality  in  Ireland  ?  On  that  point 
it  was  enough  to  say  that  when  a  promi- 
nent Cabinet  Minister  like  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Afifairs  told  them  that 
not  one  educated  man  in  a  hundred  in  this 
country  would  advocato  the  maintenance 
of  that  system,  it  was  surely  impossiblo 
that  things  could  permanently  remain  as 
they  now  were  in  Ireland.  While  no  im- 
partial person  would  affirm  that  the  Irish 
Church  was  a  practical  injury  to  Ireland, 
on  the  other  hand  no  impartial  person 
could  deny  that  it  was  a  practical  insult  to 
ihe  great  majority  of  the  Irish  nation.  If 
such  an  institution  were  sought  to  be  forced 
upon  the  people  of  Scotland,  they  would 
not,  as  history  showed,  stand  it ;  neither 
would  the  people  of  England  for  a  moment 
stand  any  such  treatment  of  themselves. 
No  people  with  any  sense  of  national 
honour  and  self-respect  could  submit  to  the 
Church  of  one-sixth  or  one-seventh  of  tlio 
country  remaining  for  all  time  to  come  the 
Established  Church  of  their  nation.  That 
was  a  grievance  which  time  would  not  re- 
move, but,  on  the  contrary,  one  which,  as 
Ireland  grew  more  educated,  more  pros- 
perous, and  more  imbued  with  a  feeling  of 
self-respect,  would  become  magnified,  and 
would  rankle  more  and  more  in  the  minds 
of  her  population.  Then,  he  asked,  was  it 
consistent  with  the  safety  of  the  Empire  to 
allow  that  state  of  thin<;8  to  continue  in 
Ireland  ?  He  did  not  exaggerate  the  im- 
portanco  of  Fenianism  ;  but  if  we  were  un- 
happily to  be  involved  in  war  with  America 
or  some  other  great  Power,  would  any  re- 
sponsible Minister  like  England  to  enter 
the  confiict  with  one  arm  tied  behind  her, 
as  would  practically  be  her  position  if  Ire- 
land were  disaffected  ?  What  would  have 
been  the  condition  of  Prussia,  if  in  her  late 
struggle  with  Austria,  tho  whole  of  her 
Roman  Catholic  population  had  been  in  a 
state  of  discontent  ?  Then,  with  regard 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  that  they  should  **  level  up- 
wards,*' or,  in  other  words,  equally  endow 
the  Roman  Catholic  and  the  Preshjtcrian 
Churches  with  the  Episcopalian  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland,  whatever  might  have 
done  in    Mr.   Pitt's  time  or  fifty  years 
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U  that  was  now  simply  impracticable, 
lat  possible  alternative,  then,  except 
leBtablishment  remained  ?  It  had  been 
;ed,  as  an  objection  to  the  Resolutions, 
^t  they  had  not  yet  decided  what  to  do 
jh  the  endowments  of  the  Established 
proh.  But  he  replied  that  before  they 
lid  do  anything  else,  they  must  decide 
it  the  disendowment  should  take  place, 
if  they  affirmed  that  principle  they 
luld  accomplish  two  objects — first,  they 
|uld  hold  out  to  the  Irish  people  a  pledge 
it  England  was  now  going  to  do  them 
Itice  ;  and  in  the  next  place,  they  would 
|ng  that  long-contested  question  to  a 
kctical  issue,  because  at  the  next  Election 

question  would  be,  "  Would  they  or 
lid  they  not  ratify  what  had  already 
m  done  by  the  last  Parliament  V*  When 
ras  said  that  a  religious  people  must 
sessarily  hafe  a  State  religion,  he  would 
lind  them  that  in  the  United  States  of 
lerica  there  was  no  such  thing  as  a  State. 
Igion,  and  yet  do  one  could  say  that  the 
lericaos  were  not  a  religious  people. 
|ere  was  no  State  religion  in  our  colonies. 

the  other  hand,  let  them  look  to  France 
jPore  the  Revolution,  and  to  the  present 
te  of  Spain  and  Portugal.  There  they 
|nd  a  State  religion  existing,  while  the 
)at  mass  of  the  people  were  profoundly 
digious.  It  was  a  question  of  political 
lediency  whether  the  State  should  take 
irge  of  the  religious  organization  of  the 
»ple  as  of  the  telegraph  or  post  office. 

could  understand  the  State  maintain- 

an  Established  Church  when  the  great 
Ijority  of   tho  people  belonged   to  that 

irch ;  but  the  advantages  might  be 
^rborne  by  the  objections  when  the 
|urch  was  that  of  a  minority  of  the 
(pie.  The  worst  enemies  of  both  Church 

State  were  those  who,  like  Archbishop 
lud,  announced  the  highflying  principle 
la  sacred  union  between  the  two.  Laud 
said  that  to  touch  Church  property 
|uld  be  to  render  insecure  all  private 
►pcrty.  He  denied  that.  While  the 
|ht  of  the  incumbent  to  a  life  interest  in 

living  was  like  that  of  any  man  to  his 
rate  property,  the  right  of  the  Church 
jits  property  was  like  that  of  a  person 
{ojing  a  grant  of  an  estate  for  a  public 
*pose,  but  who  would  no  longer  enjoy  that 
mt  when  tho  object  that  justified  it 
Ised  to  exist.  For  these  reasons  he  had 
olved  to  give  a  vote  at  all  hozards  in 
jour  of  the  propositions  of  the  right  hon. 
imbcr  for  South  Lancashire  ;  but,  at  the 

le  time,  he  felt  the  question  could  not 
I  solved  by  the  present  Parliamenti  which 

iff.  Lain^ 


could  only  pave  the  way  for  a  great  na- 
tional decision  ;  and,  therefore,  although 
under  ordinary  circumstances  such  a  Mo- 
tion, carried  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, would,  in  accordance  with  a  most 
important  constitutional  principle,  require 
either  a  resignation  of  the  Ministry  or  a 
dissolution  of  Parliament,  the  circum- 
stances of  this  case  impelled  a  difi^erent 
decision.  Considering  that  an  appeal  to 
the  new  constituencies  must  take  place  in 
tho  ensuing  year,  a  dissolution  now  would 
be  a  perfect  absurdity  ;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  because  it  would  be  absurd  to 
appeal  to  the  present  constituencies  it, 
therefore,  followed  that  the  Government 
should  be  driven  to  resignation.  He  ac- 
cordingly intended,  if'  the  House  should 
go  into  Committee,  to  declare  that  which 
the  common  sense  of  a  great  number  of 
Members  felt  to  be  the  only  practical  coarse 
— namely,  that  the  carrying  out  of  the 
Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  must  be  deferred  until 
after  tho  new  constituencies  had  elected  a 
Parliament.  If  this  proposal  were  adopted 
the  Government  would  understand  that  its 
duty  was  to  further  the  course  of  businets, 
and  that  these  Resolutions  were  not  come 
to  as  a  party  vote  for  the  purpose  of  tam- 
ing them  out  of  office,  but  as  the  assertion 
of  a  great  principle  on  which  the  countfj 
should  be  asked  to  pronounce  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
the  decision  which  was  asked  for  might  be 
regarded  in  two  lights  :  either  as  the  de- 
cision of  tho  House,  or  as  the  decision  of 
the  two  great  parties  of  which  it  was 
composed.  It  might  well  be  that  the 
House  should  decide  that  it  would  not  now 
express  an  opinion  on  the  policy  sugges- 
ted, while  at  the  same  time  the  two  parties 
should  clearly  disclose  each  its  separate 
view.  If  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  intended  only 
to  force  each  side  of  the  House  to  ex- 
press itself  clearly  upon  the  great  question 
of  the  day,  and  so  prepare  the  way  for  a 
fair  trial  at  the  next  Election,  he  would  not 
object ;  but  he  suggested  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemon  was  not  justified  in  asking  for 
a  decision  of  the  House  as  such.  He  per- 
sonally would  not  shrink  from  expressing  a 
very  strong  opinion  on  the  policy  indicated  ; 
but  he  would  first  endeavour  to  show  that 
tho  House  ought  not  to  give  a  decision  at 
present,  but  should  rather  support  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  King's  Ljnn  (Lord  Stanley).  That 
Amendment  only  amounted  to  thiS|  that 
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the  Honie  tboald  not  come  to  a  decision, 
bnt  it  did  not  at  all  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment on  one  side  or  the  Liberal  Members 
on  tbe  other  should  not  declare  themselTes. 
The  plan  of  procedure  sketched  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
dearlj  shoved  that  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  House  was  not  competent  to  determine 
the  question,  because  otherwise  the  second 
and  third  Resolutions  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  would  not  ha?e  been  needed,  inso- 
mueh  as  they  merely  provided  for  an  in- 
terregnum between  the  present  Parlia- 
ment a  eipression  of  an  opinion  and  the 
final  decision  of  the  Parliament  to  come. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  rested 
only  on  the  Resolutions,  as  he  at  first 
seemed  to  intend,  he  (the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral) would  have  had  no  hesitation  in  de- 
laring  the  second  illegal  and  the  third  un- 
eonstitutional.  He  suspected  that  when 
the  Resolutions  were  first  announced  it 
was  intended  to  rest  content  with  them, 
but  that  the  discovery  of  a  defect  had  led 
to  the  conditional  promise  of  Bills.  It  was 
now  stated  that  the  Resolutions  would  be 
ineorporated  in  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
thoagh  when  the  Act  of  Parliament  would 
paaa  might  be  matter  of  considerable 
doobt.  As  to  the  second  Resolution,  he 
remarked  that  by  the  Irish  Church  Tem- 
poralities Act  of  1833,  3  &  4  Will.  IV., 
0.  37,  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were 
appointed  with  arduous  duties  to  perform, 
and  those  duties  were  imposed  not  for  the 
deatmetion  but  for  the  regulation  of  the 
Chnreb :  he  therefore  maintained  that  if 
the  Commissioners  should  fail  at  any  time 
to  perform  those  duties  they  could  not 
anawer  a  mandamt^i  by  pointing  to  the 
Reaolutions  of  the  House.  Now,  how- 
ever^  the  House  was  promised  a  statute — 
a  temporary  Act,  he  presumed,  until  the 
new  Parliament  could  pass  another.  It 
became  necessary  then  to  observe  what 
were  the  terms  of  this  second  Resolution, 
tha  baaia  of  the  future  Act  ?  ''  That,  sub- 
ject to  the  foregoing  considerations"  — 
namely,  those  eontained  in  the  first  Reso- 
lation.  "it  is  eipedient  to  prevent  the 
oreation  of  new  personal  interests  by  the 
eaerdae  of  any  public  patronage."  How 
waa  that  to  be  defined  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment f  Should  Bishops  not  be  allowed  to 
present  ?  Shoold  chapters  and  incumbents 
who  had  the  right  to  present  not  be  allowed 
to  eiereiseit?  The  Resolution  proceeded  : 
— '*  And  to  confine  the  operations  of  the 
Eeeleaiaatieal  Commissioners  of  Ireland  to 
efcgeeta  of  immediate  necessity."    What 
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two  people  were  likely  to  agree  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  words  **  objects  of  imme- 
diate necessity?"  And  the  Resolution 
concluded  as  follows  :  —  ''  Pending  the 
final  decision  of  Parliament."  When  would 
that  occur  ?  It  might  be  next  year,  or  the 
year  after ;  it  was  certainly  an  indefinite 
time.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean 
that  the  next  House  of  Commons  was  to 
be  bound  to  decide  finally  or  not  ?  As  to 
the  third  Resolution,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  stated  that  he  intended  to 
propose  an  Act  giving  effect  to  it ;  and, 
under  these  circumRtances,  that  Resolution 
would  be  entirely  unconstitutional.  Had 
or  had  not  the  Sovereign  duties  to  performi 
or  could  the  Sovereign  act  or  refrain  from 
acting  by  mere  caprice  ?  If  not,  then 
there  must  be  a  duty.  And  what  imposed 
that  duty  ?  Clearly  the  Coronation  Oath, 
the  wording  of  which  not  only  defined  the 
duty  of  the  Sovereign,  but  established  at 
the  same  time  a  compact  with  the  peoph 


"  Will  you  to  the  utmost  of  your  power,"  the 
Sovereign  was  anked,  "  maintaiu  the  laws  of  6od« 
the  true  profession  of  the  Gospel,  and  tbe  Pro- 
testant reformed  religion  estahlished  by  the  law  f" 
"  And  will  you  preserve  unto  the  bishops  and 
clergy  of  this  realm  and  to  the  Churches" — 

Obviously  pointing  to  more  than  one 
Church — 

"committed  to  their  charge  all  such  rights  and 
privileges  as  by  law  do  or  shall  appertain  unto 
them  or  any  of  them  ?" 

The  answers  given  to  these  questions  con- 
stituted the  duty  of  the  Sovereign,  and, 
therefore,  he  apprehended,  the  Queen  was 
bound  to  appoint  the  Bishops,  and  to  main- 
tain in  every  way  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  Church.  If  there  was  a  duty  it 
was  obvious  that  the  Sovereign  could  not 
constitutionally  refrain  from  performing 
the  duty  imposed  by  that  Oath  in  con- 
sequence merely  of  an  Address  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  not  an  Address 
of  both  Houses.  The  only  way,  he  ven- 
tured to  say,  in  which  the  Queen  could 
act  upon  such  an  Address  was  by  giving 
her  consent  to  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
What  was  it  that  the  Queen  was  asked  to 
do  ?  To  take  a  particular  course,  *'with  a 
view  to  the  purposes  aforesaid  '* — that  is,  to 
carry  out  the  first  proposition,  "that  the 
Established  Church  of  Ireland  should  cease 
to  exist  as  an  Establishment."  That  was 
clearly  asking  the  Queen  to  break  the 
terms  of  her  Coronation  Oath.  He  knew 
that  by  a  convenient  doctrine  it  had  of  late 
years  been  hold  that  if  Parliament  were 
willing  to  absolve  the  Sovereign,  the  So- 
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ireign  was  not  bound  to  obsenre  tbe  Oath, 
.nd  speaking  as  a  lawyer  he  did  not  pre- 
bd  that  the  Queen  might  not  agree  to  a 
Isestablishing  Bill ;  but  he  did  most  dis- 
ictly  aver  that  the  Queen  ought  not  to  be 
)ked  to  do  aught  in  derogation  of  the  con- 
[act  with  Parliament  and  Her  People  con- 
fined in  that  Oath  on  a  mere  Address  of 
le  House.    The  only  way  that  She  should 

required,  if  at  all,  to  act  should  be  by 

sking  Ber  Majesty's  consent  to  a  Bill. 

|faen   this  Resolution   was   also  open   to 

le  objection  of  unpardonable  vagueness. 

^hat  was  meant  by  *'  placing  the  tempo- 

klities  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament?" 

|id  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  that 

iforo  the  final  decision  mentioned  in  the 

)cond  Resolution — that  is,  before  a  final 

^cision  that  the  Church  should  be  disestab- 

}hed  —  Parliament  might  dispose  of  the 

jmporalities  of  the  Establishment  ?     The 

[ords  were  open  to  that  construction.  And 

lat  was  meant  by  Parliament  ?     Did  the 

;ht  hon.  Gentleman  mean  the  House  of 

»mmons,  or  both  Houses,  or  that  the 

[mporalities  were  only  to  be  disposed  of 

Act  of  Parliament?     And   what  was 

[eant  by  saying  that  the  Queen  was  to 

Lve   up   her   interest   in   the  custody  of 

leant  benefices  ?     Who  was  to  have  the 

istody  of  them  ?     Was  it  the  House  of 

>mmon8,  or  were  Commissioners  to  be 

^pointed  ?    And  if  the  final  decision  were 

jlayed,  what  in  the  meantime  was  to  be- 

>mo  of  the  Protestant  inhabitants  of  va- 

int  and  populous  benefices  ?     The  right 

m.  Gentleman,  with  a  fallacy  that  was 

)ry    transparent,    had    spoken   of  cases, 

lich  might  or  might  not  have  been  accu- 

jtely  stated,  where  there  were  only  four 

rotestants,  or  "Anglicans,"  as  he  called 

]em.     But  his  Resolutions  would  apply  to 

[e  largest  parishes  in  Ireland,  and  to  those 

lich  were  fullest  of  Protestants,  as  well 

to  the  smallest  parishes.   In  the  case  of 

le  of  those  parishes  becoming  vacant  the 

;ht  hon.  Gentleman  insisted  that  there 

lould  be   no   appointment.     How,  then, 

(re  the   inhabitants   to  be   dealt  with  ? 

'ere  they  to  be  left  for  an  indefinite  time 

ilhout  the  offices  of  the  Church  ?     Were 

|ere  to  be  no  marriages,  baptisms,  burials, 

sacraments  ?    The  fact  was  those  Reso- 

lions  amounted  to  an  excommunication 

Irish  Protestants  from  all  religious  rites. 

|e  could  not  think  that  the  House  would 

;reo  to  pass  the  second  and  third  Resolu- 

ms  ;  and,  if  not,  of  what  utility  would  it 

to  pass  the  first  as  a  bare  Resolution 
hioh  could  not  bind  the  next  Parliament  ? 
The  Solicitor  General 


Even  if  the  present  Qovernment  were  to 
resign,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
to  form  a  Ministry,  he  could  not  attempt  to 
carry  out  these  Resolutions  in  the  present 
Parliament ;  be  could  not  pass  any  Act 
on  the  subject,  during  the  present  Session. 
As  to  the  first  Resolution  it  must  be 
considered  both  with  regard  to  the  present 
action  of  the  House  and  as  an  intimation 
of  a  future  policy  ;  and  the  first  thing  that 
struck  one's  mind  was  the  immense  im- 
portance of  the  question  opened.  What 
was  the  full  meaning  of  that  Resolotion  ? 
First,  it  in  terms  applies  to  disestablish- 
ment only.  But  did  the  meaning  end 
there  ?  Remarks  had  been  made  upon  tbe 
framing  of  the  Amendment*  which  was 
said  to  have  been  put  forward  for  the 
purpose  of  conciliating  persons  holding 
different  views.  But  if  it  were  the  in- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as 
he  had  declared  it  to  be,  to  disendow 
as  well  as  to  disestablish  tbe  Irish  Church, 
why  was  not  that  policy  distinctly  ex- 
pressed in  the  first  Resolution?  Why 
was  the  Resolution  oonehed  bo  m  to  con- 
ceal the  design  of  disendowment,  unless 
it  were  thought  that  some  persons  might 
be  frightened  by  such  an  avowal?  As- 
suming, then,  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  disendow 
as  well  as  to  disestablish  the  Irish  Chareh, 
why  was  it  stated  to  be  necessary  to  do 
these  things  now?  ''Because"  it  was 
said,  "  the  Church  in  Ireland  is  a  minority 
Church,  and  there  is  a  crisis."  But  it  had 
always  been  from  the  beginning,  from  the 
time  of  its  first  establishment,  a  minority 
Church,  and  the  crisis  of  Fenianism  spoken 
of  had  already  ceased  to  exist.  Was  it 
necessary,  in  order  to  heal  the  sentimental 
grievance  of  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics,  to 
outrage  every  sentiment  of  the  Irish  Protes- 
tants ?  If  the  Irish  Church  were  disestab- 
lished, it  could  only  be  by  repealing,  in 
great  part,  the  Act  of  Union.  The  5th 
Article  had  been  already  read  at  the  table, 
but  its  terms  could  not  be  too  strongly 
insisted  upon.     These  were— • 

"  That  it  be  the  5th  Article  of  Union  that  the 
Churches  of  England  and  Ireland,  as  now  by  law 
established,  be  united  into  *  one  Protestant  Epis- 
copal Church/  to  be  called  *  the  United  Chnroh  of 
England  and  Ireland,'  and  that  the  doetrine,  wor- 
ship, discipline,  and  Government  of  the  said 
United  Church  shall  be  and  shall  remain  in  Ihll 
force  for  ever,  as  the  same  are  now  by  law  estab- 
lished for  the  Church  of  England  ;  and  that  Um 
continuance  and  preservation  of  the  said  '  United 
Church  '  as  '  the  Established  Charoh  of  EofliAd 
and  Ireland '  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  M  an 
essential  and  fundamental  part  of  the  Union ;  and 
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%\uAp  in  like  manner,  the  doctrine,  worship,  diui- 
pline^  and  gOTemment  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
■hall  remain  and  bepreaerred  as  tho  same  arc  now 
eitabliahed  bj  law,  and  by  the  Acts  for  the  Union 
of  tht  two  kingdoms  of  England  and  Scotland." 
TheM  last  ezpresaiona  well  deaervod  the 
attention  of  Scotch  Members,  for  the 
gwurantee  in  tho  case  of  the  Scotch  Church 
was  in  language  identical  with  that  of  the 
Iriah.  The  solemn  terms  employed  in  tho 
Iriah  Aet  of  Union  were,  in  fact,  but  a 
reprodoetion  of  those  used  on  the  occa- 
don  of  the  Union  with  Scotland,  which  ran 
M  follows : — 

"  That  the  said  AoU,  with  the  Establishment 
la  the  said  Acts  contained,  be  and  shall  for  over  be 
held  and  adjudged  to  be  and  observed  as  funda- 
mental and  essential  conditions  of  the  said  Union, 
and  aball  in  all  times  coming  be  taken  to  bo,  and 
are  hereby  declared  to  be,  essential  and  funda- 
mental parti  of  the  said  Articles  and  Union." 

The  words  employed  being  the  same,  it 
would  therefore  be  for  the  Scotch  Members 
to  eonaider  what  would  be  the  natural  re- 
aalt  of  the  stop  they  were  now  intited  to 
take  as  affecting  the  Church  of  Ireland. 
These  solemn  words  in  the  Acts  of  Union 
reapeetifoly  were  borrowed  from  that  still 
older  national  compact,  the  first  Article  of 
Megna  Charter,  by  which  it  was  declared — 

**  We  have  granted  to  God,  and  by  this  our  pre- 
aaat  oharter  have  confirmed,  for  us  and  our  heirs 
Jbr  ever,  that  the  Church  of  England  shall  be  free, 
and  ^U  hare  all  her  whole  rights  and  liherties 
inTiolable." 

And  when  they  came  to  the  Emancipation 
Aet.  thej  fonnd  in  the  107th  section  the 
■ame  words  used — 

*'  And  whereas  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland,  and  the  doctrine,  disci- 
line,  and  government  thereof,  and  likewise  tho 
Protestant  Presbyterian  Church  of  Scotland,  and 
the  doetrine,  discipline,  and  government  thereof, 
an  bj  the  respective  Acts  of  Union  of  England 
aad  Scotland,  and  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
ertsWiihed  pennanently  and  inviolably,  Ac." 

He  would  not  now  discuss  whether  it  was 
neeeasary  to  repeal  all  these  solemn  Acts, 
but  it  waa  of  great  importance  that  the 
Honae  ahould  carefully  weigh  what  they 
were  about  to  do,  and  that  between  then 
end  noit  Friday  night  they  should  weigh 
this  mneh  more  carefully  than  there  had 
beea  time  to  do  since  the  right  hen.  Gen- 
tlemaa  made  to  the  House  tho  startling 
diieloaure  of  bis  conversion  upon  this 
queaUon.  The  House  and  the  country  had 
a  right  to  more  time.  It  would  be  neces- 
aery  to  paaa  another  Aet  of  Parliament  (if 
thej  diaendowed)  to  repeal  the-  principal 
seetien  of  the  Aet  of  Settlement  of  Ire- 
hud.    It  wae,  howerer,  right  to  consider 


the  effect  of  disestablishing  nnd  disendow- 
ing the  Irish  Church.  In  what  condition,  if 
they  did  so,  would  they  leave  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  and  tho  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land ?  In  order  to  support  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman's  assertion  that  Parliament 
ought  immediately  to  disestablish  tho  Irish 
Church,  because  it  was  a  minority  Church, 
they  must  treat  Ireland  as  a  distinct  coun- 
try and  leave  her  without  any  Established 
Church  at  all.  That  might  or  might  not  bo 
right,  hut,  at  all  eyonts,  it  was  quite  now. 
It  was  the  first  time  such  a  principle  had 
been  established  in  these  kingdoms.  It  hod 
been  heretofore  one  of  the  most  funda- 
mental propositions  in  this  country  that 
they  could  not  have  a  Government  that  did 
not  join  a  Church  to  it ;  that  they  could 
not  have  a  Government  that  was  not 
founded  upon  religion,  and  the  main  object 
of  which  was  not  to  support  religion.  But 
if  Parliament  thus  destroyed  the  United 
Church,  and  reduced  Ireland  to  the  posi- 
tion of  a  kingdom  without  an  Established 
Church,  of  what  Church  would  the  Irish 
Protestants  he  members  ?  Parliament, 
so  far  as  it  could,  would  leave  them  of  no 
Church  at  all.  They  must  form  a  new 
Church,  neither  established  nor  endowed 
but  a  free  and  voluntary  Church.  And  if 
they  did  thus  form  a  new  and  free  and  vo- 
luntary Church,  in  what  relation  was  it  to 
stand  to  the  Church  of  England,  which 
also  must  be  newly  formed  ?  How  were  the 
clergy  of  the  new  Irish  Church  to  be  or- 
dained ?  How  was  discipline  to  be  enforced  ? 
How  many  Acts  of  Parliament  with  regard 
to  discipline  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ask  the  House  to  repeal  or  alter  ?  And, 
considering  the  question  not  merely  as  re- 
ligionists, but  as  statesmen,  what  social 
advantages  did  they  propose  by  taking 
from  Ireland  so  many  of  the  resident 
gentry  ?  To  whom  did  they  propose  to 
give  the  property  ?  And  what  would  be 
the  natural  result  of  disestablishing  tho 
Irish  Church  ?  Was  there  not  great  danger 
that  Parliament  would  next  bo  pressed  to 
disendow  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  after- 
wards to  disendow  the  Church  of  England  ? 
The  Church  of  Scotland  stood  as  ho  had 
shown  in  terms  on  the  same  guarantees  as 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  tlic  House  would 
surely  wish  to  know,  whether  those  who 
drew  up  these  Resolutions  in  Carlton  Ter- 
race, in  the  absence  of  their  own  party, 
confined  their  views  to  Ireland  ?  They 
knew  what  was  the  opinion  of  many  of 
their  supporters,  and  the  House  would  not 
fail   to  obserfo  how  guardedly  the  right 

T  2 


651  mtablUhed  Chureh  (COMMONS) 


(IrehnJ), 


552 


hon.  Gentleman  abstained  from  saying  one 
word  in  farour  of  the  Established  Church 
of  England.  After  the  speech  of  that  night 
it  would  be  open  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  come  down,  as  he  did  the  other 
night,  and  say  that  he  had  not  expressed 
in  1868  any  opinions  inconsistent  with  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  that  at  that  time  he  thought  it 
ought  to  be  disestablished.  Taking,  then, 
into  consideration  all  these  momentous  re- 
sults, was  it  right  that  the  House  should 
now  decide  them  ?  He  submitted  that  it 
was  not.  So  much  for  the  argument  he 
had  undertaken  to  maintain,  but  he  must 
moreoTor  take  leave  to  say  that  he  nerer 
would  be  party  to  a  policy,  the  first  step 
of  which  must  be  to  leare  in  Ireland  a 
Government  not  joined  with  any  religion 
at  all,  and  the  inevitable  consequences  of 
which  must  be  a  similar  Government  in 
England.  He  would  never  consent  to  leave 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  without  an  es- 
tablished and  an  endowed  Church — nay, 
without  any  Church  at  all.  He  could  see 
no  excuse,  much  less  any  necessity,  for 
such  wholesale  and  dangerous  confiscation. 
He  did  not  deny  that  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  Church  required  great  modification  ; 
but  he  did  most  heartily  deny  that  any 
such  portion  of  the  united  Church  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  as  that  which  consisted 
of  1,000,000  of  Protestants  in  Ireland 
should  cease  to  exist.  He  declared  that 
be  would  be  no  consenting  party  to  a 
policy  which,  carried  to  the  extent  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  carried 
it,  must  result  in  a  religion  betrayed  and  a 
country  ruined. 

Mb.  laws  on  said,  he  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  legal  argument  they  had 
just  heard.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (the  Solicitor  General)  had  told  the 
House  that  the  Resolutions  were  illegal 
and  unconstitutional,  and  so  they  would 
be  if  they  were  not  followed  up  by  legisla- 
tion. It  was,  however,  the  intention  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to 
carry  them  out  in  the  only  legal  mode — 
namely,  by  a  Bill,  and  if  the  House  should 
adopt  the  Resolutions  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  one  of  the  Resolutions  was  illegal. 
But  the  words  of  the  third  Resolution  were 
in  fact  the  very  words  used  in  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act.  That  Act  proposed 
to  abolish  certain  Archbishoprics  and 
Bishoprics.    One  was  then  vacant,  and  the 
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others  were  not  to  be  filled,  and  the  Bill 
set  forth  that  Her  Majesty  had  been 
pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  Parlia- 
ment her  interest  in  these  sees.  An  ob- 
jection was  taken  by  those  who  were  then 
in  Opposition,  because  Her  Majesty  had 
not  at  that  time  sent  any  such  Message. 
The  question  was  decided  by  the  Speaker, 
who  said  that  such  a  Message  was  neces- 
sary ;  but  that  it  might  be  made  to  the 
House  at  any  time  before  the  Bill  became 
law.  The  course  taken  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  thus  the  very 
course  which  was  deliberately  pursued  in 
1833  upon  the  Church  Temporalities  Act. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  next  said 
that  the  Bishops  and  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  would  be  restrained  from 
acting  upon  the  Resolutions  of  the  House. 
It  was  certain  that  the  Bishops  and  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  would  not  pay 
the  same  regard  to  a  mere  Resolution  of 
the  House  of  Commons  as  to  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  but  the  object  of  the  Resolu- 
tion was  that  a  Bill  might  be  founded  upon 
it  to  prevent  the  filling  up  of  the  benefices. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  quite 
mistaken  in  supposing  that,  if  these  Reso- 
lutions were  passed,  the  Protestant  Church- 
men of  Ireland  would  be  in  a  state  of  ex- 
communication, that  there  would  be  no  one 
to  baptize  or  to  bury  them.  The  Solicitor 
General  when  he  said  this  could  not  have 
looked  into  the  Ecclesiastical  Law,  or  he 
would  have  found  that  the  most  careful 
provision  was  made  in  this  respect.  If  a 
Bishopric  were  not  filled  up,  the  Arch- 
bishop of  the  province  might  be  called 
upon  to  make  due  provision  for  the  per- 
formance of  the  episcopal  functions ;  if  a 
patron  did  not  fill  up  a  benefice,  the  Bishop 
made  the  necessary  provision  for  the  dis- 
charge of  the  duties.  Therefore,  even 
without  an  Act  of  Parliament,  the  tremen- 
dous consequences  predicted  by  the  hoD. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  occnr. 
He  now  proposed  to  say  something  on  the 
general  question,  and  the  only  difficulty 
was  that  there  were  no  arguments  to  grapple 
with.  No  one  had  defended  the  Irish 
Church  on  its  merits,  and  therefore  it  was 
not  unreasonable  to  suppose  that  it  had  no 
merits  upon  which  it  could  be  defended. 
It  was  said  that  it  was  not  within  the 
moral  competence  of  the  present  House  of 
Commons  to  legislate  on  this  subject.  The 
noble  Lord  had  therefore  raised  a  dilatory 
plea,  and  had  brought  forward  an  Amend- 
ment, not  in  defence  of  the  Irish  Church, 
but  to  postpone  its  condemnation  for  an- 
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other  jMr,     The  noble  Lord  had  said  in 
effeet — 

"  To-morrow  f  oh !  that's  sudden  : 
Bpare  him,  spare  him !  " 

He  did  not  know  on  what  this  doctrine 
rested — that  the  present  House  of  Commons 
wee  not  eompetent  to  pronounce  an  opinion 
at  to  whether  the  Irish  Church  was  to 
eeaao  to  exist  as  an  Established  Church. 
It  was  a  eonrenient  doctrine  for  the  Minis- 
try, but  was  it  a  constitutional  one  ?  The 
proseni  House  of  Commons  was  as  com- 
petent as  any  House  of  Commons  could  be 
to  deeide  the  qaestion.  The  Houso  had 
agreed  to  abolish  flogging  in  the  army,  de- 
apite  the  opposition  of  the  Government. 
They  hoped  before  long  to  deal  with  the 
Irian  and  Scotch  Reform  Bills  in  such  a 
nanoer  that  their  authors  would  scarcely 
know  thero,  as  they  had  done  ^ith  respect 
to  the  English  Bill.  He  wanted  to  know 
why  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church  was  to 
bo  isolated  from  all  other  questions  ?  If  the 
OoTomment  had  hitherto  a? oided  a  condem- 
aation  of  their  policy  it  was  because  they 
had  no  poliey  to  be  condemned.  Upon  this 
qoestion  tlie  Ministry  seemed  to  have  no 
polioy  but  that  of  delay.  They  appeared 
not  to  ha? e  made  np  their  own  minds  so  far 
aa  to  tell  the  House  what  they  themselves 
intended  to  do.  Was  the  policy  of  ascen- 
daoey  to  be  upheld  by  the  Goyernment  or 
were  they  prepared  to  act  on  the  policy 
whieh  had  been  inaugurated  in  1829  ? 
That  waa  a  question  which  the  JIouso  of 
Commons  were  entitled  to  have  answered. 
The  Ezeeative  seemed  very  anxious  to 
avoid  responsibility  in  this  and  other  mat- 
tars.  They  had  delegated  the  greater  part 
of  their  own  responsibility  to  Royal  Com- 
misaions,  and  the  rest  they  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  this  House.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Beeretary  for  Ireland  in  the  discus- 
aioD  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguire)  annouuced  to 
the  House  that  a  part  of  the  Ministerial 
responsibility  was  to  grant  a  charter  to  the 
Catholie  University.  [The  Earl  of  Mayo  : 
To  a  Catholie  University.]  If  the  noble 
LorMrished  him  to  substitute  one  article 
for  another  he  wonld  readily  acquiesce, 
and  give  the  Government  any  benefit  they 
might  derive  from  the  change.  Well,  a 
eharter  to  a  Catholic  University  having 
been  aonounoed  as  a  part  of  the  Ministerial 
noHey^  in  a  few  nights  afterwards  the  noble 
Lord,  replying  to  a  question  from  an  hon. 
Menber»  said  the  Government  was  quite 
in  the  hands  of  the  House  as  regarded  the 
University.    That  was  the  cha- 


racter of  the  policy  of  the  Government.  It 
was  very  difficulty  to  discover  what  were  the 
arguments  in  support  of  the  Irish  Church 
Establishment.  Protestant  gentlemen  of 
high*  rank  and  station  had  held  meetings 
in  Ireland  in  its  favour.  What  did  they 
demonstrate  ?  That  the  Protestant  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  possessed  a  sufficient 
amount  of  wealth  to  be  able  to  maintain 
their  own  Church  if  deprived  of  the  advan- 
tage— if  an  advantage  it  were — of  State 
support.  But  the  only  argument  adduced 
by  these  gentlemen  was  that  of  ''No 
surrender,"  which  was  now  abandoned  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
It  was  said  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  was  not  in 
a  position  to  bring  this  question  forward 
because  he  had  not  dealt  with  it  while  he 
was  in  office ;  but  the  propriety  of  dealing 
with  questions  of  this  kind  depended  very 
much  on  the  state  of  public  opinion,  and  in 
respect  of  the  Irish  Church  public  opinion* 
had  ripened  with  extraordinary  rapidity. 
Whom  might  they  thank  for  that  rapid 
ripening  of  public  opinion?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. That  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  the  Houso  during  last  Session  a  very 
remarkable  illustration  of  how  rapidly,  un- 
der the  process  of  education,  an  opinion  of 
one  character  may  change  and  become  an 
opinion  of  quite  a  different  character. 
Public  opinion  demonded  an  immediate 
consideration  of  and  decision  upon  this 
Irish  Church  question.  It  had  been  sup- 
posed that,  owing  to  the  famine  and  to  emi- 
gration, the  proportion  between  the  num- 
bers of  the  different  creeds  in  Ireland  had 
been  greatly  altered,  and  it  was  asserted 
that  the  Established  Church  had  made  a 
great  number  of  converts.  In  1860  when 
the  Bill  for  the  decennial  Census  was  be- 
fore the  House,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oxford  proposed  that  Returns 
of  the  number  of  members  in  each  of  the 
religious  communions  should  be  included  in 
the  Census  of  Ireland.  That  proposition 
was  acceded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  so  ably  represented  the  minority  of 
Dublin,  doubtless  from  an  anxiety  to  arrive 
at  the  truth,  and  believing  that  the  facts 
would  turn  out  to  be  as  he  supposed.  What 
was  the  result?  By  the  Census  Returns 
of  1 86 1  it  appeared  that  the  whole  of  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land numbered  only  693,000  out  of  a 
population  of  5,500,000.  The  House  had 
heard  a  great  deal  of  Protestant  Ulster  ; 
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what  did  the  same  CensuB  show  ?  That, 

\ug\\  the   Protestants   and  the   Roman 

bholics  were  nearly  equal  in  Ulster,  the 

Iman  Catholics  were  actually  in  a  small 

Ijority.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gehtle- 

m     the    Solicitor    General  had    asked, 

ether  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 

|urch  would  be  a  message  of  peace  to 

(ter?  Did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

m  that  the  members  of  the  Established 

|urch  were  only  20  per  cent  of  the  popula- 

of  that  province  ?  In  Leinster  they  were 

per  cent,  in  Munster  5  per  cent,  and  in 

inaught  4  per  cent.     Looking  at  this 

istion  either  as  one  of  justice  or  one  of 

[tesmanship,   ought   the    Church   Esta- 

thment  to  be  maintained  in  any  one  of 

»se  four  provinces — even  in  Ulster,  where 

members  of  the  Established  Church 

[ounted  to  what  was  said  to  be  the  large 

ire  of  20  per  cent  ?     After  the  Census 

.861  was  published  public  attention  was 

[ned  to  this  question,  and  recently  almost 

Roman  Catholics  of  position  in  Ireland 

signed  a  declaration  denying  that  they 

re    by   any   means    indifferent    to   the 

levanco  involved  in  the  existence  of  the 

tablished   Church,    and    demanding  re- 

[ous  equality.     He  regarded  the  ques- 

of  tho  Establishment  less  as  a  ques- 

[i    of  money  than    in   its    bearing   on 

social   and   political    relations  of  life 

jlreland ;  and  he  maintained  that  those 

Ltions  could  not  bo  placed  on  a  sound 

iis  so  long  as  tho  principle  of  ascon- 

jicy    was     maintained,     and    exclusive 

|vilcge3    given    to    a    small    proportion 

tho   population.     It  could    not  but  bo 

grievance     to     Roman     Catholics,    in 

^larish   where   they  were  numbered  by 

msands,  to  see  a  Protestant  clergyman 

jtalled    as  rector,  and    entitled  to  treat 

)'\r  priest  as  an  intruder,  although  the 

►testant  congregation  might  be  numbered 

|y  by  tens  or  even  loss.     The  existence 

tho  Establishment  moreover  introduced  a 

nt  of  rancour  into  almost  every  question 

Lt  was  discussed  in  Ireland.     In  case  of 

election  of  a  surgeon  to  a  dispensary  or 

;lork  to  a   union,  tho  question  alwoys 

:ed  respecting  a  candidate  was  whether 

were  a  Protestant  or  a  Roman  Catholic, 

creed  and  not  his  fitness  boing  regarded 

Ithe  important  point.     The  disestablish- 

int  of  the  Church  would  not  only  take 

jay  this  taint,  but  would,  he  believed,  be 

incalculable  advantage  to  the  vitality  of 

Protestant  religion.     Indeed,  he  would 

for  a  moment  favour  such  a  measure 

he   not   conscientiously   believe   that 

Mr.  Lawion 


it  would  hare  that  effect.  Froude  tells 
UB,  in  the  lOth  volume  of  his  History^  of 
a  shrewd  DeTonshire  man,  named  Tre- 
mayne,  who  was  sent  over  by  Cecil,  to  re- 
port on  the  state  of  Ireland.  His  report 
in  substance  was,  "Give  the  Irish  good 
laws,  do  not  meddle  with  their  religion, 
and  leave  their  lands  to  themselves,  and 
they  will  be  good  subjects.''  Unhappily 
this  advice  was  not  followed.  The  Es- 
tablishment was  associated  in  the  minds 
of  the  people  with  persecution,  conquest, 
and  confiscation,  and  nothing  could  be 
more  calculated  than  such  a  feeling  to 
impede  the  spread  of  Protestantism.  The 
House  bad  been  warned  to  beware  of 
alienating  the  affections  of  the  Protes- 
tants of  Ulster ;  but  surely  this  consi- 
deration was  not  entitled  to  any  weight 
unless  it  oould  be  shown  that  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Establishment  was  con- 
sistent with  justice  and  expediency.  If  he 
might  venture  to  address  his  Protestant 
fellow-countrymen  be  would  exhort  them 
not  to  embark  in  a  struggle  which  could 
have  but  one  result.  Let  them  not  excite 
the  anger  and  animosity  of  rival  creeds^ 
but  let  them  have  confidence  in  the  religion 
of  which  they  were  adherents,  and  fling 
aside  the  artificial  supports  which,  instead 
of  sustaining  their  Church,  had  really  hin- 
dered its  healthy  and  vigorous  action.  Let 
them  be  satisfied  with  a  fair  field  and  no 
favour  ;  and  for  his  own  part  he  felt  con- 
vinced that,  when  these  supports  were  with- 
drawn, tho  Church  would  bo  maintained 
without  difficulty  by  its  own  members,  and 
would  be  in  a  more  efficient  state  than  it 
was  at  present.  The  duty  of  Parliament 
was  clear,  and  the  maxim  which  it  was 
bound  to  adopt  with  reference  to  all  reli- 
gious denominations  in  Ireland  was»> 
"  Tro8  Tyriusque  mlhi  nullo  diBcrimine  agetar." 

Until  we  acted  on  that  principle  we  could 
never  expect  loyalty  and  contentment 
to  prevail  among  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  GATIIORNE  HARDY  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  ^ 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow^ 

MUTINY  BILL.— CONSIDERATION. 
{Mr.  DodiOiij  Sir  John  Pakington,  The  Jvdge 

Advocate  Oencral.) 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  appealed  to 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Otho  Fitzgerald)  not 
to  insist  on  tho  Amendment  which  he  had 
succeeded  in  carrying  on  Thursday  night. 


657 


Midm^BiU-^ 


(ILlbohSO,  1868] 


Consideration^ 


658 


LOBD  ELCHO  taid,  he  wished  to  call 
mttantion  to  an  Amendnient  which  had  heen 
made  in  Committee  bj  striking  out  of  the 
Preamble  the  words  "  and  the  preservation 
of  the  balance  of  power  in  Eoropo."  That 
Amendment  was  suggested  bj  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otwaj),  who 
waa  earried  away  bj  his  enthusiasm  at  car- 
lyii^  the  abolition  of  corporal  punishment, 
flind  it  wai  agreed  to  without  a  dirision. 
There  wai,  at  the  time,  a  large  gather- 
ing on  the  Opposition  Benches,  but  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  was  absent  —  busied,  ho 
presumed  —  in  preparing  the  thunder  for 
to-night's  debate.  Now,  the  words  thej 
atrocK  out  were  of  long  standing.  In  the 
Preamble  to  the  Act  of  1689  the  words 


"  Whereas  it  is  judged  neecsiary  that  daring 
this  time  of  danger  MTersl  of  the  forces  now  on 
Jbot  should  be  continued  and  others  raised  for 
the  ssfety  of  the  Kingdom,  for  the  proper  defence 
of  the  Protestant  religion,  and,"  he  was  lorry  to 
addp  *«  for  the  redaeing  of  Ireland." 

In  I69O9  the  following  words  were  added — 

"  and   for  carrying  on    the  war  against 

Franee/'    In  1701,  these  words  were  in- 

trodoeed — 

"  For  the  nftty  of  thli  Kingdom,  for  the  com- 
mon defence  of  the  Protestant  religion,  and  for 
the  pmenration  of  the  liberties  of  Europe." 

Theae  words  were  repeated  in  the  second 
yoar  of  the  reign  of  Queen  Ann ;  but  in 
the  Aet  of  1  Geo.  I.,  (1714),  the  words 


"  For  the  goard  of  His  Migesty's  Royal  person, 
ftr  the  safirty  of  this  Kingdom,  and  the  suppress- 
ing ef  the  present  rebellion." 

The  paasage  to  which  he  now  wished  par- 
tknlarly  to  call  attention  first  occurred  in 
the  Aet  of  1727»  the  Preamble  to  which 
deelared— 

*"  That  tUs  army  is  raised  for  the  safety  of  this 
Kiagdom,  the  defence  of  the  possessions  of  the 
OirewB  of  Great  Britain,  and  the  preserTation  of 
the  balaaee  of  power  in  Europe." 


Theae  worde.  therefore,  oonld  claim  a  pre- 
eeription  from  1727  to  the  present  year, 
•Bci  to  m  eertain  extent  were  illustratire  of 
tlie  hialory  of  the  country.  Under  these 
eirmmatanees  there  certainly  ought  to  be 
good  jRounda  adduced  for  striking  them 
out.  The  only  reason  brought  forward  last 
year  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Chatham 
waa,  that  the  words  were  not  true,  and 
Aal  tlio  army  waa  not  maintained  for  the 
Maerfation  of  the  balance  of  power  in 
Svopo.  Now  ho  held  the  contrary  opi- 
aieo.    Ho  ga? 0  no  oonTontional  interpre- 


tation to  the  phrase  "balance  of  power," 
but  supposed  that  it  meant  the  question  of 
European  police  and  national  defence. 
Why  did  our  army  go  to  the  Crimea,  if 
not  to  maintain  the  balance  of  power  ? 
More  recently  we  were  very  nearly  going 
to  war  in  favour  of  Denmark,  to  preserro 
the  balance  of  power.  Questions  might 
arise  with  regard  to  Egypt  and  Belgium, 
that  might  make  it  the  duty  and  interest 
of  this  country  to  interfere.  Ho  did  not 
belicFe  that  the  day  would  come  again 
when  England  would  play  so  prominent  a 
part  as  she  had  formerly  done  in  foreign 
politics ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  30,000,000  of 
Englishmen  wore  to  ha?e  no  voice  in  Eu- 
rope, and  that  our  armies  were  to  have  no 
influence  whatever  in  the  affairs  of  the 
Continent.  This  might  be  a  mere  matter 
of  sentiment ;  but  he  felt  certain  that  Lord 
Palmerston,  had  he  been  alive,  would  have 
resisted  the  Motion  which  was  made  on 
Friday  night.  As  he  felt  strongly  on  this 
subject,  and  wished  to  give  the  House  an 
opportunity  of  re-considering  the  deter- 
mination they  then  came  to,  lie  begged  to 
move  the  re-insertion  in  the  Preamble  of 
the  words  to  which  lie  had  referred. 

Colonel  NORTH  seconded  the  Motion, 
remarking  that  the  Opposition  had  the 
other  night,  in  the  absence  of  their  Leader, 
run  riot.  It  was  with  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty that  the  late  Judge  Advocate  General 
had  obtained  a  hearing  ;  and  as  for  the 
present  one,  he  had  no  chance. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  the  Preamble, 
in  line  7,  after  the  word  "Crown,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  and  the  preservation  of 
the  balance  of  power  in  Europe." — {Lord 
Elcho.) 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  remarked 
that  the  words  had  been  in  the  Mutiny  Act 
for  so  long  a  time,  and  meant  so  very 
little,  that  he  was  surprised  to  find  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chatham  thought  ic  worth 
his  while  to  strike  them  out.  At  the 
same  time,  he  was  still  more  aBtonished 
that  his  noble  Friend  should  think  it  worth 
his  while  to  re-insert  them. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  moved  the 
insertion  of  words  empowering  the  military 
authorities  in  Ireland  to  billet  soldiers  in 
private  houses. 

The  Marquess  of  IIARTINGTON  re- 
marked, that,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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I,  on  a  former  occasion,  admitted  that 
practice  of  billeting  Boldiers  in  private 

1868  ought  not  to  be  resorted  to,  except 

Itlie  most  pressing  emergency,  he  trusted 
Motion  would  not  be  objected  to,  as  it 

is  impossible  for  the  military  authorities 

I  Ireland  on  a  very  short  notice  to  make 
arrangements  which  would  be  necessary 

the  event  of  a  change  in  the  existing 

kto  of  things. 

ILord  OTHO  FITZGERALD  said,  after 
remarks  of  his  noble  Friend,  he  would 
press  the  matter  to  a  division.  But 
hoped  the  right   hon.    Baronet  would 

:e  the  question  into  consideration,  other- 

le  he  would  certainly  move  the  Amend- 

^nt  next  year. 

.mendment  (igreed  to, 

iili  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 


[ARINE  MUTINY  BILL.— COMMITTEE. 

fr.  Dodson,  Mr,  Carry ^  Lord  Henry  Lennox,) 

lOrder  for  Committee  read. 

IId  reply  to  Mr.  Atrton, 
ILord  henry  LENNOX  said,  he  as- 
[ted  to  the  introduction  of  Amendments 
iilar  to  that  made  in  the  Mutiny  Bill, 
1  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
|way)  were  not  in  his  place  to  move  tbe 
iissiou  of  the  words  in  reference  to  cor- 
Iral  punishment,  he  (Lord  Henry  Lennox) 
]uld  move  the  Amendment  for  him. 

iBill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

|Mr.     OTWAY    moved    the    following 
lendments,  which  were  agreed  to: — 

llauso  27,  line  3G,  leave  out  from  "any"  to 
[ny  marine  to  corporal  punishment,"  in  lines  39 
40,  inclusive,  and  insert  *'  no  court  martial 
ill  for  any  offence  whatever  committed  in  time 
I  peace,   within    the    Queen's   dominions,  have 

rer  to  sentence  any  marine  to  corporal  punish- 
[nt."  Linos  44  and  45,  leave  out  "  disgraceful 
iduct  or  any  breach  of  the  Articles  of  War." 

IHouse  resumed, 

pill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
:ed   To-morroxc, 


MABRIAGES   (fRAMPTON   MANBEL)  BILL. 

In  Motion  of  Sir  James  Ferousson,  Bill  to 
^der  valid   Marriages  heretofore  solemnised  in 

Chapel  of  Ease  of  Frampton  Mansel,  in  the 
rish  of  Sapperton,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester, 

*,rcd  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  James  Ferousson 

Mr.  Secretary  Gatuorne  IIardt. 
[ill  presentidf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  79.] 

The  Mayq  uess  of  Hartington 


PBTSONS    (compensation  TO  OFFIGEBS)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  James  Fsaousson,  Bill  to 
provide  Compensation  to  OfBoers  of  certain  dis- 
continued Prisons,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  James  Fbboussoit  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gathosne 
Hardt. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.    [Bill  80.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
TweWe  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 
Tuesday,  March  31,  1868. 

MINDTES.]--PuBuo  Bills— JVr#<  Reading^ 
Marine  Mutiny  *  ;  Mutiny*  ;  Indosure*  (01). 

Second  Reading  —  (£6,000,000)  Gonaolidated 
Fund*;  London  Coal  and  Wine  Datiee  Con- 
tinuance *  (59). 

Committee — Indian  Railway  Companiee  *  (68). 

Third  Reading —BMlirhjt  (Exteniion  of  Time}* 
(36). 

EDUCATION^ANSWER  TO  ADDRESS. 

The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address  of 
the  23rd  Instant,  reported, 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— REPORT  OF 
SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

BESOLTTnOK. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBUBY,  in  eall- 
ing  attention  to  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committeo  on  "the  Business  of  the  House," 
said,  their  Lordships  would  recollect  that 
last  year  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftes- 
bury) brought  under  their  consideration 
the  necessity  of  appointing  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  investigate  two  or  three  points 
of  some  importance  with  reference  to  carry- 
ing on  the  Business  of  the  House  in  an 
improved  form.  The  first  point  to  which 
tho  Committee  directed  its  attention  was 
whether  the  House  ought  to  meet  at  an 
earlier  hour  than  it  now  did ;  but,  on  con- 
sideration, it  was  found  that  it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  and  unfair  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  who  probably  had  been  sitting 
all  the  morning  for  six  hours  hearing  ap- 
peals, to  call  upon  him  at  once  to  take  his 
place  on  the  Woolsack  and  enter  upon  the 
Public  Business  of  the  House  without  any 
rest  or  any  interval  whatever.  The  Com- 
mittee had,  therefore,  decided  not  to  recom- 
mend any  change  in  the  present  arrange- 
ment in  that  respect.  The  question  of  Uie 
uso  of  proxies,  which  had  lately  attracted 
some  notice,  next  engaged  the  Committee's 
attention.  The  privilege  enjoyed  by  Peers, 
of  being  represented  in  the  House  by 
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proxies  when  unable  to  attend  personally, 
WM  a  Tery  ancient  and  historical  one,  it 
had  become  prescriptive,  and  belonged  to 
the  Estate  of  the  Peerage  in  the  same 
way  aa  the  pri?ilege  of  sending  their 
proxies  to  the  other  House  belonged  to  the 
Estate  of  the  Commons — for  the  Members 
of  the  other  House  were  in  reality  the 
proxies  of  the  Estate  of  the  Commons.  In 
the  primsval  days  when  our  Constitution 
orig;inated,  the  Estates  of  the  Eealm  were 
three,  or,  as  some  said,  two.  First,  there 
was  the  Church,  wbich  was  represented 
by  the  Archbishops  and  Bishops,  and  next 
the  lay  Peers.  Those  two  Estates,  not 
being  Tery  numerous,  could  easily  meet 
under  the  same  roof.  But  of  course  that 
was  not  the  case  with  the  Commons,  who 
were  too  multitudinous  to  assemble  in  one 
place,  and  they  according  sent  to  Parlia- 
ment their  representatives,  or,  in  other 
words,  their  proxies.  No  doubt,  then, 
the  Committee  had  stated  correctly  that  it 
was  a  privilege  inherent  in  the  Peers  to  send 
their  proxies  to  that  House  in  the  same 
way  aa  the  Commons  sent  the  proxies  of 
HhoT  Estate  to  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
Committee,  however,  considered  whether 
any  change  should  be  made  in  regard  to 
that  practice.  It  was  clear  that  the  pri- 
Tilege  of  the  Peers  to  use  proxies  could 
only  be  put  an  end  to  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; but  there  were  abundant  precedents 
to  show  that  the  House  itself  could,  by  its 
own  Orders,  regulate  the  mode  of  exer- 
oisiog  the  privilege.  For  instance,  in 
the  reign  of  Charles  II.  on  an  occasion 
when  proxies  were  used,  the  Duke  of 
Buckingham,  who  was  not  very  scrupu- 
loos,  brought  more  than  twenty  proxies  in 
his  pocket  and  an  Order  was  then  made 
that  no  Peer  should  hold  more  than  two 
proxies.  It  would  be  seen,  moreover,  by 
the  Beport  of  the  Select  Committee,  that 
no  Peer  conld  hold  more  than  two  proxies; 
that  they  conld  not  be  used  in  Committee, 
nor  in  judicial  proceedings ;  and  that  they 
must  be  entered  before  three  o'clock  of 
the  day  on  which  they  were  to  be  used. 
Then  things  showed  that  the  House  could 
by  its  own  Orders,  regulate  the  use  of 
praziflB.  The  inconvenience  attending  the 
use  of  proxies  was  much  discussed  in  tho 
Bslset  Committee ;  and  although  there  was 
mmo  difiSsrence  of  opinion  as  to  how  the 
privilege  should  be  dealt  with,  it  was 
thought  that  their  Lordships'  House  would 
he  more  popular,  and  would  enjoy  more 
Mfideoee  with  the  country  in  respect  to 
its  decisional  if  that  privilege  were  waived. 


I  inasmuch  as  those  who  were  not  present 
I  at  tho  debates  were  not  supposed  to  have 
a  full  knowledge  of  the  points  on  which 
I  they  would  have  to  vote.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  were  many  Members  of  their 
Lordships'  House  who,  though  prevented 
from  being  present  in  the  House  by  illness 
I  or  through  employment  under  the  Crown, 
,  were  yet  perfectly  cognizant  of  what  was 
'  going  on  there,  and  as  capable  of  giving 
an  opinion  on  subjects  brought  before  Par- 
liament, as  if  they  were  present  and  heard 
the  debates.  Such  a  case  it  would  be  easy 
to  find  at  the  present  moment  in  tho  late 
Prime  Minister,  whom  nobody  could  say 
was  not  as  capable  of  giving  his  opinion 
on  a  political  question  as  if  he  were  then 
sitting  in  that  House.  The  same  remark 
might  apply  to  some  of  our  Ambassadors 
at  Foreign  Courts.  The  Committee,  how- 
ever, though  divided  in  opinion,  decided 
that,  on  the  whole,  it  would  be  preferable 
to  put  an  end  to  the  use  of  proxies,  and 
that  an  Order  of  the  House  should  be 
adopted  to  that  effect.  They  further  re- 
commended that,  to  prevent  that  Order 
from  being  lightly  suspended,  twice  the 
usual  length  of  notice  should  be  given  of 
any  Motion  for  its  suspension.  The  Com- 
mittee also  recommended  that  Notices  of 
Questions  should  be  placed  on  the  Minutes 
and  not  given  privately,  as  was  now  often 
done  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they  did  not 
propose  to  prevent  Questions  as  to  sudden 
or  pressing  affairs  being  put  to  Ministers 
without  notice.  With  respect  to  the 
appointment  of  Committees  on  Private 
Bills,  the  Select  Committee  recommended 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  should 
exercise  its  discretion  as  to  calling  upon 
Peers  to  serve,  although  they  might  be 
absent  from  the  House. 

Moved,  **  To  agree  to  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Business  of  the 
House."— ( The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  said,  that 
his  noble  Friend's  argument  went  in  one 
way  and  his  voto  in  another,  for  he  (the 
Lord  Privy  Seal)  argued  in  favour  of  proxies, 
while  he  concluded  by  asking  their  Lord- 
ships to  vote  their  abandonment.  There 
would  not,  he  thought,  be  much'difference 
of  opinion  among  their  Lordships  on  this 
subject.  His  noble  Friend  said  the  Com- 
mittee had  come  to  a  resolution  to  abandon 
proxies,  because  the  use  of  them  was  not 
popular  out-of-doors.  But  his  impression 
was  that  the  feeling  of  the  Committee  had 
so  not  much  reference  to  the  question  of 
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leir  being  popular  or  not  as  that  proxies 
^ere  a  source  of  weakness  rather  than 
[trength,  and  that  they  were  a  form  of 
proceeding  that  could  never  be  used  in  any 
[ircumstances  of  real  difficulty  or  emer- 
;ency.    It  would  bo  impossible  for  their 
iordships  to  pass  any  important  measure 
limply  and  solely  by   the  votes   of  the 
|bsentees  —  as  impossible  as  for  the  lay 
^rds  to  interfere  with  the  judicial  pro- 
^cdings  of  the  House.     That  was  not  a 
lime  when  they  should  lean  upon  fictitious 
lupport,   and  the   Committee  had  there- 
fore, in  his  opinion,  wisely  determined  to 
polish  the  use  of  proxies.     The  whole 
character  and  use  of  proxies  had  undergone 
great  change.     Formerly  proxies  could 
lot  be  used  except  under  Eoyal  licence, 
rhich  was  granted   to  Peers  who  were 
tbsent  engaged  in  the  discharge  of  high 
ind  important  State  duties.      ITow  they 
lid  not  depend  on  the  Eoyal  consent ;  but 
rere   exercised  as    the  privilege    of  in- 
lividual  Peers,  who  used  them  as  they 
l^hought  best  for  their  own  convenience. 

the  same  way  the  difficulties  of  commu- 
lication  between  the  different  parts  of  the 
ingdom  were  another  ground  on  which 
proxies  might  have  been  justified  in  other 
lays.  It  appeared  to  him,  however,  that 
ill  the  reasons  that  formerly  existed  in 
ivour  of  the  use  of  proxies  had  disap- 
)eared.   He  should  perhaps  have  preferred 

see  proxies  more  definitely  abandoned'; 
>ut  since,  if  the  present  Motion  was  carried, 
their  Lordships  could  never  revert  to  the 
ise  of  thera,  he  for  one  should  bo  quite 
jontent  to  accept  the  Motion.  There  was 
mother  matter  which  had  occupied  the 
ittention  of  the  Committee,  as  it  had  also 
excited  a  good  deal  of  attention  out-of- 
loors — namely,  the  numbers  of  Peers  pre- 
jent  who  were  supposed  to  be  necessary 
for  tho  transaction  of  Business.  It  had 
)een  said  that  five  or  six  Peers  often  sat 
:o  pass  or  reject  measures  of  the  utmost 
importance.  He  had  attended  that  House 
IS  often  as  almost  anyone,  and  he  thought 
le  might  safely  say  that  the  number  of 
•eers  present  at  the  thinnest  time  of  at- 
tendance was  on  any  important  question 
rarely  below  twenty.  If  so  a  quorum 
>robably  ought  not  to  bo  less  than  twenty, 
md  he  hardly  saw  that  any  great  practical 
importance  would  be  derived  from  estab- 
lishing a  quorum  unless  they  fixed  the 
lumber  at,  or  nearly  at,  forty,  the  same 
ts  the  House  of  Commons.  The  attend- 
ince  upon  their  Lordships'  House  varied 
luch  ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  it  was 
The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


an  exaggerated  statement  if  he  said  that 
the  average  attendance  before  Easter  was 
between  sixty  and  seventy,  and  that  after 
Easter  it  was  considerably  more.     A  cer- 
tain number  of  Peers   no    doubt  failed 
altogether  to  attend,  some  from  age  and 
others  from  illness.  Others  could  not  plead 
equally  valid  causes  of  absence.     Perhaps 
their  absence  did|not  matter  so  much  as  far 
as  general  legislation  was  concerned  ;  but 
the  House  had  a  right  to  complain  of  a 
want  of  proper  attendance  so  far  as  Pri- 
vate Bill  legislation  was  concerned.     His 
noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  often  placed  in  an  invidious  position  in 
being  obliged  to  go  about  canvassing  their 
Lordships  for  Peers  to  sit  on  Private  Bill 
Committees.  The  Peers  also  who  regularly 
attended  had  a  right  to  complain  on  this 
score,  because  they  were  called  upon  to  take 
more  than  their  fair  share  of  Committee 
work.     The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville) 
proposed  in  the  Committee  that  the  House 
should  adopt  a  system  similar  to  that  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  where  a  oironlar  letter 
was  sent  round  to  every  Member  who  was 
expected  to  take  part  in  Private  Buaineai, 
asking  him  at  what  period  of  the  Session 
his  attendance  would  be  most  conTenient 
to  himself.     It  appeared  from  evidence 
that  this  had  answered  very  well  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  noble  Earl 
proposed  the  adoption  of  a  similar  course. 
It  was  agreed  to;  but   at  a  subsequent 
meeting  the  paragraph  was  either  struck 
out  or  expressed  in   a  dificrent  and  am- 
biguous sense.     And  on  this  point  he  must 
observe  that  the  Minutes  of  the  Committee 
were  reported   in  a  most  unsatisfactory 
and  confused  manner,  and  it  was  difficult 
for  even  those  who  were  present  to  dis- 
criminate the  precise  course  of  proceeding. 
With  respect  to  their  Lordships'  hour  of 
meeting,  tho  Committee   had  at  first  de- 
cided in  favour  of  meeting  at   the  hour 
of  a  quarter  past  four,  and  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, then  on  the  Woolsack,  stated  that 
this  hour  would  not  bo  inconvenient  to 
him.      Subsequently  that  decision  was  re- 
versed by  a  majority  of  I.     He  did  not 
complain  of  this  ;    the   Committee  were 
very  nearly  equally  divided,  and  though 
the  re-consideration  of  the  question  was 
brought  on  at  an  inconvenient  time  when 
the  attendance  of  some  Peers  was  impos- 
sible,  there    was  no    surprise;    but    he 
greatly  regretted  that  the  first  decision 
had  not  been  adhered  to,  as  he  believed 
the  change  would  have  been  advantageoiis. 
He,  for  one,  could  not  consent  to  accept 
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the  Befldation  with  regard  to  the  hour  of 
meeting  ae  final,  and  he  had  the  authority 
«f  Lord  Bhafteahury,  who  first  hrought  the 
■nbieet  forward,  and  had  made  it  pecu- 
liany  hia  own,  for  saying  that  ho  attached 
ao  mooh  importance  to  the  change  of  hour 
that  after  Easter,  he  would  give  the. 
Hbnae  an  opportunity  of  re-considering 
what  he  deemed  to  be  the  unfortunate 
decision  of  the  Committee. 

Thb  Eabl  of  ELLENBOBOTJGH  said, 
he  thought  the  best  course  would  have 
been  to  propose  the  adoption  of  the  re- 
eommendation  of  the  Committee  seriatim, 

TjiSD  EEDESDALE  said,  that  although 
he  did  not  see  the  necessity  of  some  of 
flie  ohangea  proposed,  he  was  willing  to 
aeoept  the  eonolusions  of  the  Committee. 
Some  of  their  recommendations — for  in- 
stance, the  retention  of  the  present  hour 
ef  meeting — did  not  require  formal  adop- 
tion. He  did  not  think  it  was  expedient 
to  make  any  change  in  the  nomination  of 
Oommitteea  for  Private  Business,  for  he 
bdirred  the  present  system  worked  satis- 
fatonly.  The  Committee  had  suggested 
fliat  Peers  not  in  attendance  in  the  House 
Atma  be  nominated  on  such  Committees, 
aid  perhaps  on  some  occasions  it  might  be 
disiialle  to  exercise  greater  pressure  than 
hkharto  in  this  direction.  As  to  the  time 
of  assanibling,  the  Committee  in  the  first 
iMtanee  decided  by  a  majority  of  1  in 
immrof  meeting  at  half-past  four;  one 
of  tile  3fembers,  however,  who  held  a 
esntiij  opinion,  was  accidentally  absent, 
aid  CB  the  question  being  re-considered, 
fhna  was  m  msgority  of  1  against  any 
dtsntum.  For  his  own  part,  he  could 
Mao  advantage  in  meeting  earlier,  and  it 
WoaU|  moreover,  be  inconvenient  to  the 
aiUa  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack, 
maba  to  Peers  engaged  on  Committees. 
IRttiaqpeot  to  proxies,  he  thought  the 
INjadiee  sfgainat  them  unreasonable,  and 
ttat  the  system  was  a  more  sensible 
•a  dian  that  which  would  necessarily  bo 
mhstitalad — namely,  pairing,  as  was  done 
ia  tta  Hooae  of  Commons.  At  a  late 
(Iliad  of  the  year  an  announcement  was 

that  two  Members  of  the  other 
had  paired  for  the  remainder  of 

;  yet,  in  many  instances,  those 

might  have  voted  on  the  same 

Ik  vaa  surely  better  for  an  absent 

to  intnist  a  proxy  to  a  person  in 

baiapoeed  confidence,  so  that  his 

night  not  he  lost  on  any  important 

Sinoe,  however,  the  majority 
were  opposed  to  the  use  of 


proxies,  he  should  not  oppose  the  Besolu* 
tion. 

Lord  LTVEDEN  said,  although  he 
would  admit  that  something  might  be  said 
in  favour  of  proxies,  public  opinion  was  so 
decidedly  adverse  to  them  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  do  well  to  remove  the  mis- 
apprehensions to  which  they  gave  rise  by 
abandoning  the  use  of  them.  Many  per- 
sons supposed  that  proxies  might  be  ten- 
dered on  any  occasion,  whether  Peers 
were  present  or  not,  and  that  tho  Ministry 
of  the  day  held  a  great  number,  which  they 
could  uso  at  any  time.  The  public  would 
be  disabused  of  these  notions  were  proxies 
discontinued;  and  as  they  wore  seldom 
resorted  to,  the  change  was  an  advisable 
one.  The  recommendation  of  tho  Com- 
mittee, that  Questions  should  not  be  put 
without  I^otice,  seemed  to  him  a  very  good 
one;  for  a  Question  was  sometimes  put 
shortly  after  five  o'clock,  when  Peers  who 
would  have  been  interested  in  the  subject 
had  not  arrived,  and  only  the  Ministers 
were  previously  acquainted  with  its  ob- 
ject. Moreover,  if  Notice  were  given, 
and  if  —  as  often  happened  —  the  Ques- 
tion gave  rise  to  discussion,  noblo  Lords 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  direct- 
ing their  attention  to  the  matter  be- 
forehand. As  to  the  nomination  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection  of  absent  Peers, 
he  thought  it  would  be  well  to  adopt  a 
distinct  Resolution  on  the  subject,  as  this 
would  givo  it  more  weight.  He  hoped 
that,  on  a  future  occasion,  tho  noble  Barl 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  would  propose  Boso- 
lutions  carrying  into  effect  thoso  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  which  ho 
wished  to  be  adopted. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  he  gave  credit 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees for  consistency,  for  he  had  both  in 
the  Committee  and  on  this  occasion  ob- 
jected to  tho  discontinuance  of  proxies ; 
but  while  he  (Earl  Stanhope)  admitted  his 
consistency,  ho  was  certainly  not  convinced 
by  his  arguments.  His  noble  Friend  had 
maintained  the  system  of  proxies  chiefly  on 
the  ground  that  the  system  of  pairing  was 
equally  open  to  exception.  But  there  was 
this  importantdiffcrence — that  the  addition 
of  a  certain  number  of  pairs  to  both  the  ma- 
jority and  the  minority  made  no  difference 
in  the  result,  whereas  the  use  of  proxies 
might  lead  to  a  decision  the  reverse  of  that 
which  would  otherwise  have  been  given. 
Lideed,  this  happened  on  the  last  occasion 
when  proxies  were  used — namely,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
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Imeabary)  himBelf  on  the  affairs  of  Den- 
rk  and  Qennany.     The  majority  of  the 
)rs  present  were  satisfied  with  the  de- 
)0  of  the  Government  of  the  day  ;  but 
[zies  being  called  for — most  unwisely, 
lis  judgment — by  the  Prime  Minister  of 
It  day,  the  majority  of  the  Peers  absent 
[ided  the  division  against  the  Govern- 
it.     It  was  enough  of  itself  to  dis- 
|dit  the  system  of  proxies  that  when  a 
>le  Earl  (Earl  Eussell)  was  put  on  his 
{onal  defence,  and  when  that  defence 
deemed  satisfactory  to  the  majority  of 
|se  who  heard  it,  an  appeal  should  be 
|de  by  another  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
:by)  to  those  Peers  who  had  not  heard 
I  and  could  not  hear  it.     Passing  from 
subject  of  proxies,  he  (Earl  Stanhope) 
not  think  that  any  Eesolution  should 
be  passed  confirming  the  recommenda- 
of  the  Committee,  and  approving  the 
[sent  hour  of  meeting.     They  were  told 
I  his  noble  Friend  near  him  (the  Earl  of 
rnarvon)  that  Lord  Shaftesbury,  who  was 
absent  from  town,  intended  to  submit 
Resolution  to  the  effect  that  the  House 
^uld  meet  at  a  quarter  past  four  instead 
Ivc.     Assuming,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
|nt,  that  Lord  Shaftesbury  would  carry 
proposition,  would  not  their  Lordships 
Ltify  themselves  if  they  were  to  come 
vote  on  the  subject  now  ?   He  thought 
I  would  be  well  that   they  should  not 
that  moment  adopt  any  Resolution  by 
[ich  their   future   discretion   might  be 
tered.     He  wished  to   add  a  word  of 
jrely  verbal  criticism.  As  he  had  already 
Ited,  he  fully    approved   the    proposed 
jnding  Order  with  respect  to  proxies, 
noble  Earl  had,  however,  taken  the 
words  of  the  Committee,  and  em- 
lied  them  in  the  Standing  Order — 

That  the  Practice  of  calling  for  Proxies  on  a 
rision  should  be  discontinued,  and,  to  prevent 

Order  being  lightly  suspended,  that  Twice  the 
lal  length  of  Notice  shall  be  given  of  any  Motion 
jits  Suspension." 

',  when  a  Committee  made  a  Report 
ly  properly  gave  reasons  for  their  con- 
jeions ;  but  when  the  House  passed  an 
ler  it  was  not  its  practice  to  do  so.  He 
|uld,  therefore,  take  the  liberty  at  the 
)per  time  to  move  the  omission  of  the 
Irds  "  to  prevent  this  Order  being  lightly 
Ipended." 

Iabl  de  grey  agreed  with  the  noble 

:d  the  Chairman  of  Committees,   that 

jre  was  no  necessity  for  their  Lordships 

Igive  a  formal  sanction  to  most  of  the 

jommendations  of  the  Committee,  except 

JSarl  Stanhope 


that  relating  to  the  discontinuance  of 
proxies.  But  with  regard  to  attendance 
on  Private  Business,  it  appeared  to  him 
absolutely  necessary  to  have  a  definite 
Resolution  of  the  House.  It  was  very 
desirable  that  the  House  should  pass  a 
Resolution  calling  on  those  Peers  who 
were  in  the  habit  of  absenting  themselves 
from  Private  Bill  Committees  to  attend 
to  their  duties.  Speaking  for  himself,  and, 
as  far  as  he  could  judge,  for  many  other 
Members  of  the  Committee,  a  strong  feel- 
ing was  entertained  by  many  that  it  was 
extremely  desirable  that  some  measure 
should  be  taken  to  assimilate  the  practice 
of  their  Lordships'  House  to  that  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  on  this  sabject. 
He  trusted  the  noble  Earl  opposite  would 
take  the  matter  into  consideration,  and  pro- 
pose a  definite  Resolution. 

The  Marquess  of  BATH  said,  that  he 
was  in  favour  of  doing  away  with  the 
practice  of  using  proxies,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  there  would  be  great  practical 
difficulties  in  employing  them  in  those 
cases  in  which  alone  there  would  be  any 
need  of  them.  With  regard  to  the  7th 
Paragraph — he  spoke  with  great  deference 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees— but  he  thought  the  Committee  of 
Selection  had  the  power  to  place  on  Private 
Bill  Committees  any  Peer,  whether  in 
London  or  not,  and  all  that  would  be  re- 
quired would  be  a  strong  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  enable  them  to  exer- 
cise that  power  with  effect.  There  was  a 
case  in  which  a  noble  Lord  had  been  com- 
mitted to  the  custody  of  the  Usher  of  the 
Black  Rod  for  not  having  attended  a  Com- 
mittee to  which  he  had  been  appointed. 
There  could  be  no  question,  therefore,  as 
to  the  power  which  the  Committee  of  Se- 
lection possessed.  With  regard  to  the 
alteration  of  the  hour  of  meeting,  it  was 
true  that  it  was  carried  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee by  a  narrow  majority  in  the  first 
instance ;  but  noble  Lords  who  complained 
that  the  decision  had  been  reversed  would 
recollect  that  another  important  Committee 
was  sitting  at  the  time,  upon  which  he  and 
Lord  Stradbroke  were  serving,  and  that  if 
they  had  been  able  to  go  from  one  Com- 
mittee Room  to  another  they  would  have 
voted  against  any  change.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  had  said  that  Lord 
Shaftesbury  was  about  coming  home,  and 
that  he  intended  to  propose  that  the  hour 
of  meeting  should  be  changed.  But  were 
the  House  of  Lords  to  be  dependent  on 
Lord  Shaftesbury's  presence  or   absence 
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befSsre  expressing  an  opinion  on  a  matter 
of  pnblio  business  ?  Lord  Shaftesbury  was 
m  veiy  great  man,  but  he  was  scarcely  so 
great  a  man  as  all  that. 

LoB2>  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  said, 
he  saw  no  necessity  for  retaining  the  sys- 
tem of  the  nse  of  proxies.  As  for  com- 
pelling the  attendance  of  Peers  on  Com- 
mittees, that  might  be  done ;  but  it  would 
not  be  so  easy  to  secure  the  proper  dis- 
diarge  of  the  duties  of  the  Committees. 
One  man  might  lead  a  horse  to  the  water, 
but  twenty  could  not  force  him  to  drink. 
He  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  incon- 
▼enient  mode  in  which  these  Reports  were 
drawn  np.  With  regard  to  different  para- 
graphs it  was  extremely  difficult  to  make 
oat  what  was  done.  Ho  hoped,  therefore, 
directions  would  be  given  that  the  draught 
Beport  should  appear  with  the  proceedings. 

The  Mabqusss  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  with  regard  to  putting  Questions 
without  Notice,  he  had  sat  long  in  the 
House,  and  he  could  say  that  great  public 
oonTonience  had  sometimes  arisen  from 
Peers  being  permitted  to  put  Questions  to 
Uinisters  of  which  they  had  given  either 
private  notice  or  no  notice,  and  he  hoped 
flieir  Lordships  would  not  altogether  put 
an  end  to  that  practice.  With  regard  to 
Ibe  attendance  of  Peers  on  Private  Rill 
Committees,  he  thought  it  would  be  unwise 
to  come  to  any  Resolution  that  it  might  be 
Ibond  difficult  to  enforce.  It  should,  more- 
over, be  remembered  that  it  was  the  House 
that  appointed  the  Committees,  and  any 
noble  Lord  who  failed  to  attend  must  render 
hia  aooonnt,  not  to  the  five  Lords  who 
formed  the  Committee  of  Selection,  but  to 
the  Hbnse.  He  was  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  necessity  for  adopting  any  system 
otcompvlaoTj  attendance,  for  he  understood 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  securing  a  suffi- 
cient nnmber  of  Peers  for  the  transaction 
of  business.  He  thought,  however,  they 
might  adopt  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  on  this  subject. 

The  Dvxe  of  CLEVELAND  agreed 
with  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
dttiriearde)  that  it  might  be  found  highly 
inoonvenient  if  it  should  be  absolutely 
prohibited  that  Questions  should  be  put 
without  Notioe ;  but  then  they  ought  to 
adopt  the  practice  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mona  and  prevent  disoussion  being  raised 
upon  them.  There  might  be  not  only 
gnat  inconvenience  but  also  great  impro- 
priety if  the  system  of  putting  Questions 
wiUioat  Notice  were  used  for  tiie  purpose 
of  zaiainf  disonsnona  which  nobody  could 
hare  antioipated. 


Eael  RUSSELL  agreed  with  the  noble 
Duke  that  there  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween a  noble  Lord  putting  without  Notioe 
a  Question  to  which  he  merely  wished  for 
an  answer,  and  a  Question  which  led  to  a 
debate.  There  was  an  inconvenience  in 
the  latter  coming  on  without  Notice ;  but 
it  seemed  to  him  better  not  to  adopt  any 
Resolution  on  the  subject.  He  thought 
they  should  confine  themselves  on  that  oc- 
casion to  adopting  the  Resolution  with  re- 
gard to  proxies. 

The  Eabl  of  HARROWBY  said,  their 
Lordships  had  not  too  many  opportunities 
of  showing  that  interest  in  public  affairs 
which  it  was  their  privilege  to  show,  and 
it  was  undesirable  to  diminish  the  import- 
ance of  this  House  by  diminishing  the 
number  of  those  opportunities  ;  and  there 
was  something  gained  by  allowing  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  to  do  things  irregularly 
which  would  be  attended  with  great  in- 
convenience if  done  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Their  Lordships  were  a  smaller 
body  than  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
there  was  much  less  pressure  on  their 
tin^e,  and  therefore  he  thought  they  might 
be  allowed  a  large  latitude  in  the  trans- 
action of  their  business.  He  thought  that 
every  facility  should  be  given  for  raising 
questions  in  this  House,  and  that  they 
should  trust  to  the  good  sense  of  noblo 
Lords  not  to  abuse  the  privilege. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  thought  that  a 
Resolution  might  be  too  stringent  in  its 
application ;  but  the  Report  laid  before 
the  House  might  be  agreed  to  as  a  guide 
and  direction — for  it  went  no  further.  He 
repeated  his  opinion  that  tho  system  of 
proxies  was  infinitely  more  sensible  than 
the  system  of  pairing ;  and  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  the  result  of  a  divi- 
sion could  not  be  affected  by  the  latter 
practice.  He  had  known  coses  in  which 
a  Member  having  returned  before  the  time 
of  his  pair,  had  expired,  was  obliged  to 
leave  the  House  on  a  division,  even  when 
he  believed  that  his  pair,  if  present,  would 
have  gone  into  the  same  Lobby. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBTJRY  soid. 
the  general  wish  of  their  Lordships  seemed 
to  bo  that  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
should  be  put  in  a  more  substantive  form, 
and  ho  would  therefore  undertake,  on  a 
future  day,  to  move  a  series  of  Resolutions 
embodying  it.  At  the  same  time,  ho 
should  ask  their  Lordships  to  adopt  at  once 
the  Standing  Order  with  reference  to 
proxies. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  tct(&- 
draum. 
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Uicivedf  That  the  following  Order  be  added 
the  Roll  of  Standing  Orders  : 

Standing  Order  XXXIIa.  Ordered,  That  the 
kctioe  of  calling  for  Proxies  on  a  Division  shall 
liscontinued,  and  that  Two  Days'  Notioe  be  given 
my  Motion  for  the  Suspension  of  this  Standing 


ler. 


Uoose  adjourned  at  half  past  Six  o'clockt 

to  Thursday  next,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


OUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday^  March  31,  1868. 

InUTES.1  — PoBLio  Bills  —  Ccmncfered  a# 

',d — Marine  Mutiny. 
\rd  Reading  —  Mutiny  ;     Marino    Mutiny  ; 
'erth  and  Brechin  Provisional  Orders  Oonfir- 
ktion  *  [74],  and  passed, 

IMISSAL  OF   AN  INSPECTOR  OF  THE 
SURREY  CONSTABULARY. 
QUESTION. 

:r.  ONSLOW  said,  he  would  beg  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  HoAie 
^artment,  Whether  his  attention  has 
)n  called  to  the  caee  of  Inspector  Miller, 
I  the  Surrey  County  Constabulary,  lately 
jtioned  at  Reigate,  who  hai  been  dis- 
ised  the  Force,  after  a  long  and  meri- 
iouB  service,  for  subscribing  to  a  news- 
>er  termed  the  Police  Service  Adver^ 
\r.  And  whether,  in  his  opinion,  the 
!ged  ground  of  dismissal  is  justifi- 
le  ;  if  not  justifiable,  whether  he  will 
lomrocnd  the  re-instatement  of  Inspector 
ller? 

[r.  GATIIORNE  hardy  said,  in 
lly,  that  he  had  no  authority  whatever 
jr  the  County  Constabulary,  which  was 
!cd  under  the  Magistrates  of  the  County, 
appeared,  from  inquiries  made  in  con- 
luonce  of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
|nan,  that  a  man  named  Miller  was  dis- 
ised  by  the  Chief  Constable  of  the 
-rey  Constabulary,  who  had  absolute 
rer  to  dismiss  him,  under,  of  course,  the 
|ful  authority  of  the  Magistrates.  The 
iticcs,  however,  he  understood,  were 
lut  to  investigate  the  case. 

MUTINY  BILL.— THIRD  READING. 

^fr,  Dodson,  Sir  John  Pakingion,  The  Judge 

Advocate  General.) 
>rder  for  Third  Reading  read. 

^Ir.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  had  to  call 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  proceeding 


which  he  believed  to  be  of  a  somewhat 
irregular  and  unprecedented  character.  It 
was  the  ancient  rule  in  that  House  that  on 
Tuesdays  Notices  of  Motion  should  have 
precedence  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  It 
was,  of  coarse,  competent  for  the  House 
at  any  time,  after  due  notice,  to  sospend 
the  Standing  Orders,  and  make  any  change 
in  that  rule  :  but  to  the  great  astonishment 
of  himself  and  other  Members,  there  ap- 
peared upon  the  Notice  Paper  of  that  day 
a  Notice  that  certain  Orders  of  the  Day 
were  to  have  precedence  over  Notices  of 
Motion — namely,  the  Mutiny  Bill  and  the 
Marine  Mutiny  Bill.  Although,  on  looking 
at  the  Votes  for  a  record  of  last  night's 
proceedings,  he  found  that  it  was  ordered 
that  these  Bills  should  be  forwarded  a  stage 
at  half-past  four  o'clock  that  day;  yet  he 
did  not  think  that  any  public  notioe  had 
been  taken  of  the  matter  last  night.  He 
had  been  present  himself  when  these  Bills 
had  been  furthered  a  stage,  and  he  had 
heard  nothing  of  such  an  nnasoal  Order, 
nor  as  far  as  he  was  aware,  had  any  inti- 
mation been  given  of  what  was  being  done* 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  what 
had  induced  him  to  adopt  this  most  irre- 
gular and  unprecedented  course  with  regard 
to  these  Bills.  He  was  not  aware  that 
there  was  any  public  ground  for  this  irre- 
gularity. There  was  no  reason  why  that 
House  should  consult  the  convenience  of 
others,  and  suspend  their  Standing  Orders 
in  order  that  these  Bills  might  be  advanced 
a  stage  that  night  in  ''another  place." 
If  the  noble  Lords  in  '*  another  place*'  had 
so  much  to  do,  and  had  such  a  large  amount 
of  business  to  get  through  that  they  were 
obliged  to  have  an  earlier  holiday  for  repose 
after  their  exertions,  they  should  sospend 
their  own  Standing  Orders,  and  let  the 
irregularity  in  the  proceedings  take  place 
in  their  House.  At  any  rate,  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  of  Commons  shoold 
not  be  suspended  without  notice.  The 
course  which  had  been  adopted  with  regard 
to  these  Bills  was  in  direct  violation  of  the 
rights  of  independent  Members,  who  were 
already  suflScicntly  hard  pressed  by  the 
rules  of  the  House,  and  who  experienced 
considerable  difficulty  in  bringing  on  the 
Motions  in  which  they  were  interested.  If 
this  precedent  were  to  be  followed,  and 
proceedings  like  those  he  complained  of 
were  to  become  the  practice,  the  House 
might  bid  adieu  to  Motions  brought  forward 
by  independent  Members.  He  begged  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seore- 
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tnr  for  Wir  for  »  Aniwer  to  tlio  Qaeation 
b«  D^  JDtt  pat  to  kirn;  or  perhaps  he  htd 
iMttor  uk  Hr.  Speaker  nniler  what  cir- 
eamataneeB  the  arrangomeiit  had  been 
sffrMd  tol 

He.  aPEAEER :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemin  bu  nlled  tfai>  prooeediag  irregular 
Knd  anpreeedeated;  bat  I  hafo  to  inform 
Urn  that  there  are  very  many  preeedenti 
for  the  coorM  that  has  been  adopted,  and 
therefore  it  eannot  be  irreirular.  There 
■re  some  ocoaiiona  when  pubHo  conrenience 
ia  promoted  br  the  Honse  permitting  Bills 
of  uiis  sort  to  oe  read  on  their  third  stage 
«t  SB  earl;  honr  of  the  efeaing,  and  in 
secordanoe  with  many  preoedenta  that 
coarse  has  been  taken  in  the  present  in- 
stBDce,  under  an  Order  mads  by  the  House 
last  night.  The  right  hon.  Gonllemnn  says 
that  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  Home 
bs?e  beeo  sospended  in  order  to  permit 
thw  Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time :  but  I  am 
■on  that,  with  hia  knowledge  of  the  forms 
of  the  HoDie,  he  most  be  aware  that  there 
ue  no  Standing  Orders  on  the  subject  to 
aoapend.  It  is  for  the  House — if  it  thinks 
that  it  will  condooe  to  public  conTenience 
md  promote  Foblh  Business — to  make  an 
Order  of  this  kind  ;  and  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House  if 
they  ever  knew  any  inconvenience  arise 
frtm  th«  adoption  of  the  coarse  that  has 
been  taken  in  the  present  instance  with 
regard  to  these  Bills.  This  is  no  qnestion 
of  inleifarenee  with  the  rights  of  private 
Hembera.  Had  it  not  been  for  the  obser- 
TatioDB  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
two  Billa  would  probably  hare  been  dls- 
poaed  of  by  this  time.  My  Answer  to  the 
Qaeation  ^  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is, 
that  the  eonrae  taken  with  regard  to  these 
BiUa  ia  quite  in  conformity  with  precedent, 
and  only  for  the  promotion  of  the  despatob 
of  Fnblie  Baiineu. 

Bill  rsad  the  third  time,  and  patted. 

UABINE  HUTIMT  BILL. 

(Jfr,  JMfon,  Jfr.  Ctrrt,  ^"i  Htnry  Xsnnw.) 

ooninBUTioir.    tbikd  Bzisna, 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 

rMd. 

Hr.  BOUVERIB  said,  of  eonrse  he  had 
BO  doHTO  to  question  the  accuracy  of  so 
Ufh  OB  authority  as  Mr.  Speaker  upon 
th«  point  to  which  he  bad  just  referred 
or  to  ODtor  into  any  controversy  with  htm; 
bat  ho  shonld  liko  to  know  from  the  right 
ban.  OontloBian  tho  Sseietaiy  for  War  hia 


reason  for  taking  these  Bills  out  of  the 
ordinary  course. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  ssid,  he  had 
no  difficulty  in  replying  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  In  eonBcqueooe  of  these 
Bills  having  been  brought  forwsrd  at  a 
later  period  than  usual,  it  became  necessary 
to  send  them  up  to  the  other  House  of 
Parlisment  as  soon  as  possible.  It  having 
been  intimated  to  him  last  night  tbst  there 
would  be  nothing  irregular  in  reading  the 
Bills  a  third  time  at  an  early  hour,  ho  had 
adopted  that  course  with  the  sanction  of 
the  House. 

Uit.  OTWAY  said,  he  wished  to  say 
one  word  with  reference  to  what  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  GontUman  the  Seoretary  of 
State  for  War.  Ho  had  had  occasion  to 
notice  what  seemed  to  bo  n  considerable 
irregularity.  Three  Amendments  had  been 
moved  in  Committee,  and  in  the  records  of 
their  proceedings  only  one  of  these  Amend- 
ments WBS  taken  notice  of.  Having  made 
inquiries  upon  the  subject,  he  was  informed 
that  it  was  not  usual  to  put  upon  the  re- 
cord of  their  proceedings  any  Amendment 
upon  which  divisions  had  not  been  taken. 
The  very  ncit  day,  however,  after  he  had 
reoetved  that  information,  he  discovered 
that  an  Amendment  upon  which  a  division 
had  not  been  taken  was  recorded,  while 
two  other  Amendments  wliich  hail  been 
moved  under  precisely  similar  circumstancea 
had  been  altogether  omitted.  This  was 
an  irregularity  of  no  unimportant  charac- 
ter. For  instance,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Kildaro  (Lord  Otho  Fitzgerald) 
moved  an  Amendment  in  Committee  upon 
the  Mutiny  Bill ;  but  of  that  Amendment 
no  notice  was  taken,  and  yet  last  night 
that  very  Amendment  was  rescinded,  and 
the  words  which  originally  stood  in  the 
Mutiny  Bill  were  rc-inscrtea. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  ;  My  answer  to  tho 
Question  of  tho  hon.  Member  is,  that  those 
Amendments  only  upon  which  divisions 
take  place  are  entered  on  the  Voles.  If 
every  verbal  Amendment,  and  everything 
which  occurs,  were  ordered  to  be  entered 
on  tlie  Votes,  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
to  print  them. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  desired  to 
move,  nitli  the  permission  of  tho  House, 
the  third  rending  of  the  Marine  Mutiny 
Bill,  BO  that  it  might  at  once  be  sent  to 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  patted. 
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>IA— IRRIGATION.— POSTPONEMENT 
OF  MOTION. 

[r.  KINNAIRD  said,  that,  in  defer- 
to  the  wishes  of  the  House,  he  would 
tpone  his  Motion  respecting  Irrigation 
india  to  the  28th  of  April.  But  he 
ily  regretted  being  called  upon  for  the 
>ud  time  to  defer  the  consideration  of 
lestion  which  affected  a  population  not 
few  millions  only,  but  of  150,000,000 

|ur  fellow-subjects,  of  whom,  too,  mainly 
mgh  the  neglect  of  irrigation,  in  one 

|rict  alone,  and  in  the  course  of  only  a 
months,  according  to  official  Returns, 

[rly   1,000,000  of  souls  had  recently 

Ished  jof  famine. 

IsTABLISHED  CHURCH  CIRELAND). 
MOTION  FOR  A  COMHITTEE. 
ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

irdor   read,   for    resuming    Adjourned 

»ate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 

[30th  March], 

J  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve  it- 
linto  a  Committee  to  consider  the  said  Acts/' 
fr.  Oladttone ;) 

which  Amendment  was, 

lo  leave  out  from  the  word  ^*  House  "  to  the 

of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

lile  admitting  that  considerable  modifications 

le  temporalities  of  the  United  Church  in  Ire« 

may,  after  the  pending  inquiry,  appear  to  be 

idient,  is  of  opinion  that  any  proposition  tcnd- 

|to  the  disestablishment  or  discndowmcnt  of 

Church  ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  decision 

now  Parliament," — (^Lord  Statiky,) 

Instead  thereof. 

[ueetion  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
rds  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
the  Question." 

►ebate  resumed, 

Jr.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  There  is 
iMember  of  this  House  who  is  more  in- 
led  to  rate  highly  the  gravity  of  the 
sstion  now  occupying  our  attention  than 
|m.  I  quite  admit  that  it  is  one  of  those 
istions  which  long  ago  it  was  thought 
|st  engage  the  attention  of  the  House  at 
distant  period  ;  and,  though  we  take 
ieption  to  the  particular  period  at  which 
|is  brought  before  the  House,  it  is  a 
istion  which  we  are  prepared  to  meet  on 
occasion,  and  under  any  circumstances, 
lias  been  brought  before  the  House  in 
ipeech  of  great  power   and  eloquence, 

by  one  who,  from  his  position  as  a 
idcr  in  this  House,  and  from  his  posi- 

in  the  country  as  a  man  of  the  greatest 


ability,  has  recommended  the  flubject  with 
additional  force  to  the  consideration,  not 
only  of  the  House,   but  of  the  country. 
But    I  cannot   help    observing   that   this 
question,    which  *is    of   such    momentous 
gravity,  has  been  treated  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  by  those  who  support 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  merely  as  a 
question  affecting  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
but  with  a  degree  of  bitterness  and  acri- 
mony against  the  Ministry  who  sit  on  these 
Benches  which  makes  it  at  once  an  attack 
upon  the  Church  of  Ireland  and  upon  the 
Ministry;  and  not  only  hare  wo  met  with 
this  reception  in  front,  but  even  on  our 
flank  we  have  been  assailed  with  incredible 
hostility.     I  will  for  a  moment  speak  upon 
the   subject  of   the   Ministry  that   is  at- 
tacked, and,  if  I  am  permitted,  of  myself, 
who  have  been  personally  assailed.     I  feel 
that  it  is  one  of  the  highest  honours  that 
I  ever  achieved  to  have  sate  in  the  same 
Cabinet  with  my  noble  Friend  (Yiseoont 
Cranborne).     No  one  valued  more  the  re- 
sources of  the  genius,  eloquence,  and  power 
which  he  brought  to  the  Ministry  of  which 
he  formed  a  part ;  and  I  acted  with  him 
with  cordiality  and  sincerity,  in  all  the  trans- 
actions of  the  Government.      The  noble 
Lord,  in  the  position  he  has  assomed  in  this 
House — that  of  speaking  as  the  censor  of 
the  Ministry,  and  of  attacking  them  one 
by  one  for  the  course  they  thought  proper 
to  pursue  last  year — has  forgotten,  I  think, 
how  far  he  himself  proceeded  in  the  path 
they  followed.  He  has  apparently  forgotten 
that   the  course  he  finally  took   was   not 
taken  on  account  of  the  lowering  of  the  fran- 
chise to  the  point  to  which  it  was  lowered, 
but  on  account  of  the  want,  as  he  thought,  of 
sufficient  checks  to  moderate  and  to  balance 
that    enfranchisement  ;    and    he   forgets, 
moreover,  that  we,  entertaining  the  same 
view  as  ho  himself  held,  were  defeated  on 
it,  not  merely  by  those  who  sit  opposite,  but 
by  the  overwhelming  feeling  of  Gentlemen 
who  sat  behind  the  Government.     I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  Reform  Bill  of  last 
year  is  in  everything  such  as  I  could  have 
wished  for   if   I  could  have  entirely  con- 
trolled it ;  but  I  should  like  to  know  where 
is  the  man  who,  sitting,  I  will  not  say  in 
tho  Cabinet,  but  in   any  Assembly  what- 
ever, has  not  been  compelled  in  some  re- 
spects to  compromise  his  own  opinions  and 
give  way  to  the  feeling  of  those  with  whom 
he  sits  in  order  that  they  may  all  act  to- 
gether with  uniformity  and  unity.     That  I 
consider  is  all  I  have  done.     I  have  sacri- 
ficed no  principle.    ["  Oh,  oh  I "]     1  say  I 
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Morifieed   no  principle.     I   consider  that 
the  qaeition  of  Reform  brought  before  the 
Honee  was  a  question,  not  of  principle,  but 
of  degree.  We  had  been  parties  to  lowering 
the  franchise,  we  had  assented  to  the  second 
reading  of  the   Bill  introduced   in   1860 
bj  the  other  side  of  the   House,  which 
effected  that  lowering  to  a  great  extent, 
and  we  had  assented  to  the  lowering  of  the 
franchise  in  the  Bill  of  1866 ;  and  I  say 
that  it  became  e? ident — not  on  account  of 
disturbance  out-of-doors,  but   on  account 
of  the   Parliamentary  attitude    that   the 
question    had    assumed — that   it   became 
absolutely  necessary  to  deal  with  and,  if 
possible,  settle  it.     I  say  it  was  a  ques- 
tion  of  degree  and   not  of  principle.     I 
ahoald  not  have  said  a  word  about  mjself 
if  my  noble  Friend  bad  not  brought  my 
name    forward    somewhat    unnecessarily. 
In   fact,  my  noble  Friend   took   especial 
paina,  as  it  appeared  to  me,  to  compliment 
my  sincerity  at  the  expense  of  my  pliability. 
But  I  trust  that,  as  concerns  principle,  I 
shall  be  found  as  ready  to  maintain  those 
priociples  in  which  we  both  agree  as  he 
himself  has  been.  Let  me  for  one  moment, 
in  paaaing,  advert  to  the  course  my  noble 
Friend  has  thought  proper  to  take  this 
year.     My  noble  Friend  has  been  the  firm 
eonsiatent  advocate  of  church  rates  ;  but 
thia  year  he  has  taken  a  different  view, 
and  thia  suddenly  —  unexpected  no  doubt 
by  those  sitting  near  him,  and  certainly 
by  those  who  have  hitherto  acted  with  him. 
Far  be  it  from  me  to  say  that  this  was 
from  any  want  of  principle.    I  believe  that 
he  acted  from  a  patriotic  feelin^r,  and  from 
that  principle  for  which  I  hope  he  will  give 
credit  to  others.     I  am  sorry  to  have  de- 
tained the  House  so  long  on  this  motter, 
and  will  now  come  to  the  question  before 
the  Hoaae.     We  are  called  on  at  a  special 
and  peealiar  moment  to  go  into  Committee 
npon  a  question  of  the  greatest  possible 
importance,  and  one  that  cannot  be  settled 
or  terminated — I  will  not  say  in  this  Par- 
liwttcntp  nor  probably  in  the  next ;  nor  for 
many  years  to  come,  in  my  opinion.     This 
ia  met  by  an  Amendment  on  the  part  of 
my  noble  Friend,  to  which  great  exception 
has  been  taken.    I  will  for  a  moment  take 
notice  of  a  remark  that  has  been  made  on 
that  Amendment.  My  noble  Friend  claimed 
for  himself  freedom  of  acting  in  future 
Sessions  on   this  great  question,  without 
ezpresaing  his  full  opinion  now  ;  but,  at  the 
aame  time,  he  said  that  he  wished  to  make 
it  manifest  by  the  earlier  part  of  his  Reso- 
Intion  that  the  present  coarse  of  the  Go- 
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vernmont    was    not    adopted    from   mere 
motives  of  obstruction,  from  no  conviction 
that  there  was  nothing  to  redress,  or  no- 
thing to  reform  in  the  Irish  Church,  for  an 
admission  to  the  contrary  was  made  by  the 
issuing  of  the   Commission   now   sitting, 
which  may  be  taken  as  an  acknowledgment 
that  there  are  reforms  to  be  effected  and 
Amendments  to  be  made ;  and  though  some 
wish  to  go  far  beyond  what  I  should  desire, 
yet  many,  who  think  as  I  do,  acknowledge, 
as  I  have  already  done  before  this  time,  that 
there  are  evils  within  the  Church  ;  that,  as 
has  been[said  by  many  of  her  Bishops,  many 
of  her  clergy,  and  many  of  her  attached 
friends,  with  a  view  to  strengthening  and 
giving  more  effect  to  tho  administration  of 
that  Church  great  reforms,  great  altera- 
tions, and,  if  I  may,   without   offence   to 
Qentlemen  opposite,  use  the  word,  great 
"modifications"  are  needed.  It  would  have 
been  idle  and  absurd,  after  having  assented 
to  a  Commission  upon  the  Irish  Church,  if 
the  Government  had  not  been  prepared  to 
act  upon  the  facts  which  may  be  proved 
before  that  Commission,  and  to  ameliorate 
where  it  was  found  necessary.     I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  present  Parliament  is 
not  competent  to  deal  with  the  subject,  be- 
cause it  is  obvious  that  so  long  as  tho  House 
is  in  existence  it  must  have  all  the  powers 
and  functions  of  a  legislative  Assembly.  It 
is  not  a  question  of  competence,  but  of  time, 
occasion,  and  opportunity.     The  facts  are 
these  : — At  a  comparatively  late  period  of 
the  Session,  with  very  little  progress  made 
in  Supply  ;  with  Boundary  Bills,  involving 
the  interests  of  eighty-one  boroughs  and 
of  one  or  two  counties  ;  and  with  two  Re- 
form Bills — one  for  Scotland  and  one  for 
Ireland — in  which  Amendments  of  great 
importance  will  be  moved,  and  which  must 
take  a  long  time  —  it  is  with  theee  things 
before  us,  and  with  the  necessity  of  calling 
for  an  early  dissolution  of  the  House  and 
an  appeal  to  the  country  —  I  say,  with 
these  things  before  us  are  we  not  right  in 
saying  that  the  House  is  incumbered  with 
business,  measures  of  great  importance  are 
pressing  upon  us,  and  therefore  this  is  not 
the  time  to  come  forward  with  an  abstract 
Resolution  ?     The  first  Resolution  of  tho 
right    hon.    Gentleman    is    distinctly   and 
solely  an  abstract  Resolution,  which  can- 
not pledge  the  now  Parliament   that  will 
have  to  assemble   in  a  few  months,  and 
which  he  himself  admits  cannot  be  carried 
into  effect  by  legislation  in  the  course  of 
the   present   Session.      I  say,  then,  that 
this  question  is  one  which  has  been  sud- 
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\\j  started   upon  the  country  ;  it  has 
:en  the  people  bj  surprise.     If  it  had 

been  started  so  suddenly,  if  it  had 

come  but  recently  on  the  minds  of 
^se  who  produced  it,  why — when  the 
lortunity  was  afforded  by  the  Motion  of 

hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguire) 
|go  into  Committee  on  the  state  of  Ire- 
id  of  submitting  this  question  of  the 
Ish  Church  to  the  consideration  of  the 
mae — why  did  not  the  right  hon.  den- 
lan  produce  his  Resolutions  then,  and 
the  House  to  consider  them  in  connec- 

with  the  state  of  Ireland  ?     If  this 

been  done  we  should  ha?e  had  time 
jconsider  them,  and  they  could  certainly 
re  been  discussed  at  an  earlier  period  of 

Session  than  they  haye.  Is  it  un- 
isonable  that  we  should  ask  for  time  to 
isider  so  important  a  matter  ?  Is  it 
'easonable  to  ask  for  time  in  order  that 

country  should    consider    the    ques- 

upon  which  it  must  eventually  de- 
le ?  E?en  within  the  short  week  we 
re  had  the  rustle  of  petitions  increas- 
^ly  heard  from  both  sides  of  the  House 

by  day.     As  time  goes  on  I  ?enture 

I  say  that  more  and  more  petitions  will 

brought  here,  and  as  the  question  be- 

les  more  thoroughly  understood  in  the 

intry  they  will  yet  increase.     Already, 

I  notice  that  many  of  the  Noncon- 

Imist  body   have  petitioned  against  the 

Isohitions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

that  tlio  feeling  against   them  is    not 

ifined  to  Churchmen.      And,  after  all, 

right  hon.   Gentleman  himself  stated 

night  he  did  not  anticipate  that  this 

jat  measure  which  he  had  in  hand  could 

carried  into  effect  under  much  less  time 

in  thirty  years,  and  yet  now,  forsooth, 

lis  a  question  of  hours  ;  it  is  not  to  be 

journcd  for  a  few  months  in  order  that  it 

|y  be  placed  in  all  its  integrity  before  the 

intry.     I    will  show  before  I  sit  down 

[t  the  propoBition  is  one  which  evades 

chief  difficulties  of  the  question,  and 

ly  deals  with  those  portions  of  it  upon 

|ich    unity  of  action  can  be  obtained  ; 

M-eas,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 

[eloped  his  whole  plan  it  would  be  certain 

iplit  his  supporters  into  many  sections. 

Resolutions  aimed  a  blow  at  the  pro- 
|ty  of  the  Irish  Church,  which  I,  as  a 
urchman,  maintain  has,  during  the  last 

years  at  the  very  least,  and  indeed, 

|I  believe  for  a  much  longer  time,  passed 

n  in  regular  succession  into  the  hands 

which  it  is  now  held.     If  this  be  not 

where  are  the  Acts  of  Parliament  trans- 

Mr,  Gathorne  Hardy 


ferring  the  right  to  that  property  at  any  time 
beforo  or  during  those  300  years  ?  In  what 
way  has  that  transfer  been  made  ?  I  will 
not,  however,  enter  now  into  that  questioDy 
because  if  I  did  so  I  might  possibly  call  up 
opposition  on  the  other  side.  But  I  con- 
tend that  when  we  are  dealing  with  a  mass 
of  property  of  so  much  importance  and  of 
80  long  prescription  it  is  not  a  matter  for 
haste,  and  you  have  no  right  to  force  it  upon 
the  country  until  it  has  the  whole  case  before 
it,  and  until  we  have  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting the  constituencies  upon  it.  Suppos- 
ing we  bad  met  these  Resolutions  by  a  direct 
negative — which,  as  far  as  I  am  personally 
concerned,  I  should  be,  and  am,  perfectly 
prepared  to  do — and  I  think  you  will  find 
that  not  only  I  personally,  but  all  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House  will  be  ready 
to  take  the  same  course — but  supposing,  I 
say,  that  we  had  met  these  Resolntiona 
with  a  direct  negative,  what  would  be  said 
bj  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ?  I  know  what 
would  be  said.  It  would  be  said  that  we 
object  eveu  to  enter  into  an  inquiry  upon 
this  question — that  we  object  to  go  into 
Committee,  and  that  we  are  not  prepared 
to  a'dmit  that  there  is  any  reformation 
needed  in  the  Irish  Church. — Whereas,  bj 
the  Amendment  we  propose,  we  laj  that 
if  it  were  shown  before  the  CommiBsion 
that  reformation  was  needed  we  are  pre- 
pared to  act  upon  such  Report,  and  to  show 
that  when  we  assented  to  the  Commission 
being  issued  we  were  prepared  to  receive 
its  judgment  with  respect.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Moncreiff),  in 
his  speech  last  night,  did  me  the  honour 
of  calling  attention  to  something  I  said  in 
1865.  I  have  only  to  say  now  that  I  have 
nothing  to  alter  as  to  the  opinions  which  I 
then  expressed.  I  expressed  those  opinions 
in  all  sincerity  and  candour  in  favour  of 
the  Establishment  of  the  Irish  Church  and 
the  retention  of  its  endowments.  I  do  not 
mean  to  express  a  difference  of  opinion,  and 
I  speak  now  precisely  as  I  spoke  then. 
But  I  am  told  I  am  to  renounce  all  the 
old  arguments  in  favour  of  that  Church. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  said  yesterday  that 
those  arguments  were  of  such  a  character 
that  no  one  would  think  of  using  them 
now.  Sir,  I  trust  I  shall  be  able  to  show 
that  there  are  authorities  which  might  even 
have  influence  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man —  authorities  who  have  used  these 
arguments,  and  who,  like  myself,  are  not 
ashamed  to  use  them  still,  because  they 
are  just  and  apposite  to  the  question  we 
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hare  in  hand.  I  bare  on  a  former  occasion 
called  attention  to  a  speech  of  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  1865.  I  should  not  enter  into 
this  matter  now ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  has  challenged  discussion 
as  to  the  propriety  of  his  bringing  this 
question  forward,  and  as  to  the  consistency 
he  has  shown  in  doing  so.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  said  that  for  a  period  of  twenty- 
fire  years  his  opinions  have  been  forming 
on  tois  subject,  and  that  they  hare  gradu- 
ally arrired  at  the  position  which  led  him 
to  assume  the  position  which  he  now  oc- 
enpies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  in  the  year  1846  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  pledge  himself  on  principle  to 
maintain  the  Irish  Church.  Now,  I  wish 
to  ask  him  to  whom  he  made  that  state- 
ment known  ?  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  To  my 
Committee.]  Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  it  was  proclaimed  to  his  Committee  ; 
he  must  have  had  a  singularly  judicious 
Committee,  for  until  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man rose  last  night  the  declaration  was  a 
seeret  that  had  never  been  revealed  to  the 

fuUio.  ['*  Oh.  oh  !  "]  Before  I  go  further 
think  it  but  right  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  statements 
whieh  have  appeared  in  the  public  Press, 
■o  that  if  they  be  incorrect  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  will  be  enabled  to  contradict 
them,  or  if  not,  how  he  can  reconcile  his 
statements  last  night  with  his  former  pro- 
fessions. I  say  nothing  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  opinions  now  ;  but  even  in 
pepers  most  earnest  in  his  support  there  is 
manifest  surprise  at  the  announcement  of 
a  ehange  of  opinion  in  1846  or  1847.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemsn  now  says,  in  his 
•peeeh  of  last  night,  that  in  1865  he  gave 
A  warning  to  his  constituents  of  the  course 
he  waa  to  take  on  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Chareh.  The  speech  alluded  to  was  no  doubt 
A  wanung  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aaw  something  very  unsatisfactory  in  the 
Irish  Chnreb  ;  bat  it  was  certainly  not  a 
warning  of  the  particular  course  which  lie 
has  now  taken.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  etates  that  this  is  not  a  question  of 
aarplna  or  of  amendment ;  but  a  question 
whether  the  Irish  Church  Establishment 
ahonid  be  disestablished  and  disendowed. 
In  1865  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said— 

"  It  woold  be  their  duty  to  eontider — whether 
serplas  or  no  snr^ui — what  obligations  of  the 
Act  of  Uoion  remain  to  be  falflUed,  and  how  they 
ODght  to  be  performed."— [8  Han$ard,  olzxviii. 
4S4.1 

And  now  I  llnd«  in  a  letter  published  in  the 
newspapeny  it  ia  stated  by  a  gentleman 


— who  does  not  certainly  sign  his  name 
[**  Oh,  oh"] — although  he  has  not  signed 
his  name  to  this  letter  ho  undertakes  to 
produce  the  document  to  which  he  refers 
if  any  doubt  be  thrown  upon  his  statement. 
It  is,  I  presume,  very  well  known  that 
many  letters  are  published  in  newspapers 
anonymously — nay,  it  is  tho  commonest 
thing,  I  believe,  for  gentlemen  to  have 
their  letters  published  without  their  names 
being  attached  to  them,  at  the  same  time 
to  furnish  their  names  privately  to  tho 
editors,  with  the  intention  of  coming  per- 
sonally forward  to  substantiate  their  state- 
ments in  case  they  should  be  questioned. 
Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  last 
night  that  in  1865  he  looked  for  action  in 
the  coming  Parliament ;  and  therefore  it 
was  that  he  had  made  thnt  speech.  But 
did  he  look  for  action  in  the  coming  Par- 
liament ?  Was  thero  a  hint  of  such  a 
thing  in  the  speech  itself,  however  dis- 
tinctly it  made  known  his  opinion  on  tho 
Church  in  Ireland  ?  Was  not  the  speech 
of  1865  a  statement  that  the  difficulty  waa 
so  groat,  the  problem  was  so  difficult  of 
solution,  that  he  could  not  make  up  his 
mind  when  tho  subject  could  bo  brou<*ht 
before  Parliament  with  any  chance  of  its 
settlement  ?  But  let  us  see  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  said  to  have  written  at 
that  very  time,  for  if  the  statement  is  un- 
true it  is  most  unjust  ;  if  true,  however,  it 
bears  with  remarkable  force  upon  tlie  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  gave  warning  in  1865,  coupled 
with  the  expression  of  his  opinion  that  this 
question  of  the  Irish  Church  was  a  press- 
ing subject  immediately  coming  before  the 
House.  The  writer  of  the  letter  I  have 
referred  to  says  that  just  before  the  Ox- 
ford University  election  of  1865,  "one 
dignitary,  a  consistent  supporter"  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  made  his  vote  con- 
ditional on  his  explanation  of  the  doubtful 
point.     The  writer  adds — 

"  A  mutual  friend  was  the  medium  of  commu- 
nication, and  tho  reply  contained  tho  following 
assurance,  which  was  then  deemed  to  be  as  satis- 
tactory  as  it  was  intended  to  be.  The  document 
itself  is  at  your  disposal  if  its  authenticity  ho 
called  in  question.  It  may  suflBce,  however,  to 
quote  the  following  passage." 

Then  comes  the  quotation  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  assurance,  as  follows  : — 

**  The  question  of  the  Irish  Establishment  ii 
remote,  and  apparently  out  of  all  bearing  upon  tho 
practical  politics  of  the  day." 

Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  write  that  to 
one  of  his  Committee  or  to  one  of  his  sup- 
porters ?    If  ho  did  it  seems  to  me  wholly 
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msistent  with  his  other  statement  of 
night,  that   he  made  his   speech   in 

15  because  he  believed  that  the  question 
to  come  before  the  Parliament  about 

»e  elected.     But  he  goes  on — 

I  think  I  have  marked  strongly  my  sense  of 
I  responsibility  attaching  to  the  opening  of  such 
lestion.  One  thing  I  may  add,  because  I  think 
clear  landmark.  In  any  measure  dealing  with 
Irish  Church,  I  think  (though  I  scarcely  expect 
to  be  called  on  to  share  in  such  a  measure) 
Act  of  Union  must  be  recognized,  and  must 
le  important  consequences,  especially  with 
jrence  to  the  positioa  of  the  hierarchy." 

hon.  Member  :  Where  does  it  come 
?]  The  letter  came  from  The  Morning 
'aldf  in  which  paper  it  appeared.     The 
it  hon.  Gentleman  has  the  letter  now  in 
hands :    I   have   brought   the  matter 
>re  him — I  thought  it  my  duty  to  bring 
>efore  him — and  he  will  know  whether 
statement   is   accurate  or  not.     The 
it  hon.  Gentleman  having  stated  that 
11865  he  made  a  particular  speech,  be- 
jse,  in  his  opinion,  the  question  of  the 
m  Church  was  to  come  before  the  next 
rliament,  I  have  drawn  his  attention  to 
mblished   statement  that  in   1865,  iu 
|ting  to  one  of  his  electors,  ho  wrote  that 
same  subject  was  so  remote  that  he 
|er  expected  to  be  engaged  in  such  a 
isure.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
write  the  words  attributed  to  him,  and 
[s   in  his  place  and  says  as  much,   I 
I,    of    courso,    apologJBO    for    having 
ight  it  forward,  and  for  having  used  it 
have   done.     But  when   I   saw   that 
ir   published — and    not   in    one    paper 
le — I  did  not  think  it  my  duty  to  abstain 
bringing  it  before  the  House  in  con- 
lion  with  the  statement  which  the  right 
{.  Gentleman  has  made.     I  say,  then, 
jther  the  letter  was  written  by  the  right 
|.  Gentleman  or  not,  it  is  clear  that  his 
lions  between  1847  and  1865  had  not 
openly   professed,   and  that  he   was 
ig  what  is  called  by  divines  **  economy 
reserve,"  and  abstained  from  profess- 
those   opinions    which    in   this    groat 
urgency  he    has    so   suddenly    brought 
prominence.     My   right  hon.  Friend 
sits  opposite  (Mr.  Cardwell),  in  1863, 
led  that  he  also  was  in  favour  of  main- 
ing   the  endowments   of  the   Church, 
said — 

|l  believe  this  Uouse  will  not  surrender  the 
iiple  of  the  Established  Church.     I  believe  it 

I  not  alienate  the  property  of  the  Church  from 
ecclesiastical    uses    to    which    it  has   been 

>ted."— [3  Hansard,  clxxi.  1680.] 

,  when   one   sees   these   things,  and 
Mr.  Qathorno  Hardy 


when  these  are  the  last  atteranoeB  that  we 
have  had  upon  a  great  subject,  surely  we 
have  a  right  to  say  that  this  comes  sud- 
denly upon  us,  that  it  comes  upon  the 
House  and  the  country  by  surprise ;  and 
those  who  did  not  know  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  changed  his  opinions 
twenty-fife  years  ago,  may  feel  that  their 
confidence  in  former  days  was  not  well 
bestowed.  I  will  now  pass  from  personal 
questions.  [Ironical  cheert  from  the  Op^ 
position'].  Yes,  if  it  be  a  personal  ques- 
tion to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  has  expressed  such  and  such 
opinions  without  saying  anything  of  him 
inconsistent  with  respect  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  has  not  written 
the  letter  in  question,  I  should  at  once 
apologise  to  him  and  withdraw  all  I  hare 
said  upon  that  point.  Gentlemen  opposite 
appear  now  to  be  averse  to  personal  ques- 
tions ;  but  I  listened  to  the  cheering  when 
the  most  envenomed  shafts  were  thot  at 
Members  sitting  on  these  Benches,  and  I 
noticed  that  it  proceeded  from  the  itrj 
mouths  that  object  to  personality  now. 
I  would  ask,  whether  this  question  of  the 
Irish  Church  is  to  be  disposed  of  hastily 
and  without  discussion  ?  Is  this  Chureh, 
which  has  stood  for  so  long  a  timOi  and 
has  battled  for  centuries  in  defence  of 
the  troth,  to  be  at  once  gifen  up  with- 
out consideration,  and  are  all  the  arga- 
nients  of  the  many  great  men  who  de- 
fended her  in  former  days  to  be  ignored 
or  declared  to  be  of  no  avail  ?  Am  I  to  be 
afraid  to  say  that  the  Union  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  was  a  compact — a 
treaty  of  a  solemn  and  a  binding  character  ? 
Am  I  to  be  forbidden  to  say  that  the  5th 
Article  of  that  Union  was  so  important  that 
it  was  made  the  fundamental  basis  and  the 
very  essence  of  that  Union  ?  Let  those 
who  doubt  this  look  at  the  Act  of  Union 
itself,  and  see  how  differently  other  con- 
ditions are  treated  which  were  not  regarded 
as  fundamental  or  essential.  This  Article 
respecting  the  Church  was  made,  if  I  may 
say  so,  the  very  bait  for  the  Irish  Protestants 
to  yield  to  that  Union.  It  was  put  forward 
on  all  occasions  as  a  main  inducement  to 
them  to  establish  their  Church  upon  what 
was  represented  as  a  firmer  footing,  by 
uniting  it,  as  was  supposed,  indissolubly,  to 
the  Church  of  England.  And  haTe  we  any 
right  now,  because  this  connection  may,  in 
the  opinion  of  some,  be  a  burden  or  scarce 
of  weakness  to  us,  to  throw  it  aside  and 
say,  **  Wo  will  renounce  the  Union  of  the 
Churches,  and  leave  the  Irish  Church  to 
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take  care  of  itself?"  Let  ns  see  what 
haa  been  said  in  former  debates  by  eminent 
politieiana  :  what,  for  instance,  was  said 
by  tbe  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England 
(Lord  Ellenboroagh)  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
Union  upon  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland.  On  the  13th  of  May,  1805, 
Lord  Ellenborougli  thus  expounded  this 
Article  of  tbe  Treaty  in  his  place  in  Par- 
liament— 

"By  the  (Sth  Article  of  tbo  Union  it  is  declared 
thai  tbe  continnmnco  and  preservation  of  the  said 
United  Church,  ai  tbo  Established  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken 
to  be  an  essential  and  fundamental  part  of  the 
Union.  Bj  fundamental  is  meant,  with  reference 
to  the  subject-matter,  such  an  integral  part  of  the 
eompaet  of  anion  formed  between  tbe  two  kingdoms 
as  ii  ahsolntelj  necessary  to  the  support  and  sus- 
taining of  the  whole  fabrio  and  superstructure  of 
the  Union,  raised  and  built  thereupon  ;  and  such 
na,  being  remOTcd,  would  produce  the  ruin  and 
overthrow  of  the  political  union  founded  upon  this 
ArtieloaB  its  immediate  basis." — [I  Hansard,  iv. 
614.] 

The  right   hon.   Gentleman   the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  escaped  from  this 
point    by  saying — "  Oh  !    hut   Mr.    Pitt 
meant  to  do  this  in  connection  with  other 
things/'  that  intention  being  expressed  not 
in  the  Act  of  Union,  but  in  State  Papers 
whioh  are  now   accessible   to    us.      But 
there   was   no  engagement  either  in  the 
Act  of  Union  or  in  any  statement  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Pitt  that  anything  would  he 
done  more  than  was  done  by  that  statute. 
Nothing  can  be  produced  that  ever   was 
■taled  by  Mr.   Pitt  to  show  that  anything 
forming  part  of  the  compact  was,  in  the 
aligbtest  degree,  neglected  or  left  undone 
by  him.     My  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
aaya  that  there  were  other  inducements.    I 
am  aorry  to  say  that  there  were,  and  that 
the  Irish  Parliament  of  that  day  mny  be 
•aid  to  have  been  corrupt  in  the  strongest 
•enie  of  the  term.     But  the  Parliament  of 
Bnglandi  whioh  accepted  that  compact  and 
joined  in  that  treaty,  was  it  also  as  cor- 
nipk  a  Parliament  ?     [Mr.  Bright  :  Hear, 
hear  !3    The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
aaya  it  was  ;  and  therefore  I  presume  that, 
in  hia  opinion,  the  Acts  of  that  Parliament 
are  not  to  be  attended  to,  or,  at  least,  are 
not  to  be  attended  to  in  the  same  way  as 
he  would  doubtless  coneeiro  they  ought  to 
be  if  they  were  the  Acts  of  some  more  per- 
fect legislative  Assembly.     [Mr.  Brioiit  : 
I  did  not  say  ao.]     I  am  perfectly  aware  of 
that.     But  just  now,  when  I  was  asking 
whether  the  Parliament  of  England,  which 
also  joined  in  the  Act  of  Union,  was  as 
eorropt  aa  the  Iriah  Parliament,  tho  hon. 


Gentleman  interrupted  and  said  "It  was." 
And  that  either  has  some  meaning  or  it 
has   not.      If  it  has  a  meaning,   does  it 
mean  that  the  Acts  of  that  Parliament  are 
in  any  sense  invalidated  ?  If  so,  we  shall  be 
entering  upon    a  very   difficult  question. 
And  if  we  are  to  question  the  intentions  of 
Parliament  and  its  freedom  from  corrup- 
tion, and  so  to  jud^o  of  the  acts  which  it 
performed,  I  am  afraid  that  some  of  our 
creditors   will  not  he   in  a   very   favour- 
able   position   fur    obtaining  payment  of 
their  debts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  has  stated 
that  whatever  else  might  he  tho  ultimato 
effect  of  his  Resolutions,  they  could  not  ho 
injurious  to  the  Protestant  faith  ;  and  ho 
went  into  statistics  ns  to  population  and 
the  proportions  of  different  creeds.     With 
regard  to  those,  I  will  only  say  that  any 
one  who  heard  tho  statistics  given  as  to 
tho  different  creeds  and  different  profes- 
sions in   Ireland  must  have  felt  that  tho 
sources  from  which  they  wero  derived  were 
not  such  that   they  could   bo   treated  as 
a  particular  and  demonstrative  statement 
with  regard  to  the  population.     The  only 
statistics,  I  may  say,  that  were  thoroup[hly 
gone  into  wero  those  in  1834  and  in  1861. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  when 
the  penal  laws  were  most  strictly  enforced 
tlie  Protestants  had    increased  ;    but  that 
when  the  penal  laws  ceoscd  to  bo  enforced 
and  liberty  was  freely  accorded,  tho  Pro- 
testants began  to  diminish  in  proportion  to 
the  Roman  Catholics ;  tho  riglit  hon.  Gen- 
tleman taking  those  things  as  cause  and 
effect.     Now,  if  there  were  a  period  during 
which  there  was  a  more  general  relaxation 
of  the  penal  laws  it  was  that  between  1834 
and  1861,  and  yet  it  will  bo  found  that  the 
proportions  of  the  populations  had  then  in- 
creased in  favour  of   the  Protestonts.     I 
know  that  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  such  increase  is  to  he  accounted  for 
by  the  emigration  of  tho  labouring  classes, 
whom  he  assumes  to  be  all  of  the  Roman 
Catholic   faith.     But  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  made  no  allowance   whatever 
for  the  largo   emigration    of   Protestants 
from  Ireland.     I  believe  there  is  not  an 
Irish  Member  who  will  fail  to  toll  you  that 
among  tho   emigrants  there  were  a  very 
large  number  of  Protestants,  who  carried 
themselves  and  their  religion  to   another 
country.      But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  the  disestablishment  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland  will  not  he  in- 
jurious to  the  Protestant  faith.     I  should 
be  ashamed  of  the  religion  which  I  professi 
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tliougbt  it  would  be  unable  to  meet  any 
|er  form  of  religion  with  or  without  the 

of  endowments  ;  but  am  I  on  that  ac- 
int  to  say  that  I  think  it  is  incumbered 
I  having  endowments  ?  If  so,  that  seems 

no  an  argument  which  goes  far  beyond 

cose  of  the  Irish  Church.  I  do  not 
m  why  in  one  country  it  is  to  be  con- 

fred  advantageous   to   be  without   en- 

ments  and  in  another  country  to  pos- 
|s  them.     And  if  religion  in  this  country 

exist,  although  cumbered,  as  the  right 
I.  Gentleman  would  have  us  think,  with 

;o  endowments,  why  do  you  object  to 

Protestant  friends  in  Ireland  retaining 
it  which  they  believe  to  be  of  service  to 
[m,  and  that  to  which  they  believe  they 
re  a  right  ?     In  respect  to  the  voluntary 

iciple,  there  is  a  great  part  of  Ireland 
jwhich  the  voluntary  principle  is  hardly 
)licable  —  parts  where  the  Protestants 

but    thinly   scattered,    and    where   it 

lid  bo  almost  impossible,  without  pa- 
|hial  organization,  that  they  could  obtain 

themselves  the  means  of  grace  ;  and 
[refore  it  is  necessary  that  in  those 
'ts  of  the  country  there  should  be  some 
lans  of  providing  th^m  with  the  means 
grace  to  which  they  are  now  entitled 

law.  The  right  hen.  Gentleman,  in 
|ding  out  these  Resolutions  as  an  olive 
inch  to  Ireland,  forgets  how  much  he 
jalienating — how  much   he   is   distress- 

tliose  who  arc  members  of  the  Church, 
those  who,  though  not  actually  ment- 
is of  the  Churoh,  feel  towards  it  a 
snilly  interest.     AVe  are  here,  as  it  were, 

;ers-on  at  a  picture  which  is  passin*; 
fore  us  -in   the   dibtaiicc;  but  it  touches 

hearts  and  the  homes  of  manv.     It  is 
|such  not  only  a  sentimental  grievance, 
a  practical   wrong.     While   they  feel 
(ply  upon  the  matter,  is  it  for   us,  in 

apathetic  indifference,  to  give  up  the 
irest   interests  of  all  those  with  whom 

arc  united  by  the  ties  of  religion,  of 

|iour,    of   treaty,    and    of   compact  —  to 

iw  Buch  considerations  to  be  thrown  over 

jhout  regard  to  their  feelings,  with  the 

Iw  of  reconciling  others  who  may,  after 

remain  hostile  to  us,  whilst  we  alienate 

old  friends  who  have  ever  been  faithful 
Jus  ?  Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
n  said  he  did  not  think  that  any  one 
}ild  venture  to   use  the  argument  that 

subversion  of  the  Irish  Church  would 
Id  also  to  the  subversion  of  property. 
Is,  however,  an  argument  that  has  been 
Id  by  some  of  our  greatest  authorities^, 
I,  not  the  least,  by  that  great  man,  Sir 
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Robert  Peel,  whose  memory  probably  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman  opposite  respects. 
It  was  an  argument  that  Sir  Robert  Peel 
did  not  disdain  to  use,  and  urge  with 
great  forco  on  more  than  one  occasion. 
He  did  so  at  some  length  ;  but  I  will 
merely  read  a  short  extract  from  a  speech 
of  his  on  the  Appropriation  Clause,  to 
show  the  terms  in  which  he  apoke  of  the 
Church  property.     He  said — 

**  If  long  possession  and  the  prescription  of 
three  centuries  were  not  powerful  enough  to  pro- 
tect the  property  of  the  Church  from  spoliation, 
there  is  little  safety  for  any  description  of  private 
property  ;  and  much  less  for  that  property  which 
is  in  the  bands  of  lay  corporations." 

And  it  was  no  idle  fear,  for  there  are 
symptoms  that  property  in  the  hands  of 
lay  corporations  is  in  danger,  and  language 
has  been  used  in  this  House  on  the  Irish 
land  question  which  seemed  to  verge  very 
near  an  attack  on  the  Irish  property  of  the 
City  companies.  Language  has  been  used 
with  reference  to  their  possession  of  land  in 
Ireland  which  must  certainly  give  them  the 
hint  that  the  time  may  soon  come  when 
they  will  have  to  set  their  houses  in  order. 
And  with  reference  to  another  great  corpo- 
ration possessing  land  in  Ireland — the  Law 
Life  Assurance  Society  —  language  has 
been  used  which  shows  there  is  a  design  in 
some  persons  to  carry  the  attack  beyond  the 
property  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  not  stop 
short  of  the  landed  interest ;  for  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  state  that  the  schemes  proposed 
for  dealing  with  the  land  in  Ireland  are  in 
themselves  on  a  revolutionary  scale.  These 
schemes  do  attack  the  rights  of  property, 
and  those  who  argue  that  you  may  justly 
take  corporate  property  from  the  Church 
depend  upon  it  will  not  bo  very  squeamish 
hereafter  in  dealing  with  other  property. 
Well,  Sir,  in  speaking  of  this  question  I 
will  not  hesitate  to  adopt  what  may  be 
considered  a  legal  statement  upon  the 
question  of  corporate  property  made  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor,     Ho  says — 

"It  was  always  admitted  that  so  long  as  the 
corpornto  body  which  possessed  the  title  toecole- 
siastical  property  remains,  so  long  as  the  property 
is  not  greater  in  amount  than  can  be  usefully 
applied  by  that  corporate  body,  there  is  no  right 
of  principle  on  which  Parliament  can  interfere 
to  alienate  property  of  that  kind." 

I  concur  in  that  principle.  It  is  A  prin- 
ciple acted  on  with  respect  to  all  charity 
property  by  the  Court  of  Chancery.  I 
believe  it  is  a  just  rule,  and  one  which  we 
cannot  violate  without  assailing  the  inte- 
rests of  property.     The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
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man  sajs  we  are  going  to  deal  tenderly  with 
our  Tictim,  for  we  are  going  to  preserve 
Teated  iDtereatB,  and  we  even  propose  going 
bejond  that ;  but  at  that  moment  the  cheer 
which  had  greeted  the  maintaining  of 
Teated  rights  died  away — and  at  the  more 
thmn  Tested  rights,  the  interests  of  curates 
and  chose  who  had  entered  on  somo  miser- 
able benefice  with  the  hope  of  advancing 
to  better  things — I  found  that  cheering 
eheeked  ;  and  it  is  manifest  that  it  will  not 
be  so  easy  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
carry  into  act  his  tender  regard  for  those 
who  have  no  vested  interests  in  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Irish  Church.  The  rights 
to.  which  he  alluded  were  the  vested  rights 
of  the  clergy  ;  but  how  are  you  going  to 
deal  with  the  rights  of  the  laity?  This 
ia  a  qaestion  of  the  Inity.  You  may  deal 
with  the  clergy,  so  far  as  they  are  per- 
■onally  concerned,  by  paying  them  off, 
pensioning  them,  or  by  arranging  with  them 
io  any  other  manner  yon  please  ;  but  when 
TOO  come  to  the  vested  interests  of  the 
laity,  which  are  held  in  trust  for  them  by 
the  Bishops  and  clergy,  and  not  for  them- 
aelvea,  how  are  you  to  compensate  them 
for  the  vested  interests  you  are  about 
to  rob  them  of  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man saya  it  is  absurd  to  talk  of  what  was 
promised  in  former  years  in  order  to  gain 
concession!,  when  engagements  were  made 
that  if  a  particular  thing  were  done,  it  would 
produce  peace  and  harmony,  and  that  at 
length  we  should  see  our  efforts  in  respect 
of  Ireland  crowned  with  success.  Cer- 
tainly those  who  prophesied  at  the  periods 
to  which  I  allude  that  those  effects  would 
not  follow  have  had  their  fears  amply  jus* 
tified  bj  the  result.  I  think  it  a  great 
misfortune  for  Ireland  that  the  hopes  which 
then  actuated  those  who  were  pleading  the 
caoae  of  the  Catholics,  and  the  promises 
which  they  made,  have  not  been  fulfilled. 
Thoae  who  are  now  advocating  the  disesta- 
bliahment  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land do  not  hold  the  opinions  of  Plunket, 
BlakOf  and  Peel,  or  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
prelates^  or  of  the  Canonists  of  Maynooth, 
who  aaid  that  the  title  of  the  Established 
Cbnreh  in  Ireland  would  be  recognized  by 
Borne  itaelfi  which  only  requires  a  pre- 
acription  of  100  years,  while  the  Protestant 
Choreh  in  Ireland  has  lasted  for  300  years. 
I  am  bound  to  aaj  that  on  this  occasion 
we  are  not  in  danger  of  being  led  away 
by  promiaea»  for  no  promises  are  held  out 
that  what  we  are  asked  to  do  will  in  any 
vaj  land  to  the  pacification  of  Ireland,  or 
that  it  ia  o  bo  more  that  a  step  to  new  de- 


mands. It  is  truo  that  in  speeches  in  this 
House  something  of  that  kind  may  he  said  ; 
but  those  for  whose  benefit  the  property  of 
the  Church  is  to  be  taken  away  are  hold* 
ing  out  no  promises.  They  are  not  say- 
ing that  they  have  not  in  reserve  a  demand 
for  concessions  which  they  regard  as  of 
much  greater  importance  and  magnitude. 
Those  "calm  men  of  Limerick/*  to  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  alluded  a  few  nights 
ago,  say  that  they  do  not  believe  anything 
will  do  justice  to  the  feelings  of  tho 
people  of  Ireland  except  a  repeal  of  the 
Union,  committing  Irish  interests  to  an 
Irish  Parliament  in  Dublin.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Honiton  (Mr.  B. 
Cochrane),  in  his  speech  last  night,  quoted 
a  remarkable  passage,  which  I  am  afraid 
was  not  heard  by  as  many  as  ought  to 
have  heard  it,  because  it  shows  that  tho 
persons  who  are  agitating  for  tenant-right 
in  Ireland  put  aside  the  Church  altogether 
as  a  grievance.  At  a  meeting  of  the 
Meath  Tenant-right  Society,  of  which  the 
Bishop  and  the  Roman  Catholic  Vicar- 
General  are  members,  this  statement  was 
put  forward,  the  Vicar-General  presiding 
on  the  occasion — 

"  Tho  one,  the  great,  tho  sole  question  for  Ire- 
land is  the  land  question.  Other  agitations,  such 
as  that  against  the  Established  Church,  got  up 
for  party  purposes,  would  infuse  an  clement  of 
bigotry  into  the  already  disturbed  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant,  would  efifect  tho  ruin  of 
thousands  of  tenants,  and  precipitate  that  social 
catastrophe  which  wo  arc  anxious  to  avert." 

And  yet  we  are  told  that  by  holding  out 
this  olivo  branch  to  tho  Irish  people  we 
are  doing  all  that  is  required  ;  whilst  Lord 
Russell  has  thrown  the  land  question  over 
as  unworthy  of  his  consideration,  and  bids 
us  bestow  on  the  Roman  Catholic  peoplo 
of  Ireland  what  they  themselves  regard 
as  a  concession  of  infinite  insignificance. 
[*•  No,  no  !  "]  Well,  Sir,  I  now  como 
to  an  important  question,  ono  which  is  not 
solved  by  the  Resolutions  of  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  of  which  in  his 
speech  he  offered  us  no  solution,  and  with- 
out an  answer  to  which,  I  say,  we  cannot 
fairly  and  honestly  vote  on  these  Resolu- 
tions. It  is  essentially  necessary  that  we 
should  know  the  whole  of  the  scheme  that 
is  to  be  proposed.  Are  you,  or  are  you 
not,  going  to  secularize  the  revenues  of  tho 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  ?  If  you 
are  going  to  secularize  them,  to  what  do 
you  propose  to  apply  them  ?  We  have 
been  told  over  and  over  again  that  if  there 
is  any  ono  in  these  days  who  objects  on 
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piDciple  to  Buch  secularizing  he  is  rather 

be  pitied.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

[id  he  had  a  sort  of  sympathy  with  such 

feeling,  he  pitied  such  a  weakness,  but 

was  one  that  he  could  not  countenance. 

ir,   it  was   a  feehng  of  a  distinguished 

>11engue   of  the   right  hon.  Gentleman, 

[pressed    in    most    solid    and    effective 

Irms.     Sir  James  Graham  ended  a  great 

leech  on  the  subject  in   language  very 

jrong   and   very   decided  ;    and    he    de- 

ired  that  he  had  that  feeling  of  weak- 

)ss  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pities. 

James  Graham,  in  the  speech  to  which 

I  refer — [An  hon.  Membeb  :  The  date?] 

•used  this  language.     The  date  is  1834; 

It  I  am  not  aware  that  in  any  subsequent 

[eech  he  qualified  it,  or  I  should  not  now 

lote  it.     He  said — 

I"  Tho  Church  property  was  set  apart  by  the 
\ij  of  our  forefathers,  whether  in  England  or 
Ireland,  to  maintain  and  propagate  the  Chris- 
^n  religion,  and  I  tell  you  it  is  sacred  and  must 
tpplied  to  that  purpose;  Those  who  minister  at 
altar  shall  live  by  tho  altar  ;  this  decree  is  as 
^h  as  Heaven  ;  you  cannot  take  it  away.  It  is 
>ng  as  the  Almighty ;  you  cannot  overthrow  it. 
is  lasting  as  the  £ternal ;  it  can  never  cease 
bind  you.  It  is  binding  on  you  as  Christian 
islators  and  as  Christian  men,  and,  for  one, 
|ere  is  no  consideration  on  earth  which  shall 
luce    me  to    compromise    or    violate    it." 

can  quite  understand   that   some   hon. 

mtlemen  will  condemn  the  weakness  of 

|eling  of  Sir  James  Graham  ;    but  I  am 

mtent  to  feel  with  him,  and   to  express 

|o  opinion   which   he  expressed,   and    to 

^ow  that  thero  is  in  this  secularization  of 

hurch    property    something    inconsistent 

ith   the    sacred    uses   to    which    it    has 

ien  dedicated.     I  might  also  quoto  Lord 

rougham  who  has  also  expressed  a  strong 

•inion  upon  the  subject— namely,  that  not 

le  farthing  of  the  money  of  the  Church 

lould  bo  diverted  to  other  purposes  until 

jfficient  liad  been  taken  for  the  purposes 

the  Church,  and  then  it  should  only  be 

|kon   for  Church  education  ;    and,  above 

I,  on  no  consideration  on  earth  would  he 

re  ono  farthing  of  it  to  assist  the  Roman 

ktholics.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has, 

a  certain  extent,  revealed  his  plan,  and 

tells  us  that  his  mode  would  be  to  deal 

|ry  tenderly  with  tho  question,  and   that 

thinks  no  one  will  be  at  all  aggrieved 

the  glebes,  parsonage  houses,  and  the 

jurches  being  left  in  the  possession  of 

Protestant  clergy  of  Ireland.     So,  at 

ist,   I  understood  him  to  say.     Now,  I 

mt  to  know  whether  you  are  going  to 

lovide  glebes  and  parsonages  for  any  other 
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clergy?  Do  you  mean»  for  instance,  to 
build  parsonages  for  the  Presbyterians,  the 
Roman  Catholics,  or  any  other  denomina- 
tion  in  Ireland  ?  I  ask  this,  because  I 
find  it  is  put  forward  in  a  pamphlet  by  an 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment (who  may  be  now  in  the  House) 
that,  so  far  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
plan  giving  satisfaction,  it  would  give  the 
greatest  dissatisfaction.  According  to  this 
Gentleman,  so  far  from  it  being  a  prudent 
thing  to  leave  the  glebe  houses  in  the 
hands  of  the  Protestant  clergy,  without 
providing  them  for  the  Roman  Catholics 
also,  nothing  could  be  more  irritating  and 
vexatious.     He  says— 

'*Now,  if  there  is  one  fitot  more  than  another 
which  in  the  eyes  of  tho  Irish  people  at  large  ex- 
emplifies the  evil  of  ecclesiastical  inequality,  it  is 
the  difference  between  the  glebe  house  and  land  of 
the  A.nglican  minister  and  the  bumble  and  often 
wretched  habitation  of  their  priest.  This  is  a 
palpable,  tangible  fact.  It  is  one  which,  even  if 
the  Anglican  Church  were  disendowed  to-morrow, 
would,  until  rectified,  still  evidence  a  contrast 
calculated  to  provoke  discontent  and  irritation." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  speech  in 
1865,  said  he  thought  it  was  essential  in 
any  well-considered  measure — and  nothing 
but  a  well-considered  measure  should  be 
brought  before  Parliament  —  that  thej 
should  arrive  at  the  conclusion  whether  the 
Church  property  should  be  applied  one  way 
or  the  other.  Now,  I  ask  whether  these 
Resolutions  givo  us  any  hint  on  this  sub- 
ject ?  Have  we  anything  to  guide  us  in  the 
slightest  degreo  as  to  what  is  to  become  of 
this  money  ?  Many  hon.  Members  agree 
that  it  is  badly  applied  at  present.  Be  it 
so  ;  but  thero  are  worse  purposes  to  which 
it  may  be  applied,  and  probably  many 
others  will  consider  that,  until  they  know 
to  what  uses  it  is  to  be  applied,  there  is  no 
scheme  before  them  upon  which  they  can 
be  fairly  and  honestly  called  to  vote.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  also  that  to  show 
that  he  is  in  earnest,  he  proposes  imme- 
diate legislation  upon  the  subject.  Now, 
let  us  see  what  kind  of  legislation  it  is  to 
be.  It  is  not  to  be  legislation  to  settle  the 
question,  but  legislation  to  stay  the  hands 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  and 
of  patrons  of  public  livings,  so  that  there 
may  be  a  suspension  of  everything  in  Ire- 
land till  the  next  Parliament  has  met.  I 
believe  that  is  a  correct  statement  of  what 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Now, 
I  want  to  know  whether,  when  we  are  told 
that  we  are  not  to  conclude  this  question, 
we  are  really  to  decide  it  practically,  by 
suspending    the    whole    process    of    the 
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Cfaoreh  in  Ireland,  and  all  that  is  going 
on  there,  for  several  months  before  next 
Session,  and  then  to  say  that  we  have  not 
in  the  least  prejudiced  the  question  ?  Whj, 
if  there  can  be  any  prejudgment  it  is  by 
adopting  a  course  which  will  render  neces- 
■arj  the  repeal  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  in 
order  to  set  things  in  motion.  And  how  is 
the  time  to  he  found  during  this  Session  to 
discass  a  Bill  which,  unlike  a  Eesolution, 
moat  paas  through  a  first  and  second  read- 
ing, be  considered  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  Ilouse,  and  be  then  read  a  third 
time?  This  is  the  way  in  which  great 
questions  are  generally  treated,  and  in 
which  they  always  ought  to  bo  treated. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  nothing 
oan  be  so  bad  as  an  abstract  Resolution  ; 
and  I  will  defy  anyone  to  show  that  the 
first  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Reso- 
lations  it  anything  but  an  abstract  Resolu- 
tion. I  want,  therefore,  to  know,  if  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  is  also  to  be 
tested  on  the  Resohitions,  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain what  prospects  there  are  of  obtaining 
their  assent  to  such  a  Bill;  or  is  this  House 
to  usnrp  the  whole  power  of  expressing  the 
opinions  of  and  guiding  both  branches  of 
the  Legislature  ?  In  that  case  it  would  be 
sn  unconstitutional  proceeding,  and  if  you 
are  to  past  Resolutions  of  this  kind  and 
Addresses  to  the  Crown,  they  ought  to  bo 
joint  Resolutions  and  joint  Addresses  of 
both  Houses.  The  main  question  after  all 
iiy  "  What  are  you  going  to  do  with  the 
fundi  of  the  Irish  Church  ?  "  And  until 
we  haTO  an  answer  to  it  you  have  no  right 
to  get  together  a  number  of  persons  to  vote 
on  one  aide  of  the  question  without  ony 
idea  of  the  principles  that  are  to  guide 
them  hereafter.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Weatminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill)  has  his 
scheme,  and  would  apply  the  funds  to  uu- 
•ectarian  education,  out,  I  would  ask,  is 
that  the  way  to  conciliate  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholica  of  Ireland  ?  If  there  is  one  thing 
which  thej  have  been  setting  their  faces 
against  more  than  another  it  is  unsectarian 
edneation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
na  jeaterday  that  it  was  not  to  be  endured 
that  the  tithes  of  Connaught  should  be 
taken  and  applied  for  the  benefit  of  Church- 
men in  Ulater ;  but  I  want  to  know  whe- 
ther it  ia  to  be  endured  that  the  tithes  of 
Connaught  are  to  be  applied  to  the  building 
of  lighthonses  near  Dublin  or  anywhere 
else,  and  whether  when  improvements  are 
made  the  funds  are  to  be  applied  for  Irish 
mrpoaea  generally,  or  expended  in  the 
loeaStj  whence  thej  are  derived  ?  If  the 


funds  are  to  be  taken  in  order  to  supply 
the  wants  of  tho  people  of  Ireland  gene- 
rally, such  a  plan  will  be  quite  as  incon- 
sistent with  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
powers  of  endurance  as  the  application  of 
tho  tithes  of  Connaught  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Churchmen  of  Ulster.  This  is  not  a 
separate  property,  and  does  not  belong  to 
the  people  of  Connaught  in  particular.  It 
belongs  neither  to  the  landlord  nor  to  the 
tenant,  but  to  the  laity  of  Ireland ;  and 
if  it  is  for  the  improvement  of  their  re- 
ligious instruction,  I  say  it  may  fairly  be 
taken  and  applied  in  any  part  of  Ireland 
where  it  may  bo  wanted.  I  pass  by  Earl 
Russell's  scbemo  of  distribution,  which  no 
one  is  ready  to  adopt,  and  which  the  noble 
Lord  himself  condemned  with  such  great 
effect  very  recently  before  he  adopted  it.  AVe 
might,  therefore,  rely  on  his  condemnation 
as  sufficient  for  our  purpose.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  as 
I  understand  it,  would  leave  something  to 
the  Churchy  though  he  would  take  away  a 
good  deal  and  secularize  it ;  but  he  has  not 
told  us  what  particular  mode  of  procedure 
ho  would  recommend.  We  do  not  know, 
therefore,  in  what  way  the  money  is  to 
be  dealt  with.  That  there  is  to  bo  an 
unsettlement  of  everything  is  clear,  and 
it  is  also  clear  that  there  is  to  bo  a 
settlement  of  nothing.  You  say  that 
this  is  a  sentimental  grievance,  and  I, 
for  one,  do  not  assert  that  the  circum- 
stance of  a  grievanco  being  sentimental  is 
not  enough  to  cause  persons  to  resent  it ; 
but  I  maintain  that,  when  you  have  a  sen- 
timental grievanco  on  the  one  side,  and 
are  going  to  make  a  more  than  sentimen- 
tal grievance  on  the  other,  it  is  only  fair 
and  just  that  tho  persons  on  whom  3'ou 
are  going  to  mako  the  experiment  should 
know  what  is  to  bo  the  destination  of  the 
funds  of  which  you  are  about  to  despoil 
them.  But  I  am  told,  of  all  things,  that 
it  is  not  legitimate  to  say  in  this  debate 
that  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
affects  tho  stability  of  the  English  and 
Scotch  Churches.  I  can  quite  understand 
that  there  are  thoso  who  are,  like  the 
mother  in  her  extremity,  who  threw  away 
her  children  to  save  herself  from  tho  de- 
vouring wolf;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  do 
not  remember  that  incident  to  have  been 
regarded  ns  a  very  happy  instance  of  ma- 
ternal feeling.  The  course  taken  by  that 
selfish  mother  does  not  commend  itself 
to  those  who  feel  themselves  bound  to  Ire- 
land by  sympathy  and  the  ties  of  blood 
and  religion.     I  am  not  so  disposed  to 
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row  her  overboard ;   and  I  am  still  less 
posed  to  do  bo  when  a  course  is  taken 
ich  affects — and  materially  affects — the 
pciples  upon  which  the  Church  Esta- 
ihment  rests  in  the  sister  country  ;  for, 
iatcyer   may  be  said,  the   main    argu- 
[nts  which  have  been  used  by  the  right 
Gentleman  and  hon.  Members  who 
below  the  Gangway,  and  with  perfect 
isistency   by  the  latter,  in  support   of 
!se  Resolutions,  are  in  favour  of  reli- 
[us  equality.     Now,  religious  equality  I 
not  understand,  either  in  principle  or 
kctice,  to  apply  to  only  one  part  of  the 
ipire.     I  say,  therefore,  it  is  not  unrea- 
lable  in  us  to  object,  if  you  are  going  to 
ich  part  of  our  Church,  that  on   that 
Inciple  you   are,  in    fact,  touching  the 
pie,  and   upsetting   the   grounds   upon 
lich    alone  the    Establishments   of   the 
mtry — Church   and  State — can  bo  de- 
|ded.      If  it  is  necessary  for  religious 
lality  that  there  shall  be  no  endowments 
{privileges  accorded  to  the  ministers  of 
Established  Church,  then  I  understand 
argument.     It  is  the  voluntary  system 
re  and  simple,  and  one  fairly  to  be  de- 
led and  argued  ;  but  you  cannot  justly 
forward  religious  equality  when  you 
only  going  to  apply  the  principle  to  a 
[all  part  of  the  Empire.     What  will  bo 
]ned  by  this  great  sacrifice  of  principles 
our  parts  if  we  are  to  accede  to  it  ? 
|u  have  promised  us  nothing,  and  you 
'0  brought  nothing  before  us  to  justify 
[h  a  sacrifice  ;  but  if  jou  can  show  that 
this  dear  rate  you   can   bring  perfect 
•mony  and  concord  in  every  part  of  our 
linions.  Heaven  knows  how  many  pre- 
|ices — how  many  sacrifices  of  a  deeper 
;ure  everybody  would  be  ready  to  make 
obtain  so  desirable  an  object.    If  justice 
[uired    that   we   should    give   up    those 
igs  on   which  our  hearts  arc  set — that 
interests  of  the  whole  country  required 
ind  there  was  before  us  a  certainty  of  ob- 
ling  that  which  we  all  desire,  then  tliere 
reasons  for  renouncing  opinion,  and  I, 
lone,  if  I  could  not  assent,  would  at  least 
hdraw  out  of   my  way  and  let  others 
|ry    this    measure    for    the    benefit    of 
But  when  I  do  not  see  that  the  de- 
id  end   would  be  attained,  I  then  con- 
ic advocating  on  this  side  of  the  Uouse 
hciples  which  I  advocated  from  the  op- 
|ito  side  ;  and  if  changes  in  those  princi- 
are  to  be  made  it  shall  not  be  by  my 
id  that  the  stab  shall  be  given,  and  not 
I  these  Benches  that  the  change  sholl  be 
|do.     I  will  leave  to  others  to  effect  pur- 
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[poses  which  I  may  no  longer  be  able  to 
j  resist.  Well,  Sir,  what  is  the  great  emer- 
gency that  has  arisen  calling  on  us  to 
make  these  enormous  sacrifices,  which, 
likewise,  if  we  had  made,  we  should  have 
been  taunted  for  making  them  on  an  occa- 
sion which  did  not  require  it  to  be  done  ? 
Is  it  the  miserable  Fenianism  that  has 
prevailed  in  this  country,  or  the  base  Fe- 
nianism in  Ireland,  spoken  of  the  other 
night,  calling  on  us  to  make  this  sacrifice 
of  our  time,  of  our  duty,  of  all  that  is 
dear  to  us,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  what 
would  not  be  affected  by  it  for  a  moment  ? 
Is  it  the  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act?  We  have  had  the  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  for  many  years. 
Has  it  interfered  practically  with  the 
liberties  of  Ireland  in  the  way  it  has  been 
used?  Has'  it  interfered  with  the  ordi- 
nary progress  of  business  ?  Has  it  interfered 
with  religious  freedom  ?  Has  it  interfered 
with  ordinary  freedom  of  interooarse  ?  Has 
it  not  rather  been  used  in  emergencies,  in 
order  to  give  greater  security  to  the  real 
freedom  of  Ireland,  by  checking  that  which 
is  lawless  and  upholding  real  loyalty  and 
liberty  ?  If  you  are  to  take  this  ground 
you  will  only  be  adding  another  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  list  of  datea  which 
were  last  night  cited  to  prove  the  imbeci- 
lity and  weakness  of  the  English  Parlia- 
ment —  its  injustice,  its  unfairness,  its 
readiness  to  do  wrong  so  long  as  tho 
wrong  could  be  done  with  impunity  ;  and 
he  told  us  that  up  to  the  present  time 
we  had  abstained  from  doing  justice  to 
Ireland,  but  now  these  things  must  bo 
swept  away,  and  he  threw  it  in  the  teeth 
of  Parliament  that  it  had  never  done  an 
act  of  justice  to  Ireland  without  having 
been  compelled  to  do  so.  That,  I  think, 
is  one  of  the  disgraces  of  Parliament, 
which  ou<>ht  not  to  be  recorded  as  a  merit, 
or  held  up  as  an  example  to  be  followed 
on  the  present  occasion.  Well,  I  think 
I  have  shown  that  the  present  is  not  a  fit- 
ting time  at  which  such  a  change,  if  it  were 
necessary,  should  be  made  ;  and  I  state 
boldly  that  nothing  which  has  been  put  for- 
ward by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  suffi- 
cient to  convince  the  House  that  the  people 
of  this  country  reposes  any  confidence  in 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  on  this 
question.  Surely,  then,  the  people  ought 
to  bo  consulted  before  such  a  change  is 
made.  I  further  say  that  the  first  Resnla- 
tion,  if  you  should  pass  it,  is  not  binding 
on  the  Parliament  to  which  it  will  pass  on 
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from  the  Joomali  of  this  House.     I  say 
that  if  jon  throw  aside  a  compact,  a  statute 
made  as  a  treaty,  and  say,  '*  that  is  not  to 
bind  Parliament,'*  how  can  you  say  that 
thia  Resolution,  passed  hy  a  dying  Porlia- 
ment,  is  to  bind  its  successor  ?     You  are 
putting  this  branch  of  the  Legislature  in  an 
undue  position.     There  is  a  complaint  that 
the   Ilouse  of  Lords  has  nothing  to  do. 
The  reason  is  because  you  will  not  test  its 
power  to  work.     But  it  is  an  Assenihly 
equal  to  this ;  and  when  you  are  calling 
upon  ns  to   proceed  upon  thia  dangerous 
and  rcrolutionary  path— -for  so  it  was  called 
bj  the  right  lion.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Morpeth    (Sir  George  Grey) — you  ought, 
at  all   events,   to  call  into  council    that 
bnmch  of  the  Legislature  without  which 
you  eannot  legislate.     Again,  I  say,  sup< 
pose  yon  carry  the  Besolution,  you  do  not 
■how  u8  the  object  in  view  or  that  you  ob- 
tain the  peace  of  Ireland.  On  the  contrary, 
jou    would   increase   many   of    her   evils. 
Yen  eomplainof  absenteeism  ;  well,  by  the 
adoption  of  your  scheme,  I  belicYO  that  you 
would  increase  it,  and  cause  it  to  extend 
amon^  the  landlords  as  well  as  the  clergy. 
ILmtgktm'.l     In  answer  to  that  laugh,  I 
may  obsenre  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  admitted 
that  in  all  great  emergencies  the  clergy  in 
Ireland  bad  been  found  at  the  bedside  of 
the  aiok  and  in  the  cottages  of  the  poor.    I 
believe  that  the  charities  of  Ireland  owe 
more  to  the  clergy  than  to  any  other  class 
of  the  community.     We  have  been  asked 
what  eourse  we  intend  to  take  upon  this 
question.     In  the  first  place,  if,  in  spite  of 
the  objection  that  we  have  taken,  I  be- 
lieve jnstlj,  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  you  succeed  in  overthrow- 
ing the  Amendment,  our  course  is  clear. 
We  shall  oppose  the  Resolutions  them- 
aelres.     If  you  ask  what  we  would  do — 
not  in  thia  Parliament,  because  it  would 
have  no  opportunity  of  doing  anything  in 
the  matter— but  in  the  next  Parliament,  in 
the  event  of  the  Resolutions  being  carried, 
my  reply  is  that  I  will  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   no  other  pledge  than   this — 
that  we  will  act  in  accordance  with  the 
formey  park  of  the  Amendment,  and  if,  on 
the  neport  of  the  Commission,  we  are  sa- 
tisfied that  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Irish  Charefa  that  certain  modifications  in 
it  shonld  be  made»  we  will  make  them  with 
a  fearleaa  hand.     But  if  yon  ask  us  to  go 
fnrtherp  I  will  say^  at  least  for  myself,  as 
I  have  upon  former  occasions,  that  I  will 
aet  be  a  party  to  a  measure  for  disestab- 


lishing the  Irish  Church.     I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  sever  Ireland  from   England  in 
religious  matters,  and  present  the  spectacle 
of  a  Government  in  Ireland  of  a  purely 
secular  character,  and    a   Government  in 
England  partially  religious.  [A  laugh,']  My 
form  of  expression  is  not,  I  am  aware,  as 
perfect  as  I  could  wish  ;  but  what  I  meant 
to  say  was,  that  I   will   not   consent   to 
the  anomaly  that  Church  and  State  should 
be  dissevered  in  Ireland  and  remain  con- 
nected in  England.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  said   that  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church  would,  as  respected  the 
Irish  people,  "  Pluck  from  the  memory  a 
rooted    sorrow  ;    Raze    out    the    written 
troubles  of  the  brain  ;"  but  he  quite  omit- 
ted to  quote  the  preceding  line,  "  Can'st 
thou  not  minister  to  a  mind  diseased  ?"  It 
is  the  mind  of  Ireland  that  is  diseased — a 
disease  caused  by  a  long  traditionary  hatred 
of  the  Saxon,  and  kept  alive  by  constant 
agitation    and    misrepresentation.      It    is 
thus  you  have,  as  I  believe,  diseased  the 
kindly  and  generous  mind  of  Ireland,  which, 
but  for  that  pernicious  agitation,  I  believo 
would  have  been  in  harmony  with  us  at 
the  present  moment.     The  drug,  however, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
to  administer  would  not  be  a  "  sweet  obli- 
vious antidote,"    to  appease   the  distem- 
pered mind  of  the  disloyal,  who  would  rather 
ask  for   some  '*  purgative  to  scour  these 
English  hence."  The  measure  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  tend  in 
any  degree  to  the  desired  end— to  conciliate 
those  who  first  of  all  told  them  that  the  land 
question  was  to  be  settled  on  a  basis  and  in 
a  way  to  which  the  present   Parliament 
would  never  assent,  and  that  in   the  end 
there  is  to  be  a  repeal  of  that  Union  tho 
inviolable  and  fundamental  basis  of  which 
was  tho  United  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland.      I    have    looked     through    the 
speeches   that    have    been   made   in   this 
Ilouse  for    a   statement   of    the    specific 
wrongs — wrongs  which  call  for  specific  re- 
medies ;  I  have  looked  in  vain  to  find  to 
whom  you  arc  to  give  these  funds  which 
you  are  going  to  take  away  from  those  now 
in  possession  of  them.     I  have  looked  in 
vain  for  any  statement  in  former  debates  or 
in  this  which  will  lead  me  to  a  conclusion 
upon  this  vital  question.     I  say  your  Re- 
solutions are  founded  on  principles  repug- 
nant to,  and  far  away  from,  the  theory  and 
the   practice   of  the    Constitution   of    the 
country,  and  will  be  provocative  of  strife, 
of  enmity  and   of  dissension,   instead   of 
paving  the  way  for  peace   and  harmony 
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»etv7een  England  and  Ireland.     If  thej 
lonciliate    ono    party,    they   will    irritate 
[nothcr ;    and,  although  I   wiil  neyer  be- 
ieve  that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  will 
become  disloyal,  yet  there  can  be  no  doubt 
[hat  will  excite  among  them  discontent  and 
lisaffection,  there  will  be  the  injustice  which 
done  them   which  roust  in  the  end  re- 
[ct  upon  England.     I  feel  bound,  where 
10  wrong  has  been  done  in  the  use  of  pro- 
jerty  by  those  to  whom  it  belongs,  to  pro- 
jest  against  the  spoliation  of  it.     I  feel 
joubly  bound,  both  as  a  just  man  and  as 
m  Englishman,  to  be  true  to  the  compact 
hich  is  in  force  between  the  two  coun- 
Iries.    Aa  a  Churchman  I  cannot  be  in- 
ifferent  to  the  condition  of  my  brethren 
the  Faith  in  Ireland.     I  cannot  be  in- 
ifTerent  to   the  clergy  who  so  zealously 
nd   so  effectually  have  performed   their 
uties  in  that   country.     To   that  fact  I 
all  to  witness  those  Gentlemen  who  are 
he  most  opposed  to  the  old  endowments. 

cannot  be  a  party  to  sever  that  union  be- 
ween  Church  and  State  under  which  it  is 
he  glory  and  the  privilege  of  the  State  to 
phold  the  light  of  the  Reformation  in 
reland. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  thanked  the  right  hon. 

entleman  for  the  speech  he  had  just 
elivered,  and   the  party  opposite  for  the 

anner  in  which  it  had  been  cheered,  be- 
ause  they  could  now  understand  the  con- 
truction  put  by  the  Conservative  party  on 
the  Amendment.     He  recognized  the  true 

onservative  accents  in  the  speech  of  the 
lome  Secretary,  so  different  from  that  of 
he  noble  Lord   who  moved  the  Aniend- 

ent.     Which  interpretation  were  they  to 

lace  upon  that  Amendment  —  that  of  the 

oble  Lord  or  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
lOxford  University  ?     They  knew  very  well 
[what  **  considerable  modifications**  meant. 
iThey  meant — not  any  reformation  in  the 
llrish  Church,  that  would  do  justice  to  Ire- 
lland,  in  the  sense  the  Liberal  party  under- 
stood  it.     They  were  to  be  modifications 
within  the  Church  itself.  If  that  was  so,  why 
was  the  fact  not  stated  on  the  face  of  the 
Amendment,  so  that  every  one  could  un- 
derstand it  ? — that,  while  the  Government 
thought  they  might  make  a  certain  redis- 
tribution  of  revenues,  they  would  not  touch 
the  question  of  disestablishment  or  disen- 
dowment  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
so  eloquent  at  the  end  of  his  speech,  he 
uttered  sentiments  so  noble,  that  he  was 
I  loth  to  recur  to  the  recriminations  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  which  he  indulged  at 
the    commencement.      It  was,  indeed,  a 
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curious  phase  in  political  TiciSBitades  that 
it  should  have  fallen  to  the  lot  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  to  speak  of  the  sudden 
conversion  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gladstone).     And  how  did  he   prove  the 
rapidity  of  that  conversion  ?     He  brought 
forward  letters  which  bad  been  published 
in  newspapers.    He  referred  to  anonymous 
communications.    ['*  No,  no  !  "j    Then  let 
them   have  names.      He   (Mr.    Goschen) 
called   communications   anonymous  which 
had  no  name  appended  to  them.     To  the 
public  at  least  the  letter  was  anonymous. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to 
know  what  were  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
sentiments  in  1865,  why  had  he  not  turned 
to  the  debate  ?     Why  did  he  not  refer  to 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Whiteside)  ?     He  would  then  clearly  have 
seen  what  were   the  views  of  his   right 
hon.  Friend  in  regard  to  the  Irish  Charoh. 
In  the  letter  attributed  to  his  right  hob. 
Friend  it  was  stated  that  the  question  of 
the  Irish   Church  was  remote    from    the 
policy  of  the  day.      Did  the  righfc  boo. 
Gentleman  consider  that  three  years  ago 
the    question  of   household    sttffrage  was 
remote  from  the  question  of  the  day  ?    He 
thought  that  accusations  of  inconsistency 
came  rather  awkwardly  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     But  he  would  not  dwell  upon 
this.     There  was  one  remark  which   fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  would 
bo  received  with  pleasure  on  that  side  of 
the  House.     He  said,  if  the  question  of 
justice  to  Ireland  could  ho  made  out,   if 
that  were  really  at  stake,  he  would  have  to 
consider  whether  he  should  not  be  obliged 
to  surrender  cherished  convictions,  and,  in 
spite  of  the  Church  to  which  he  belonged, 
to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  This  was  the  plea 
of  those  who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
Justice  required  this  to  be  done.     It  was 
no  use  to  speak  of  dangers  to  other  com- 
munities.    Justice  must  be  done  in  this 
matter  to  Ireland  by  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of 
the  price  that  was  to  be  paid.     It  was  not 
a  question  of  price,  but  of  justice.     If  it 
was  just  to  Ireland  that  the  Irish  Church 
should  be  disestablished,  then  it  was  im- 
pssible  he  should  speak  of  price.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  entirely  aban- 
doned the  line  of  argument  adopted  last 
night.     He  repeated  the  usual  arguments 
in   favour  of  an    Established   Church  — • 
vested  interests,  the  Act  of  Union,  danger 
to  the  Church  in  England,  and  the  ani- 
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modtj  of  the  OraDgemen  in  Ireland.  It 
wat  said  the  Treaty  of  Union  deprived  us 
of  the  right  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
the  Established  Church  of  Ireland.  How 
could  this  be  ?  The  Act  of  Union  last 
jear  was  called  a  compact  between  two 
nations  ;  bnt  what  if  both  agreed  to  a  re- 
Tision  of  their  compact  ?  It  was  the  ma- 
joritj  of  the  people  in  England  who  wished 
to  re? ise  the  Act  of  Union  as  regarded  the 
Established  Church  of  Ireland  ;  and  who 
opposed  it  ?  One  branch  of  the  people 
alone  —  the  Protestants  in  Ireland.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  maintain 
the  Act  of  Union  ?  The  4th  Article  had 
been  dealt  with  again  and  again,  and  why 
ahonld  not  the  5th  be  also  dealt  with  ? 
Then,  aa  to  Tested  rights,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  attempted  to  prove  that  not 
only  the  clergy  but  the  laity  had  Tested 
interests  in  the  revenues  of  the  Irish 
Chnreh.  What  were  those  vested  rights  ? 
They  were  no  more  Tested  rights  than 
were  those  rights  with  which  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  had  dealt  over  and  over 
again.  Did  they  remember  the  action  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  ?  Did 
thej  forget  the  action  of  the  Government 
itaelf  in  regard  to  the  public  schools  ?  This 
property  was  the  property  of  the  State, 
and  Parliament  retained  the  full  right  to 
deal  with  it.  The  title  of  the  Irish  Church 
to  most  of  its  roTenues  was  a  Parliamentary 
title  only,  and  Parliament  had  a  right  to 
deal  with  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  ■eoularizing  the  property  of  the 
Chnreb  ;  bnt  they  had  already  secularized 
a  portion  of  its  rcTenues  by  putting  25 
per  cent  of  the  tithe  into  tho  pockets  of 
the  landlords.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shifted  his  ground  to  suit  his  convenience. 
Hia  whole  argument  was  untenable.  Tho 
Chureb  of  Ireland  was  a  Parliamentary 
Chnreh,  like  the  Church  of  England,  and 
Parliament  bad  a  right  to  deal  with  it. 
There  waa  another  argument  to  which  he 
bad  listened  with  great  surprise.  It  was 
Ihia^-lhat  the  Church  of  England  might 
poetiblj  anffer  through  the  action  we  might 
take  in  regard  to  that  of  Ireland.  Ho 
mnat  admit  with  regret  that  such  an  ar- 
gument waa  not  only  pusillanimous  on 
the  part  of  English  Churchmen,  but  was 
alao  immoral.  Nothing  could  be  more 
mjnst  than  for  England  to  say  to  Ireland, 
"  in  order  to  preserve  our  Church  we  will 
refuae  jou  jonrs."  What  was  the  object 
ef  the  letter  which  had  been  written  by 
the  right  ben.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
ef  the  TreMurj  f    It  waa  simply  an  inyita* 
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tion  to  the  clergy  of  England  to  preach  to 
their  flocks  against  encouraging  justice 
being  done  to  Ireland.  [««  Oh,  Oh  !  "] 
Was  not  the  impression  such  a  letter  was 
likely  to  make  upon  the  minds  of  the  clergy 
that  their  interests  were  bound  up  in  those 
of  the  Irish  Church.  Was  not  its  object 
to  appeal  to  religion  to  the  prejudice  of 
justice  ?  These  were  tho  only  results  that 
could  flow  from  an  attempt  to  tie  up  the 
questions  of  the  English  and  the  Irish 
Churches  together.  For  his  own  part  ho 
did  not  believe  that  tho  English  Church 
was  in  danger  ;  hut,  even  assuming  that  it 
were,  what  would  the  Irish  people  say  of 
a  Union  which  enabled  the  argument  to  be 
used  that,  for  fear  we  in  England  might 
suffer,  we  should  refuse  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  al- 
luded to  the  effect  that  any  Motion  of  this 
kind  might  have  upon  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland,  and  he  pointed  out  very  accurately 
and  graphically  that,  when  the  House  be- 
gan to  touch  any  part  of  a  nation  on  its 
religious  side,  they  were  sure  to  raise  feel- 
ings with  which  it  was  difficult  to  deal. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  grievances  which 
touched  the  religious  sentiments  of  apeoplo 
were  always  most  serious,  and  it  was  for 
that  reason  that  they  were  now  endeavour- 
ing to  deal  with  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  Establishment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  while  declaring  that  the  grie- 
vance of  the  Irish  people  in  this  matter 
was  only  a  sentimental  one,  acknowledged 
its  gravity.  But  ho  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  any  of  thoso 
sentimental  grievances  existed  in  England 
or  in  Scotland  as  well  as  in  Ireland  ?  Was 
not  the  grievance  of  the  Irish  people  in 
this  respect  greater  than  that  of  England 
was  with  regard  to  tho  church  rates  with 
which  that  House  had  just  dealt  ?  Why,  in 
Scotland  even  so  small  a  matter  as  tho 
Annuity  Tax  had  raised  a  storm  that  it  was 
difficut  to  quell,  and  yet  hon.  Members 
were  surprised  that  Ireland  should  feel 
strongly  upon  this  question.  Tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  supposing  that 
House  should  consent  to  the  disestablish- 
ment of  tho  Irish  Church,  they  had  no 
guarantee  that  Ireland  would  be  pacified 
by  the  sacriOce.  But  the  question  was 
not  whether  Ireland  would  or  would  not 
be  pacified  by  the  sacrifice,  but  whether  it 
was  the  duty  of  England  to  make  it.  In 
his  opinion,  however,  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church  would  bo  no  small 
step  towards  the  pacification  of  that  coun- 
try.     Would  not    the  fact  of    England 
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ig  an  act  of  justice  haye  a  good  ef- 
upon  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  ? 
tliat  country   no   representatives  in 
|t  House  who  could  appreciate  such  an 
of  conciliation  ?     The  right  hon.  Gon> 
lan  objected  to  the  time  when  this  Mo- 
was  brought  forward,  and  had  pleaded 
delay  ;  but  why  was  it  that  this  ques- 
had  not  been  dealt  with  before  ?     It 
because  of  the  opposition  of  the  Con- 
rative  party,   who  were  too  strong   to 
Jw  the  Liberals  to  carry  any  measure 
|ch   they  might  have   introduced   with 
view  of  settling  this   question.     But 
that  the  Conservative  party  occupied 
Benches  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
ich  sat  there  more  or  less   to  do  the 
Ik  of  the   Liberal   party.     When   they 
|e   in   Opposition   it  was  impossible   to 
ry  great  measures  of  this  kind,  because 
kt   questions   could   seldom   be  settled 
m  there  was  but  a  slight  difference  in 
numerical  strength  of  parties.     If  the 
iservative  party  were  at  that  moment 
[ome  forward  with  a  policy  for  Ireland 
[thy  of  the  name,  they  would  meet  with 
hearty    co-operation    of    the    Liberal 
by.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
this  question  was   forced  on  at  the 
tent  moment.    It  was  because  Her  Ma- 
|y*8  Government  had  made  it  necessary 
leal  with  this  subject  by  coming  for- 
[d  with  a  policy  for  Ireland  which  was, 
toint  of  fact,  no  policy  at  all,  and  had 
[hrown  out  a  challenge  to  the  Liberal 
ty.   Had  not  the  Liberal  party  accepted 
challenge,    depend    upon    it    that    the 
|h  Members  would  not* have  permitted 
pass  unnoticed.     He  was  glad  to  hear 
night  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he   had    abandoned    the    theory  that 
question  could   not  be  dealt  with  by 
luribnnd  Parliament   which,  if  he  was 
mistaken,  was  started  by  the   Prime 
lister. 

ilR.  DISRAELI:  You  are  mistaken. 
[R.  GOSCIIEN  :  Not  moribund  ? 
R.  DISRAELI:  Not  moribund. 
[Ir.  GOSCIIEN  said,  he  was  glad  that 
Parliament  had  been  declared  compe- 
te entertain  this  question,  and  hoped 
the    Conservative    press    would    take 
ice  of  that  declaration,  and  would  leave 
saying    that   the    Parliament  was  not 
ipetcnt  to  deal  with  the  question.     In 
opinion,  the  House  was  quite  compe- 
te deal  with  the  subject,  and  it  was 
it  important   that   they    should    do   so 
[lout    further   delay.     The   right   hon. 

Mr.  Oosohen 


Gentleman  asked  whether  they  were  to 
pledge  their  successors;  but  the  real  ques- 
tion was,  did  they  wish  to  pledge  them- 
selves upon  this  question?  Was  it  not 
important  that  public  opinion  should  ripen 
upon  this  subject  ?  If  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  only  lend  the  Liberal  party 
some  assistance  the  question  might  be  easily 
settled  ;  it  was  the  will  and  not  time  that 
was  wanting.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  the  action  that  the  other  Hoase 
might  take ;  but  it  would  merely  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion  upon 
the  question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  explained 
that,  before  the  Irish  Church  could  be  dealt 
with,  a  Bill  must  be  introduced  into  Par- 
liament, and  must  pass  successively  throagh 
all  the  usual  stages,  and  that  the  introdac- 
tion  of  such  a  Bill  must  be  preceded  by 
an  Address  to  the  Crown  upon  the  subject. 
The  question  would  be  amply  discussed, 
and  there  would  be  every  opportunity  offered 
for  either  of  the  two  great  parties,  and  for 
individual  Members,  to  pledge  themselves 
either  for  or  against  the  principle  of  such 
a  Bill.  He  was  not  aware  what  opiaioo 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  held  with  respect 
to  the  continuity  of  such  promises  ;  but  he 
was  convinced  that  any  action  taken  by  the 
present  Parliament  would  not  fail  to  have 
an  influence,  and  a  very  strong  inflaenee, 
upon  the  new  Parliament.  He  did  not  see 
why  they  should  be  so  tender  of  the  feel- 
ings of  the  next  Parliament,  nor  why  they 
should  be  BO  frightened  of  hampering  them 
by  any  action  they  n)ight  take  in  this  mat- 
ter. It  was  difficult  for  the  House  to  com- 
prehend the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, although  they  had  certainly  heard 
the  negative  portion  of  it  announced  that 
night.  It  was  evident  from  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  nothing 
was  intended  to  bo  done.  Were  not  the 
words  of  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment, 
proposing  to  defer  all  action  until  after 
the  conclusion  of  the  pending  inquiry,  suffi- 
cient of  themselves  to  condemn  the  Go- 
verimient  policy  ?  What  necessity  was 
there  to  in^juire  further  to  arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion one  way  or  another,  whether  the 
Irish  Church  ought  to  be  abolished,  al- 
though it  might  be  necessary,  before  the 
details  of  any  plan  for  dealing  with  the 
Irinh  Church  could  be  determined  upon? 
The  reproach  that  the  Opposition  had  not 
shown  their  hands  enough  came  curiously 
from  the  Government.  Why  did  not  they 
show  their  hands  ?  Why  were  the  Oppo- 
sition to  bring  forward  their  measure  now  f 
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The  noble  Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  made  use  of  Bome  extraordinary 
phrases  ;  he  talked  about  the  degradation 
of  the  English  Church  in  Ireland,  and  said 
the  polioj  of  the  GoTernment  was  not  to 
degrade*  but  to  produce  equality  by  eleva- 
tion. Nothing  had  escaped  from  Ministers 
to  throir  the  slightest  light  on  that  ora- 
enlar  statement.  It  was  important  the 
eonntry  should  knoir  what  it  meant.  Did 
it  mean  anything  ?  Did  it  mean  the  en- 
dowment of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  ? 
The  oflSeial  representatiYe  of  the  Irish  Go- 
femment  said  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
inent  was  to  level  upwards.  Could  any- 
thing be  more  natural  or  necessary  than 
that  the  Opposition  should  bring  forward  a 
counter  policy  and  say  that  the  Church  of 
England  in  Ireland  ought  to  cease  to  exist 
as  an  Establishment  ?  He  (Mr.  Goschen) 
objeeted  altogether  to  what  was  said  by 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  degradation  of 
the  Chnreh.  The  Establishment  would  not 
neeeeaarily  be  degraded  if  disendowed  and 
disestablished.  He  rejected  the  theory  that 
this  was  degradation  ;  it  was  far  more  ele- 
Tating  that  a  Church  should  stand  on  its 
own  basis  where  it  was  in  a  minority.  Dis- 
eetabliahment  would  strengthen  rather  than 
weaken  the  Church  of  England  in  Ireland. 
We  had  no  right  to  treat  this  question  ac- 
eording  to  our  private  views  of  what  we 
wished  to  be.  We  had  only  to  ask  what 
waa  just  and  right,  and  no  time  could  be 
too  early  to  do  that.  That  sufficient  Votes 
in  Supply  had  not  been  taken  was  no 
reason  for  delay.  The  pacification  of  Ire- 
land and  the  additional  strength  Go?ern- 
ment  would  derive  from  it  would  amply 
eompenaattf  for  any  inconvenience  resulting 
from  A  little  delay.  The  argument  of  time 
entirely  broke  down ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oxford  University  (Mr. 
G.  Hardy)  did  not  attach  much  importance 
to  it;  indeed,  he  wished  to  fight  this  matter 
OD  ita  merits ;  and  it  was  upon  its  merits 
that  the  Liberal  party  would  be  prepared 
to  deal  with  it. 

IfE.  PEEL  DAWSON  said,  that  as 
this  waa  not  the  first  occasion  on  which  he 
had  addreased  the  House  on  the  sutiject, 
and  aa  his  general  opinions  upon  it  were 
well  known,  he  would  not  speak  at  any 
length,  or  be  the  means  of  preventing 
ether  hon.  Members  who  might  not  have 
had  the  same  opportunities  as  himself  from 
expresaing  their  sentiments  upon  this  all- 
important  question  of  national  interest. 
Bis  intentiona  were,  as  heretoforci  to  sup- 
port these  eeeleaiaatieal  institutions  in  Ire- 


land which  had  so  long  existed  as  connect- 
ing links  between  the  two  countries,  and 
which  could  not  bo  disBolved  without  the 
possibility,  nay,  to  his  mind,  the  certainty, 
of  universal  disaster.     If  we  allowed   all 
prescriptive  rights  to  property,  which  had 
been  sanctioned  by  a  duration  of  more  than 
300  years,  to  be  swept  away  at  the  instance 
of  political  caprice,  and  to  suit  the  exigen- 
cies of  a  party  struggling  for  office,  what 
security  could  there  be  for  property  of  all 
other  descriptions  ?     Was  it  fair  and  just 
to  the  descendants  of  men  who  undertook 
as  it  were  to  colonize  Ireland  for  the  pur- 
pose of  assisting  to  promote  British  inte- 
rests ?    If  it  had  not  been  for  the  supposed 
security  of  the  Protestant  religion  under  the 
full  guarantee  of  the  whole  power  of  Eng- 
land, the  emigration  of  English  and  Scotch 
settlers  in  the  seventeenth  century  would 
not  have  taken  place,  and  we  should  not 
havo  possessed  in  the  population  of  Ireland 
that  loyal  element  which  desired  to  remain 
British  in  allegiance  to  the  Crown,  in  legis- 
lative union,  and  in  the  profession  of  the 
same  religious  creed.     The  Protestants  in 
Ireland,   and   in    the   northern   provinces 
especially,  would  feel  deeply  the  proposed 
infringement  of  what  they  bad  a  right  to 
assume  was  their  recognized  position.    Let 
the  House  remember  they  had  always  been 
the   best   friends   of   this   country   in   all 
periods   of   danger   and    difficulty.       The 
English    Church   had   been    built    up    at 
British  instigation,  and  its  friends  objected 
to  the  sudden  reversal  of   the   policy  of 
centuries,  which  alone  had  maintained  in 
Ireland  the  germ  of  a  friendly  connection 
with   this    country.      In   dealing    with   a 
purely  Irish  question  upon  party  grounds 
the  Parliament  of   the  United   Kingdom 
was  assuming  a  vast  responsibility,    and 
that  at   a   time  particularly  inopportune, 
because  its  days  were  numbered,  and  any 
solution  it  could  arrive  at  could  not  in  any 
way   be    considered    permanent.       Why, 
therefore,  should  the  peace  of  Ireland  be 
prematurely    endangered  ?      Why    should 
man  bo  set  against  man,   when  disaffection 
was  rampant  and   stalking    through   the 
country  ?     Was  it  to  be  done  merely  be- 
cause it  suited  parties  to  raise  the  hustings' 
cry  of  religious  equality,  which  in  this  case 
meant  nothing   more    than    pulling  down 
one  form  of  religion  in  order  to  establish  an- 
other? No  doubt  such  an  intention  would  be 
disavowed  in  that  House ;   but  the  matter 
was  easily  understood  in  Ireland,  and  the 
object  was  scarcely  denied  or  contradicted 
I  in  certain  circles  of  society.     The   Irish 
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*e  naturally  a  religious  people,  and  they 
lid  not  long  permit  the  absence  of  a 
ite  recognition  of  religion.     Thej  might 
jwithout  it  for  a  few  years  ;  but  ho  felt 
tain  that  the  disestablishment   of   the 
)te8tant  Church  there  would  inevitably 
Followed  by  a  vigorous  and  unscrupulous 
iggle  to  raise  up  another  ecclesiastical 
tablishment  on  its  ruins.     As  a  resident 
thman,  and  one  strongly  interested  in 
internal  order  and  prosperity  of  the 
[ntry,  he  at  once  admitted  that  he  would 
refuse,  in  a  further  reformed  and  new 
*liament,  to  consider  and  accept  certain 
lifications  with  regard  to  the  position  of 
three  chief  Churches  existing  in  Ire- 
1.  He  would  desire  to  see  a  satisfactory 
mgement  made  by  the  State  for  ade- 
[tely    endowing    the    Roman    Catholic 
irch,  and  liberally  increasing  the  Grant 
[he  Presbyterian  Churches,  so  that  the 
;er8  of  each  religion  in  Ireland  might 
jplaced  in  a  more  suitable  and,  at  the 
le  time,  in  a  more   thoroughly   inde- 
ident  position.     This,  boweyer,  should 
lone  without  any  infringement  upon  the 
lowments   of  the  Episcopal  Church   in 
land.     In  his  opinion,  and  that  of  the 
[pie  among  whom  he  lired,  her  revenues 
mged  to  herself,  being  derived,  as  they 
re  in  a  great  measure,  from  individual 
lefactions,   after   being    confirmed   and 
ified   by  repeated  Acts  of  Parliament, 
jhalfpenny  in   the    pound   of  additional 
inie-tax,  if  properly  distributed,  would 
je    every  officer  of  religion    belonging 
|the  Roman  Catholic  and   Presbyterian 
irches  in  Ireland  in  a  suitable  and  pro- 
pecuniary  position.     If  England  was  in 
[nest  in  the  promises  of  good-will  she  had 
m  lavishly  making  for  the  pacification  of 
lland,   he  would   suggest  that   this    aid 
]uld  be  spontaneously  offered,  feeling  sure 
t  it  would  be  gratefully  and  advantage- 
ly  accepted.    All  parties  seemed  agreed 
It  Ireland's  great  grievance  was  propri- 
|ry  absenteeism,  and  wobid  not  that  be 
latly  increased  and  aggravated  by  any 
ikening  of  the  Protestant  Church  ?     We 
been  trying  to  induce  the  landowner  to 
lide  upon  his  estate  ;  would  he  be  more 
lined  to  do  so  if  we  destroyed  his  Church 
deprived  him  of  the  comfort  and  consola- 
\\  derived  from  the  presence  of  his  clergy- 
jn  ?     Common  sense  and  reason  forbado 
land  he  maintained  that  it  would  bo  im- 
[sible,  in  many  rural  and  sparsely-popu- 
id  districts  to  keep  up  even  the  sem- 
Ince  of  a    Protestant  place  of  worship  if 
untary  contributions  were  solely  to  bo 
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depended  upon.  The  social  condition  of 
the  Protestant  clergyman  must  be  deterio- 
rated, and  in  the  present  condition  of  Ire- 
land that  must  be  considered  not  a  social 
only,  but  would  be  a  national  calamity.  A 
compilation  of  figures  had  been  made  one 
of  the  groundworks  of  the  argument  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Resolutions;  but  how  fallacious 
must  it  be  when  the  whole  population  of 
Ireland  had  been  for  years  retrograding. 
The  loss  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
had  been  reckoned  at  one-third,  whilst  the 
loss  to  the  Protestant  Church,  from  emigra- 
tion and  other  causes,  had  been  less  than 
one-fifth.  He  maintained  that  the  position 
of  the  Church  was  now  stronger,  because 
more  efficient,  than  at  any  anterior  period. 
The  clergy  were  almost  universally  resident, 
and  pluralities  had  been  almost  entirely 
abolished  ;  and  until  this  question  had  been 
recently  disinterred  from  the  oblivion  iu 
which,  happily,  it  had  rested,  there  wai 
no  disposition  amongst  the  people  of  Ire* 
land  to  re-open  the  question  of  religious  en- 
dowment. But  there  was  yet  an  additional 
fact  which  ought  not  to  be  forgotten  in 
England.  He  was  one  of  the  last  persons 
who  would  desire  to  widen  the  breach  of 
religious  asperity,  or  make  invidious  or 
sectarian  comparisons  ;  but  when  a  tubjeet 
which  involved  the  future  peace  of  Ireland 
was  discussed,  was  it  possible  to  overlook 
the  fact  of  the  vast  amount  of  industry 
and  energy  which  characterized  Protestant 
Ulster  as  contradistinguished  from  the 
misery  and  disaffection  which  abounded  in 
the  Southern  and  Western  districts.  Which 
class  of  the  population  cost  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  most  ?  In  the  Protestant  North 
there  were  few  soldiers  and  fewer  police — 
not  amounting  to  one-third  of  the  available 
force  stationed  in  the  South  and  West. 
Was  it  possible  to  deny  that  this  superior 
prosperity,  order,  and  morality  were  at- 
tributable to  the  influence  of  the  two  Pro- 
testant Churches  ?  He  could  assert  that 
from  the  day  they  undermined  the  loyalty 
of  the  Protestant  population  in  Ireland  by 
alienating  their  affcctions-->as  they  would 
do  by  passing  the  Resolutions  before  the 
House — they  might  date  a  change  in  the 
Government  of  the  country  which  he  feared 
would  prove  not  only  overwhelming,  but 
also  insurmountable. 

Mk.  M'CULLAGH  TORRENS  said: 
Sir,  fault  has  been  found  with  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  this  Amend- 
ment for  want  of  candour.  But  candour 
is  of  two  kinds — that  which  is  articulate 
and  that  which  is  mute ;   and  there  is  a 
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silence  which  is  more  signifioaiit  than  any 
speech.  The  noble  Lord  uttered  some  ad- 
missions for  which  we  ought  to  be  obliged 
to  him.  He  confessed  that  no  man  could 
stand  up  with  grare  face  and  say  that  this 
question  of  the  Irish  Church  would  not  be 
the  first  debated  in  the  new  Parliament ; 
that  he  did  not  think  anyone  would  deny  ^he 
scandal  of  the  present  condition  of  things  ; 
and  that  the  question  was  not  whether  any- 
thing should  be  done^  but  what  ought  to 
be  done  ?  I  am  not  surprised  that  these 
admissions  should  be  rather  too  much  for 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford 
(Viscount  Cranborne)  ;  but  on  this  side  of 
the  House  we  received  them  as  promissory 
notes  at  twelve  montbs,  payment  of  which 
is  certain  to  be  demanded  when  they  are 
due.  Meanwhile,  the  noble  Lord  asks  for 
time,  that  his  party  may  arrange  their 
affairs  ;  and  his  critics  call  this  covering 
his  intentions  with  a  thick  veil  of  reticence. 
But  enough  of  the  veil  has  been  raised  to 
show  us  what  is  behind.  The  noble  Lord 
gives  up  sectarian  ascendancy.  He  is  even 
half  inclined  to  abandon  the  principle  of 
Establishment,  which  he  calls  little  more 
than  an  empty  title.  But  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Cranborne)  that  the 
principle  of  an  Establishment  is  anything 
but  "  an  empty  sound."  Misused  as  it  has 
been  in  Ireland  for  three  centuries,  it  has 
been  the  ever  intermittent  tocsin  of  civil 
feuds  ;  and  it  is  just  because  it  is  not  an 
empty  title  that  we  wish  to  see  it  brought 
to  an  end.  But  I  am  bound  to  go  some- 
what further  on  this  point,  and  to  say 
plainly  that  if  the  Resolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  committed  us  to  disestab- 
lishment  without  disendowment,  I,  for  one, 
could  not  vote  for  them.  He  has  himself 
discloimed  any  such  intention  in  terms  free 
of  all  ambiguity.  The  scheme  for  endow- 
ing all  sects,  while  establishing  none,  in  the 
hope  of  thereby  directly  or  indirectly  ob- 
taining a  controlling  influence  over  the 
minds  of  men,  is  based  upon  notions  of 
Government  fit  for  a  commissioner  of 
police,  but  wholly  unworthy  of  a  statesman. 
That  which  gives  dignity  and  grandeur  to 
the  principle  of  endowment  is  Establishment. 
It  is  policy  in  partnership  with  religion. 
The  partnership  may  be  iU-sdvised,  or  it 
may  not ;  when  unsuitable  as  in  Ireland,  it 
works  ill  and  ends  in  failure.  Elsewhere  the 
nnion  of  Church  and  State  has  a  different 
aspect.  But  why  does  it  not  work  satisfac- 
torily in  Ireland  ?  Because  the  Establish- 
ment does  not  represent  the  preponderant 
wealth,  intelligence,  or  worth  of  the  com- 
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munity  ;  because  from  the  beginning  it  has 
been,  in  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
"  an  alien  Church."  Bishop  Mant  has  this 
remarkable  expression  in  his  well-known 
history  of  that  Church,  of  which  he  was  him- 
self a  prelate,  that  the  first  step  taken  in  the 
Reformation  in  Ireland,  was  the  sending  over 
Brown  to  be  Archbishop  of  Dublin.  Three- 
and-twenty  Archbishops  have  succeeded 
him  in  the  metropolitan  see  ;  and  of  these, 
sixteen  have  been  Englishmen,  but  seven 
Irishmen.  In  the  same  period  twenty-two 
prelates  have  filled  the  primacy,  of  whom  I 
find  that  there  have  been  Englishmen  six- 
teen, Irishmen  but  six  ;  and  yet  you  call 
this  a  national  Church.  What  manner  of 
men  these  have  chiefly  been,  and  to  what 
class  they  belonged,  I  shall  have  a  word 
to  say  by-and-by.  What  I  contend  for  is, 
that  the  representative  character  of  an 
Establishment,  that  which  can  only  dignify 
and  justify  the  connection  of  Church  and 
State,  never  belonged  to  the  ecclesiastical 
institution  which  jfou  imposed  on  Ireland  ; 
and  it  is  demonstrable  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
that  institution  was  used  systematically, 
generation  after  generation,  as  a  draw 
farm  whereon  to  fatten  needy  members  of 
l<overning  families  in  this  country,  and  in 
Ireland,  or  their  immediate  dependents. 
Take  the  primacy  in  the  last  four  reigns. 
It  was  held  for  thirty  years  by  Lord 
Rokeby,  who  made  the  fortune  of  his 
family  out  of  its  revenues.  It  was  next 
given  to  a  younger  son  of  Lord  Bute.  At 
his  death  it  was  conferred  on  Lord  John 
George  Beresford  ;  and  upon  his  decease 
in  1863,  another  member  of  the  noble 
family  of  Waterford  was  raised  to  the  pri- 
matial  see.  In  1768  a  man  was  promoted 
to  the  rich  diocese  of  Derry,  of  whom  it  is 
impossible  to  speak  even  now  with  the 
reticence  of  contempt  —  I  mean  Lord 
Bristol.  Facts  might  be  mentioned  re- 
garding him,  paralleled  only  in  the  annals 
of  the  reprobate  clergy  of  France  before 
the  Revolution.  Lord  Bristol  was  succeeded 
by  a  relative  of  Lord  Ranfurly  ;  and  he 
was  in  time  followed  in  the  see,  which  was 
then  regarded  as,  in  point  of  emoluments, 
the  counterpart  of  unreduced  Durham,  by 
Dr.  Ponsonby,  the  brother  of  an  Irish  No- 
bleman, and  the  brother-in-law  of  the  late 
Earl  Grey.  I  will  only  instance  one  other 
diocese,  that  of  Tuam,  the  population  of 
which  has  always  been  in  an  overwhelming 
portion  Catholic,  and  which  for  more  than 
a  century  has,  in  unbroken  successioui 
been  used  by  the  Governments  of  the  day, 
whatever  their  party  principles  may  have 


FstdiluM  Church  ( COMMONS } 


(iftfbiii). 


612 


[en  to  coDfer  fortune  and  the  honours  of 
spiritual  Peerage  on  raeaibers  of  noble 
lilies.  The  present  Bishop  is  the  brother 
Lord  Bandon  ;  the  late  Bishop  was  Lord 
|unket ;  his  predecessor  was  the  brother 
the  Earl  of  Clancarty  ;  his  predecessor 
18  one  of  the  richlj  endowed  house  of 
)resford  ;  and  his  predecessor  was  an  an- 
|stor  of  the  noble  Lord  the  present  Secre- 
ry  for  Ireland,  son  of  a  former  Bishop  of 
[aterfordy  and  himself  an  Irish  Peer.  And 
lat  is  the  present  condition  of  the  Irish 
Msoopal  Bench  ?    Out  of  twelve  prelates, 
10,  at  the  present  hour,  bear  ecclesias- 
|al  rule  in  that  country,  both  the  Arch- 
ihops  and  four  of  their  suffragans  are 
[her  Peers  or  the  immediate  relatives  of 
iblemen.     Can  this  then  be   called  the 
lurch  of  the  nation  ?     Or  can  it  be  con- 
ided  with  any  show  of  reason  or  truth 
it,  in  the  sense  in  which  the  Church  in 
igland   is  representative   of  the  talent, 
trning,  worth,  and  piety  of  the  commu- 
ty  in  general,  the  Anglican  Establishment 
the  sister  country  is  a  national  Church. 
)r  myself,  I  should  be  sorry  if  even  inad- 
Irtcntly  any  word  should  fall  from  me  dis- 
jraging  of  the  character  of  the  working 
-rgy  of  that  Church,  whom,  as  a  body,  I 
llieve  to  be  exemplary,  useful,  and  ao- 
jniplished  men.     1  am  sure  that  nothing 
be  further  from  my  intention  than  to 
ter  a  disrespectful  word  of  the  Liturgy 
the  tenets  of  a  Communion,  in  which 
numbered  nil  who  have  been  and  who 
most  dear  to  me  in  life,  and  of  which, 
lugh  an  humble,  I  have  always  been  a 
iccrc  member.  But  I  speak  not  at  second 
id  but  of  personal   knowledge,  when  I 
that    Anglican  Protestantism  in  Ire- 
Fid — all  that  is  most  vital  and  influential 
good  in  that  system  of  religious  teach- 
depends,  as  it  has  long  depended,  not 
[on  the  legal  Establishment  maintained 
its  support  by  law,  but  upon  the  volun- 
ry  sympathy  and  support  of  those  who 
lue  its  consolations  ;    and  my  firm  per- 
ision,  not  of  yesterday,  but  of  a  date  as 
back  as  I  am  able  to  recollect  the  for- 
ition  of  a  deliberate  opinion,  is,  that  after 
have   decreed   that   compulsory   pay- 
mts  in  support  of  that  Church  shall  cease 
determine,  its  ministers  will  still  be 
►ported  wherever  there  is  work  for  them 
I  do,  by  the  energy  and  earnestness  of  the 
Ly  to  whom  they  minister.      I  confess  I 
|vo  always  thought  it  incomprehensible 
it  tho  section  of  society  in  Ireland,  which 
isessos    by   far   the  greatest    share  of 
[alth   in    money    and    wealth    in    land, 
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should  profess  to  fear  its  inability  to  do 
for  its  clergy  what  the  Presbyterians  and 
Catholics  do  for  theirs.  I  am  confident 
that  when  the  Establishment  shall  have 
been  brought  to  an  end,  and  its  present 
revenues  shall  have  been  devoted  to  general 
use,  the  Anglican  Faith  will  continue  to  find 
many  and  worthy  pastors  in  Ireland  ;  but 
they  will  be  distributed  congregationally  in- 
stead of  parochially,  and  adequately  re- 
munerated according  to  their  labours.  I 
heard  the  Home  Secretary  dwell,  I  own 
with  much  surprise,  upon  the  stipulations 
made  and  the  inducements  held  out  at  tho 
Union  as  reasons  why  Parliament  should 
not  even  entertain  any  question  affecting 
the  Establishment  of  the  Irish  Church.  It 
may  he  true  that  to  the  friends  of  aseeo- 
dancy  assurances  were  given,  that  in  a 
united  Parliament  the  stability  of  the 
Establishment  would  never  be  disturbed  ; 
and  I  will  not  pause  to  dispute  that  the 
5  th  Article  of  the  Union  seems  to  oonfirm 
that  implication.  But  I  must  say  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  at  the  time  of  the 
Union  and  tho  means  by  which  that  great 
Act  of  Policy  was  brought  about,  are  the 
last  topics  on  which  judioioua  friends  of  the 
Church  would  do  well  to  rely.  The  history 
of  that  Act  is  one  shameful  ohronicle  of 
wise  intentions  baffled,  and  aplendid  pro- 
mises unfulfilled.  The  intention  of  Mr. 
Pitt  was,  undoubtedly,  by  conciliating  the 
just  claims  of  all  classes  and  creeds  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  consolidate  the  Em- 
pire. The  project  of  Union  was  in  itself 
unpopular  ;  and  confessedly  it  could  never 
have  been  carried  had  the  great  body  of 
the  Catholic  clergy  and  laity  persistently 
opposed  it.  In  the  memoirs  of  Lord 
Cornwallis  and  of  Mr.  Pitt,  there  is  dam- 
natory proof  in  abundance  that  the  Union 
could  never  have  been  obtained  bat  for 
the  inducement  held  out  to  the  Roman 
Catholics,  not  only  that  their  civil  rights 
should  bo  conceded,  but  that  a  provision 
should  be  made  for  their  clergy.  A  re- 
markable letter  of  Lord  Castlereagh's  has 
been  preserved,  in  which  he  expostulate! 
gravely  and  temperately,  but  with  eloquent 
force  and  point,  upon  the  way  in  which  he 
had  himself  been  made  use  of  to  gain  over 
the  Catholics  to  the  Union.  He  reminds 
the  Premier  how  often  the  measure  had 
been  rejected  in  1799  ;  ho  had  been  sum- 
moned to  attend  the  Cabinet  where  the 
claims  of  the  Catholics  were  fully  discnsaedi 
and  how,  being  referred  for  official  iostroc- 
tions  to  the  Duke  of  Portland  as  to  the  in* 
tentions  of  the  Government,  he  had  been 
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AQthorised  to  eommnnteate  those  inten- 
tioDi  to  Lord  CornwalliB,  by  whom  they 
had  boon  reearded  as  instructions  for  his 
gnidanee  aa  Viceroy.  And  thore  is  a  letter 
deeeribing  the  beneficial  effects  thus  pro- 
duced after  the  Union  was  carried,  and 
while  jet  itaillusiona  remained  iindispelled. 
On  the  2nd  of  February,  1801,  Lord 
Comwallia  wrbte  to  his  Chief  Secretary— 

"  Nobody  would  hare  believed,  three  jears  ago, 
thai  tbe  Udiod,  Catholio  Emancipation,  and  the 
rMtoration  of  perfect  trmnquillity,  could  have  taken 
plaee  in  lo  short  a  time." 

Bot  the  Union  having  been  carried,  faith 
WH  broken ;  the  Cathoiics  found  thera- 
•elTea  egrogiooslj  duped  ;  the  Premier 
and  the  Viceroy,  to  save  their  personal 
hononr,  resigned  ;  and  Catholic  Ireland 
fell  back  into  despair  ;  agrarian  crime 
and  political  sedition  resumed  their  alter- 
nate sway.  For  nine-and-twenty  years  the 
ciTil  disabilitiea  of  the  Catholics  remained 
unremoved.  Nine-and-thirty  years  have 
paaaed  since  then,  and  the  religious  dis- 
abilities Btill  continue.  The  pledges  given 
at  the  Union  are  still  but  half-ful61ied  ; 
and  jon  are  still  unable  to  govern  Ireland 
without  auapension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  ; 
pffoseentions  of  the  Press  i  and  a  garrison 
of  fiTe*and- twenty  thousand  men.  I  nm 
ana  of  thoia  who  wish  to  see  the  Union 
maintained,  and  all  question  of  its  stability 
■ct  at  rest.  Bot  I  fearlessly  assert  that 
joa  have  no  moral  claim  to  the  acquies- 
aanee  of  Ireland  in  the  continuance  of  the 
Union  until  yon  have  redeemed  the  for- 
feited word  by  which  it  was  carried,  and 
without  which  you  have  the  documentary 
•videneo  contained  in  the  confession  of  the 
Miaieter  by  whom  it  was  brought  about 
that  it  eonld  not  have  been  carried.  The 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Laneaahire  had  been  taunted  with  having 
eoma  forward— -no  doubt  at  a  great  sacri- 
iea  of  personal  feeling-— to  do  what  he 
considered  an  act  of  duty — to  rescue  a 
■lueh  atrieken  land  from  its  deplorable  con- 
dilion.  Much  had  been  said  of  the  hasty 
convoraion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
hut  ho  thought  they  had  got  beyond  that. 
If  any  persons  should  desire  to  seek  ex- 
onpcion  from  Hatuard  taunts,  surely  it 
waa  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  When 
laal  year  the  Members  of  the  present  Go- 
Temmoat  were  twitted  with  sudden  con- 
tenioB  to  household  suffrage,  what  was 
their  reply  f  They  said  they  had  always 
deaired  a  permanent  aetilement  of  Reform 
if  any  ehango  were  to  be  made ;  and  they 
Mid  that  thoj  yielded  from  a  senae  of  duty 


in  the  pressing  exigency  of  the  case.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lnncashire  (Mr.  Gladstone),  may 
fairly  defend  himself  on  similar  grounds. 
He  has  always  been  a  friend  of  religious 
liberty,  though  hitherto  a  defender  of  tho 
Church  Establishment ;  but  convinced  at 
last  that  sectarian  justice  cnnnot  be  secured 
without  its  surrender  he  has  the  courage 
to  avow  his  change  of  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and,  looking  at  the  condition  of  Iro- 
lond  and  iho  external  position  of  the  Em- 
pire he  may  honestly  and  conscientiously 
plead  his  sense  of  duty  as  inspiring  him  to 
take  his  present  course.  Well,  I  am  no 
more  a  sudden  convert  to  religious  equality 
in  Ireland,  than  I  was  last  year  to  house- 
hold suffrage.  The  policy  we  are  now 
about  to  initiate  by  a  Vote  of  this  House  is 
one  for  which  I  have  longed  and  striven 
from  the  day  when  I  first  entered  public 
life.  I  have  had  some  opportunities  of 
estimating  from  within  as  well  as  from 
without  the  difficulties  as  tlicy  aro  called 
of  governing  Ireland.  I  had  the  honour  of 
being  associated  many  years  ago  with  Sir 
George  Lewis  and  other  men  of  public 
worth  and  character,  in  the  memorable  in- 
quiry, directed  by  Lord  Melbourne,  into 
the  condition  of  tho  labouring  classes  of 
that  country.  I  had  also  the  privilege  to 
act  in  a  confidential  capacity  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  tho  Government  of  Ireland 
by  Lord  Bessborough,  during  tho  deplorable 
period  of  tho  famine  ;  and  I  can  testify 
from  personal  observation  and  intimate 
knowledge  of  the  wants  and  the  feelings 
of  all  classes  of  the  community  that  Ire- 
Innd  is  a  country  as  easily  governed  as  any 
other  upon  earth,  provided  you  will  govern 
it  justly.  What  was  snid  by  Sir  John 
Davis,  three  centuries  ago,  is  still  true, 
though  hitherto  you  have  not  believed  it, 
that  there  is  no  people  in  Christendom  that 
appreciates  so  quickly  the  spirit  of  justice 
in  their  rulers,  or  who  value  more  highly 
the  equality  of  laws.  We  had  seen  this 
evidenced  during  the  fearful  days  of  the 
famine  ;  in  the  midst  of  all  whose  troubles 
the  couutry  was  perfectly  quiet  and  still. 
With  the  exception  of  one  solitary  outroge, 
there  was  no  violence,  there  was  no  out- 
rage committed  upon  property,  although 
there  was  not  in  the  island  the  means  of 
restraining  any  which  might  have  arisen. 
He  believed  there  was  ho  anti- Protestant 
feeling  among  tho  peasantry  of  Ireland  ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  a  sincere  Catholic 
feeling,  which  he,  as  a  Protestant,  hoped 
would  continue  to  eiist^  for  of  all  the  evils 
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hicb  could  befall  a  country,  he  thought 

Idifferentism  was  the  worst.    He  believed 

If  safetj  depended  greatly  on  the  respect 

wliich  the  Irish  people  held  their  priest- 

)od,  and  on  the  genuine  and  just  influence 

tich  that  priesthood  exercised  o?er  the 

)ople,  and  he  prayed  that  the  opportunity 

destroying  that  confidence  between  the 

'iesthood    and   the   people   might  never 

'iso  in  the  course  which  some  persons, 

»th  in  and  out  of  that  Uouse,  advocated, 

endowing  that  priesthood.      He  did  not 

|isb   to   see  the  bribe  offered  or  taken  ; 

le  Established  Church  in  Ireland  ought 

be  disendowed,  and  its  property  applied 

the  benefit  of  all,  irrespective  of  creed. 

Ihe  noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  had 

jquired   what   was  to  be  done  with  the 

|oney  which  would  be  obtained.     He  be- 

ived  that  the  true  application  of  the  pro- 

irty  of  the  Church  would  be  in  this  wise. 

|here  were  two  Irish  questions  which  were 

irpetually  before  Parliament  —  the  land 

lestion  and  the  Church  question.     When- 

^er  the  Church  question  was  under  con- 

leration  they  were    told  that  the  land 

lestion  was  the  really  vital  difficulty,  and 

Ihenever  their  attention  was  called  to  the 

|nd  question  it  was  the  Church  which  was 

lid  to  be  of  vital  importance.  He  believed 

lis  alternation  to  be  a  miserable  trick  of 

Igio.     The  two  questions  should  be  dealt 

|ith    simultaneously ;   and    the   property 

nich  would  be  obtained  from  the  dieen- 

iwment  of  the  Church  he  would  apply  to 

Ive  the  land  difficulty.     The  great  evil 

Ireland  had  been  at  all  times  the  want 

a  middle  class  ;  and  he  did  not  concur  in 

le  hope  expressed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 

[ember  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill), 

lat   a  class  of  small  peasant  proprietors 

jight  be  created,  because  the  time  had 

mo  by  for  that  species  of  holding.     The 

lorld  was  tending  rather  too  rnpidly  the 

]her   way,  and    it  was  impossible  to  go 

gainst  the  stream.     But  he  did  not  de- 

>air  of   seeing  the  property    which  was 

)\7  misapplied  to  sectarian  uses  ultimately 

»plicd    to  the  creation   of  a   permanent 

ind  of  improvement,  by  means  of  which 

'operty  could  be  bought   up  at   its  full 

ilue,  and  re- let  on  long  leases  and  in  large 

irms.      He  could  not  think  that  anyone 

lould  be  injured  thereby,  and  as  to  the 

liurch  of  Ireland  and  its  Protestantism 

)ing  undermined,  because  that  which  was 

Ivcnted  by  the  Tudors  was  not  perpetua- 

[d  in  the  reign  of  our  Gracious  Queen, 

id  because  certain  Bishoprics  were  not 

ivcn  to  members  of  noble  families,  and 

Mr.  M*  Cullagh  Torrent 


deaneries  to  faTOurites  of  those  in  power, 
he  no  more  believed  that  than  he  believed 
that  the  House  was  capable  of  doing  a  wil- 
ful wrong  to  any  one  class  of  the  people  of 
this  country.  He  believed  that  the  Angli- 
can Church  in  Ireland  was  in  the  main  in« 
debted  for  its  yitality  to  the  Toluntary 
principle.  He  remembered  hearing  it  said 
upon  one  occasion  by  a  witty  friend  that 
Protestantism  in  Ireland  stooped  for  gold 
and  Popery  won  the  race.  He  hoped  to 
see  at  an  early  period  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  disendowed,  and  its  re- 
venues applied  in  the  manner  he  bad  sag- 
gested. 

Sir  HERVET  BRUCE  :  Sir,  aa  one 
of  the  representatives  of  the  Protestant 
North,  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
the  House  will  perhaps  bear  with  me  while 
I  make  a  few  observations  on  this  most 
important  subject  which  is  under  discus- 
sion ;  but  before  I  do  so  I  must  allude  to 
the  observations  just  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  M'Cullagh 
Torrens)  —  observations  I  beliere  wiihont 
the  smallest  foundation,  and  acensationa 
the  most  unwarrantable  I  ever  remember 
to  have  heard  in  this  Honse.  He  has  ae- 
cused  a  right  rev.  Prelate  who  has  been 
in  his  grave  for  nearly  seventy  years  (a 
circumstance  which  makes  proof  of  hia  in- 
accuracy difficult)  —  he  has  accused  Lord 
Bristol,  when  Bishop  of  Derry,  of  inyiting 
his  clergy  to  dine  with  him  to  propound  to 
I  them  his  disbelief  in  the  existence  of  a 
God.  I  feel  confident  no  such  occurrence 
ever  took  place ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  as  inaccurate  in  his  assertions  as 
to  what  took  place  in  the  far  past,  as  he 
is  in  those  which  we  cannot  contradict, 
much  value  will  not  attach  to  his  unsup- 
ported statement.  He  has  told  us  Dr. 
Ponsonby  was  the  last  Bishop  of  Derry, 
ignoring  altogether  the  existence  of  the 
late  Dr.  Higgins,  who  came  to  Derrj  as 
an  Englishman,  a  stranger  to  us,  elevated, 
not  for  aristocratic  connections,  but  for  his 
own  merits,  and  who  was  taken  from  us, 
regretted  by  all  who  were  brought  in  con- 
tact with  him,  after  fifteen  years'  oecnpa* 
tion  of  that  See.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  wished  to  show  that  none  bat 
members  of  noble  families  were  made 
Bishops,  therefore  to  acknowledge  the 
episcopate  of  Dr.  Higgins  did  not  suit  bis 
argument.  So  when  he  can  misstate  as 
to  tho  present,  much  value  will  not  attach 
to  his  aspersion  on  the  memory  of  the 
dead  nearly  seventy  years  back.    I  will 
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now  leaye  the  hon.  Oentleman,  and  come 
to  the  matter  under  discussion  ;  and  in 
doing  so  will  first  explain  mj  reasons  for 
plaeiDg  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper.  It 
waa  with  no  wish  to  embarrass  the  Go- 
Temmonty  more  partioularly  after  the 
atnughtforward  and  manly  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary. But  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  tho  Foreign  Secretary  has  been 
callod  obseure — and  indeed  I  do  not  my- 
lelf  altogether  like  its  wording  ;  therefore 
I  was  determined  to  put  down  words  which 
could  not  be  misunderstood.  I  have  no 
intention  at  the  present  time  to  enter  upon 
the  history  of  the  Church,  her  undoubted 
righta»  her  ancient  pririleges,  and  her  title 
to  her  property  before  the  Church  of  Rome 
erer  held  sway  in  Ireland  ;  and  my  reasons 
are  two-fold.  First,  it  has  been  so  often 
mnd  80  ably  done  before,  that  anything  I 
conld  aay,  following  those  so  much  better 
qualified  to  speak  on  the  subject  than  I  am, 
woald  foil  fiatly  on  the  ears  of  the  House. 
Secondly*  as  tho  Motion  now  is  only  for 
going  into  Committee,  a  more  fitting  time 
will  arrire  to  discuss  tho  subject  from  its 
foondation.  Nor  will  I  use  the  argument 
ad  kommem,  because  in  the  varying  cir- 
enmitaneea  of  time  opinions  must  change 
upon  Mme  matters.  Therefore,  an  argu- 
Bient  founded  upon  the  circumstance  of 
your  opponent  having  once  thought  dif- 
ferently from  hia  present  convictions  does 
not  of  neeessity  make  your  position  right. 
Bat  there  are  times  for  and  modes  of 
changing,  if  weight  is  to  bo  attached  to 
yoor  change  of  opinion,  and  I  cannot  think 
that  the  time  and  mode  chosen  for  the  ex- 

greaaioa  of  his  new  conviction  by  the  right 
on.  Oentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
will  add  weight  or  dig^iity  to  his  present 
ezprcaiion  of  them— a  weight  which  other- 
wise mnst  always  be  given  to  the  views  of 
•  gentleman  pf  such  unrivalled  eloquence, 
intcllectoal  genius,  and  unrarying  industry 
ma  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  I  say 
new  conyiotioni,  because  they  are  new  as 
far  ma  the  outside  world  has  hitherto  known, 
thongh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us 
hia  more  intimate  friends  and  former  con- 
atitoenta  were  well  aware  of  his  changed 
opiniona  twenty  years  ago.  For  my  part, 
I  prefer  being  guided  by  the  opinions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  expressed  in 
hia  earlier  and  happier  days,  maintained 
with  eloqnence  and  power  during  tirenty- 
Itc  yeare  of  hia  more  vigorous  manhood, 
to  the  new  opinions,  the  result  apparently 
of  thoaemore  nnhallowed  inspirations  which 
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induced  him  to  quote  last  night  a  passage 
from  the  most  beautiful  instance  of  faith 
recorded  in  the  life  of  our  Saviour,  for  no 
purpose  of  argument  irhicli  I  could  sco  ex- 
cept to  compare  his  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
countrymen  even  to  the  dogs  which  eat  the 
crumbs.  I  am  told  there  are  some  on  these 
Benches  who  will  leave  us  on  this  occasion. 
1  cannot  understand  their  reasons  ;  but  I 
could  well  understand  why  some  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  on  the  other  side  might  consider 
their  Leader  in  his  newly-inspired  seal  was 
leading  them  too  fast,  and  their  telling  him 
they  could  not  follow.  And  I  cannot  help 
saying  I  listened  with  tho  deepest  regret 
to  tho  speech  of  tho  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford  (Viscount  Cranborne) — a 
speech  of  a  bitterness  I  hope  never  to  hear 
again.  I  cannot  help  thinking  he  accused 
unfairly  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
King's  Lynn,  when  ho  said  his  votes  in 
favour  of  Reform  last  year  wero  at  variance 
with  the  words  of  the  Resolution  of  the 
noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  Chester  (Earl 
Grosvenor),  which  he  seconded  in  1866.  I 
will  take  the  liberty  of  reading  the  words 
of  the  Resolution-^ 

"  That  this  IIousc,  while  read  j  to  consider,  with 
a  view  to  its  settlement,  tho  question  of  Parlia- 
mentarj  Ilcform,  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  inexpe- 
dient to  discuss  a  Bill  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Franchise  in  England  and  Wales  until  the  House 
has  before  it  the  entire  scheme  contemplated  b/ 
the  Government  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Re- 
presentation of  the  People."  —  [3  Hansard, 
clxxiii.  1156.] 

and  ask  tho  House,  whether  they  did 
nut  rather  pledge  tho  noble  Lord  to  sup- 
port Reform  than  otherwise  ?  The  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  Stam- 
ford was  loudly  cheered  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side.  I  can  understand  and 
appreciate  cheers  won  from  an  opponent 
by  the  expression  of  a  generous  sentiment; 
but  I  can  neither  understand  nor  appre- 
ciate cheers  won  by  taunts  and  abuse  of 
those  among  whom  you  sit  —  imputing 
motives  to  those  with  whom,  during  your 
political  career,  you  havo  been  associated 
in  close  and  intimate  terms;  because  there 
were  portions  of  their  policy  with  which 
you  differed — a  course  of  conduct  which 
embraced  in  its  censure  not  only  the  Chief, 
whom  the  noble  Lord  may  personally  dis- 
like, but  the  whole  of  the  great  party  who 
followed  that  Chief  to  victory  —  a  victory 
which  I  believe  will  be  for  tho  good  of  the 
nation.  I  should  now  like  to  say  a  word 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  the 
House.  I  cannot  understand  how  men  of 
undoubted  honour  and  integrity  in  all  the 
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»cial  afiViira  of  life  can  reconcile  it  to  their 
mscience,  having  regard  to  their  oath, 
id  the  pledges  made  on  their  hehalf  in 
$29,  to  vote  for  the  aholition  of  the  Estah- 
[shed  Church  of  Ireland  ;  and  I  would  he 
le  last  man  to  say  a  word  willingly  dis- 
ispectful  to  them,  or  tending  to  hurt  their 
[clings,  for  in  my  political  career  I  owe 
leni  many  ohligations,  and  I  have  among 
lem  many  personal  friends ;  but  it  seems 
[range  to  me  how  they  can  vote  for  the 
^struction  of  the  Established  Church  of 
'eland.  If  there  is  anything  in  the  teach- 
|g  of  their  Church  which  justifies  such  a 
»urse,  it  behoves  us,  as  Protestants,  to  be 
[ore  watchful  over  our  interests.  Well, 
ten,  we  are  told  that  a  State  Church  is 
\i  necessary.  Is  the  State  to  ignore  its 
ity  to  provide  the  means  of  worship  for 

people  ?     Is  the  State  to  say,  I  care 
\i  whether  you  have  means  of  worship  or 
It?     Bad  for  a  country  when  its  Govern- 
lent  proclaims  itself  indifferent  as  to  pro- 
ding  the  means  of  worship  for  its  people. 
I  main  tain  that  the  State  ought  to  offer 
le  means ;  but  the  State  cannot  enforce 
le  using  of  the  means  ;   and  what  the 
tate  offers  must  of  necessity  be  the  roli- 
[on  of  the  State.  The  alliance  now  formed 
itwecn   the  voluntaries  of  England  and 
|e  Roman  Catholics  cannot  last.     They 
ive  no  object  in  common  but  the  over- 
irow  of  the  Protestant  Establishment.     I 
lould  have   fancied   that    the  Church  of 
Inglftnd,  with  the    greater  liberty  of  opi- 
|on  given  to  its  members  than  the  Church 
Rome  grants,  would    have    better  nc- 
^rded  with  the  views  of  the  advocates  of 
iluntaryism.     But  tlio  Church  in  Ireland 
just  full,  say  both;  hence  the  temporary 
lliance,  an  alliance  unreasoning  and  un- 
jasonablc,  save  for  the  exigencies  of  the 
loment;    but  voluntaryism,  speaking  for 
iclf,  must  of  necessity  be  more  hostile  to 
|e  Church  of  Rome,  with  its  unbounded 
jmands  for  spiritual  power,  than  to  the 
hurch   of  England.     Wo  are  again  told 
|at  in  England  the  Established   Church 
es   in  the  hearts  of  the  people,  and  in 
Icland  that  it  does  not.     Let  ns  analyze 
]at  statement.     I  ask  you  voluntaries  of 
Dgland,  Does  the  Church  of  En«;land  live 

your  hearts  ?     Does  it  live,  and  leave  * 

impress  on  the  heart  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
[r  for  SheflSeld  ?  No.  I  believe  he  and 
lu  taste  it  more  bitterly  than  any  Roman 
itholic  tastes  the  Established  Church  of 
jcland.     I  venture  to  say  that  the  Church 

Ireland  is  more  dear  to  its  members 
|an  is  the  Church  of  England.     Both, 

Si%'  Hervey  Bruce 


perhaps,  are  distasteful  to  those  who  differ; 
but  are  we  for  that  reason  to  overthrow  an 
ancient  Establishment,  the  growth  of  cen- 
turies, and  respected,  as  I  know,  by  many 
of  my  Roman  Catholic  countrymen.  Pro- 
testants of  England,  I  ask  you  to  pause. 
Depend  upon  it,  if  our  Church  falls,  the 
argument  of  living  in  the  hearts  of  the 
people  will  not  save  yours.  You  may  endure 
for  a  little  ;  but  as  surely  as  you  destroy 
the  Established  Church  of  Ireland,  so 
surely  will  the  Church  of  England  fall 
with  it — the  great  bulwark  of  our  free  and 
glorious  Constitution.  Well,  now,  for  a 
moment,  let  us  suppose  that  the  Hoose 
goes  into  Committee,  and  passes  the  Reso- 
lutions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, let  us  look  at  the  position  of  affairs. 
The  House  will  remember  the  Resolution 
passed  by  Lord  John  Russell  in  1835 — 

"  That  tho  House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  ConH 
mitteee  of  the  Whole  House  to  consider  the  tem- 
poralities of  the  Church  of  Ireland." 

The  Ayes  wore  322  ;  Noes,  289  :  ao  that 
the  Motion  was  carried  by  a  majoritj  of 
33 ;  and  yet,  from  that  time  to  this,  no 
action  has  been  taken.  Let  us  look  for  a 
moment  at  the  results  of  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  carrying  his  Resolutions. 
They  go  farther  than  Lord  John  Ruaaell'a. 
and  they  are  intended  to  place  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  power.  What  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  just  told  us  ?  Why,  it  is 
this — that  when  his  party  is  in  power  they 
can  do  nothing  Liberal,  because  we  prevent 
them.  Yet,  these  so-called  Liberals  ap- 
proved our  Reform  Bill,  but  when  we  are 
in  power,  with  their  assistance  we  can  do 
anything.  But  let  us  suppose  for  a  moment 
(a  result,  I  believe,  impossible},  these  Reso- 
lutions carried,  tho  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire in  office  on  tho  strength  of  them, 
what  is  the  position  of  affairs  ?  All  action 
in  the  Church  of  Ireland  suspended  by  the 
passing  uf  a  simple  abstract  Resolution  in 
this  House,  with  no  Act  of  Farliament, 
and,  perhaps,  another  thirty-five  years  (the 
Liberals  having  gained  all  they  want,  and 
returned  to  power),  may  go  over  our  heads 
before  an  Act  of  Parliament  is  passed,  either 
to  sanction  or  disapprove  of  these  abstract 
Resolutions,  which  would  in  the  meanwhile 
stop  all  action  in  the  Church,  and  leave 
matters  in  hopeless  confusion.  This  Chureh 
is  called  nn  "  alien  Church."  Its  history, 
when  the  time  comes  for  again  reciting  it 
will  be  proved  to  be  otherwise,  and  it  was 
promised  to  us — what  in  other  times  woald 
have  been  called  secured  to  us— bj  the  Aot 
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of  UiiioDy  and  jet  your  English  and  Scotch 
If  embers  propose  to  take  it  from  us ;  for  I 
Tontare  to  assert  that  the  Difision  List  will 
ahow  that  Irish  Members  bjr  themselves 
woold  respect  its  prescriptive  title.     The 
right  hen.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
haa  told   us  there  are  anomalies  in  the 
Cbnrch.    When  are  there  not  anomalies  in 
e? erjthing  ?    We  have  often  been  told  that 
anomalies  are  the  glory  of  our  institutions. 
Well*  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  has  pro- 
duced two.    If  there  were  more,  his  rc- 
aearch  would  have  discovered  them.     I  say 
at  onee,  reform  them  if  they  are  there. 
Let  no  such  abuses  exist ;  but  for  such 
things  do  not  overthrow  an  ancient  Church, 
the  growth  of  centuries^  a  Church  estab- 
lished before  the  See  of  Rome  pretended 
to  have  sway  in  Ireland  ;  and  if  we  talk  of 
anomalies,  is  it  no  anomaly  that  the  worthy 
Baron  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London, 
with  his  wealth  of  European  extent,  should 
simply  have  one  vote  in  the  return  of  its 
Members,  on  equality  with  the  man  who 
oceapiea  a  house  and  pays  his  rate.     I  do 
not  say  sueh  a  state  of  thing  is  unjust.    All 
I  say  is.  is  it  an  anomaly  ?    Now  for  a  mo- 
ment* before  I  sit  down,  let  us.look  at  the 
reaaona  given  for  the  necessity  of  at  once 
overthrowing    tlie   Establishment  first  to 
latisfy  the  demands  of  the  Church  of  Rome. 
Has  not  that  Chuich  told  us  by  its  ministers 
tliat  the  Establishment,  though  a  griev- 
aneo.  la  by  no  means  a  first  class  one — 
that  there  are  others  of  far  greater  inipor- 
taneo  lying  behind.  So  you  wound  in  their 
ionderest  feelings  the  most  loyal  portiou  of 
yonr  Irish  fellow-countrymen;  because  this 
qoestion  will  oflfend  all  Protestants ;  and  I 
have  not  ■ooner  alluded  to  my  Presbyterian 
brethren,  becanse  the  present  question  does 
not  at  onee  affect  them ;  but  if  the  Estab- 
lishnent  goes,  the  small  and  far  too  small 
inttaneo  whieh  has  been  given  to  them  will 
go  to»  the  rights  of  property  will  follow, 
and  then  the  Kepeal  of  the  Union.     Your 
■acond  reason  for  urging  the  necessity  of 
iaaiediate  action  is  the  suspension  of  the 
Habaaa  Corpui  Act ;  but  you  thoroughly 
miaondorstand  the  feeling  of  Ireland.    You 
try  lo  meddle  with  us  ;  you  mistake  the 
ravinga  of  demagogues  who  trade  upon  the 
craduUty  of  an  excitable,  but  kindly  and 
oaailj  governed    people,    for   the  feelings 
nf  a  nation.     Treat  ns  kindly  ;  do  not  be 
alwaja  offering  legislation  impossible,  and 
laiiing  expectation  where  you  eannot  per- 
iarm.     Do   not  suppose  the  conduct  of 
etiangora  from  another  land  let  loose  upon 
Iiilaad  to  ba  aanetioned  by  the  masses  of 


her  people.  Ireland  is  loyal,  but  Ireland 
is  excited  ;  and  because  she  is  so.  how  do 
you  propose  to  legislate  ?  You  offer  a  sop 
to  ono  portion  of  her  population,  certainly 
not  that  portion  most  attached  to  your  rule 
— a  sop  which  they  tell  you  plainly  they 
regard  but  as  a  very  small  instalment — 
confiscation  of  property,  and  Repeal  of  the 
Union,  being  the  further  demands.  Are 
you  prepared  for  such  concessions  ?  If 
not,  why  wound  in  their  most  cherished 
convictions,  and  injure  in  their  most  ina- 
lienable rights,  that  powerful  portion  of 
your  fellow-subjects,  who,  in  your  hours  of 
difficulty  and  danger,  have  been  your  firm- 
est friends  ?  Fauso  well  before  you  enter 
upon  the  path  proposed  to  you.  Think  of 
it.  Consider  whether  the  affections  (you 
may  be  sure  of  their  loyalty)  will  be  of 
more  value  to  you  than  the  praise  of  de- 
magogues, who,  having  raised  themselves 
by  appealing  to  the  passions  of  a  people, 
care  not  for  the  people  when  their  own 
objects  are  attained,  and  have  no  abiding 
influence.  I  will  only  make  one  quota- 
tion, but  I  wish  to  read  to  the  House  the 
words  of  a  very  eminent  Roman  Catholic 
Judge,  lately  passed  from  amongst  us—- 
Mr.  Justice  Shee.  What  does  he  say  of 
the  Established  Church  ? — 

"  Tho  Church  bj  Intr  established  is  the  Church 
of  a  community  everjfwhero  considerable  in  re- 
spect of  property,  rank,  and  intelligence  ;  it  is 
strong  in  the  prescription  of  three  centuries,  and 
in  the  support  which  it  receives  from  the  supposed 
identity  of  its  interests  with  those  of  tho  Church 
of  England.  Nothing  short  of  a  convulsion, 
tearing  up  both  EstablUhmcnts  by  the  roots  could 
accomplish  its  ovcrthrovr." 

1  will  now  say  a  word  to  the  rip^ht  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire.  Two  years 
ago,  ho  said  to  us  with  menacing  gesture, 
'*£o  wise  I  And  bo  wise  in  time."  I 
now  say  to  him.  Beware,  lest  the  brittle 
ladder  upon  which  you  hope  to  rise  to  power 
break  beneath  your  weight,  and  overwhelm 
you  in  its  fall ;  or  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  shall  acquire  the  momentary  strength  to 
raise  you  to  that  giddy  eminence  you — 
having  sapped  tho  foundations  of  an  an- 
cient Empire — should,  instead  of  finding 
yourself  the  ruler  of  a  mighty  nation, 
worthy  the  ambition  of  a  statesman,  dis- 
cover too  late  you  were  only  the  Minister 
of  divided  kingdoms,  only  worthy  of  a 
man  who  loves  power  more  than  his 
country. 

Mr.  carter  said,  that  he  should  not 
have  offered  himself  to  the  attention  of  the 
House,  even  for  the  few  moments  that  he 
should  occupy  it,  but  for  the  fact  that  his 
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action  had  taken  place  einoe  the  day  on 
lich  the  Kesolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
mtleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
|ire  had  been  placed  upon  the  Paper.  The 
lult  of  that  election,  therefore — bringing 

he  did  the  opinions  of  his  constituents 
}sh  from  the  hustings — might  be  taken  as 

le  indication  of  the  course  of  opinion 

the  country  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish 

lurch.    That  consideration  alone  was  his 

IcuBo  for  trespassing  on  the  attention  of 

le  House.     His  opponent  was  one  of  Her 

lajesty's   Counsel,  a   learned  gentleman 

]th  whom  in  eloquence  he  could  not  pre- 

td  to  compete,  and  who  had  laid  before 

le  constituency  the  reasons  which  natu- 

|lly  occurred  to  bim  against  the  Resolu- 

ms  of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman.     His 

Instituents,  however,  wcro  plain  men ;  and 

ley  could  not  understand  why  an  injustice, 

liich  it  appeared  no  one  was  prepared  to 

jfend,  should  be  allowed  to  remain  for  a 

igle  day  beyond  the  time  when  it  could 

removed.     They  could  not  understand 

(w  delay  in  such  a  case  could  be  anything 

It  a  new  injustice  ;  and  it  appeared  to 

lem  that  there  ought  to  be  no  deloy  in 

jmedying  the  existing    state  of  things. 

iring  the  election,  the  subject  of  Ireland 

id  the  position  of  the  Irish  Church  had 

Icupied  a  main  part  of  the  attention  of  his 

jnstituents,  who  could  not  be  made  to 

iderstand  that  it  was  just,   or  wise,  or 

|ir  that  the  Church  of  the  few  should   be 

tmiuant  over  the  many.     They  thought 

|at  the  sooner  such  a  state  of  things  was 

it  an  end  to  the  better  ;  and  instead  of 

jturning    the    eloquent   gentleman,    who 

>uld  have  opposed  the  ri^ht    hon.   Gcn- 

sman's  Resolutions,    they    had  returned 

much  more  humble  individual,   because 

ley  thought  he  would  more  truly  repre- 

nt  them.     He    (Mr.   Carter)  hoped  the 

jouse   would    consider  that  some  weight 

IS  to  be  attached  to  so  recent  an  exprcs- 

)n  of  opinion.    His  own  opinions  entirely 

nncided  with  those  of  his  constituents  on 

|e  subject  before  the  House  ;  and  it  would 

the  greatest  satisfaction  to  himself — no 
|ss  than  his  duty — to  give  his  first  vote 

the  House  of  Commons  in  support  of  the 
|esolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
id  against  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
|e  Foreign  Secretary. 
Mr.  Serjeant  ARMSTRONG  said,  he 
id  heard  wiih  astonishment  the  allegation 
lat  there  was  any  substantial  novelty  in 
ie  proposition  before  the  House.  He  ad- 
jitted  that  a  Resolution  so  conceived  and 

exactly  expressing  the  direct  object  in 
Mr.  Carter 


view  as  the  present  one  had  not  hitherto 
been  brought  before  that  House  ;  but,  from 
the  course  of  events  and  the  drift  and 
tenour  of  the  public  mind  on  that  question, 
any  man  might  easily  have  foreseen  for 
years  past  that  the  time  was  fast  approach- 
ing when  that  Resolution  would  be  intro- 
duced ;  and  he  himself  three  years  ago  on 
the  hustings  at  Sligo  had  ventured  to  pre- 
dict that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  would  be  the  person  to  intro- 
duce it.  The  frank  and  honest  speech  of 
the  Home  Secretary  that  night  had  re- 
moved the  mask  under  which  the  Foreign 
Secretary  had  sought  to  debate  that  ques- 
tion, and  to  shroud  the  opinions  of  the 
Cabinet.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  have  spoken  in  the  eloquent  manner 
he  did  without  belief  in  the  soundnesB  of 
the  position  he  was  advocating.  The  cheers 
with  which  that  speech  had  been  received, 
not  only  behind  the  Treasury  Bench,  bnt 
upon  it,  was  a  distinct  announcement  to  the 
House  and  the  country  that  the  issue  now 
raised  was  simply  this — should  Protestant 
ascendancy  in  Ireland  be  maintained  at  all 
costs  and  all  hazards,  or  should  that  country 
in  future  be  governed  on  the  only  principle 
on  which  he  believed  in  his  conscience  it 
could  be  governed  consistently  with  the 
safety  and  the  integrity  of  the  Empire— 
namely,  perfect  equality,  religious  as  well 
as  civil  ?  As  a  Member  of  that  House  and 
a  lawyer,  he  certainly  would  not  advocate 
any  measure  involving  a  violation  of  Her 
Majesty's  Coronation  Oath,  or  interfering 
really  and  substantially  with  the  Articles  of 
Union  ;  but  what,  he  asked,  was  the  object 
of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  moved 
that  the  Coronation  Oath  and  part  of  the 
Act  of  Union  should  be  read  before  the 
opening  of  that  debate?  Why,  evidently 
to  frighten  the  House  from  its  propriety. 
He  supposed  it  must  have  been  some  con- 
solation to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  have 
the  Oath  read,  as  they  had  greeted  it  with 
cheers.  But  what  had  the  Solicitor  General, 
the  responsible  Law  Adviser  of  the  Crown, 
told  the  House  on  that  very  point  ?  Why, 
that  he  had  considered  the  Coronation 
Oath,  and  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Royal 
sanction  to  an  Act  of  Parliament  disestab* 
lishing  the  Irish  Church  would  involve  no 
violation  of  that  Oath,  and  that  he  could 
not  as  a  lawyer  pretend  that  it  would. 
There  was  not  a  lawyer  in  that  Honse— 
nay,  he  would  go  further,  and  say  that  there 
was  no  gentleman  of  education  versed  in 
the  terms  of  plain  language  who  believed 
that  the  Coronation    Oath    pledged    the 
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Rojal  eonseienee  to  do  more  than  goyern 
the  eotmtry  id  accordance  with  the  statutes 
then  or  thereafter  to  be  passed.  When 
certain  Archbishoprics  and  Bishoprics  were 
Buppresaed  bj  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act,  was  it  suggested  that  the  then  Mon- 
arch yiolated  his  Coronation  Oath  in  giving 
his  assent  to  that  Act  ?  But  then  it  was 
laid  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Reso- 
lutioni  were  an  interference  with  tho  Act 
of  Union.  He  had  always  understood  that 
the  present  Parliament  represented  both 
the  parties  to  the  Act  of  Union,  and  that 
the  same  authoritj  which  made  that  or  any 
other  Act  could  repeal  it.  Ho  maintained 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  Union  to 
preyent  the  repeal  either  of  the  Union  or  of 
any  Article  in  it.  They  now  had  the  au- 
thority of  the  Solicitor  General  of  England 
in  Bopport  of  this  proposition,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  hear  no  more  twaddle  either 
about  the  Coronation  Oath  or  the  Act  of 
Union.  The  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
wai  committed  to  a  certain  corporation 
vpon  a  certain  trust.  The  distinguishing 
mark  of  private  property  was  that  it  could 
be  alienated;  but  the  Church  could  not 
alienate  an  inch  of  property.  A  most  un- 
founded statemeut  had  been  made  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  population  looked  upon  the 
Irish  Chnreh  with  complacency.  Knowing 
the  people  of  that  country  intimately,  he 
believed  that  they  saw  in  that  Church  an 
eiisting  symbol  of  the  oppression  to  which 
they  had  been  subjected.  They  derived  no 
comfort  from  its  ministrations.  They  did 
not  belieTO  in  its  doctrines,  and  they  knew 
that  iome  of  the  clergy  who  were  esteemed 
the  balwarks  of  that  Church  were  employed 
to  Tilifj  the  Church  of  the  Irish  people. 
It  waa  said  that  tho  Irish  Church  was  sup- 
ported bj  the  landlords,  but  that  would 
open  a  wide  question.  Whatever  political 
economiati  might  say,  the  Irish  people 
anderatood  perfectly  well  that  they  paid  the 
Chnreh  and  the  landlord  too.  He  remem- 
bered having  a  conversation  with  a  plain 
mtMf  one  of  a  party  who  were  at  work  in  a 
ield  getting  potatoes,  and  who  asked  him, 
**  li  it  anj  barm,  Sir,  for  a  clergyman  to 
apeak  to  the  priest?'*  If  there  was  a 
rami  pariah  in  Ireland  in  which  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  priest  and  the  Protestant 
dergyman  eichanged  words  it  was  the 
eieeption.  Though  the  Protestant  clergy- 
man bad  a  congregation  of,  perhaps, 
oalj  two  or  three  people,  and  the  mass 
of  the  population  were  Roman  Catholics, 
be  waa  an  aristoeratf  and  looked  upon  tho 
prieot  ai  an  intrader.   In  the  oitiesi  owing 


to  there  being  more  of  social  intercourse 
and  from  other  circumstances,  tho  case  was 
different;  hut,  as  a  rule,  there  was  a  total 
estrangement  between  Protestants  and  Ro- 
man Catholics,  and  this  was  owing  to  the 
maintenance  of  n  Church  which  the  latter 
regarded  as  a  symbol  of  oppression.  When 
he  said  to  the  peasant  to  whom  he  had  be- 
fore referred,  **  The  landlord  (pays  the 
tithes,"  the  man  replied,  *' But  who  pays 
the  landlord  ?  "  The  feeling  pervaded  the 
peasantry — and  he  believed  that  the  feel- 
ing was  undoubtedly  correct — that  thcj 
themselves  paid  for  the  Irish  Church.  The 
question  really  was,  was  this  Church  nn 
insult  or  a  grievance  to  them  ?  Such  a 
state  of  things  would  not  be  tolerated  in 
England;  nor  would  anyone  think  of  in- 
troducing a  priori  such  a  system  into  Ire- 
lond.  Then  came  the  question,  ought  the 
Church  to  be  continued,  and  the  question 
was  not  so  much  an  Irish  as  an  Imperial 
one.  There  ought  to  be  no  occasion  for 
tho  standing  army  which  was  now  in  Ire- 
land; nor  would  there  be  only  for  the  efforts 
made  to  uphold  ascendancy.  The  Govern- 
ment and  Parliament  ought  to  at  once  de- 
cide whether  Ireland  was  to  be  governed 
on  the  principle  of  ascendancy  or  that  of 
religious  equality.  Nothing  could  bo  more 
unconstitutional  than  to  say  that  this  House 
of  Commons  was  moribund,  and  incapable 
of  expressing  an  opinion.  It  was  true  that 
it  could  not  bind  its  successor  ;  but  it  could 
send  a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland,  and 
the  announcement  that  justice  was  to  be 
done  would  have  a  most  beneficial  effect. 
The  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  the  Church 
Establishment  could  not  be  put  an  end  to 
without  a  fierce  and  protracted  struggle, 
had  brought  out  tho  Liberal  party,  who  had 
a  Leader  who  would  conduct  them  to  victory. 
All  the  talk  about  what  the  Orangemen  of 
Ulster  would  do  was  mere  bluster.  They 
had  threatened  a  great  deal  before  the 
passing  of  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Act; 
but  when  it  passed  they  returned  to  their 
fields  and  their  looms,  and  had  remained 
there  until  very  recently,  when  more  auspi- 
cious times  seemed  to  afford  them  an  op- 
portunity of  again  disturbing  the  country. 
There  was  no  danger  that  tho  Protestants 
of  Ireland  would  be  alienated  by  a  measuro 
such  as  that  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire. He  (Mr.  Serjeant  Armstrong)  did 
not  believe  that  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Protestant  Church  would  abate  the  loyalty 
of  the  long-pampered  population  of  the 
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irth  of  Ireland.  It  was  assamed  that 
)re  was  an  unanimous  feeling  among 
(tesiants  in  Ireland  upon  tlie  matter; 

this  was  by  no  means  so.  lie  did  not 
i\\  to  speak  with  any  disrespect  of  the 
Irgy  of  the  Church,  of  which  he  was  a 
Imber  ;  but  he  must  say  that  the  clergy 
Ire  like  other  people  who  were  paid  in  an 
jerse  proportion  to  their  work.    He  made 

remark  because  what  they  were  about 

spoken  of  as  though  they  were  going 

sacrifice  an   army  of  saints,  when  in 

|th  there  were  among  the  clergy  good, 

1,  and  indifferent.      His  experience  of 

)xn  was  that,  while  they  did  their  duty  in 

Church,  they  troubled  themselves  ?ery 

ile  about  what  their  parishioners  or  the 

{idren  of  their  parishioners  were  doing 

lome.     He  knew  a  parish  close  to  the 

laoe  of  Armagh,  where  a  visit  from  the 

Itor  to  a  humble  Protestant  was  never 

»wn ;   and  it  was  a  constant  complaint 

iDublin  and  other  places  that  the  Fro- 

Itant  clergyman  never  visited  his  flock 

fess  to  ask  for  a  subscription  towards  a 

irity.     If  one  wanted  to  hear  eloquent 

[mens  in  Dublin  the  churches  in  which 

lear  them  were  those  which  were  sup- 

rted  by  pew-rents.     It  was  not  the  fact 

kt  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church 

jlreland  held  that  place  in  the  affections 

the  laity  which  some  hon.  Gentlemen 

luld  lead  the   House  to  suppose.     Too 

]ch  must  not  be  expected  even  from  the 

lestablishment  of  the  Church,  for  there 

*e  other  things  behind  it.     He  was  not 

who  was  frigiitened  by  the  term  *'re- 
lution,''  and,  indeed,  it  was  a  mere  term. 
|e  settlement  of  the  land  question  on  a 

basis  would,  however,  rapidly  follow  ; 

the  difficulty  on  that  point  consisted  in  ! 

refusal  of  the  landlords  to  grant  leases: 
it  refusal  was  designed  to  wield  political 
Lhority  over  their  tenants,  and  the  ob-  | 

of  that  authority  was  the  maintenance 
Protestant  ascendancy.      The  Church 

land  questions  were  thus  closely  con- 

ited,  and  the  settlement  of  the  former 

luld  pave  the  way  for  the  social  rcgcnera* 

n,  of  Ireland.     He  supported  the  Reso- 

lion  because  he  believed  the  right  hon. 

jntleman  by  whom  it  was  proposed  was 

irtily  prepared    to   carry  out   a    policy 

lich  would   allay  agitation,   banish   dis- 

jitent,  and  diffuse  loyalty  and  tranquillity 

»r  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  country. 

;oLONEL  STUART  KNOX  said,  after 

able,  manly,  straightforward,  and  he 
;ht  say  glorious  speech — not  of  the  hon. 

learned  member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Serjeant 

Mr,  Serjeant  Armetrong 


Armstrong),  but  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department — 
he  should  not  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
take  a  part  in  this  discussion  ;  but  that,  be- 
ing the  Irishman  that  had  ventured  to  inter- 
fere between  the  House  and  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire,  by  moving  that  the  5th 
Article  of  the  Act  of  Union  be  read  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
say  a  few  words  in  justifibation  of  the 
course  he  had  pursued.  He  looked  upon 
the  Act  of  Union  as  the  safeguard  of  his 
country,  and,  although  he  could  not  justify 
the  means  by  which  it  was  obtained,  he 
contended  that  the  ends  had  been  of  ad- 
vantage to  Ireland.  He  saw  in  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
destruction  of  the  fundamental  Articles  of 
that  Union,  and  virtually  of  the  Union  itself. 
For  what,  he  asked,  would  come  next? 
Why,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  be- 
gin to  clamour  for  a  Parliament  on  College 
Green.  For  his  own  part  he  would  rather 
have  met  the  Resolutions  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  by  a  distinct  negative ;  hut, 
like  a  shipwrecked  sailor,  be  was  willing  to 
seize  upon  any  plank  that  offered  safety. 
He  believed  that  that  plank  bad  been 
honestly  thrown  out  by  Her  Majeaty'a  Gk>- 
vernment,  and  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  proved  to  him  that  such  really 
was  the  case.  If  the  Resolutions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  be  adopted, 
what  would  be  the  result  ?  How,  he  asked, 
would  the  Coronation  Oath  be  affected  ? 
They  had  heard  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  that  it  was  all 
a  pretence.  Was  that  true  ?  Would  Her 
most  gracious  Majesty  look  on  it  as  such  ? 
Was  it  possible  that  she  would  be  asked, 
by  a  mere  Resolution  of  the  House,  to 
violate  it  ?  He  did  not  venture  to  say  so. 
The  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  called  in  effect,  upon 
Her  Majesty  to  violate  her  Oath.  He 
looked  upon  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  the  most  cowardly  one 
that  had  ever  been  made  in  that  Hoaae. 
Why  had  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
undertaken  to  bring  in  a  Bill  upon  the 
question  ?  And  what  about  the  oath  which 
he  had  taken  as  a  Privy  Councillor  %  Did 
that  justify  him  in  the  course  he  was  par- 
suing  ?  But  leaving  this  as  a  matter  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  conscience, 
ho  would  ask,  whether  the  effect  of  the 
Resolutions  before  the  House  would  not  be 
to  alienate  the  loyal  and  honeat  people  of 
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th«  North  of  Ireland  !  He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  really 
believed  that  this  proposed  robbery  and 
•poliation  of  the  Irish  Church  would  satisfy 
the  people  of  Ireland  ?  It  was  ridiculous  to 
Bupposeso.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  opinions  which  he  held  twenty-fire 
jeart  ago  upon  this  subject  were  somewhat 
aimilar  to  those  he  now  expressed.  It  ap- 
peared, therefore,  that  although  he  was 
then  Member  for  the  Uniyersity  of  Oiford, 
he  was  always  ready  to  aid  in  putting  down 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  Did  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  obtain  votes  at  the 
last  election  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
when  ho  was  a  candidate,  from  dignitaries 
of  the  Irish  Church  under  the  belief  that 
he  would  give  his  support  to  the  mainten- 
anee  of  the  Irish  Church  ?  Until  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  answered  that  question  by 
a  Begative,  he  (Colonel  S.  Knox)  would  as- 
sert it  ae  a  fact.  A  good  deal  had  been 
aaid  about  Protestant  ascendancy  in  Ire- 
land— thej  wanted  no  ascendancy — they 
had  none.  The  only  penal  law  in  operation 
now  was  one  against  the  Protestants. 
They  had  the  Processions  Act  in  existence 
which  was  a  penal  law  only  against  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland.  All  they  asked 
wae  that  the  law  should  be  made  to  ap- 
ply to  all  parties  in  the  country,  and 
then  they  would  willingly  support  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  s  proposal  to  buy 
off  the  rights  of  those  interested  in 
IIm  Chnreh  savoured  very  much  of  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  had  himself  said 
about  '*  trick  and  contrivance.''  He  con- 
tended that  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Chnroh  waa  the  property  of  the  members 
and  not  of  the  ministers  of  that  Church. 
The  hoD.  member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Armatrong)  spoke  of  the  clergy  of  the 
Korth  as  living  merely  for  their  own  in- 
terest and  benefit.  That  was  untrue.  He 
(Colonel  S.  Knox)  knew  that  the  clergy  of 
the  North — both  Protestants  and  Presby- 
terians—devoted their  time  and  attention 
te  the  interests  of  their  parishioners.  The 
taant  was  an  unworthy  one,  and  should  not 
he  east  upon  so  estimable  a  body  of  men..  A 
Badieal  Friend  of  his  (Colonel  S.  Knox's), 
a  Ueaber  of  that  House,  had  recently  told 
him  that  they  (the  Radicals)  had  succeeded 
in  getting  nearly  everything  but  the  Crown. 
Thia  he  feared  was  almost  true;  and  there- 
fore it  was  that  he  stood  up  to  protect  the 
Crown  and  the  remnant  of  the  Constitu- 
tion* 

Mb.  0*&BILLT  remarked  that  the  5th 
Artisle  of  Iho  Aet  of  Unioni  whioh  had  been 


so  frequently  referred  to,  provided  for  tho 
maintenance,  doctrine,  discipline,  and  go- 
vernment of  the  Ciiurch  of  Ireland,  but  con- 
tained not  a  word  respecting  its  endowment 
or  its  ascendancy  in  the  country.  One  of  the 
arguments  advanced  in  favour  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Ireland  was  that  it 
was  a  missionary  Church,  and  there  was 
another  argument  that  lay  behind,  which 
was  that  it  was  an  English  garrison.  As 
to  its  being  a  missionary  Church,  he  oould 
not  better  describe  its  position  than  by 
quoting  the  words  of  a  beneficed  clergy- 
man of  the  Establishment  — Dr.  Gregg, 
incumbent  of  St.  Nicholas  Within.  That 
gentleman  said — 

*'  I  am  a  beneficed  clergyman,  but  without  oare 
of  souls.  I  cannot  help  that.  Every  man's  vo- 
cation is  what  Grod  has  given  him.  My  vocation 
is  to  hold  my  tongue." 

And  then  Dr.  Gregg  proceeded  to  say  that 
bo  himself  had  taught  the  whole  Roman 
Catholic  population  of  Dublin,  though  he 
was  a  sinccurist  of  St.  Nicholas  Within  ; 
for,  though  he  preached  every  Sunday  in 
an  empty  church,  yet,  when  he  stood  in 
the  midst  of  Roman  Catholics  and  told 
them  they  were  going  the  broad  way  to 
destruction,  he  was  thereby  teaching  them 
and  doing  his  duty.  Well,  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  had  been  a  missionary 
Church  for  300  years,  and  what  had  been 
its  fruits  ?  He  did  not  wish  to  rake  up  the 
memory  of  evil  days,  though  they  had  been 
told  to-night  by  the  Home  Secretary  that 
it  was  only  forgers  of  tales  that  had  in- 
vented such  legends  to  delude  the  Irish 
people.  Now,  he  would  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  bitterest  edicts  against 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  had  been  signed 
by  prelates  of  the  Established  Church — 
from  Loftus  to  Hoadley — the  first  of 
whom  ordered  the  torture  of  Archbishop 
0 'Hurley,  and  the  latter  signed  the  last 
edict  against  the  celebration  of  the  Mass. 
It  was  necessary  to  recal  some  of  this 
bitter  history  in  order  that  it  might  be 
understood  in  what  manner  this  missionary 
Church  was  regarded  by  the  Catholic  po- 
pulation. It  was  but  little  exaggeration  to 
say  of  that  Church  that  its  text  to  the 
Irish  people  was,  "I  came  not  to  bring 
peace,  but  the  sword."  Now,  what  were 
the  results  ?  Tho  Protestant  religion  was 
first  introduced  by  law  into  Ireland  in 
1537.  It  was  re-established  in  the  begin- 
ning of  tho  reign  of  Elizabeth.  Nearly 
100  years  after,  or  in  1641,  Sir  William 
Petty  —  no  contemptible  authority  — 
stated  that  the  population  of  Ireland  was 
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E6,000,  of  irhom  the  Frotestanti  were 

1,000    Bnd    the    Catholics    more    tlinn 

(0,000.      Then  came  the  only  leaWj 

sful  inisBionftrj  of  Fro tegtuii tiara   in 

].  tvlio  realij  did  iticrease  the  rcla- 

roportion  of   Protestenta  —  OliTer 

rell.     He  canio  widi  a  Bible  in  one 

ind  a  sn'ord  in  the  other,  and  sought 

erminato  thone  whom  he  could  not 

t,  and  it  was  remarkahle  how  auc- 

he   was.     Within   eighteen  jeara 

|r  Sir  William  Fett;  had  given  the  popu- 

of  Ireland  as  nearlj  1,500,000,  ihftt 

Illation  wna  reduced  to  exactly  500,000; 

J  83,000  were  Protestants  of  Erg- 

Scotcli  birth,  and  150,000  were 

li  Protcstnnts  of  en  earlier  date.    These 

I   are   taken  from  the  Census  of 

l9,  lately  discovered  among  the  Lans- 

iie  Papers.     Therefore,  after  the  eier- 

i  of  Cromwell,  the  proportion  of  Pro- 

|ants    to  Catholics  was  eiactly  equal. 

ionarj    Church,    supported    by 

mtinued  its  efforts  until   1834, 

then    tha  proportion  of  Protestants 

'land  had   sunk  to  20  from  50  per 

Then  came  other   successful   mit' 

iea  of   the  eamo  sort  — the  famine 

46,  and    the  pestilence  of   1847  — 

raised  the  proportion  of  Protestants 

fnmi  20  per  cent.     But  let  them  e»- 

how  matters  stood  in  the  metropolis, 

|lhere  was  no  part  of  the  country  where 

.iv-Eatnblished  Church  was  so  strong. 

II  endowed,  or  had   so   much  wealth, 

llligence.  or   education.     In    I6C4,  the 

loktion   of   Dublin   conaiated   of   5,500 

tiinls    and  2,400  Calholioa  ;   or  in 

iTords,  ilio  Protestants  were  as  two 

.   In  1861,  the  ProteatantB  of  Dublin 

)  56,000,  the  Catholics  196,000;  or. 

her  word?,  the  Protestants  from  two 

0  had  become  to  the  Catholics  as  one 

iree.      Stich  had  been  tlio  result  of 

iiissionary  efforts  of  the  law-protected 
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(h  could 

;1it  of  injustice,  if  linked  with  such  a 
ry  of  wrong.  Then  there  was  liio 
argument  which  lay  behind,  that  the 
::an  KalablislimeDt  was  an  English 
on.  In  the  last  (Quarterly  lieview 
words  were  used— 

I  Tho  Proleslnnt  garriaon  in  rrclani],  with 
wo  cniinol  broak  without  grayelj  impocil- 
B  intperitj  of  the  Empire,  will  not  hear  of 
propoiul.' ' 

Chief  Justice  Whiteeidi . 
er  of  that  House,  had  made  use  of 
same  argument,  for  he  said  tUat  as 
Mr.  O'BeiUy 


soon  M  they  destroyed  the  Irish  Church 
tliey  would  destroy  the  Monarchy,  and  ap- 
root  British  power  in  Ireland,  Now,  he 
would  meet  that  argument  completely  and 
boldly.  He  (Mr.  O'BeiUy)  would  admit 
it  was  in  a  great  measure  true  that  the 
Anglicans  in  Ireland  were  xealous  lup* 
porters  of  English  institutious.  But,  sup- 
pose it  was  India,  uot  Ireland,  they  had  to 
deal  with.  Suppose  ihey  had  for  centuriea 
persecuted  the  religion  of  the  Hindoos — 
that  they  had  established  a  pririleged 
class,  few  in  number,  among  them,  and 
had  set  up  in  every  district  a  church  and 
minister  that  were  not  the  Church  and 
minister  of  the  people — did  they  think  they 
would  want  to  inquire  whether  English 
rule  was  popular  in  India  or  not  ?  Waa 
it  not  plain  that  a*  long  as  England  up- 
held the  asocndanoy  of  a  class,  she  most 
expect  the  alienation  of  a  people  ?  Well, 
what  was  the  garrison  worth  ?  Its  loyalty 
was  lately  stated  by  one  of  their  prineipu 
oratora,  amid  loud  cheers,  to  be  conditional. 
Then  it  waa  said  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
ciliate the  Roman  Catholics.  It  reminded 
him  of  a  story  of  O'Connell's.  A  man 
complained  to  him  that  he  conid  never 
Fatten  his  horse,  though  he  tried  all  tha 
quack  medicines  he  could  get.  Wherenpon 
U'Connell  asked  him,  "Did  yon  ever  try 
oats?"  Let  them  try  equal  juetiee  for 
Ireland.  The  Irish  Roman  Catholiea  were 
quite  content  in  Canada  and  elsewhere  out 
of  their  nntivc  country,  simply  because 
they  had  equal  rights  and  equal  justice 
away  from  Ireland.  The  aasertiou  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  do  not  care  for  the  »«- 
ccndancy  of  Che  Church  was  answered 
most  emphatically  by  a  protest  signed  by 
every  Roman  Catliolie  of  rank,  of  birth,  or 
of  position,  as  well  as  from  the  great  mass 
of  the  people,  in  numerous  petitions  to  the 
House,  and  but  for  the  prudence  of  the 
leaders,  the  answer  would  have  been  sent 
back  from  hundreds  of  angry  meetings. 
So  long  as  the  Irish  people  loved  justice 
and  haled  wrong,  so  long  would  they  re- 
sent what  Mr.  Burke  so  well  describes  as 
"wholesale  robbery."  Both  clergy  and 
laity  declared  that  ihey  would  not  accept 
any  portion  of  the  property  at  present  en- 
joyed by  the  Establishment.  As  many  a* 
2,000  churches  had  been  built  at  a  eoit  of 
£3,500,000  ;  every  district  had  an  Angli- 
can church,  built  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
nation  ;  and  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land might  now  fairly  ask  that  England 
should  give  back  tlio  mouldering  ruins  of 
I  their  monasteries  and  ehurchea,  aod  tiie 
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kmdj  gimTejardt,  where  rested  the  ashes 
of  their  dead.  Let  not  the  House  proolaim 
ihemieWes,  as  thej  had  heen  invited  to 
dO|  morally  iDcompetent  to  do  justice,  or 
thej  would  also  proolaim  themseWes  morally 
inaonpetent  to  enforce  obedience.  If  the 
people  of  Ireland  could  not  look  to  England 
for  jnstiee,  they  would  look  to  the  West  for 
rsTolution.  ["  Oh»  oh  I  "]  Let  not  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  misunderstand  him. 
He  had  neyer  advocated  revolution,  and 
he  now  said  that  under  no  oireumstances 
woald  he  recommend  it;  but  it  was  not 
wise  to  tell  the  people  of  Ireland  that  they 
mast  not  look  to  Parliament  for  justice. 
If  they  did  so,  the  natural  consequence 
was  that  they  would  look  Westward.  The 
tree  of  oppression  and  injustice  would  hear 
ila  bitter  fruit  in  alienation  and  discontent; 
bnt  do  justice,  and  we  should  meet  any 
ahoek  of  foreign  war  or  invasion  with  the 
strength  of  a  contented  and  united  people. 
Mr.  SCHREIBER  said :  Mr.  Speaker, 
Sir,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
apoke  laat  but  one  from  the  Benches 
opposite  (Mr.  Serjeant  Armstrong)  with 
eroel  akill  protracted  the  painful  operation 
which  ia  familiarly  known  as  that  of 
''eatehing  your  eje;"  but  even  at  the 
price  we  paid,  we  should  be  sorry  to  have 
miased  the  last  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  The  overthrow  of  the 
Iriah  Church  was,  he  confessed,  to  be  the 
prelude  to  a  ''revolution,"  but  we  were 
not  to  be  frightened  at  the  word.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  began  by  pull- 
Hng  down  the  Orange  flag,  but  before  he 
ended  he  raised  the  red  flag  in  its  place. 
Sir*  I  highly  appreciate  the  candour  of  an 
opponent*  which  admits  the  whole  matter 
in  dispute.  Now,  Sir,  during  the  short 
time  that  I  have  had  the  honour  of  a  scat 
ia  thia  House,  questions  of  the  gravest  in- 
terest have  hwa  before  us,  and  some 
of  them  have  been  solved  in  a  manner 
tiM  Tory  opposite  of  that  I  could  have 
wiahed :  but  none  has  ever  caused  me  so 
nsoeh  anxiety  and  pain  as  the  question 
raioed  by  the  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Because,  connected  os  I  am 
W  many  ties  with  Ireland,  and  knowing 
the  Irish  people  well,  I  cannot  banish  from 
ay  mind  the  melancholy  conviction  thot, 
rhatefer  may  be  the  immediate  issue  of 
lii  debate,  the  day  which  saw  those  Reso- 
lationa  laid  upon  the  table  of  this  House 
will  be  the  beginning  of  many  sorrows  both 
to  Ireland  and  this  Empire.  It  was  thcre- 
fbre*  Sir.  with  profound  satisfaction  that  I 
heard  die  ipeoeh  of  the  Home  Secretary 


earlier  in  the  evening.  It  did  much  to  re- 
deem the  debate  from  the  air  of  unreality 
which  marked  the  discussion  of  the  previ- 
ous night.  Its  earnestness  corresponded 
with  the  gravity — I  might  say,  the  solem- 
nity— of  the  occasion,  and  it  furnished  a 
saving  contrast  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Lord 
Stanley).  It  is  true  his  speech  was  ex- 
haustive of  the  question  of  present  time 
and  opportunity,  but  it  gave  no  assurance 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  never  could  he  opportune.  I  have 
said  that  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
exhaustive  of  the  question  of  present  op- 
portunity ;  but  there  was  one  consideration 
which  he  forgot,  and  which  as  Foreign 
Secretary  he  might  have  been  expected 
to  remember.  Foreign  governments,  Sir, 
know  nothing  of  the  necessities  of  the 
Liberal  party,  and  when  they  see  this  sud- 
den proposal  in  the  face  of  a  dangerous  con- 
spiracy, which  has  been  rather  *' scotched" 
than  *•  killed,"  they  will  think  that  Eng- 
land  is  yielding  to  the  Clerkenwell  syllogism 
what  she  refused  to  reason  and  to  justice. 
These  Resolutions  at  the  present  juncture 
will  be,  in  their  eyes,  a  tribute  to  the 
importance  and  the  strength  of  Fenianism ; 
and  if  capitulation  1o  Fenianism  is  an 
ultimate  necessity  for  England — which  I 
deny — at  least  her  dignity  in  the  eyes  of 
foreign  nations  might  have  been  saved  by 
its  postponement  for  the  present.  With 
this  remark  I  leave  the  question  of  oppor- 
tuneness, and  come  to  that  of  expediency. 
These  Resolutions  are  to  be  a  '*  healing 
measure"  for  Ireland.  Whoever  says  that, 
bolieving  it,  knows  little  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple. They  will  largely  alienate  Protestants 
from  the  English  Government ;  they  will 
not  conciliate  a  single  Roman  Catholic. 
The  antipathy  of  the  native  Irishman  for 
England  is  not  primarily  a  matter  of  reli- 
gion. It  is  the  hatred  of  the  conquered 
for  his  conquerors,  who  have  confiscated 
the  soil.  That  is  a  fact  which  we  did  not 
create;  but  which  we  inherit,  and  which 
we  cannot  but  too  plainly  recognize.  There 
is  no  Irish  peasant.  Sir,  who  is  not 
*' erased"  upon  the  question  of  his  title 
to  the  land  which  we  have  taken  from 
him.  [Mr.  Osborne  :  What  nonsense  !] 
Well !  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  expanding  that  remark  in  a 
speech  which  will  no  doubt  be  replete  with 
eloquence  and  good  taste.  The  fact  being 
as  I  have  stated  it,  it  is  now  proposed  to 
conciliate  the  native  race  by  taking  from 
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of  the  poBsessoni— the  Church — her 
it  to  one-tenth  of  the  produce  of  the 
Yes,  Sir,  but  nine- tenths  remain 
lind  ;  and  while  they  remain  the  native 
ihman  encouraged  by  concessions,  will 
rer  be  conciliated.  But  that  is  not  all. 
lind  there  lie  the  priesthood  and  the 
[rarchy  of  a  Church  whose  policy  it  is  to 
)vent  the  Boman  Catholic  population 
being  reconciled  to  the  Government  of 
Westant  country.  They  know  the 
)p  feeling  of  the  peasant  on  this  question 
the  soil,  and  they  keep  it  alive  and  foster 
for  use.  They  are  using  it  now  against 
Protestant  Church,  and  when  the  time 
les  they  will  use  it  against  the  posses- 
of  the  land.  [Cheert  and  interruption,] 
ill,  it  is  not  I  that  say  this  ;  I  will  read 
what  was  said  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
rspaper,  The  Tablet — 

If  the  Irish  Church  Establishment  were 
klished  to-morrow ;  if  its  churches,  lands,  and 
[t-charges  were  applied  to  secular  and  even  to 
Lholio  purposes ;  or  if  the  Catholic  Church 
re  put  upon  a  level  of  perfect  equality,  we 
fuld  onlj  have  dealt  with  one  symptom  and  not 
re  reached  the  seat  of  the  disease.  The  wound 
preland  is,  that  whereas  the  great  majority  of 
population  are  Catholics,  such  a  large  propor- 
of  the  soil  belongs  to  Protestants,  and  that 
>testants  form  such  a  large  portion  of  those 
»  which  are  raised  in  social  station  higher 
the  others." 

|at,  I  apprehend,  is  an  authority — not 
le — which   Roman    Catholic  gentlemen 

11  no  longer  question.  Sir,  the  noble 
rd,    the   Foreign    Secretary,    in    a  few 

|rds  he  said  last  night,  showed  that  he 
'fectly  understood  what  is  the  real  Irish 

lestion.  lie  said  it  was  the  land  ;  and 
glanced  at  tho  habit  of  Irish  tenants- 
will  disposing  of  farms  to  their  relations. 
it  why  does  the  Irish  tenant  do  that  ? 

[cause  he  believes  the  soil  to  be  his  own 

I  dispose  of;  and  if  we  surrender  to  him 
temporalities  of  the   Church,    it   will 

|ly  stimulate  his  appetite  for  more.  Well, 
m,  shall  we  strengthen  tho  Union  ?  Sir, 
repeal  it  in  idea,  by  legislating  for  Ire- 
id  as  a  distinct  and    separate  country. 

le  repeal  it  in  effect,  by  estranging  and 
asperating  the  loyal  friends  of  the  Eng- 

lii   interest  and  connection.     And   what 

II  you  gain  in  return  ?  The  increased 
ntempt  of  the  enemies  who  trade  upon 
jur  fears.  But  will  you  promote  religious 
[ace?  The  Church  of  Ireland  now  me- 
tes between  extremes.     Her  overthrow 

In  leave  room  for  the  zeal  of  none  but 
luntary  agents.  In  what  spirit,  do  you 
ink,  will  the  battle  of  opposing  creeds  be 
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fought  when  Exeter  Hall  supplies  the  funds 
which  disendowment  will  withdraw  ?  These 
Resolutions,  Sir,  will  bring  not  peace,  but 
a  sword.     It  seems,  then,  that  there   is 
little  in  expediency  to  recommend  them. 
But,  shall  we  violate  no  principle  by  their 
adoption  ?     Yes,  Sir,  the  principle  of  the 
solemn  and  public  dedication  of  money  to 
the  highest  uses  to  which  money  can  be 
put — a  principle  in  comparison  with  which 
the  fate  of  Ministries  and  the  ambition  of 
a  Minister,  in  my  sight,  are  as  nothing  ; 
and  in  the  long  days  of  trouble  and  excite- 
ment which  now  lie  before  us  I  so  intend. 
Sir,  to  regard  it.     Well,  then,  what  are, 
or  were,  or  ought  to  be,  the  forces  at  the 
disposal    of  Her   Majesty's    Government 
wherewith  to  fight  this  battle  ?     Till  last 
night  they  might  have  commanded  the  un- 
swerving allegiance  of  every  man  who  re- 
gards as  sacred  the  principle  of  an  Estab- 
lishment.    They  might  have  summoned  to 
their  aid  the  seal  of  every  Protestant  who 
sees  in  the  overthrow  of  the  Irish  Church 
an  aggression  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hier- 
archy.    Because,  Sir,  the  Irish  Church  is 
not  only  Protestant,  but  she  is  established ; 
she  is  not  only  established,  but  she  is  Pro- 
testant.    Such,   Sir,  is  the  afflaenee  of 
strength  which  the  Prime  Minister  seems 
not  indisposed  to  squander.     He  chills  the 
zeal  of  every  Protestant  by  a  charter  to  a 
Roman  Catholic  University  ;  and  he  puts 
up   his    Secretary   for  Foreign  Affairs  to 
alienato  Churchmen  who  would  have  fought 
for  an  Establish meut.  Tho  Roman  Catholic 
charter,    Sir,   is   an   anachronism    and   a 
blunder.     Is  it  to  be  persisted  in  ?     The 
desertion  of  a  Church  Establishment  is  an 
apostasy  which   no  Conservative  Govern- 
ment  can   commit    and    live.     But,   Sir, 
*<when  bale  is  at  highest,  bote  is  nighest;'' 
and  if  the  debate  of  last  evening  filled  us, 
at  its  opening,  with  dismay,  we  have  had 
comfort  in  its  course.     We  have  seen  that 
there  are  men  in  this  House  ready  to  de- 
vote their  high  powers  and  great  influence 
to  the  defence   of  the  Protestant  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  ;  and  in  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stamford,  and  the 
Home  Secretary,  we  have  found  Loaders 
whom  any  man  might  be  proud  to  follow  in 
such  a  cause.     They  never  **  palter  in  a 
double  sense  "  their  language  is  plain  for 
all   to  understand  ;  and  their  earnestness 
will  find  a  responsive  chord  in  the  heart  of 
the    great    English    people.     With    such 
leaders,   Sir,   all   is  not  yet  lost.     Large 
masses  of  educated  and  Protestant  opinion 
will  rally  to  their  side ;  and,  with  the  aid 
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to  be  looked  for  from  ''  another  place/' 
we  ahall  be  able  to  maintain  a  protracted 
atmggle  before  we  suffer  this  deed  of  in- 

i'aatiee  to  be  done.  And,  if  we  fail,  at 
Baat.  Sir*  we  shall  fail  with  honour  :  but 
we  ahall  not  fail ;  for,  in  the  hour  of  our 
need,  the  Protestant  people  of  England 
will  defend  the  right.  Sir»  to  the  proposal 
for  going  into  Committoe  on  the  Resolutions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  shall  oppose 
a  hear>j  negative.  As  to  the  vague  and 
eoloarleaa  Amendment  of  tho  noble  Lord — 
whieh  I  hope  will  be  withdrawn — I  do  not 
know  that  I  shall  care  to  walk  into  the 
Lobbj  in  its  support. 

Caftaih  white,  aa  the  representative 
of  an  Irish  constituenoj,  felt  that  he  could 
not  allow  that  question  to  be  discussed 
withoat  taking  part  in  the  debate.  He 
eonfeased  to  having  experienced,  in  com- 
mon, he  believed,  with  a  majority  of  that 
Honae,  and  the  whole  of  the  Irish  people, 
a  feeling  of  intonse  disappointment  at  bear- 
ing the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  pursue  in  this  matter  a  policy 
of  proerastination  and  delay  which  must  be 
aa  dangerous  to  their  own  existence  as  it 
waa  distesteful  to  the  Irish  people.  It  was 
obviooa,  however,  that  the  time  had  at 
length  arrived  when,  at  the  hands,  if  not  of 
the  Government^  at  least  of  tho  Imperial 
Parliament,  the  Irish  Church,  like  other 
aneient  inatitotions,  in  a  Reformed  House, 
moafc  undergo  a  searohing  scrutiny,  which 
conid  only  result  in  a  complete  and  radical 
reform.  That  such  reform  was  necessary, 
he  eoneeived  there  could  be  no  reading  or 
thinking  man  who  would  deny  ;  for  no  one 
who  knew  anything  of  Ireland  could  assert 
that  the  eeolesiastical  arrangements  of  that 
oonntry  were  in  a  satisfactory  condition, 
with  the  ezeeption  of  a  party  whose  line  of 
aetion  was  predetermined,  and  whoso  repre- 
aentativoa  were  bound  to  support  the  Esta- 
bliahed  Cborch,  and  upon  whom,  of  course, 
all  atgomenta,  however  forcible  and  con- 
▼ineing,  were  thrown  away.  The  disputants 
in  thb  question  had  resolved  themselves 
into  two  great  parties — one  for  a  broad 
■ehema  of  reform,  based  on  the  re-distri- 
bolion  of  Church  revenues,  yet  advocates 
for  the  retention  of  the  Establishment ; 
and  the  other,  those  who  urged  those  argu- 
neat*— firat,  that  the  Irish  Church  was  an 
anomaly  of  the  moat  unparalleled  nature, 
when  they  oonaidered  the  numerical  pro- 
portions of  the  different  creeds.  Those 
who  aapportcd  this  view  argued  that  no 
iolaiioii  eonld  be  arrived  at  but  a  total  dis- 
miitmrnmatm  The  seoond  argument  waa  that 


no  Protestant  could  advocate  the  present 
state  of  things  who  believed  in  the  truth  of 
his  religion.  He,  for  his  part,  held  that  this 
disendowment  was  necessary  to  the  fusion 
of  races,  and  the  establishment  of  that  per- 
fect equality,  religious  as  well  as  social, 
without  which  no  Government,  however 
subtle,  or  however  well  meaning,  could  ever 
secure  the  great  end  of  peace  and  good- will 
amongst  the  governed.  Holding  as  an  Irish 
Protestant  these  opinions,  he  could  not 
blind  himself  to  the  fact  that  the  Irish 
Establishment  had  not  in  the  present  do- 
bate  been  defended  on  its  own  merits.  It 
had  been  defended  on  the  grounds  of  State 
policy  and  of  State  necessity  ;  but  he  de- 
nied the  necessity,  and  disputed  the  wisdom 
of  the  policy.  Ue  did  not  see  how  it 
should  be  that  the  great  mass  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's loyal  subjects  should  be  treated 
with  grudging  toleration  whilst  so  many 
favours  were  lavished  on  a  small  minority. 
He  (Captain  White)  was  unable  to  appre- 
ciate the  policy,  which  for  three  centuries, 
had  sown  discontent  through  the  length 
and  breadth  of  tho  land.  There  were  two 
arguments  advanced  in  favour  of  the  reten- 
tion of  the  Establishment,  both  of  which 
had  been  maintained  in  the  debate,  and 
both  of  which  were  equally  weak  and  fal- 
lacious. The  first  was,  that  the  statesmen 
of  this  country  ought  to  be  especially  care- 
ful how  they  ventured  to  touch  the  Irish 
Establishment;  because  they  ought  to  look 
on  the  Irish  Establishment  in  the  light  of  a 
part  of  the  connection  of  that  country  with 
Great  Britain.  It  was  said  we  ought  to 
bear  in  mind  that  the  Protestants  were  the 
English  garrison  in  Ireland  ;  and  that  we 
ought  to  remember  that  in  stopping  the  pay 
of  that  garrison  we  were  alienating  their 
affections.  He  thought  such  an  argument 
was  unworlhy  of  Protestants,  and  that,  in 
spite  of  the  ravings  of  certain  ecclesiastics 
which  had  been  alluded  to  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  O'Reilly),  it  was  a  deliberate  insult  to 
the  good  sense  and  good  feeling  of  Pro- 
teptantism  in  Ireland.  But,  even  admitting 
the  argument,  might  it  not  be  fairly  said 
that  the  genuine  gush  of  loyal  feeling  and 
gratitude  from  a  whole  people,  which  would 
bo  the  result  of  generous  legislation,  would 
amply  compensate  for  the  loss  of  such 
venal,  corrupt,  and  conditional  loyalty  ? 
The  other  argument  was  that  this  was 
merely  a  sentimental  grievance.  That, 
however,  was  an  argument  which  was  fairly 
open  to  denial.  He  thought  it  might  fairly 
be  urged  that  the  funds  still  flowed  from 
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the  pockets  of  the  Roman  Catholic  tenant- 
farmers,  and  that  the  hardship  remained 
^n  all  its  glaring  injustice  in  the  case  of 
ivory  Roman  Catholic  member  of  the  com- 
lonity.     But  what  grievance  was  so  great 
md   so   intolerable  as   one   which,  while 
falling  the  honest  pride  of  men,  and  lacer- 
ating their  tenderest  feelings  and  sympa- 
thies, outraged  their  sense  of  justice,  and 
lade  them  writhe  under  the  torture  of  an 
mdeserved  lash  ?     The  Roman  Catholics 
if  Ireland  had  covered  that  country  with 
lost  magnificent  cathedrals,  monuments  of 
^heir  religious  zeal,  which  would  endure 
almost  to  the  end  of  time,  and  it  was  im- 
possible that  such  people  should  not  bitterly 
resent  the  existence   of  the   Established 
Ihurch.     It  was  said  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic hostility  to  that  Church  was  founded 
lerely  on   a  sentiment ;    but  was  it   not 
lentiment  that  had  led  to  the  accomplish- 
lent  of  some  of  the  noblest  deeds  recorded 
in  history  ?     Suppose  the  religion  of  the 
~*bOman  Catholic  minority  in  England  were 
to  become  the  dominant  religion,  would  not 
the  Protestants  of  England  cry  out  and 
protest  against  such  an  arrangement  ?  And 
ret  in  doing  so  they  would  be  impelled  by 
^hat  had  been  ridiculed  as  mere  sentiment. 
|He  believed  that  the  existence  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  was  the  primary  obstacle  to 
the  pacification  of  Ireland.     What  was  it 
that  arrayed  Irishmen   against  Irishmen, 
|and  made  the  streets  of  Belfast  periodically 
low  with  Irish  blood  but  the  ascendnney  of 
Ithe  Irish  Church  Establishment?    [''Oh, 
|oh  !  "]  What  was  the  principal  obstacle  to 
feeling  of  sympathy  between  landlord  and 
Itenant  in  Ireland,  and  what  was  it  that 
larrayed  them  in  opposing  ranks  at  every 
jsucceeding  election  ?     It  was  principally 
the  existence  of  the  Irish  Church,  ond  its 
Ipeculiar  character  of  ascendancy.    One  was 
Idetermincd  by  all  means,  unconstitutional 
|as  well  as  constitutional,  illegal  as  well  as 
legal,  to  maintain  that  Establishment;   tlie 
lother  struggling  against  what  he  believed 
|to  be  a  gross  injustice.     It  had  been  said 
that  the  Irish  Church  was  one  of  our  bul- 
warks ;  but  an  institution  that  was  founded 
|in  injustice  ought  not  to  receive  our  sup- 
)ort  because  it  happened  to  be  of  advan- 
tage to  us.     His  belief  was  that  the  Pro- 
testant religion  only  languished  in  Ireland 
^n  consequence  of  the  State  pampering  it 
lad  received.    He  knew  that  it  would  erect 
lits  head  wherever  it  could  do  so.     But  he 
would  rather  see  it  encounter  almost  any 
risk  in  standing  upon  its  own  merits  than 
|he  would  see  it  continue  clinging  for  its 
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prosperity  tQ  a  system  which  he  knew  to  be 
based  on  the  greatest  injustice  to  the  great 
majority  of  the  people. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  that  there 
was  a  time  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
stood  forward  as  the  defender  of  the  Irish 
Church,  and  declared  "  Upon  us  as  haa 
fallen  the  defence  of  the  National  Church; " 
and  he  used  the  expression,  that  iie  de- 
fended it  on  the  grounds  of  conscience  and 
truth.  He  (the  Attorney  General)  con- 
curred in  the  opinion  that  it  was  to  be 
defended  upon  those  grounds.  Whether 
these  were  still  the  sentiments  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  he  knew  not,  for — 
**"  Tcmpora  mutantur  et  not  mutamur  in  illis." 

The  Defender  of  the  Faith  now  appeared 
before  them,  for  the  destruction,  the  de- 
molition, and  the  annihilation  of  that 
Church.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  came 
forward  with  three  Resolutions  by  way  of 
remedy  for  the  ills  of  Ireland.  Thej  sug- 
gested to  him  a  charade  : — My  first  is  un- 
practical ;  my  second  is  unlawful ;  mj  third 
is  unconstitutional ;  and  my  whole  is  emi- 
nently factious.  It  was  a  fact  that  for 
between  300  and  400  years  the  Church  of 
Ireland  had  been  in  possession  of  certain 
dignities,  powers,  and  privileges  whieh 
were  ratified  and  confirmed  by  at  least  one 
solemn  national  obligation.  It  was  incum- 
bent on  the  spoliators  to  show  the  grounds 
of  their  spoliation.  It  was  to  be  assumed 
primd  facie  that  she  was  justly  entitled  to 
what  she  had  so  long  enjoyed.  On  what 
grounds  was  she  to  be  dispossessed  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Armstrong)  had  made  a  bitter 
attack  on  the  personal  character  ond  con- 
duct of  the  clergy  of  Ireland.  But  he 
would  not  waste  the  time  of  the  House 
by  vindicating  their  personal  character, 
and  if  he  wished  to  do  so,  he  might 
refer,  not  only  to  the  opinions  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  prelate  of  the  highest  character-^ 
Bishop  Moriarty — on  that  point,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in 
1865,  had  himself  borne  testimony  both  to 
their  high  personal  character  and  the  man- 
ner  in  which  they  had  discharged  their 
duty.  One  argument,  however,  he  must  dis- 
claim ;  he  altogether  repudiated  the  sen- 
timent that  if  they  disestablished  the  Irish 
Church  they  would  shake  the  loyalty  of  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland.  They  might  spo- 
liate the  Church  of  her  property  ;  but  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  would  remain  loyal 
to  the  Crown  and  the  United  Kingdom 
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M  Vmg  KB  England  remained  the  eeotra 
of  religioiii  liberty.  Uucli  disciiHion  had 
taken  place,  both  witliin  and  nillioul 
that  Ilouae,  reipeuting  llie  nmnnnt  of  llic. 
properly  of  the  Iriih  Churoh  and  tlic 
manner  in  which  it  itpb  to  bo  diBlributed. 
The  amount  of  Church  properly  in  Ire- 
land hftd  been  groaalj  exaggerated,  and 
an  enlirelf  erroneous  vieir  wai  enterlnincd 
epon  that  point  in  thiB  coantry.  Earl 
RdihII,  in  n  book  pnbliihed  thirty  years 
ago.  trebled  the  amount  of  the  Irisli  Cliurcli 
property,  and  when  bo  re-publislicd  the 
beck,  although  the  inaccuracy  Imd  been 
made  known  to  him,  he  omitted  the  mia- 
■latemcnl,  but  hod  not  the  candour  to  make 
a  correction  of  the  mistake.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Forcicn 
Affitira  admitted  that  the  property  of  the 
Cliurch  required  a  re-distribution.  Tlie 
Government  concurred  in  that  opinion  ; 
and  k  Commitaion  waa  noir  inijuiring  hotr 
ibia  irni  beat  to  be  done.  He  now  came  to 
the  argumente  on  the  question  before  the 
HonM.  It  waa  contended  that  tho  first 
BMolnlion  of  the  right    hon.  Gentleman  , 

naal  be  carried,  because  justice  demanded  .hut  they  had  acquiesced  in 
and   expediency   required    that   the  Irish  i  po^aession.     At  tlio  time  of  the  passing  of 
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ttia  Cbnreh  and  trauifeiriDg  them  to  otbar  and 

different  purpoiea." 

Tiie  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  furtlier  anid— 

"  The  cxittcnro  of  thnt  Church  propertj  Injures 
no  msn  in  purse.  No  mnn  lini  a  rigbt  to  complnin 
that  his  neigliboar  hni  an  estate  vhicli  he  inlie- 
Tited  from  hii  nnccators,  anil  whicli  he  will  not 
Iriniltrtohim  i  and  ns  liltle  right  have  nnr  other 
pennns  in  the  cnmmunit]'  to  Irj  tn  wrest  from 
tlio  Cliurch  tlie  propertj  wliich  It  enjoys  and  wtilah 
it  right!}'  and  bencSciallj  usrs.  .  .  You  reoieoi- 
berthe  legintator  of  old,  who  was  asked  wlij  he  had 
allotted  no  puTiiiihnient  in  his  laws  to  tho  crimo  of 
parricide,  nnd  ho  answered,  hecBuic  ho  did  not 
beliero  such  n  crime  oould  be  commuted.  Wna  I, 
in  coming  baforo  jon,  to  negaliro  the  monitroui 
luppotilion  thnt  mj  ucrilegiouit  liand  could  ctct 
bo  raised  lo  take  n-nyj  the  life  of  that  Church 
which  gave  to  me  my  own," 

And  wlint  rigbt  or  claim  bad  (he  Roman 
Catholics  tn  tho  revenues  of  tho  KBtiiMishcd 
Church  ?  For  300  years  the;  hud  hoon 
out  of  possession  of  the  property  ;  and  even 
according  to  llieir  own  lows,  100  jcara 
wna  sufficient  to  create  wlint  Sir  Robert 
Peel  said  ivas  the  best  title  in  ihe  world — 
B  title  by  prescription.  Not  only  had  the 
"  Catholics  been  (         " 


Church    should    be    diiestablishcd. 


the  Catbolio  Relief  Act 


vhero  waa  the  injuatice  of  Ihe  possession    understood  that  they  agreed,  in  considi 


by  the  Irish  Church  of  that  which  was  )i 


of  thot  Act,  to  rocogniz 


ewn  property?  He  believed  the  title  of  able  rigbt  of  the  Established  Cliurch  in 
tke  Chnrah  to  the  property  of  the  Church  Ireland  to  its  property.  Tho  right  bou. 
vas  aa  good  as  the  title  of  any  gentleman 
lo  his  own  property.  The  only  hon.  Mem- 
who  alleged  this  injustice  waa  tho  hon, 
Hmnber  for  Tipperary  (Captain  White], 
irha  laatspoke.  Bat  hia  argument  he  (the 
Attorney  General)  could  not  understand. 
Evory  man  who  owned  an  nere  of  land  in 
Ireland  had  acquired  it  according  to  law 
■ubjcet  to  Ihe  lithe  rent-charge.  A  mnn 
wiahing  to  pnrchue  an  estate  ascertains 
the  rental  and  the  reut-cliargo,  and  calcu- 
lates hia  porohase-money  upon  the  amount 
of  tha  rental,  diminished  by  tho  amount  of 
the  rcnt-eharge.  There  was  therefore  no 
injaatiee  on  this  score.  Why  ivaa  it  harder 
hr  a  Roman  Catholic  than  for  a  ProCci- 
tant  to  pay  it  under  those  circunistaucca  f 
Upon  this  point  the  right  hon.  Member 
tor  PortarlingtOB  (Mr.  Lawaon)  had  onoe 


**  I  ask,  to 'whom  dees  tha  eiiitcnea  of  Church 
mpcrty  do  lajdr;  t  Docs  it  injur*  them  (ths 
KoouD  Cnlholica)  in  their  purses  or  propi'rtj  f 
Sa;  it  li  a  propcrt;  distinct  from  that  of  the 
•WBir  of  the  land,  a  properly  to  which  tho  Ctiurch 
tag  u  good  a  litU  ai  tho  title  of  any  landlord  : 
sad  I  have  7CI  to  learn  that  our  national 


Gentleman  said  (hat  injustice  was  inrolved 
if  the  existence  of  tha  Eslahlislied  Church 
in  Ireland  made  the  possession  inconsistent 
with  religious  equality.  Tho  riylit  hon. 
Gentleman  treated  the  cxiatcnco  of  lliu 
Irish  Church  os  a  grievance,  because  it 
was  inconsistent  with  religious  equnlity. 
But  did  tho  right  hon.  Genilemnn  mean 
to  say  that  religious  equnlity  was  an  es- 

If    that    were    so    the    proposition  could 
itbing  to   do  with  any  mere  ques- 


of 


liSB  weald  b*  improved  by  taking  ths  revsnnn  of   shepherd 
TOL.CXCI.   [iKOsnoiu.]  Y 


tho  existence  of  tho  Church  of  Sec 
with  its  cndowDicnts  was  a  grievance  to 
the  members  of  the  Frco  Church  ;  while  in 
England  tlie  maintenance  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  was  a  grlevanco  to  the 
Roman  Cotholics.  That  wfts  a  necessary 
consequence  of  tho  priiici|ile  laid  down  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  atid  who  could 
Bay  whether — on  some  future  occasion, 
when  the  right  liun.  Gentleman,  after  hav- 
ing held  nfiice,  should  bo  again  in  Upposi. 
tion  and  tho  Liberal  parly  should  be  like  a 
ihcep  who  did  not  Icnow  thoir 
-he  might  not  declare  in  tho 
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186  that  the  ezifitence  of  the  Established 
irch  in  this  country   was  nn  injustice 
a  wrong,  and  might  not  tell  them,  if 
should  be  taunted  with  the  charge  of 
msistency,  that  they  must  be  very  short- 
ited  not  to  have  perceived  that  he  bad 
lished  the  germ  of  his  argument  in  the 
lech  in  which  ho  introduced  the  present 
Ition.    There  was  no  drawing  back  from 
|t.    If  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  applied 
principle  of  religious  equality  to  the 
irch  of  Ireland  he  was  bound  to  apply  it 
to  the  Church  of  Scotland.     For  his 
part  he  disputed  the  principle  of  re- 
[ous  equality,  while  he  held  to  the  prin- 
le  of  religious  toleration.     Would  the 
it  hon.  Gentleman  any  that  the  Pope's 
(hbishop  of  Westminster  stood  in  a  po- 
rn, or  ought  to  stand  in  a  position,  of 
|ality  with  the  Queen's  Archbishop  of 
iterbury  ?     But  it  was  further  said  that 
maintenance  of  the  Established  Church 
Ireland  was   inexpedient.     And   upon 
it  ground  was  that  statement  put  for- 
rd  ?  Irish  discontent !     There  could  be 
doubt  that  discontent  existed  in   Ire- 
But  there  was  no  evidence  to  show 
the    existence    of   the    Established 
irch    was   the    cause  of  that   discon- 
;  while  they  had  before  them  ample 
lence    that    the    discontent   was    em- 
lied    in  a  craving   for  nationality  and 
latred  of  British  rule.     There  was  also 
lence    to   show  that   absenteeism   was 
of  the  causes  of  the  Irish  discontent ; 
he  would  ask  the  House  if  the  annhi- 
|on  of  the  Irish  Church  would  tend  in 
way  to  its  removal.     Irish  disaffection 
;ht  be  regarded  as  having  found  its  ex- 
lent   in  Feninnism,  and   in  a  desire  for 
repeal  of  the  Union.  On  that  subject  he 
hid  refer  to    the    highest   authority  he 
|ld  adduce — John  Mitchell,  who  only  a 
months  ago  had  been  offered  and  had 
ised  the  leadership  of  the  Fenian  move- 
it.     No  man  probably  knew  more  about 
lianism,  and  John  Mitchell,  writing  in 
xmbcr  last,  said — 

The  Irish  Established  Church  seems  to  bo 

[n  up  as  an  untenable  post ;  and  the  Established 

Irch  is  the  inain  stronghold  of  British  power 

Ireland.     The  whole  British  system  hangs  to- 

|icr,  and  stands  or  falls  together.     Let  no  man 

)\'0  that  the  question  of  Irish  independence  is 

isolated  question — that   Ireland  can  be  con- 

lied  an  independent  kingdom,  or  republic,  and 

Great  Britain  and  she  can  go  on  peaceably 

by  side,  each  in  her  own  way.     No  ;  Irish 

»pendence  means  the  abolition  of  British  mon- 

»y — and  so  much  the  better.     It  has  cumbered 

I  earth  too  long." 

The  Attorney/  General  for  Ireland 


He  would  now  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  speech  delivered  at  Limerick  a 
few  days  ago  by  the  Roman  Catholic  Dean 
O'Brien.  After  speaking  of  justice  and 
national  life,  he  proceeded  to  say-— 

« Everyone  knows  that  our  Bishops  will  be 
with  us  when  the  time  comei,  for  none  love  Ire* 
land  better  ;  and  they  have  always  blened  the 
cause  which  justice  sustains  by  the  pleadings  of 
truth  and  prudence." 

And  he  ended  by  saying-— 

"  Let  uf  also  honestly  say  that  the  Churoh 
established  by  the  law  is  a  preminm  to  anti« 
national  sentiment.  We  shall  make  more  Irish- 
men by  the  repeal  of  the  Union  between  Churoh 
and  State  than  we  have  lost  by  five  years' emigra* 
tion  ;  and,  better  than  all,  wo  shall  make  unity  in 
the  land." 

While,  therefore,  it  would  be  impossible  by 
the  overthrow  of  the  Established  Churoh  lo 
Ireland  to  diminish  Fenianism  or  the  desire 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  they  ahonld  take 
care  not  to  contribute  in  any  way  to  an  in- 
crease in  the  animosity  which  eiiated  be- 
tween the  Protestants  and  Roman  Catholiea. 
Was  it  not  extremely  probable  that  the 
members  of  a  voluntary  Chnreh  wonld  be 
less  likely  to  live  in  harmony  with  tbeir 
Catholic  neighbours  than  ttie  membera  of  an 
endowed  Church  ?  The  overthrow  of  the 
Church,  far  from  curing  absenteeism,  would 
lead  to  an  increase  of  the  evil ;  beeaaae 
the  Protestant  gentry  who  resided  inthe 
Southern  and  Western  parts  of  Ireland, 
in  the  remote  districts,  would  leave  the 
country  when  they  found  themselves  and 
their  families  deprived  of  the  consolations 
of  their  religion  in  life  and  of  its  ministra- 
tions in  death.  If  they  over-ruled  the 
Act  of  Union  by  passing  such  a  Resolu- 
tion as  this  they  would  be  breaking  a 
national  compact  solemnly  entered  into — 
a  compact  the  more  solemn  inasmuch  as, 
at  the  time  it  was  agreed  to,  a  declaration 
was  made  by  the  Roman  Catholic  laymen 
and  Bishops  of  Ireland  that  the  property  of 
the  Established  Church  should  be  safe  and 
should  not  be  disturbed  by  them.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  again 
have  to  listen  to  sneers  at  "  the  cant  of 
national  faith."  lie  therefore  appealed  to 
the  House,  unless  the  injustice  were  glar- 
ing, unless  the  expediency  was  demon- 
strated, unless  they  were  prepared  to  caat 
to  tho  winds  the  Obligations  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  Act  of  Union,  not  to  pass  the 
Ilcsolutions  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  to  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs. 
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Mb.  B£]^0HT  :  The  Honie  will  not 
•xpeet  me  to  follow  the  legal  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
baa  juit  Bat  down.  I  entertain  a  firm  be- 
lief that  those  legal  cobwebs  which  aro 
apread.  and  which  are  supposed  to,  and  do 
in  the  minds  of  many  Gentlemen,  inter- 
pose hetween  the  conviction  of  a  great  evil 
and  the  neccssitj  of  justice,  will  be  swept 
awaj  before  long  bj  the  almost  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  people  of  the  Three  King- 
doms. During  this  debate,  which  now  has 
on] J  lasted  two  nights,  there  has  been,  if  not 
a  remarkable  change  of  opinion,  a  remark- 
able change  of  eipression.  Lost  night  we 
had  an  interesting  speech  from  the  noblo 
Lord  who  generally  sits  opposite  me,  the 
Boble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford 
(Viacount  Cranborne).  I  refer  only  to  the 
beginning  of  his  speech,  in  which  lie  spoke 
of  his  affection  for  the  principle  of  tho 
Choroh  Establishment.  There  was  a  hesi- 
tation in  his  manner  ;  he  had  a  strong 
love  for  his  principle,  but  it  appeared  to 
mo  that  he  thought  the  time  was  come 
when  eTen  tliat  cherished  principle  would 
have  to  he  surrendered.  From  the  Trea- 
sory  Bench  we  had  a  speech  from  the 
noUe  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Forelc^n 
Affairs,  and  when  ho  sat  down  it  is  diffi- 
coU  to  say  what  was  the  precise  impres- 
sion made  upon  the  House  at  large.  But 
I  thinky  on  tlie  whole,  the  impression  made 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  -—  his  own 
aido— was  by  no  means  a  comfortable  one. 
Mow  to  roe  it  is— and  I  think  to  tho  House 
it  ia— -a  misfortune  that  we  have  a  Govern- 
Bont  that  speaks  with  a  different  voice  from 
night  to  night.  We  had  it  last  year,  and 
I  presome.  from  the  example  of  the  debate 
which  lately  took  place  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguire), 
and  on  this  Motion,  we  are  about  to  see  a 
repetition  to  it.  Now,  the  fact  is,  that  the 
poaition  of  the  Government  is  one  of  ^reat 
diffieohy  and  perplexity.  In  point  of  fact, 
the  position  of  the  Government  is  one 
whieh  I  should  call,  in  our  Constitutional 
ajstemp  altogether  unnatural.  They  are 
the  Ministers,  the  Leaders  of  a  minority  of 
the  House;  and  whilst  they  sat  as  Leadorn 
of  the  minority  in  Opposition  they  defended 
the  principles  of  their  porty,  and  they  re- 
garded apparently  with  satisfaction  all  their 
past  career.  The  moment  they  are  trans- 
ferred to  the  Treasury  Bench  they  find 
themselves  in  this  difficulty,  that  although 
their  party  may  still  wish  to  ding  to  their 
past  opinions,  there  is  sometliing  in  tho 
very  air,  there  is  something  throughout  the 


mind  of  the  whole  kingdom,  which  teaches 
them   that  their  past  opinions  are  impos- 
sible in    their  now   position.      Tho    noblo 
Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  mado 
a  speech  not  long  ago  at  Bristol.     In  that 
speech  he  expressed  what  I  am  quite  sure 
were  his  honest  opinions  with   regard   to 
the  condition  of  Ireland.     He  stated  that 
the  condition  of  Ireland  was  one  painful 
and  dangerous,  and  to  us,  in  appearance 
at  least,  discreditable,  and,  in  fact,  he  used 
many  otlier  words  of  tlio  same  character. 
He  said  we  had  a  strange  and  perplexing 
problem   to  solve  ;    that  in   Ireland  there 
was  a  miserable  state  of  things.     Then  he 
said,  '*  If  wo  look  for  a  remedy,  who  is 
there  that  can  give  us  an  intelligiblo  an- 
swer ?  Ireland  is  the  question  of  the  hour." 
Well,  that  was  not  altogether  at  varianco 
—in  fact  I  should  say  not  at  all  at  variance 
— with  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.     The  Chief  Secretary,  in  that 
candid  and  fair  manner  in  which  ho  always 
addresses  the  House,  told  us,  I  believe,  as 
far  as  ho  knew,  the  facts  as  regards  his 
country.     But  immediately  afterwards  wo 
had  a  declaration  from  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  tho  head  of  the  Government  that 
there  was  no  crisis  at  all — that,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  condition  of  Ireland  was  a  normal 
condition,  and   that   there  wns  no  neces- 
sity for  anything   remarkable  or   unusual 
in  tho  legislation  that  was  required.  Now, 
to-night  we  had  a  speech  from  the  Homo 
Secretary,    and    I    may    say   that   every 
speaker   on  that   side  of   tho   IIouso  has 
admitted    that   that   speech    was   entirely 
in    opposition,   in    its    tone,    its    purpose, 
and  its  principle,    to   tho    speech    of   the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn. 
Now,   it  seems  to  mo  the  Homo   Secre- 
tary to-night   answered   the    Foreign  Se- 
cretary of   last  night,  and    I    suppose,  if 
the  dohntc  ^roes  on  until  Thursday,  pro- 
bably the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  tho  Government,  or  perhaps  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  will  answer  the 
speech  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tho 
Home  Department.     But  all  this  shows  us 
that    tho   House   is  in  a  wrong  position. 
We  have  a  minority  in  office,  which  can- 
not assert  its  own  views  with  safety  ;  nor 
can  it  with  any  more  safety  directly  adopt 
our  views  ;  and  thus,  when  on  that  side  of 
tho  House  a  Minister  guts  up  and  makes 
what  is  called    a    Liberal  speech  on  this 
question    to    us    who  are    in    Opposition, 
that  creates  discontent  ;  and  then  another 
Minister  gets  up  and  makes  a  speech  of 
an  exactly  opposite  character,  in  order  to 
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Iconcile  the  diicontented  adherents  of  the 

»vernment.     Now,  what  is  really  ahsurd 

»out  it  is  this,  that  there  is  a  kind  of 

infusion  and  chaos  in  the  House.     We 

ive  a  Government  which  is  not  a  GoYern- 

|ent,  and  we  have  an  Opposition  that  is 

\i  an  Opposition,  hecauso  really  we  do 

»t   oppose   anything   that  you   propose. 

mr  propositions  are  not  hased  upon  your 

^n  principles,  which  you  held  when  you 

It  on  this  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 

jouse,  hut  on  our  principles,  and  therefore 

are  not  in  Opposition  at  all,  but  we 
ilp  you  as  much  as  possible  to  carry  out, 
\i  your  own  principles,  but  ours.  What- 
[er  compensation  it  may  be  to  right  hon. 
mtlemen  who  sit  on  the  Bench  and  enjoy 

dignities  and  emoluments  of  office,  I 
|ink  there  are  many  honourable  men,  on 
lom  I  am  looking  at  this  moment,  who 

not  observe  the  course  of  these  pro- 
jedings  with  entire  satisfaction.  But 
»w,  notwithstanding  these  difficulties, 
|ere  remains  this  great   question  which 

must  discuss,  and  which,  if  possible, 

must  settle.     I  say,  notwithstanding 

Ime  observations  to  the  contrary  I  have 

jard,  that  the  people  of  the  Three  King- 

ms  are  looking  with  anxious  suspense 

the  course  which  Parliament  may  take 

this  question.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 

in  the  Home  Secretary  on  one  occasion 

joke  of  this  question,  of  this  proposition, 

being   something    in    the  nature  of  a 

solution.      But,    if   it    be  a  revolution, 

ber  all  it  is  not  so  great  a  ono  as  one 

>uld  suppose  from  the  force  and  energy 

the  speech  which  he  hns  delivered  tu- 

;ht— a  speech  which,  although   I  differ 

im  his  views,  was,   I  must  say,  a  very 

|od  speech — in  which  he  brought  into  the 

»uso  a  good  deal  of  the  force  and  enerpry 

the  people  of  that  great  county  (York- 

|ire)  from   which  ho  comes.       But,  the 

It  is,  that  we  are  only  about  to  deal  with 

|ucBtion  which  affects,  according  to  the 

insus,  something  under  700,000  people,  I 

jerve  hon.  Gentlemen  talking  of  the  Pro- 

»tant8  of  Ireland  as  being  one-fourth  of 

whole  population—of  being  1,500,000. 
|I  that  is  fanciful  exaggeration.     Accord- 
to  the  Census  they  are  not  more  than 
10,000,  and  let  hon.  Gentlemen  bear  this 
|mind — when  the  Census  enumerators  go 
ind,  if   a  man  is  not  a  Catholic    or  a 
isbyterian,   he  is  put  down,  unless  he 

state  he  is  of  some  other  sect,  as  an 
^iscopalian.  Judging  from  what  takes 
Lce  in  this  country,  wo  may  believe  that 

of  those  700,000  persons  there  must 

Mr.  Bright 


be  a  considerable  number  who  never  go 
to  church,    and    who,  politically   or   reli- 
giously, have   no  interest  in  the  Church. 
Therefore,  I  believe,  speaking  correctly, 
it  would   not  be   possible   to    show  that 
there  are  Episcopalians  in  Ireland  in  in- 
timate  connection   with    the   Established 
Church  to  the  amount  of  more  than  from 
500,000  to  600,000.     Now,  that  will  not 
come  to  more  than  100,000  families,  and 
that  will  not  be  vury  much  more  than  the 
population  of  Liverpool,  or  Manehester,  or 
Glasgow  ;   so  that,  in  point  of  fact,  this 
question,  which  is  held  to  be  a  revolotiooy 
and  which  eminent  lawyers  talk  about  by 
the  hour  from  dark  recesses   into   which 
we  never  enter — this  great  question  affects 
only  about  the  population  of  the  city  of 
Glasgow,   or  of   Liverpool,    or   of   Man- 
chester.     And    it   is    for    a    population 
so  small   as  this,    I   am  told — for  I  am 
not  versed  in  computations  of   this  kind 
— you  have  no  less  than  twelve  Bishopi 
and  two  Archbishops,  and  that  yoa  have 
devoted  for  their  services— for  their  reli- 
gious services — not  less  than  the  annnal 
income  arising  from  a  capital  sum  estimated 
at,  at  least,  £10,000,000  or  £12,000,000 
sterling.     Now,  if  their  system  of  teaehing 
is  really  very  good,  I  must  say  there  ought 
to  be  in  Ireland  a  more  perfectly  moral 
and  religious  population  among  the  Protes- 
tants than  there  is  in  any  other  country  in 
the  world.    Now,  what  are  we  going  to  do  ? 
What  is  the  House  going  to  do  if  we  adopt 
the  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  ?  If  the 
House  accept  the  advice  of  the  majority  sit- 
ting on  this  side,  what  are  we  about  to  do  ? 
We  are  not  going  to  commit  any  vital  wrong 
upon  that  one  city  population  of  500,000 
or  600,000.     When  we  have  done  every- 
thing that  I  have  suggested  should  be  done, 
we  shall  leave  them  in  as  comfortable  a 
position  as  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  are  in  at  this  moment.     ["  Oh."] 
We  shall  leave  them  as  well  off  as  eight  or 
nine-tenths  of  the  population  of  Wales  are; 
we  shall  leave  them  as  well  off  as  half-* 
and  not   the  least  religious  half — of  the 
people  of  England  are  ;  we  shall  leave  them 
as  well  off  as  the  English,  Scotch,  Welsh, 
and  Irish  people  who  form  the  population  in 
in  our  colonies,  whether  in  North  America 
or   Australia.      And   what  can   be  more 
monstrous  than   for   Gentlemen   to  come 
here  from  Ireland — and  there  may  be  some 
from  England — and  tell  us  we  are  bringing 
about  a  revolution,  that  we  are  commit- 
ting an  enormous  oppression,  that  we  are 
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haurdiDg  the  loyalty  of  the  people  of  the 
North  of  Irekndy  when,  after  all,  the  most 
any  of  ut  propoaes  to  do  is  that  the  popu- 
laiioo  will  be  left  at  least  as  well  off  as  any 
of  the  Tariona  populations  of  the  Empire  I 
have  jutt  deseribed  ?     I  hope  hon.  Gentle- 
men oppoaite  will  be  oonYinced  it  is  not  a 
bottomless  abyss  we  are  going  to  plunge 
thmr  friends  into.     Although  it  is  a  very 
email  question  for  the  Church  in  Ireland 
and  for  the  Church  people,  I  hold  it  is  an 
infinitely  larger  question  for  the  Catholic 
population  of  the  United  Kingdom.     Now, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qeutleman  who 
■poke  laat  relies  much  upon  law.  I  suppose 
ii  will  be  admitted  that  there  are  only  two 
mretencea  on  which  the  State  Church — the 
Proteatant  Church — can  exist  in  Ireland. 
The  one  is  religious — the  other  is  political. 
N0W9  has  anybody  been  able  to  show  that, 
as  a  religious  institution,  it  has  not  been  a 
deplorable    failure— because    clearly,    the 
original  intention,  the  original  hope,  was 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  would  be  drawn 
from  the  Church  of  Rome  and  brought  into 
harmony   with   the   Church    of   England. 
Well,  I  undertake  to  soy,  from  the  time  of 
the  firat  establishment  of  the   Protestant 
Cbnreh  in  Ireland  until  now — reckoning  up 
all  the  Catholics  on  the  one  side  and  the 
Proteatanta  on  the  other — it  could  not  be 
■hown»  and  it  is  not  to  be  belieYed— it  has 
Of er  added  really  in  100  persons  not  even 
one  person  of  the  actual  number  of  Protes- 
tanta  in  that  kingdom  of  Ireland.       The 
thing  baa  been  an  entire  failure — a  failure 
deplorable,  and  almost  ludicrous,  as  an  en- 
gine for  eonferting  the  Catholic  population. 
Bot  it  haa  not  only  not  made  Catholics  into 
PMteatanti,  but  it  hos  made  Catholics  in 
Ireland  more  intensely  Roman  than  the 
membera  of  that  Church  are  found  to  be  in 
any  kingdom   in   Europe   or   country   in 
Amertea.     And  what  is  more  than  that,  I 
think  it  ean  be  demonstrated  that  the  ezis- 
teneo  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland 
-^whether  missionary  or  not  in  pretence — 
haa  not  only  not  converted  the  Catholics 
themaeWes,  but  has  made  it  absolutely  im- 
peaaible  that  anybody  else,  or  any  other 
Cbnreh,  ahonld  convert  them.     Because,  if 
Ton  look  and  see  how  the  Protestant  Church 
haa  been  eonnected  with  the  State,  and  with 
the  politiea  of  the  country,  with   the   su- 
premaey  of  the  landed  proprietors,  with  the 
anpremaoy  of  the  Protestant  party,  with  nil 
the  dark  reeorda  of  the  past,  you  will  see 
the  effeet  haa  been  to  make  of  Catholicism 
ia  Ireland  not  only  a  faith,  but    abso- 
btelj   a  patriotiam.     I  think    I  might 


appeal  to  every  Member  of   the  House 
who   now  hears  me   whether,  if  he  had 
been   placed  in   Ireland    with   his    father 
before  him  among  the  Catholic  population 
— I  ask  him  whether  he  would  not  have 
felt  that  if  he  threw  off  his  allegiance  to 
his  Church,  and  if  he  entered  the  portals  of 
this  garrison  Church,  that  would  have  been 
to  him  not  only  a  change  of  faith,  but  a 
denial  as  it  were  of  his  birth  and  of  his 
country?    I  have  felt  always  in  considering 
this   question — and   I   have  considered  it 
much  for  twenty-five  years  post — that  all 
the  circumstances  of  that  Church  in  Ire- 
land have  been  such  as  to  stimulate  the 
heart  of  every  Catholic  to  a  stronger  ad- 
herence to  his  own  faith,  and  to  a  deter- 
mined and  unchangeable  rejection  of  the 
faith  and  the  Church  which  were  offered  to 
him  by  the  hands  of  the  Conquest.     Now, 
there  is  one  point  on  this,  too,  which  is  im- 
portant, that  the  more  you  have  produced 
in   Ireland  dissatisfaction    with    Imperial 
rule,  the  more  you  have  thrown  the  popu- 
lation into  the  hands  of  Rome.     Now,  I 
hope  I  shall  offend  no  Catholic  Member  in 
this  House  when  I  say  that  I  consider  it 
one  of  the  great  calamities  of  the  world 
that  there  are  in  many  countries  millions 
of  Catholic  population  who  are  liable  to  be 
directed  in  much  of  their  ordinary  conduct, 
and    ofttimes    in  their   political   conduct, 
through  the  Bishops  and  clergy  from  the 
centre  of  tho  city  of  Rome.      I  think  that 
is  a  misfortune — I  think  it  is  a  misfortune 
to  the  freedom  of  the  world.    And  1  think 
more  than  that,  that  it  is  a  misfortune  to 
every  Catholic  Church  in  every  country; 
for  it  tends  rather  to  prevent  it  from  being 
wholly  national,  and  it  prevents  also  such 
changes  and  such  reformations  as,  I  be- 
lieve,  are   necessary   in   the   progress   of 
every  Church.     Well,  now  we  see  some 
result  of  it  in  other  countries  of  Europe — 
notably,    at    this    moment,    in    Austria. 
There  is  a  contest  going  on  with  the  Ro- 
man power  even  in   that  country,  which 
lately  we  thought  was  the  very  last  in  the 
race  for  freedom.      There  is  no  country  in 
Europe  probably  at  this  moment  in  which 
the  Catholic  Church   and  population  are 
more  entirely  subject  to  the  direct  influence 
of  a  certain  number  of  persons,  of  whom 
most  of  us  know  nothing,  who  pull  the 
strings  of  the  Catholic  world  in  the  city  of 
Rome,  than  the  country  of  Ireland.    Well, 
I  attribute  much  of  that  which  I  think  a 
great  evil  to  the  existence  of  the  Protes- 
tant Church  in  Irelond.    [••  Oh  !  "]   Why, 
you  know  perfectly  well  that  tho  great  diq* 
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ontent  of  Ireland  is  marked  out  mainly  by 
he  Catholic  population,  and  you  know 
at  that  population  is  oven  at  this  moment, 
ore  than  it  was  some  years  ago  I  am 
fraid,  subject  directly  to  political  influ- 
noes  from  Rome  ;  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
is  for  tlie  interest  of  the  Catholic  popu- 
tion  of  Ireland  in  that  respect,  and  it  is 
r  the  interest  of  this  great  nation  and  of 
lis  Imperial  Government,  that  whatsoever 

the  tie  between  the  Catholio  popula- 
on  of  Ireland  and  the  Government  in 
reland,  that  at  least  we  ought  to  take 
way  every  obstacle  that  can  lessen  in 
e  smallest  degree  the  loyalty  of  that 
eople  to  the  Imperial  Crown.  Well,  if 
lis  Church  has  failed  as  a  religious  insti- 
tion,  how  stands  it  as  a  political  institu- 
on  ?      Why,   it  was  appointed  not  only 

convert  tho   Catholics,    but  to   secure 
e  Union.     An   hon.  Gentleman  with   a 
urage  that  I  should  not  like  to  imitate, 
id,  that  if  the  5th  Article  of  the  Act  of 
nion  should  be  altered,  then,  in  point  of 
ct,  the  Union  is  as  good  as  abolished.     I 
e  the  hon.  Gentleman  up  there,  and  I 
ink  he  is  not  the  only  one  who  said  it  in 
e  course  of  this  discussion.     It  is  a  yery 
d  and  not  a  very  strange  device  to  expect 
e  people  to  be  made  loyal  through  the 
strument  of  the  clergy.      I  know  that 
any   centuries    ago    a    monk   of    some 
lebrity  at  the  Court  of  Louis  of  Bavaria 
Id  the  monarch,  *'  You  defend  me  with 
e  sword,  and  I  will  defend  you  with  the 
n.**    Well,  wo  have  been  during  all  this 
|me  defending  this  Church  with  the  sword, 
he  Bword  has  Bcarcely  ever  been  out  of 
e  hand  of  the  governing  power  in  Ire- 
nd.       And   if   a  fair,    simple,   and   unn- 
rned  narrrative  were  given  of  the  trans- 
tions   of   this  Parliament  with   Ircldnd, 
th   regard    to    its    different   enactments 
oercive  restrictions,  suspensions  of  the 
bens    Corpus    Act,     and     so    forth — it 
lould  form  a  narrative  which   would  really 
tonish  the  world,  and  •would  greatly  dis- 
edit  us.     Well,  Sir,  after  all  this  supre- 
acy   I   am  afraid  it  is  not  too  much  to 
y  that  many  victims  have   perished  on 
e    scoffold    in     Ireland,    and    that     the 
Ids    of    Ireland    have    been    more   than 
ice    drenched    with    the    blood    of    her 
K)ple.       But,  after  all    this    is  dune,  we 
[e  not  a  bit  more  secure.     It  is  no  matter 
|)ich  Government  sits  on  the  Bench  op- 
>6ite.       The  right    hon.    Gentleman   the 
Icmber  for  South   Lancashire  was  there 
'0  years  ago,  and   on  that  occasion,  by 
|e  consent  of  his  Collcoguea  and  tho  then 
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Home  Secretary,  bad  to  introdaoe  the  Bill 
for  the  suspending  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act.     Now   you  are  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  you  bate  to  do  the  same.    No- 
body says  it  is  not  necessary.     I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  it  has  not  been  necessary 
at  other  times.     But  surely  if  this  be  ne- 
cessary—and if  there  is  this  painful  duty 
to  perform  at  various  times — it  shows  that 
this  matter  is  not  very  secure  in  Ireland.  In 
fact,  Sir,  this  is  the  most  painful  thing  that 
we  have  witnessed  lately  that  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  has  become 
BO  common  that  it  causes  no  remark.     The 
measure  is  introduced  into  the  House.     An 
Irish  Member  makes  some  remarks  about 
it,  and  it  is  passed,  and  we  suspend  the 
liberties   of  one  of  the  Three  Kingdoms 
from  year  to  year.  And  the  Prime  Minister 
has  the  courage— -I  might  also  use  another 
word — he  has  the  courage  to  get  up  and 
say  there  is  nothing  in   the  nature  of  a 
crisis  in  Ireland,  and  that  things,  in  point 
of  facty  are  going  on  there  yery  much  as 
usual,  and  that  the  House  of  Commons  is 
not  required  to  do  anything  in  particular 
for  that  country.     What  you  hafe  in  Ire- 
land is  this.     There  is  anarchy,  which  is 
subdued  by  force,  and  after  centuries  of 
rule — not  our  rule,  but  that  of  our  fore- 
fathers—we have  got  no  farther  than  this. 
We  have  not  reconciled  Ireland  to  us,  and 
we  haye  done  none  of  those  things  which 
the  world  says  wo  ought  to  have  done  ; 
and  at  this  moment — in  the  year  1868— 
wo  arc  discussing  tho  question  whether  it 
is  possible  to  make  any  change  with  re- 
ference to  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land which  will  bring  about  a  better  state 
of  feeling   between     the    people    in    that 
country    and    the   Imperial    Government. 
Well,  Sir,  I  am  afraid  there  has  been  very 
little  statesmanship,  and  very  much  neg- 
lect, and  I  think  we  ought  to  take  shame 
to  ourselves,  and,  if  possible,  to  try  to  get 
rid  of  some  of  our  antiquated  prejudices  on 
this  matter,  ond  look  at  it  as  men  would 
look   at   it   from   a   distance,    and    whose 
vision  is  not  impaired   by  the  passionate 
condition  of  things  which   in  this  country 
has  so  often  prevailed  with  regard  to  this 
question.     Well,  now,  what  is  the  remedy 
that   is  now   offered }      What   do  people 
say  of  it  ?      Now,   I  challenge  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  tho  other  side  of  the  House  to 
deny  this  if  they  can.     Do  you  not  know 
that  out  of  500,000  Episcopalians  in  Ire- 
land there  are  many — there  are  some  in 
the  Irish  nobility,  some  landed  proprietors, 
some  magistrates,  even  some  of  the  clergy, 
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a  graftt  maay  Irishmen — who  belioTo  at 
this  moment  that  it  is  of  the  Tery  first  im- 

Canee  that  the  propositions  of  the  right 
»  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Laneasbire  should  be  carried.     Now,  I  am 
not  going  to  overstate  mj  case.     I  do  not 
aay  that  all  of  them  are  of  that  opinion,  or 
that  half  of  them,  or  that  one-fourth  of 
them  are.     I  state  no  number  ;  but  of  this 
I  am  eertain,  that  there  is  an  influential, 
a  oonsiderabley  and,  as  I  belieYo,  a  wise 
minorilj.   who  are  in   favour  of  distinct 
and  deeided  aotion  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament with  regard  to  this  question.     But 
if  yoo  ask  the  whole  of  the  Catholic  popu- 
lation of  Ireland— he  they  nobles  or  be 
they  eomrooners,  landed  proprietors,  ma- 
giatratea,  merchants,  shopkeepers,  tenant- 
nurmera — perhaps,  of  the  whole  number  of 
Catholics  of  Irelond,  being,  I  do  not  know 
how  many  times— I  suppose  eight  or  nine 
times — the  number  of  the  Episcopalians, 
theae  are  probably,  without  exception,  of 
opinion  that  it  would  bo  greatly  ad  van- 
tageoos  and  just  to  their  country  if  the 
mopoaitions  submitted  on  this  side  of  the 
Hoose  should  receive  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament.    Now,  if  some  Protestants  and 
aome  Catholios  are  agreed  that  tliey  should 
rtmova  this  Church  what  would  it  be  if 
Ireland  was   1,000  miles  away,  and   we 
ware  disonssing  it  as  we  might  discuss  the 
■aaia  state  of  affairs  in  Canada  ?     It  we 
vera  to  have  in  Canada  and  in  Australia 
all  this  disloyalty  among  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic population,  owing  to  the  existence  of 
a   Btato  Church  there,  wliy  the   Rouse 
wonld  bo  onanimous  that  the  State  Church 
in  tbMO  edonies  should  be  abolished,  and 
that  perfoet  equality  and  freedom  in  such 
vattora  abonld  be  given.     But  there  is  a 
ftar  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlc- 
aMUi  the  Home  Secretary  that  the  malady 
which  would   exist  in  Ireland  across  the 
Channel  should  appear  in  England  ;  that, 
in  point  of  faot,  the  disorder  of  getting 
rid  of  the  State  Church  in  Ireland,   like 
any  ccntagions  disorder,  should  cross  the 
Channel  — the  west  wind  —  lodging  first 
in  Scetlandy  and  then  crossing  the  Tweed 
and    coning  to  England.      I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  so  far  as  to 
■ay   that  ho  waa  so  much  in  favour  of 
loligious  equality  that  if  it  were  insisted 
en  that  it  should  exist  in  Ireland  by  the 
discatablishment  and  disendowment  of  the 
Protectant  Sutc  Church,  that  he  would 
iccomoscnd  the  aame  policy  for  England. 
How  with  regard  to  that,  I  will  just  give 
tho  Honaa  an  anecdote  which  has  refer- 


ence to  Scotland.      Some  years  ago  I  had 
the  pleasure  of  spending  some  days  at  the 
house  of  the  late  Lord  Aberdeen,  after  he 
had  ceased  to  be  Prime  Minister.    He  was 
talking  of  tho  disruption  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland,  and  he  soid  that  nothing  in  the 
course  of  his  public  life,  he  thought,  had 
given  him  so  much  pain  as  that  disruption 
and  the  establishment  of  the  Free  Church 
in  that  country.     But  he  said  he  had  lived 
long  enough  to  discover  that  it  was  one  of 
the  greatest  blessings  that  had  ever  come 
to  Scotland.    He  said  that  they  had  a  vast 
increase  in  the  number  of  churches,  a  cor- 
responding increaso   in    the   number    of 
manses    or    ministers'  houses,   and   that 
schools  had  increased,  also,  to  an  cxtraor^ 
dinary  extent ;  and  there  had  been  impar- 
ted to  the  Established  Cliurch  a  vitality  and 
energy  which  it  had  not  known  for  a  long 
period  ;  and  that  education,  morality,  and 
religion  had  received  a  great  advancement 
in  Scotland  in  consequence  of  that  change. 
Therefore,  after  all,  a  change  of  this  kind 
is  not  the  most  dreadful  thing  in  the  world 
— not  so  bad  as  a  great  earthquake — or  as 
imany  other  things  that  hnvo  happened.    I 
lam  not  quite  sure  that  tho  Scottish  people 
themselves  may  not  some  day  ask  you-* 
if  you  do  not  yourselves  introduce  and  pnss 
it   without   their    asking — to  allow   their 
State  Church  to  bo  disestablished.     I  met 
only  the  other  day  a  most  intelligent  gen- 
tleman from  the  North  of  Scotland,  and  ho 
told  mo  that  the  minister  of  the  church  he 
frequented  had  £250  a  year  from  the  Es- 
tablishment fund,  which  ho  thought  very 
much  too  little,  and  he  felt  certain  that, 
if  tho  EBtabli>hmcnt  wero  abolished,  and 
the  Church  made  into  a  free  Church,  tho 
salary  of  tho  minister  would  be  advanced 
at  least  £500  a  year.     Well,  that  is  a 
very  good  argument  for  the  ministers,  and 
we  shall  see  by-nnd-by,  if  the  conversion 
of  Scotland  makes  much  advance,  that  you 
may  be  asked  to  disestablish  their  Church. 
Tho  hon.    Member  for   Honiton  (Mr.  B. 
Cochrane)  last    night    quoted    something 
which,  I  dare  say,   ho  did   not   recollect 
accurately — something  which   I   had  said 
respecting  tho   Church  of  England  ;    but 
the  fact  is  that  the  Church  of  England  is 
not    suffering    from    the   assaults   of  the 
Liberation  Society  ;  it  is  suffering  from  a 
very  different  complaint.    It  is  an  internal 
complaint.     You  have  had  it  before  one  of 
the  Courts  of  Law  within  the  last  few  days, 
and  a  very  curious  decision  has  been  given 
that  candles  are    lawful,   but  incense  is 
something  horrible  and  cannot  be  allowed  ; 
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then  the  newspapers  tell  you  on  the 
ry  next  Sunday  there  is  more  incense  in 
\i  particular  church  than  there  efer  had 
m  before.     I  will  tell  hon.   Gentlemen 
»osite  what  it    is    that  endangers  the 
ito  Church  now — I  mean  a  State  Church 
|e  this  in  England,  against  which  there 
no  violent  political   assault.      It  is  the 
»valence  of  zeal.     Whenever  zeal  creeps 
a  State  Church,   it   takes   naturally 
ferent  forms — one  strongly  Evangelical, 
»thcr  strongly  High  Church  or  Ritua- 
k,  and  these  two  species  of  zeal  work 
and  on  in  opposition,  until  finally  there 
les  a  catastrophe,  and  it  is  found  that  it 
not    Mr.    Miall    and    the    Liberation 
>iety — although    they    have     prepared 
ln*8  minds  not  to  dread  the  consequence 
len  it  really  does  happen — ^but  it  is  some- 
|ng  wholly  different,  within  the  Church 
)lf,  that  causes  the   disruption   of  the 
irch.      The  Scottish  disruption  did  not 
;e  place  from  any  assaults  from  with- 
\ — it  took  place  from  zeal  and  difficulties 
|hin  ;  and  if  you  could  keep  the  whole  of 
Church  of  England  perfectly  harmonious 
Ihin  its  own  borders,  it  would  take  a  very 
[ing   prophet  who  would   undertake  to 
it  out  the  time  when  it  would  be  dis- 
iblished.      We   will  confine   ourselves, 
[refore,  to  Ireland^  and  I  will  ask  hon. 
itlemen  this :  I  believe  hon.  Gentlemen 
>osite   do   not  usually  reject   tho  view 
fell  we  entertain,   that   the  abolition  of 
State  Church  in  Ireland  would  tend  to 
(en    the   difficulties    of    governing  that 
|ntry.     I  think  there  is  scarcely  an  hon. 
itlcman  on  the  other  side  wlio  has  not 
le  doubt  of  his  previous  opinions,  some 
jht  misgiving  on   this  point,  and  boiuo 
position  to  accept  our  view  of  the  case. 
Ill,  why  should  you   be  afraid  ?     Even 
Mren,  wo  know,  can  be  induced,  by  re- 
ted   practice,    to  go   into  a  dark  room 
liout  fear.    You  have  always,  somebody 
the   other  night,   lions   in   the  path  ; 
I  will  not  dignify  them  with  the  name 
pons — they  arc  hobgoblins.    Now,  when 
havo  seen  and  handled  them,  as  you 
|e  a  great  many  times  since  I  have  been 
tho  habit  of  speaking  opposite  to  you, 
\Q  things   are    found,  after   all,    to  be 
hobgoblins  ;  you   havo  learned,   after 
that  they  are  perfectly  harmless  ;  and 
[n  you  thought  we  were  doing  you  harm, 
upsetting   tho  Constitution,  you  havo 
id  that,  after  all,  wo  wero  doing  you 
Id,    and    the    Constitution    was    rather 
|nger  than  it  was  beforo.    Let  mo  point 
for  a  moment  some  of  thoso  changes 
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that  were  found  at  the  time  to  be  of  great 
difficulty,  but  have  been  found  to  be  very 
wise  and  good  afterwards.     When  I  came 
into  this  House,  nearly  twenty-five  years 
ago,  our  colonial  system  was  wholly  dif- 
ferent from  what  it  is  now.  It  has  been  al- 
together changed — Sir  William  Molesworth 
and  his  friends  were  mainly  the  authors  in 
Parliament  of  those  changes.  Well,  all  our 
colonies,  as  we  all  admit,  are  much  more 
easily  governed  and  much  more  loyal  than 
they  were  in  those  days.     Turning  then 
to  our  financial  system  —  and  I  really  do 
not  want  to  offend   anyone  by  mentioning 
this — you  know  that  our  financial  Bystem, 
since  Sir  Robert  Peel  came  into  office  in 
1841,  has  been  completely  changed,  and 
yet  the  Revenue  of  the  country  is  larger, 
which  I  regard  as  a  misfortoue — and  not 
only  larger,  but  more  secure  hy  far,*  if  Par- 
liament requires  it,  than  it  was  at  any  pre- 
vious period  of  our  history.     Take  the  old 
protective  system,  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
and  some  others  have  not  forgotten.     Free 
Trade,  I  believe,  was  a  frightful  monster. 
But  tho  protective  system   ia  gone ;  and 
now  every  candid  man  amongst  you  will 
admit    that    industry,    being    more    free 
throughout  the  country,  is  better  rewarded; 
and  that  the  land,  which  you  said  would 
go  out  of  cultivation,  and  become  of  no 
value,   sells   for    a    higher   price  in    the 
market  than  it  ever  brought  before.  There 
are  two  other  points  on  which  I  wish  to 
add  a  word.  Ono  was  mentioned  last  night 
after  most  of  the  Members  had  gone  home. 
The  balance  of  power  was  once  considered 
— what  shall  I  say  ? — tho  very  beginning 
and  ending  of  our  foreign  policy;  indeed, 
I  nm  not  sure  that  there  are  not  some  old 
statesmen  in  the  other  House  who  believe 
in  it  even  yet.  What  was  done  last  night  ? 
Why,    the   noble    Lord    the   Member    for 
Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho),  who  comes 
up  from  Scotland   brimfuU  of  enthusiasm 
for  impossible  projects,  proposed  to  put  in 
words  which  had  been  rejected  from   the 
Preamble  of  the  Mutiny   Bill  relating  to 
the  preservation  of  tho  balance  of  power. 
Lord  Elciio  :  I  only  proposed  to  re-insert 
^hem.]     What  did  one  of  your  most  dis- 
tinguished Ministers,  the  right   hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Secretary  for   War,  say  in  re- 
ference to  the  proposition  ?     He  said  he 
thought  it  singular  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otway)  should  have  pro- 
posed to  remove  the  words,  because  they 
really   meant  nothing ;    but   he   was   still 
more  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
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hftTO  atked  to  hafe  them  replaced.  Well, ,  That  is  greatly  to  the  credit,  Dot  onlj  of 
thus  joa  aee  that  this  balance  of  poiror  bis  head,  but  of  his  heart.  We  have  seen 
ia  gonCi  and  yet  England,  I  will  under-  even  amongst  you  on  that  side  of  the  House 
take  to  aay,  under  tho  national  and  fair  a  progress  in  many  things — a  progress 
administration   of  Foreign  Affairs  by  tho    which  I  say  is  most  gratifying  to  ni 


Powers  as  ever  it  was  when   we    were 
ready  to  meddle 

that  arose  upon  the  uontinent  ot  i!iurope 
Now,  there  is  only  one  other  thing  tol 
which  I  will  advert  —  the  question  ofj 
the  representation.  You  know,  in  1830, 
there  was  almost  no  representation.  There 
were  a  few  towns  in  which  there  was 
almost  universal  suffrage,  and  many  scores 
of  rotten  boroughs  —  in  fact,  the  whole 
ayitem  had  got  into  such  a  state  of 
congestion  that  it  could  not  be  tolerated 
any  longer,  and  we  had  a  small,  but  which 
might  have  been  a  very  large,  revolution, 
in  amending  that  state  of  things.  Last 
year  you,  who  had  seen  this  hobgoblin 
for  years,  who  had  thought,  I  have  no 
doubt— many  of  you — that  I  was  very  un- 
wise and  injudicious  in  the  mode  in  which 
I  had  proposed  to  extend  the  suffrage — 
last  year  you  found  out  that  it  was  not  so 
inonstrons  a  thing-after  all,  and  you  became 
•hsolutely  enthusiastic  in  support  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Reform  Bill.  Well, 
yon  believe  now,  and  the  First  Minister,  if 
thia  waa  an  occasion  on  which  he  had  to 
apeak  about  it,  would  tell  you  not  to  be 
nJfraid  of  what  was  done.  He  would  tell 
yon  thaty  based  on  the  suffrage  of  a  larger 
portion  of  your  countrymen.  Parliament 
would  heneefortli  be  more  strong  and  vene- 
rated by  the  people  than  ever  it  had  been- 
before.  If  that  is  true  of  Parliament, 
what  shall  we  say  of  the  Throne  itself  after 
all  theae  changes  ?  I  will  venture  to  say 
that,  whatever  convenience  there  may  be 
ia  hereditary  monarchy,  whatever  there 
may  be  of  historic  grandeur  in  the  Kingly 
office,  whatever  of  nobleness  in  tho  pos- 
icaaor  of  the  Crown,  in  all  these  things  is 
il  not  true  that  everything  is  at  least  as 
folly  reeogniaed  by  the  nation  as  it  ever 
waa  at  any  previous  period  of  our  history  ? 
I  do  not  mention  these  things  to  reproach 
anybody  here.  We  all  have  to  learn. 
There  are  many  in  this  House  who  have 
keen  in  process  of  learning  for  a  good 
while.  In  fact,  I  am  not  sure  that  my 
fight  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Laoeaahire  did  not  admit  to  mo  that  on 
thia  very  question  of  the  Church  his  opi- 
uona  have  bean  greatly  expanded,  and 
have  boon  ripening  for  a  series  of  years. 


noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Kidg's  Lynn,,  though  that,  of  course,   is  a  very  small 
ia^just  as  much  respected  by  all  foreign   matter — and  it  is  also  a  v 


very  wholesome 
indication  that  the  minds  of  men  are  be- 
in  every  stupid  quarrel t  coming  more  open  to  the  consideration  of 
e  Continent  of  Europe.!  great  principles  in  connection  with  great 

public  questions.      And  this  lets  us   see 

flthat  in  future  we  shall  have — as,  no  doubt, 
we  shall  hare  —  a  Government  more  in 
accordance  with  public  opinion  and  public 
interests  than  wc  have  had  in  past  times. 
Now,  in  my  opinion,  the  changes  that  are 
made  in  our  time  aro  the  glory,  of  our 
time.  I  believe  that  our  posterity  will 
regard  them  as  the  natural  atid  blessed 
fruits  of  the  growth  of  intelligence,  and  of 
the  more  comprehensive  justice  of  this 
age.  I  mention  these  things  to  ask  you 
not  to  close  your  ears  to  the  arguments, 
nor  to  close  your  hearts  to  tho  impressions 
of  justice  which  must  assail  you  with  re- 
gard to  this  question  which  is  now  being 
debated  so  much  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land. I  might  appeal  to  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  perhaps  is  in  the  House 
— the  Member,  I  think,  for  the  county  of 
Limerick — who  was  nt  a  very  remarkable 
meeting  held  the  other  day  in  Limerick 
on  this  very  question.  I  have  heard  from 
sources  which  cannot,  I  think,  be  ques- 
tioned, that  it  was  a  very  remarkable 
meeting — one  of  the  most  remarkable  that 
has  been  held  in  Ireland,  I  will  venture 
to  say,  for  the  last  twenty  years,  or,  per- 
haps, I  might  say  for  a  longer  period ;  that 
there  was  a  far  more  healthy  tone  of  mind, 
of  expression,  of  conduct,  of  feeling,  of 
everything  we  wish  to  see,  than  has  been 
known  there  for  a  very  long  period.  I 
believe  and  know — because  1  am  told  by 
witnesses  who  cannot  be  contradicted^ 
that  that  change  arose  from  the  growing 
belief  that  there  was  a  sufficient  majority 
in  this  House — that  the  general  opinion  of 
Parliament  was  sufficiently  strong,  to  en- 
able this  measure  of  justice  and  reconcilia- 
tion to  bo  passed.  Now,  I  nsk  you,  if, 
after  what  has  taken  place,  you  are  ablo-*- 
unhappily  ablo-^to  prevent  the  progress 
of  tho  movement  which  is  now  afoot  for 
the  disestablishment  of  tho  State  Church 
in  Ireland  ;  are  you  not  of  opinion  that  it 
would  create  groat  dissatisfaction,  that  it 
would  add  to  tho  existing  discontent,  that 
it  would  make  those  that  are  hopeful  de- 
spair, and  that  men — rash  men  if  you  like 
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itron^  and  earnest  men,  would  speak  to 
Ise  that  hitherto  have   not  heen  rash, 
have  not  been  earnest,  and  would  say, 
ou  seo   at   last  ;    is  this  not  a  proof 
Jvincing  and  unanswerable,  that  the  Ini- 
ial  Parliament,  sitting  in  London,  is  not 
lable  of  hearing  our  complaints  and  of 
ng  that  justice  which  we,  as  a  people, 
juire  at  their  hands  ?"     Do  uot  imagine 
[t  I  am  speaking  with   personal  hosti- 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   who  is 
ir  Chief  Minister  here  ?    Do  not  imagine 
a  moment  that  I  am  one  of  those,  if 
[re  be  any,  who  are  hoping  to  oust  hon. 
Ltlemen  from  that  (the  Treasury) Bench 
»rder  that  I  may  take  one  of  the  places 
iupied  by   them.      I    would  treat  this 
|)ject  as   a    thing  far   beyond   and   far 
»Te   party    differences.      The   question 
tes  before  the  House,  of  course,  as  all 
^se  great  questions  must,  as  a  great  party 
>stion  ;  and  I  am  one  of  the  Members 
I  this  party.     But  it  does  not  follow  that 
the  Members  of  a  party  should  be  ac- 
kted  by  a  party  spirit,  or  by  a  miserable, 
ambition  to  take  the  place  of  a  Minis- 
of  the  Crown.     I  say  there  is  some- 
|ng  far  higher  and  better  than  that ;  and 
)ver  there  was  a  question  presented  to 
irliamcnt  which  invited  the  exercise  of 
highest  feelings  of   Members  of  the 
luse,  I  say  this  is  one  of  those  questions, 
len,  I  say,  do  not  be  alarmed  at  what  is 
»posed.      Let  us  tuko  this  Irish  State 
lurch,  let  us  take  it  not  with  a  rude — 
jam  against  rudeness  and  harshness  in 
;islatiyo  action — but  if  not  with  a  rude, 
with  a  resolute  grasp.     If  you  adopt 
policy  we  recommend  you   will  pluck 
a  weed  which   pollutes  the  air.     [''  Oh, 
{."]     I  will  give  hon.  Gentleman  consola- 
In   in   the  conclusion  of  the  sentence — 
lay  you  will  pluck  up  a  weed  which  poi- 
ses tho  air  ;    but  you  will  leave  a  free 
'otestant  Church,  which  will  be  hereafter 
ornament  and  a  grace  to  all  those  who 
ly   be  brought  within   the  range  of  its 
luence.      Sir,  I  said  in  the  beginning  of 
observations  that  there  were  the  people 
three  kingdoms  who  were  waiting  with 
ixious  suspense  for  the  solution  of  this 
lestion.     Ireland  waits  and  longs  for  it. 
lappeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
[ember   for   Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell) ;    I 
ipeal  to  that  meeting  which  he  can  de- 
Iribe,  and  perhaps  may  describe,  to  the 
louse  ;  and  I  say  that  Ireland  waits  and 
Ings  for  a  great  act  of  reconciliation.     I 
ly,  further,  that  England  and  Scotland 
[e  eager  to  make  atonement    for   past 
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crimes  and  past  errors  ;  and  the  last  thing 
I  shall  address  to  the  House  is  this — I 
say  it  depends  upon  us— this  House  of 
Commons  —  this  Imperial  Parliament  — 
whether  that  reconciliation  shall  take 
place,  and  whether  that  atonement  shall 
at  length  be  made. 

Mr.  roebuck   moved  the  adjoarn- 
ment  of  the  debate  to  Thursday. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Dehtkie  further  adjourned  till  Thunday* 
House  adjourned  at  Twelve  o'clock. 
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FEVER  AT   THE   MAURITIUS— THE 
86th  REGIMENT.— QUESTIONS. 

Mu.  BARCLAY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretory  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  any  steps  hare  been  takeo 
by  the  Mauritius  Government,  since  the  re- 
newed outbreak  of  fever,  to  promote  sani- 
tary reform  in  the  town  of  Port  Louis  ; 
and,  whether  any  instructions  have  been 
sent,  or  are  about  to  bo  sent,  by  the  Home 
Government,  cmpo\Tering  cither  the  Go- 
vernor or  tho  General  Board  of  Health  to 
enforce  the  sanitary  measures  required  f 

Mr.  ADDERLEY,  in  reply,  said,  the 
latest  information  from  the  Mauritius  was 
dated  February  16,  and  arrived  on  March 
18.  It  stated  that  the  fever  was  on  the 
increase  in  Port  Louis,  and  had  spread  to 
the  interior.  At  that  time  the  ehief  medi- 
cal officer  stated  that  the  fever  had  as- 
sumed a  much  milder  form,  and  was  better 
understood  ;  while  the  attacks  were  in  a 
considerably  smaller  proportion  fatal.  He 
also  stated  that  there  was  now  an  ample 
supply  of  quinine  and  other  drugs,  whtoh 
there  had  not  been  at  first,  and  which  were 
most  useful  in  meeting  the  attacks.  With 
respect  to  tho  second  portion  of  th«  Qaei- 
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tion  of  the  hoD.  Member,  measures  had 
been  taken  to  inoreaso  the  number  of 
medical  officers  available.  Application  with 
this  Tiew  had  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  Madras  for  English  doctors,  and 
two  had  been  sent  as  well  as  a  forei<rn 
doctor.  His  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Buckingham),  immediately  on  receipt  of  the 
last  intelligence,  had  given  directions  that 
tiro  additional  English  medical  men  should 
go  out  from  this  country  by  the  first  mail. 
The  Duke  of  Buckingham  had  also  called 
the  attention  of  the  local  Government  to 
the  apparent  want  of  concert  and  efficiency 
of  the  municipality  of  Port  Louis  in  rela- 
tion to  sanitary  matters,  and  suggested  al- 
terations in  its  constitution  with  a  view  of 
increasing  its  efficiency.  The  Board  of 
Health  would  be  increased  by  the  addition 
of  the  Officer  in  command  of  the  troops, 
the  commanding  Officer  of  the  Engineers, 
the  Assistant  Military  Secretary,  and  an 
Officer  of  the  Royal  Artillery.  Everything 
had  been  done  that  could  be  done  in  such 
%  case* 

Mb.  WH alley  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What 
measures  have  been  taken  for  the  removal 
of  the  86th  Regiment  from  the  Mauritius, 
and  within  what  period  it  may  be  expected 
that  the  Regiment  will,  by  this  or  other 
means,  be  rescued  from  its  present  perilous 
oondition;  and,  with  reference  to  the  Gene- 
ral commanding  in  the  Mauritius  and  the 
Colonel  of  the  Regiment,  whether  any  steps 
have  been  taken  or  are  intended  to  fix 
upon  those  officers  respectifely  the  respon- 
aibilitj  for  the  disastrous  results  of  their 
having  lauded  the  said  Regiment,  in  disre- 
gard of  instructions  and  in  defiance  of  the 
expreaa  warning  of  the  local  authoritieii? 

Mb.  ADDERLEY  said,  the  circum- 
stances of  the  landing  of  the  86th  Regiment 
would  bo  better  stated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  who 
was  at  present  absent  from  the  House ; 
bat  he  might,  in  the  meanwhile,  observe 
that  eireumstances  had  been  very  much 
niisonderstood,  and  much  greater  precau- 
tiooa  had  been  taken  as  to  the  landing  and 
disposal  of  these  troops  when  landed  than 
bad  been  supposed.  He  believed  little  bad 
reeolt  had  followed.  There  had  been  some 
■icknesa,  but  only  one  death  in  that  Regi- 
Bsent.  The  measures  which  had  been  taken 
with  a  view  to  the  reformation  of  the  muni- 
eipalitj  of  Port  Louis  did  not  aifect  the 
oAoera  to  whom  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
GaDtlemaii  referred.  They  simply  had  re- 
Cmaoe  to  the  efficiency  of  the  municipality 


in  carrying  out  sanitary  measures  in  the 
town  of  Port  Louis. 

RELIGIOUS/Ao.,  buildings  (SITES) 
BILL— [Bill  18.] 

(Jfr.  HadfiM,  Mr,  BazUi/,  Mr,  Leeman, 

Mr,  Akrot/d.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  HADFIELD,  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  observed  that  it  was 
very  nearly  in  the  words  of  a  measure  which 
last  Session  passed  through  the  House 
witliout  a  dissentient  voice.  Two  Membors 
of  the  Cabinet  expressed  their  opinion  in 
favour  of  that  measure,  and  a  like  opinion 
had  been  expressed  by  two  Chairmen  of 
Committees  appointed  to  consider  tho 
Mortmain  Act,  9  Oeo,  II.,  c.  36.  He  was 
not  aware  that  on  tho  present  occasion 
thero  was  any  real  opposition.  The  late 
Lord  Clmncellor  (Lord  Cran worth)  had 
stated  that  ho  could  see  no  possible  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill.  Its  provisions  extended 
to  all  sorts  of  charitable  and  scientific,  as 
well  as  religious  societies,  and  it  really  only 
conferred  on  them  tho  same  powers  as  was 
given  by  the  Companies  Act,  25  &  26 
Vict,  0,  89,  s.  21,  to  joint-stock  companies 
— namely,  power  to  acquire  two  acres  of 
land  for  the  purpose  of  building  for  any 
charitable  institution  which  they  might  re- 
quire. By  the  provisions  of  the  Mortmain 
Act,  certain  restrictions  were  imposed  on 
such  institutions,  and  the  Bill  proposed  that 
whenever  land  was  purchased  for  tho  pur- 
poses of  such  an  institution  there  should  be 
no  necessity  for  incurring  such  an  enormous 
expense  ns  was  at  present  required  to  ob- 
tain a  proper  conveyance  of  land.  The 
Mortmain  Act  contained  two  sets  of  pro- 
visions :  tho  first  was  that  no  person  should 
devise  land  for  charitable  purposes,  and  that 
when  any  gift  was  made  by  deed,  the  deed 
must  within  six  months  be  enrolled  in 
Chancery,  and  the  donor  live  twelve  months 
after  tho  execution  of  tho  deed  ;  and  the 
second  wos,  that  every  conveyance  for  a 
charitable  institution  should  be  void  (see 
Section  3)  except  it  were  duly  executed 
and  duly  enrolled  six  months  after  execu- 
tion, although  a  full  and  valuable  consi- 
deration should  have  been  actually  paid 
for  the  purchased  property.  It  was  with 
the  latter  only  that  ho  wished  to  inter- 
fere. Ho  did  not  object  to  the  enrol- 
ment of  deeds  and  the  consequent  ex- 
pense, in  the  case  of  large  and  rich  insti- 
tutions ;  but  tho  present  regulations  ope- 
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)d  as  a  great  restriction  to  the  establish- 
it  of  many  of  the  smaller  religious,  be- 
[olenty  nnd  literary  societips  of  the  king- 
In  many  schools  the  requirements 
the  Mortmain  Act  were  dispensed  with 
law  altogether.     All  that  he  wished  was 
[t  charitable  institutions,  not  exceeding 
acres,  should  be  freed  from  the  ex- 
ise  which  the  present  state  of  the  law 
It  upon  them.     Since  the  passing  of  the 
Irtmain  Act  thousands  of  deeds,  made 
executed  for  full  consideration  paid, 
become  void  in  consequence  of  their 
having  been  executed  in  the  form  pre- 
ibed  by  the  Act  and  enrolled,  and  Acts 
Parliament  had  from  time  to  time  been 
[sed  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  deeds 
tihis  character  to  their  full  legal  opera- 
There  was  already  an  Act  to  allow 
Istees  to  apply  at  any  time  to  the  Court 
] Chancery  to  be  allowed  to  enrol,  and 
make  good,  their  deeds;   and  since 
10   there    had   been    several   thousand 
Is  enrolled  in  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
thus  made  legal  and  binding,  under 
|ent  Acts  of  Parliament ;    whereas  for 
ly  years  they  had  been  illegal.     One 
larkable  instance  of  the  bad  effect  of 
old  law  was  that,  many  years  ago,  of 
Manchester  Infirmary,  in  reference  to 
Rch  the  requirements  of  the  Mortmain 
It  had  not  been  for  fifty  years  complied 
Ih,  and  during  this  time  the  heir  to  the 
ate  might  have  taken  possession  ;    but 
ItcAil  of  doing  tliis  he  nobly  completed 
title  of  the  trustees. 
vi.  IIEADLAM  said,  that  some  years 
ho  was  Chairman  of  a  Committee  upon 
Laws  of  Mortmain,  and  he  might  say 
it  thou^^li,  in  that  Committee,  there  was 
[at  variety  of  opinion  upon  the  general 
fject,  yet  there  was   perfect  unanimity 
m  this  point,  that   there  should  be  an 
leption  in  favour  of  institutions  such  as 
[so  mentioned  in  this  Bill.     In  a  former 
imittce,  also,  he  believed  that  there  was 
lilar  unanimity  in  favour  of  such  an  ex- 

'he  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 

luld   offer   no   objection   to   the  second 

kding  of  the  Bill.     Last  year  a  clause 

been  moved  in  **  another  place  '*  which 

induced  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  give 

his  Bill ;  but  that  was  a  clause  which 

lid  not  appear  necessary  to  insist  upon 

la  Bill  which  applied  only  to  the  objects 

ich  this  Bill  contemplated.     lie  by  no 

|an8  said  that  it  was  unnecessary  to  keep 

those  restrictions  on  grants  and  aliena- 

18  of  land  which  were  imposed  by  the 

Jfr.  nadfiold 


Laws  of  Mortmain ;  yet,  having  regard  to 
tKe  small  quantities  of  land  whioh  would  be 
taken  under  this  Bill,  he  should  certainly 
offer  no  objection  to  the  measure. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  timOy  and  eommitied 
for  Tueiday,  2l8t  April. 

LIBEL  BILL— [Bill  3.] 
(Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen,  Mr,  Bainei.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  colman  O'LOGHLEN  moved  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  wished  to 
guard  against  its  being  supposed  that  he 
assented  to  a  portion  of  this  Bill»  which 
some  persons  thought  was  a  very  essential 
part  of  it — namely,  the  third  clause,  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  make  every 
speaker  at  a  public  meeting  liable  for 
words  spoken  to  the  same  extent  as  if  he 
had  sat  down  and  deliberately  written  and 
published  them.  He  did  not  wish  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill ;  but  he  begged  to  give  notice 
that  in  Committee  upon  the  Bill  he  ahoald 
move  that  the  clause  to  which  he  referred 
be  struck  out.  In  the  Committee  the 
question  could  be  fully  discussed. 

Mr.  WUALLEY  said,  he  would  also 
abstain  from  discussing  the  Bill  at  its  pre- 
sent stage.  He  hoped  there  would  be  a 
discussion  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  to  a 
certain  extent  when  it  was  in  Committee. 
The  law  of  libel  affected  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  almost  more  than  any  other  branch 
of  law.  So  far  as  he  had  heard  every  one 
of  ^hc  petitions  in  favour  of  this  Bill  had 
originated,  if  not  directly  emanated*  from 
parties  who  were  interested  in  the  matter 
— namely,  the  representatives  of  the  Press. 
If  there  was  any  injustice  whatever  in  the 
present  law  of  libel,  such  was  the  elasticity 
of  the  Common  Law  of  England  that  any 
man  could  go  before  a  Court  of  Law  and  sayi 
*^  Here  is  an  unjustice,  it  is  not  right  that 
a  man  should  be  punished  for  this  trans- 
action.'' If  that  could  bo  made  clear  to 
the  common  sense  of  those  who  presided 
over  the  Court,  they  could  adapt  their  de- 
cision according  to  the  circumstances.  If 
this  Bill  were  passed,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  any  man  to  understand  tho  law  of  libel. 
The  Bill,  which  had  been  prepared  in  Ire- 
land, struck  at  the  root  of  freedom  of 
speech.  The  Courts  of  Law,  having  ad- 
mioistorcd  tho  law  of  libel  for  centuries  to 
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the  Mtisfaclion  of  the  eouDtrj,  the  Hoase 
wei  now  called  opoDf  for  no  valid  reason, 
to  take  the  matter  into  its  own  hands.  He 
implored  the  House  not  to  allow  the  laws 
of  England  to  he  hampered  at  the  caprice 
of  anj  boo.  Irish  Member,  however  learned 
or  however  eloquent,  more  especiolly  if 
that  hen.  Member  must  be  supposed,  in  his 
•ttempta  to  introduce  such  alterations,  to 
be  infioeneed  by  a  spirit  of  favour  to  an- 
other ajstem  of  laws  which  was  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  laws  of  this  country. 

The  !  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  hen.  Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr. 
Whalley)  waa  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
this  Bill  had  been  prepared  in  Ireland 
in  the  form  in  which  it  now  came  before 
tbo  House.  It  underwent  considerable 
•lamination  and  alteration  last  year  in 
Committee  of  that  House  and  in  Select 
Committee.  He  did  not  intend  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  although  it 
waa  a  fair  matter  for  discussion  in  Commit- 
tee, whether  the  measure  ought  to  receive 
tbe  aaDctioD  of  that  House  or  not.  There 
waa  an  important  principle  involved  in  the 
Bill-*be  should  rather  say  in  the  first  sec- 
tioDy  bj  which  it  was  proposed  for  the  first 
tim«  to  allow  an  editor  or  proprietor  of  a 
newspaper  to  show  that  an  alleged  libel 
waa  a  true  and  fair  report  of  the  proceed- 
ings at  a  meeting  lawfully  assembled  for  a 
lawful  pnrpose,  open  to  reporters  for  the 
pablio  Dewspapersy  and  at  which  a  reporter 
waa  present  for  the  purpose  of  reporting 
the  proeeedings  of  such  a  meeting  for  a 
pablio  newspaper,  and  that  the  report  was 

Snbliahed  iu  such  newspaper  by  the  defen- 
ant  h<md  Jids^  without  malice,  and  in  the 
ordinary  eonrse  of  business,  and  to  allow 
**  not  goilty"  by  statute  to  be  pleaded,  under 
these  eireomstances  to  an  action.  It  was 
n  fair  matter  for  discussion  whether  it  was 
•ipodienft  that  such  an  extensive  alteration 
in  tbo  eiisting  law  of  libel  should  be  made. 
It  was  said  that  the  Bill  had  been  promoted 
voroly  in  the  interest  of  newspaper  pro- 
nriotors;  but  he  should  rather  say  that  it 
bad  been  introdueed  for  the  purpose  of 
protoeting  the  proprietors  of  newspapers 
moi  being  liable  to  actions  for  libel  in  cases 
when  they  had  admitted  reports  of  speeches 
whieh,  as  far  as  they  were  aware,  contained 
aoemte  statements  of  fact,  and  where  they 
bad  pnbluhed  them  without  malice,  merely 
for  the  pnrpose  of  informing  the  public  up- 
on matters  of  interest.  It  had  been  shown 
that*  on  mora  than  one  occasion,  pro- 
prioton  of  newspapers  had  sustained  con- 
siderable hardship  in  consequence  of  such 


reports  not  being  privileged.  The  principal 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  allow  newspaper 
proprietors  to  publish  the  proceedings  of 
meetings  lawfully  assembled  for  a  lawful 
purpose  with  a  certain  amount  of  impunity, 
and  to  enable  them  to  plead  in  the  form 
pointed  out  by  tho  Bill  that  the  report  was 
an  accurate  report  of  those  proceedings, 
published  without  malice  and  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  business.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Sir  Robert 
Collier)  had  objected  to  tho  third  clause,  by 
which  a  speaker  of  defamatory  words  at 
the  description  of  meeting  contemplated  by 
the  Act  was  rendered  liable  to  an  action  for 
libel.  Now,  the  speaker  at  such  a  meeting 
would  bo  perfectly  well  aware  that  his 
words  would  be  reported  in  tho  newspapers 
and  circulated,  and  that  was  very  different 
from  the  case  of  a  man  making  use  of 
hasty  words  under  circumstances  where  ho 
could  not  suppose  they  would  bo  pub- 
lished. IIo  know  that  there  was  a  marked 
distinction  between  the  law  of  slander  and 
that  of  libel,  but  it  was  all  founded  on  this 
— that  words  uttered  orally  were  fleeting, 
and  were  not  intended  to  be  permanent. 
But  tho  distinction  in  fact  between  slander 
and  libel  was  much  modified  at  tho  pro- 
sent  day.  At  all  events,  if  the  first  clause 
of  the  Bill  was  carried,  and  they  allowed 
reports  of  the  proceedings  of  public  meet- 
ings to  be  privileged,  they  should  afibrd  a 
person  defamed  by  a  speaker  some  oppor- 
tunity of  coming  into  Court  and  showing 
that  the  charges  that  had  been  brought 
against  him  were  false.  Tho  subject  was 
a  fair  one  for  discussion  in  Committee,  when 
he  should  state  at  greater  length  his  rea- 
sons for  believing  that  some  clause  should 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill  giving  the  porson 
prejudiced  by  words  published  an  opportu- 
nity of  disproving  the  truth  of  the  charges 
made  against  him. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  hon.  ond 
learned  Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen)  in  introducing  this  Bill  in 
November  last,  intimated  that  tho  Bill 
would  have  been  passed  into  a  law  in  tho 
previous  Session  liad  it  not  been  for  his 
(Mr.  Ayrton's)  opposition  to  it,  and,  in 
truth,  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  ond  learned 
Member,  instead  of  being  addressed  to  the 
merits  of  the  Bill,  had  rather  been  ad- 
dressed to  his  demerits.  In  his  opinion 
the  Bill  had  passed  through  that  Ilouse 
last  Session  in  consequence  of  an  ossur- 
ance  that  it  would  go  no  further.  Being 
one  of  the  many  efforts  of  tho  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  benefit  of  mankind 
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|wa8  Buffered  to  pass  id  the  full  oonYiction 

it  it  never  could  be  recognized  as  part  of 
law  of  the  laud.  The  hon.  and  learned 
»ntlcman  had  told  them  that  the  Bill  had 

m  approved  by  an  illustrious  Commit- 
;  but,  as  far  as  ho  could  test  the  opinion 
Ithat  Committee,  he  did  not  think  that  they 
|d  been  so  highly  in  favour  of  the  Bill  as 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  supposed. 
Ivery  eminent  Member  of  that  Committee 
[approved  of  one  fundamental  principle  of 
Bill,  while  another  had  told  him  that  he 
jarded  the  Bill  as  most  mischievous.  It 
[s  clear  that  some  distinguished  Members 

the  Committee  did  not  appreciate  the 
jal  difficulties  of  the  Bill.  He  was  pre- 
|red  to  show  that,  even  upon  tho  prin- 
lies  which  had  been  laid  down,  the 
iding  provisions  of  the  Bill  ought  to  be 
|uck  out.     He  was,  however,  willing  to 

'mit  it  to  be  read  a  second  time  on  the 
Iderstnnding  that  ho  should  take  the  op- 
jrtunity  of  examining  into  the  character 

its  provisions  in  Committee.     He  was 

idj  to  admit  that  the  Bill  contained  some 
luses  which,   when  amended,  might  be 

)ful  ;  and  that  the  clause  which  placed 

isecutions  for  libel  upon  the  same  foot* 
with  another  class  of  prosecutions  would 
[ect  a  desirable  amendment  in  the  law. 
|ie  remarks    of    the  Attorney    General 

»uld  be  found  on  examination  to  furnish 

satisfactory  reason  for  adopting  the  pro- 
lions  of  the  Bill.  It  was  said  that  the 
111  was  introduced  for  the  benefit  of  news- 
{per  proprietors.  That  might  bo  so  ;  but 
question  was,  whether  newspapers  pro- 
lietors  ought  not  to  be  treated  like  others 
|io  entered  into  commercial  cnterprizos 
their  own  profit  and  advantage,  and 
jiether  they  should  not  incur  the  respon- 

nlity  that  naturally  attached  itself  to 
Ich  enterprizes.  He  could  not  understand 
]w  Parlinmcnt  could  pass  a  law  by  which 
Iman  deriving  profit  from  an  undertaking 
lould  be  protected  from  all  the  conse- 
jence  that  might  arise  from  his  own  neg- 
;enco  in  the  conduct  of  that  undertaking^. 

he  were  to  sum  up  in  a  few  words  his 
[inion  of  this  Bill,  he  should  say  that  it 

LS  an  attempt  to  degrade  by  law  one  of 
lo  most  honourable  and  useful,  and,  at  the 
Imo  time,  most  intellectual  professions — 
|at  of  reporting  for  the  public  journals — 

the  level  of  a  mere  mechanical  process, 
lie  effect  of  the  Bill  if  carried  would  bo  to 

luce   newspaper   proprietors    to   employ 

ire  mechanical  reporters,  mere  steno- 
[aphors,  at  a  salary  of  a  few  shillings  per 

iek,  to  take  down  the  words  of  a  speaker, 

Mr,  Ayrtoti 


and  write  them  out  jost  as  thcj  were 
uttered,  instead  of  engaging  gentlemen  of 
education,  intelligence,  aud  discrimination, 
who  were  competent  to  perform  the  task 
of  reporting  a  speech  in  conformity  with 
decency  and  with  law.  The  Bill  was  just 
such  a  one  as  the  most  ignorant  and  ill- 
disposed  members  of  trade  unions  de- 
manded, in  order  to  enable  them  to  escape 
the  consequences  of  their  illegal  acts.  It 
would  be  a  great  misfortune  if  a  class  of 
ignorant  and  incompetent  persons  were,  by 
an  Act  which  afforded  them  protection  from 
the  responsibility  which  naturally  attached 
itself  to  their  profession,  placed  upon  an 
equality  with  gentlemen  of  education  and 
intelligence.  He  thought  the  subject  wss  a 
very  grave  one,  as  it  involved  the  high 
character  of  the  press  of  this  country.  If 
this  Bill  were  passed  he  was  afraid  it  would 
prove  but  the  first  step  in  a  course  of  legis- 
lation which  would  be  likely  to  endanger  thai 
freedom  of  the  press  which  we  at  present 
enjoyed.  He  had  used  his  best  efforts  io 
free  the  press  from  the  fetters  imposed 
upon  it  by  taxation,  and  he  should  deeply 
regret  to  see  it  oppress'ed  by  %  censorship 
of  any  kind.  On  a  future  occasion  a  much 
wider  view  of  this  subject  would  have  to 
be  taken  than  that  suggested  bj  the  At- 
torney General,  whose  address  upon  this 
Bill,  instead  of  being  that  of  a  statesman, 
had  been  that  of  a  ni$i  priui  lawyer  fresh 
from  the  defence  of  his  client.  And  be- 
fore tho  Bill  was  passed  he  should  like  to 
seo  some  one  on  the  Treasury  Bench— 
if  such  a  person  ever  sat  there — capable  of 
grappling  with  great  public  questions,  who 
would  enter  into  this  grave  question  with 
earnestness,  instead  of  allowing  the  time 
of  the  House  to  bo  frittered  away  in  listen- 
ing to  legal  quibbles. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  was 
convinced,  from  the  evidence  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  Select  Committee  ap< 
pointed  to  consider  this  Bill,  and  of  which 
ho  was  a  Member,  that  the  Press  of  this 
country  was  entitled  to  sumo  legislative 
protection  against  vexatious  actions  for 
libel,  which  were  frequently  brought  by 
speculative  attorneys  and  involved  costs 
amounting  to  hundreds,  if  not  thousands  of 
pounds,  oven  although  only  one  farthing 
damages  might  bo  awarded  to  the  plaintiff. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  was  pre- 
pared to  voto  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  on  the  understanding  that  several 
material  alterations  should  bo  made  in  it 
in  Committee.  Although  he  was  willing 
to  give  reasonable  protection  to  the  pro- 


LMBilt^ 


{Apbil  1.  1868} 


8$c(md  B0ading. 


670 


pmtori  of  nawsfiapers  against  rexations  1 
aotioat,  bo  waa  bj  no  means  prepared  to  go 
tbo  longth  of  exemptiog  them  altogether 
from  the  neeessity  for  the  ezeroiae  of  that 
diaerotion  whieh^verybodjwas  bound  to  use 
in  dealing  with  the  aflfSsirs  of  other  people. 
Tbo  firat  olanse  of  the  Bill  proposed  to  give 
nowapaper  proprietors  the  opportunity  of 
pleading  that  the  report  complained  of  was 
pobliahod  without  malice,  and  that  it  was 
a  troo  and  faithful  report,  produced  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  their  business.  It  fur- 
thor  proTided  that  the  proof  this  plea 
abonld  amount  to  a  defence.  He  thought 
it  would  be  an  improvement  that  such  plea 
ahould  be  received  in  evidence,  but  that  it 
abonld  he  left  to  the  Court  to  decide  whe- 
ther anch  proof  in  all  cases  constituted  a 
dolenca.  He  confessed  he  was  unwilling 
to  take  from  the  Court  a  discretion  upon 
thia  point.  It  might  so  hAppen  tiint 
though  there  was  no  molice  on  the  part  of 
A  nowapaper  proprietor  in  publishing  a 
eortaio  matter,  he  might  nevertheless  be 
made  the  means  of  circulating  the  malici- 
ooa  atatements  of  others.  The  provision 
in  the  third  clauso  requiring  the  person 
vttonng  tbo  defamatory  words  to  publish  a 
rotrmetatioa  of  them  in  the  same  newspaper 
in  wbieh  bia  speech  had  appeared  was,  in 
faia  opinion,  not  quite  satisfactory,  seeing 
that  a  large  number  of  the  edition  contain- 
ing tbo  libel  might  be  circulated  throogh- 
oat  the  eoontry,  while  a  limited  number  of 
eopioa  of  the  paper  only  might  be  pub- 
liahed  eontaining  the  retractation.  Some- 
thing  ought  to  be  done  to  secure  the  de- 
fendant, in  a  rezatious  action,  hia  costs. 
While  be  waa  of  opinion  that  the  Press 
abonld  be  free  from  all  previous  restraints, 
be  bad  never  gone  the  length  of  saying 
that  it  ought  to  be  exempted  from  those 
penaltiea  which  justly  fell  on  it,  for  the 
eareleaaor  eolpable  circulation  of  calumni- 
ona  and  libellous  matter.  He  agreed  with 
the  bon.nnd  learned  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Sir  Robert  Collier)  that  it  was  not  ad  visa- 
Mo  to  alter  the  law  of  slander  in  the  way 
propoaed  by  the  Dill,  nor  in  any  way  to 
enrtail  the  liberty  of  speech,  for  the  sake 
•f  giving  protection  to  the  newspaper  pro- 
yrietora.  It  might  frequently  happen  that 
nl  veatry  and  other  meetings  a  speaker 
Might  properly,  on  public  grounds,  bring 
ngainat  a  peraon  provisional  charges  which 
•ailed  for  inreatigation ;  and  it  would  be 
nnfair,   in    auch  a  case,  to   render   the 

Eker  at  once  liable  to-  an  action  for 
.     Ho  abonld  give  his  assent  to  the 
wding  of  the  Bill,  with  the  view 


of  Agreeing  to  such  Amendments  as  the  dis- 
cussion in  Committee  might  show  to  be  right. 
Mr.  UENLEY  said,  he  also  had  served 
upoR  tho  Select  Committee  upon  this  Bill, 
and  fully  appreciated  the  great  diflSculty 
that  existed  in  dealing  with  this  question. 
He  agreed,  on  the  one  hand,  that  the  Press 
should  be  freed  from  all  undue  restrictions, 
while,  on  the  other,  it  should  be  rendered 
answerable  for  any  abuse  of  its  privileges. 
I  As  to  the  question  whether  the  provision 
in  the  Bill  rendering  a  speaker  amenable 
for  the  words  he  used  should  be  retained, 
he  must  inform  the  House  that  the  clause 
as  it  now  stood  was  altered  to  its  present 
form  in  Select  Committee.  The  case  of  a 
man  who  deliberately  used  words  at  a 
meeting  where  he  knew  reporters  were 
present  for  the  purpose  of  publishing  his 
speech  was  very  different  from  that  of  tho 
man  who  casually  uttered  words  which  he 
believed  would,  in  all  human  probability, 
go  no  further,  and  it  was  worth  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House  whether  some  dif- 
ference should  not  be  made  in  the  law  with 
regard  to  the  two  cases.  The  words  of 
the  Bill  upon  this  point  were  very  precise, 
as  they  strictly  limited  its  operation  to  a 
certain  class  of  meetings  at  which  reporters 
were  known  to  be  present.  On  tho  whole, 
was  it  not  of  great  advontage  to  the  public 
that  publicity  should  be  given  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  the  vast  number  of  public 
meetings  at  which  reporters  were  present? 
The  question  must  be  judged  by  the  ba- 
lance of  convenience.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  had  objected  to  relieve  those  who 
published  newspapers  from  their  respon- 
sibility, on  the  ground  that  by  adopting 
such  a  course  Parliament  would  be  degrad- 
ing the  office  of  reporter.  But  when  hon. 
Members  recollected  what  the  gentlemen 
of  that  profession — whose  vast  skill  and 
accuracy  in  recording  speeches  he  readily 
admitted —had  to  do  they  would  see  that 
it  was  hardly  possible  that  they  could  think 
of  anything  except  of  making  a  faithful 
transcript  of  the  speaker's  words  ;  and 
really  this  was  all  they  had  to  do.  It  was, 
therefore,  nob  the  reporters,  but  the  pro- 
prietors of  newspapers,  for  whose  relief 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced,  and  even  they 
had  but  little  time  for  exercising  their  dis- 
cretion as  to  what  should  and  what  should 
not  be  published.  It  was  sometimes  ex- 
tromcly  difficult  to  determine  what  was 
and  what  was  not  a  libel,  and  frequently  it 
puzzled  both  Judge  and  jury  to  determine 
the  question,  and  yet  newspaper  proprie- 
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)T%  were  expected  to  arrive  at  a  sound 
>gal  conclusion  at  a  few  minutes'  notice, 
^nder  these  circumstances,  he  thought 
|)at,  trying  the  question  by  the  balance 

convenience,  it  was  preferable  that  the 

jewspaper  proprietors  should  be  protected 

rhen  giving  faithful  reports  of  such  meet- 

igs  as  were  contemplated  by  the  Bill  than 

lat  they  should  be  made  defendants  in 

jctions  whether  real  or  vexatious,  brought 

[ainst  them  by  those  who  felt  aggrieved 

ly  the  language  of  the  speakers.     It  was 

[ot  right  that  the  newspaper  proprietors 

tould   be  subject  to  such    actions  while 

lose  who  uttered  the  defamatory  words  in 

le  presence,  perhaps,  of   5,000  people, 

^ith  the  full  knowledge  that  they  would  be 

iported  and  published,  escaped  scot  free. 

[e  had  assented  to  the  Bill  in  the  form  in 

'hich  it  left  the  Select  Committee,  and  un- 

)ss  he  heard  stronger  reasons  against  it 

lan  had  yet  been  adduced  he  should  sup- 

lort  it  in  Committee. 

Sill  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 

lid  not  intend  at  that  moment  to  enter  into 

|ny  general  defence  of  the  Bill,  believing 

lat  the  House  was  favourable  to  its  second 

iading,  and  that  it  would  be  better  to 

[iscuss  it  clause  by  clause  when  they  got 

ito  Committee,  as  each  of  the  first  five 

pauses   involved  an   important   principle. 

nder  these  circumstances,  he  should  fix 
he  Committee  for  such  a  day  as  would 
nable  the  whole  subject  to  be  fully  dis- 
lussed.  In  answer  to  the  observations  of 
be  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
'amlots  (Mr.  Ayrton),  he  begged  to  state 
hat  he  had  not  charged  tiiat  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  with  having  prevented 
he  Bill  from  passing  into  a  law,  but  merely 
rith  having  prevented  it  from  getting  into 
no   House  of  Lords  in  sufficient  time  for 

to  be  carried  last  Session.  The  Bill 
'as  introduced  last  March  twelvemonth, 
|nd  after  being  read  a  second  time,  was 
iferred  to  a  Select  Committee,  which  in- 
jluded  among  its  Members  the  right  hon. 
'ember  for  Cnlne  (Mr.  Lowe),  the  right 
Ion.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley), 
lie  Attorney  General,  and  the  hon.  and 
earned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck). 

aving  been  fully  considered  by  that  Com 
littce,  the  Bill  in  an  altered  shape  came 
|own  to  that  House,  and  was  discussed 
lause  by  clause  in  Committee.  On  the 
|iird  reading  of  the  Bill  the  hon.  and 
iarned  Member  for  tho  Tower  Hamlets 
[lought  fit  to  put  a  Notice  upon  the  Paper 

read  the  Bill  a  third  time  on  that  day 
ix  months,  but  was  beaten  upon  a  division 

Mr,  Venley 


by  79  to  18.  The  effect  of  that  notice 
was  to  delay  the  Bill  in  this  House  so  long 
that  it  could  not  be  considered  in  the  Lords 
last  Session.  The  first  clause  of  the  Bill 
was  agreed  to  unanimousjy  by  the  Select 
Committee,  and  Clause  3,  which  was  ob- 
jected to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Plymouth  (Sir  R.  Collier),  was  the  re- 
sult of  a  compromise,  and  was  agreed  to  by 
a  large  majority  of  the  Select  Committee. 
He  should  be  prepared  to  defend  the  prin- 
ciples of  these  clauses  in  Committee. 

Mb.  REARDEN  gave  his  cordial  sup- 
port  to  the  Bill,  which  he  believed  was  very 
much  wanted.  Newspaper  proprietors  had 
done  their  duty  admirably,  and  should  not 
be  subject  to  such  restrictions  at  at  pre- 
sent. Being  a  great  reader  of  newspapers, 
and  a  subscriber  during  thirty-five  years 
to  no  less  than  nineteen  of  them,  he  thought 
he  was  entitled  to  express  an  opinioa  on 
the  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  timo^  and  commitUd 
for  Wednesday,  20th  May. 

ARTIZANS'    AND     LABOURERS'    DWEL- 

LTNGS  BILL— [Bill  1.] 
{Mr.  APCtdlagh    Torrent,  Mr.  Kimuard,  Mr. 

Locke.) 

COMIUTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  5,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Officer  of  Health  to  report  as 
to  Condition  of  Streets). 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  objected  to 
its  terms  as  giving  too  much  power  to 
medical  officers  of  health. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  agreed  with 
tho  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr. 
Harvey  Lewis),  and  said  that  in  legis- 
lating on  this  subject  they  must  take  care 
not  to  introduce  continental  despotism. 

Mr.  LEEMAN  said,  this  was  one  of 
tho  most  useful  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HENLEY  complained  that  as  the 
clause  was  now  drawn  the  report  of  the 
officer  of  health  could  be  carried  out  with- 
out giving  the  owner  of  the  premises  notice, 
and  his  only  remedy  would  be  by  an  appeal. 
The  clause  ought  to  be  amended  so  as  to 
give  him  notice  in  the  first  instance,  and 
allow  him  to  be  heard  upon  the  complaint 
made  of  the  state  of  his  property. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  this  clause  merely 
provided  how  the  Act  was  to  be  put  in 
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motion.  The  •ubtequent  clauses  provided 
for  carrying  into  effect  the  medical  officer's 
report.  Tho  objection  might  more  properly 
be  taken  upon  the  8th  clause. 

Mr.  THOMAS  CUAMBEES  objected 
to  the  clause  and  to  the  whole  scope  and 
sobatance  of  the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that 
it  would  lead  to  an  enormous  extent  of 
taxation.  Knowing  that  in  Marylebone 
the  limit  of  endurance  had  been  reached 
with  reference  to  local  taxation  he  hoped 
the  House  would  reject  the  clause.  The 
medical  officer  was  not  only  to  inspect 
•treets  and  premises,  but  to  report  if  their 
condition,  state,  and  situation  were  inju- 
rious or  prejudicial  to  health.  There  was 
not  a  town  in  the  kingdom  where  excep- 
tion might  not  bo  taken  to  tho  situation  of 
houses  ;  and  were  they  on  the  mere  report 
of  the  officer  of  health  to  have  them  swept 
•way?  This  Bill  was  not  required;  for 
more  had  been  done  during  the  last  ten 
years  to  improve  the  dwellings  of  the  la- 
bouring classes  than  had  been  done  in  the 
prcTious  100  years. 

Mr.  M'CULLAQH  TORRENS  thought 
it  was  not  within  the  province  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  renew  the  discussion  on  the  policy 
of  the  measure.  The  Bill  had  been  twice 
read  a  second  time,  and  would  have  gone 
through  Committee  but  for  want  of  time. 
He  defended  the  provision  contained  in  this 
clause  as  beneficial  and  necessary. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  there 
was  hardly  a  street  that  might  not  be 
■wept  away  uuder  the  clause.  A  medical 
officer  might  have  reported  at  one  time 
against  that  House  on  the  ground  that  its 
situation  in  proximity  to  tho  Thames  was 
prejndieial  to  health,  and  have  hod  it  swept 
•way. 

Mb.  OATHORNE  HARDT  said,  he 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  tho 
clmnse  was  identical  with  that  in  tho  Build- 
ing Aet ;  so  that  it  was  not  new.  All  the 
claose  imposed  was  that  the  medical  officer 
■hoald  report;  and  as  tho  principle  had 
been  previously  affirmed  by  the  House,  it 
was  their  duty  to  endeavour  to  bring  tho 
Bill  into  sach  a  shape  as  that  it  should  be 
jnst  to  the  ratepayers  and  beneficial  to  the 
inhabitants  of  these  miserable  and  wretched 
dwellings.  This  clause,  after  all,  merely 
provided  for  a  report  which  need  not  bo 
earned  oot.  The  question  of  increasing 
the  rates  was  a  material  one,  and  deserved 
eoDMdcration* 

Sib  J.  CLARKE  JERVOISE  said, 
he  hoped  the  hen.  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Mr.  fiarvey  Lewb)  would  divide  the  Com- 

TOL.  CZCL     [XSXBD  8KBU8.] 


mittee  on  the  clause.  They  ought  to  use 
very  great  caution  before  adopting  it.  He 
thought  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  find 
an  officer  of  health  whose  discretion  would 
warrant  their  intrusting  to  him  the  carry- 
ing of  this  clause  into  operation. 

Mr.  GREENE  thought  the  objection 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone  (Mr. 
Harvey  Lewis)  should  have  been  taken 
at  an  earlier  stage  of  tl)o  inquiry.  He 
had  no  respect  for  any  man  who  dnred 
to  get  up  in  tho  House  and  say  the 
dwellings  of  tho  poor  were  not  a  disgrace 
to  the  country.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
talk  about  sweeping  away  districts — that 
was  all  clap-trap.  Ho  was  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  in  the  main,  and  ho  feared  that,  if 
it  were  now  thrown  over,  legislation  upon 
this  important  question  would  be  for  a  long 
time  delayed.  He  was  surprised  at  the 
opposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maryle* 
bone  (Mr.  Harvey  Lewis)  to  the  measure  ; 
and  he  thought  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
went  to  the  hustings  with  professions  of 
anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  tho  working 
man  on  their  lips  ought  to  carry  out  those 
professions  practically  in  the  House. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  ho  trusted  the 
opposition  to  the  clause  would  be  with- 
drawn. All  it  did  was  to  carry  out  to  a 
further  extent  than  had  hitherto  been 
done  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1855.  It 
simply  provided  that  if  a  house  was  in  a 
certain  bad  and  unhealthv  condition  it 
should  bo  brought  under  tho  notice  of 
the  local  authorities.  That,  he  considered, 
was  a  very  necessary  provision  in  order  to 
rescue  the  poor  from  the  consequences  of 
the  past  neglect  of  the  Legislature.  As  to 
tho  expense  he  trusted  the  House  would 
put  the  expense  incurred  for  tho  metro- 
polis on  the  metropolis. 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  suggested 
a  modification  in  the  terms  of  the  clause. 
He  was  friendly  to  the  mensure;  but  he 
thought  that  tho  scope  of  the  duties  as- 
signed to  the  oflScer  of  health  was  too 
wide,  and  he  wished  to  restrict  the  duties 
of  the  surveyor  by  leaving  out  the  word 
**  prejudicial."  "  injurious  "  or  *•  dan- 
gerous "  was  quite  sufficient. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  other  parties 
besides  the  inhabitants  of  Marylebone  had 
petitioned  against  the  Bill,  and  tho  clause 
under  discussion  would  be  so  exceedingly 
expensive  in  the  carrying  of  it  out  that 
practically  it  would  be  inoperative.  He 
thought  a  clause  ought  to  bo  introduced 
into  tho  Bill  to  provide  that  a  certain 
number  of  cubic  feet  of  air  should  bo  pro- 
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led  for  each  person  by  tho  construction 
the  dwelling. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  agreed  to» 

Clause  8  (Officer  of  Health  to  deliver 
»pios  of  Report  to  Clerk  of  Looal  Autho- 
^y  and  Clerk  of  Peace). 

Mr.  CANDLISH  moved  an  Amendment 

the  effect  that  the  contents  of  the  report 

the  local  officer  of  health  affecting  the 

lemisea  of  any  person  should  bo  commu- 

mted  to  that  person,  in  order  that  he 
ight  have  an  opportunity  of  removing  the 
jisances  complained  of,  without  the  neces- 
\y  of  his  being  summoned  in  tho  first  in- 

mco  before  the  quarter  sessions  or  the 

tgrstrates. 

I  Mr.    GATHORNE    HARDY   thought 
lat  until  the  Committee  had  determined 
whom   the   orders  were  to  be   made, 

ij  were  not  in  a  position  to  go  on  with 

Bill. 
|Mb.   LEEMAN  proposed    an  Amend- 

mt  which   he  thought  would  meet  the 

sw  of  tho  hon.  Gentleman — namely,  that 

copy  of  the  inspector's  report  be  de- 
lered  to  the  person  whose  premises  were 

sorted  to  be  unhealthy. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  9  and  10  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Local  Authority  to  prepare 
in  and  Specification  of  required  Works). 

IMr.  CANDLISH  suggested  that  an 
jeration  should  be  made,  for  the  purpose 

giving  a  discretion  to  the  local  autho- 
|ies.     As  the  clause  stood  the  local  au- 

)rities  would  have  to  carry  out  the  sug- 
Istions  of  tho  local  inspector. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  12  and  13  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Owner  to  execute  specified 
[orks,   or   sell   Premises    to    the   Local 
ithority). 

IMr.  CANDLISH  moved  an  Amendment 
it  would  substitute  **  fourteen  days  "  for 

Jiree  calendar  months,"  with  the  view 
preventing  owners  postponing  the  exe- 

Ition  of  works  for  too  long  a  period. 

JMb.   GRAVES    said,  the  clause  as  it 

>od  was  an  exact  copy  of  one  which  had 
some  years  been  working  in  the  most 

lisfactory  manner  in  Liverpool. 

31r,  Lahouchere 


Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  that  as  this  was 
the  case  he  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15  to  23,  inclosive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Local  Authority  to  pay  Com- 
pensation when  total  Demolition  required). 

Mr.  POWELL  moved  to  omit  the 
words  "  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  with  reference  to  the  nse  thereof/'  his 
object  being  to  leave  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty interfered  with  under  the  Aet  in  the 
same  condition  as  other  owners  of  pro- 
perty. 

Mr.  M'CULLAGH  TORRBNS  ob- 
jected to  the  proposal. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clauses  25  and  26  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (House  to  be  improfdl  may 
be  taken  down). 

Mr.  POWELL  objected  to  the  effect  it 
must  have  upon  the  disposal  of  the  groand 
from  which  premises  should  be  removed. 
It  would,  he  contended,  if  adopted*  impose 
a  restraint  upon  the  use  of  the  land  even 
for  purposes  that  might  be  desirable  for 
the  public  good  or  for  the  private  advan- 
tage of  the  owner.  By  various  local  Acts» 
in  force  in  almost  all  the  large  towns,  there 
was  ample  power  given  to  the  local  autho- 
rities to  regulate  the  erection  of  buildings. 
Ho  proposed  to  omit  certain  words,  to  get 
rid  of  the  objectionable  effect  of  the 
clause. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  observed  that  the 
clause  was  simply  conditional,  and  could 
not  be  acted  upon  without  the  previous 
assent  of  the  local  authorities. 

Mr.  graves  remarked  that  the  point 
under  discussion  was  one  with  reference  to 
which  previous  legislation  had  failed.  It 
happened  that,  after  the  ground  was 
cleared,  there  were  instances  of  ware- 
houses and  sheds  being  erected  on  the  site, 
thus  preventing  tho  free  circulation  of  the 
air,  and  causing  an  evil  as  great  as  the  one 
intended  to  be  redressed  by  the  clearing  of 
the  ground.  In  fact,  a  very  high  price 
was  paid  for  improvements  by  the  local 
authorities,  and  when  the  money  was  paid, 
the  site  was  turned  to  private  and  indivi- 
dual purposes.  This  was  a  point  that 
required  very  careful  consideration,  and  he 
sugi^csted  its  postponement  to  enable  them 
to  go  carefully  through  it. 
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Vr.  HENLEY  eould  not  see  on  what 
prineiple  Bevere  restrictioDB  should  be 
placed  upon  a  man  who,  having  pulled 
down  his  old  property,  was  about  to  re- 
boild  it. 

Hr.  LOCKE  did  not  think  there  could 
be  any  objection  to  the  local  authorities 
•lereising  powers  to  prevent  any  deflation 
from  the  rule  they  may  lay  down  as  to  the 
erection  of  buildings. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  thought 
thai  all  the  requirements  of  the  case  could 
be  met  without  the  operation  of  this  clause, 
end  if  his  hon.  Friend  the  Af ember  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell)  persevered  with 
his  Amendment  to  strike  it  out,  he  should 
go  into  the  Lobby  with  him. 

Mr.M*CULLAGH  TORRENS  thought 
tbat  the  operation  of  this  clause  would  be 
Tery  nseful.  especially  in  many  districts  of 
London,  where  the  powers  of  the  local  au- 
thorities were  far  from  sufficient  to  cope 
with  oases  which  this  clause  was  framed 
espeeially  to  meet. 

11b.  HENLEY  thought  the  Amendment 

? reposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
lower  Hamlets,  and  which  had  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  author  of  the  Bill,  would 
answer  ererr  purpose ;  and  therefore  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  would  withdraw 
hie  Amendment. 

Clease  emended,  and  agreed  to, 

Olanae  28  (Appropriation  of  Property 
eeqnired  by  Local  Authority). 

Mb.  POWELL  moved  an  Amendment 
enabling  building  companies,  as  well  as  the 
loeal  authorities,  to  erect  dwellings  for  the 
hboaring  classes. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  proposed  the  omission 
of  the  words  after  the  word  "  first  "  in  line 
0,  down  to  the  word  "  authority ''  in  line 
8,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the  follow- 
ing words :— - 

**  Dispose  of  bj  way  of  abiolate  tale  or  exchtnge 
^or  m  a  lease  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
Biaefj-niiie  j^n — anjr  part  of  the  premises  ao- 
mlrcd  bjT  them  under  this  Aot,  so  as  to  provide 
tMre^  wr  the  eonstraetion  of  neir  buildings  or 
tlM  nfair  or  improvement  of  existing  buildings 
tliiwea  ■uitahle  for  the  oeoopatton  of  the  labour- 
fag  sissses." 

CounrsL  STKBS  thought  that  if  power 
was  given  to  the  local  authorities  to  turn 
working  people  out  of  their  dwellings  on 
the  graaira  that  they  were  unhealthy,  the 
iocaf  aathoritiea  oui^ht  to  be  compelled  to 
yreride  better  dwellings  for  them. 


Mb.  LOCKE  said,  if  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
was  not  to  prevent  the  local  authorities 
from  being  obliged  to  erect  new  dwellings 
for  tho  poor,  there  was  no  necessity  for 
the  Amendment.  He  apprehended  that 
the  hon.  Member's  object  was  to  relieve 
the  local  authorities  of  that  responsibility, 
and  therefore  he  should  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  hibbert  denied  that  that  was 
his  object. 

Mr.  AYRTON  thouj^ht  there  was  no 
necessity  for  the  Amendment.  The  local 
authorities  within  seven  years  would  be 
obliged  to  divest  themselves  of  all  property 
which  they  had  acquired  under  this  mea« 
sure. 

Mr.  hibbert  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  29  to  34,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  35  (Expenses  of  Local  Authority). 

Mr.  chambers  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  restrict  the  maximum  rato  to  Id., 
instead  of  3d.,  in  the  pound. 

Mr.  graves  pointed  out  that  tho 
power  to  go  up  to  the  maximum  was  per- 
missive, aud  not  compulsory. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhdrawn* 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  36  to  38,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

House  reeumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Tuesday t  21st  of  April. 

ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 
LEAVE.      FIRST  READING. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  moving  fur  leave  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  enable  II er  Majesty's  Postmaster 
General  to  acquire,  work,  and  mnintnin 
Electric  Telegraphs  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
said,  he  was  sorry  that  he  had  not  n  more 
convenient  opportunity  to  ask  leave  to  in- 
troduce the  Bill  of  which  ho  had  given 
notice;  but  the  buftiness  of  the  last  week 
had  been  so  engrossing,  that  ho  had  not 
been  able  to  find  a  more  convenient  one. 
lie  was  afraid  that  the  time  now  at  his 
disposal  was  so  limited  that  he  should  not 
be  able  to  detail  to  the  House  at  any  great 
length  the  schemo  of  the  Government;  but 
he  would  endeavour  to  give  all  the  infer- 
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jmation  which  he  thought  the  House  could 
expect.  The  Bill  was  to  enable  the  Post- 
I  master  General  to  acquire,  maintain,  and 
work  electric  telegraphs.  In  this  country 
they  had  been  in  the  habit  of  leaving  to 
private  enterprize  the  administration  of 
roost  of  the  internal  affairs  of  the  country; 
but  there  had  always  been  one  exception, 
and  that  had  been  with  regard  to  postal 
communication.  He  believed  it  had  been 
with  the  entire  assent  and  approbation  of 
the  community  that  that  postal  communi- 
cation had  been  a  monopoly  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government.  He  would  submit  to 
the  House  that  telegraphic  and  postal  com- 
munication might  be  considered  as  coming 
within  the  same  category.  Both  provided 
means  for  communication  between  corre- 
spondents at  a  distance,  and  it  was  only  in 
the  mode  of  conveying  that  correspondence 
that  there  was  any  difference.  He  thought 
it  would  be  admitted  that  that  which  had 
succeeded  so  well  with  regard  to  the  con- 
veyance of  letters  might  be  expected  to 
succeed  equally  well  with  regard  to  tele- 
graphic communication.  He  was  not  aware 
of  any  reason  having  been  urged  against 
monopoly  in  the  one  case  that  would  not 
hold  good  as  regarded  the  other.  It  might 
be  asked,  for  what  reason  was  the  change 
proposed  ?  First  of  all,  he  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  by  statistics  that 
this  country  was  behind  other  countries 
with  regard  to  telegraphic  communication, 
and  he  would  quote  a  few  figures  which 
would  show  thftt  this  was  the  case.  Now, 
he  would  take  two  countries — Switzerland 
and  Belgium,  lie  took  the  proportion  of 
telegrams  to  letters  in  those  two  countries, 
and  in  the  United  Kingdom,  for  the  year 
1860,  and  it  nppenred  that  we  were  very 
far  behind  Switzerland  and  Belgium  with 
respect  to  the  proportion  of  telegrams  to 
letters.  In  that  year  there  was  in  Belgium 
one  telegram  to  218  letters  ;  in  Switzer- 
land there  was  one  telegram  to  84  letters  ; 
while  in  the  United  Kingdom  there  was 
one  telegram  to  296  letters,  lie  went  on 
to  the  year  1863,  when  in  Belgium  there 
was  one  telegram  to  114  letters;  in  Swit- 
zerland, one  telegram  to  74  letters  ;  while 
in  the  United  Kingdom  there  was  only  one 
|tele$i;ram  to  197  letters.  Coming  down  to 
1866,  he  found  that  there  was  in  Belgium 
lone  telegram  to  37  letters;  in  Switzerland, 
{one  telegram  to  69  letters  ;  but  in  the 
United  Kingdom  there  was  only  one  tele- 
|gram  to  121  letters.  The  great  increase 
in  the  proportion  of  telegrams  to  letters 
I  in  Belgium,  from  one  in  218  in  the  year 
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1860  to  one  in  114  in  the  year  1863,  was 
traceable  to  the  reduction  of  the  tariff 
from  lif.  to  If.;  and  the  further  increase 
to  one  in  37  in  the  year  1866  was  due  to 
the  reduction  of  the  charge  from  If.  to  half 
a  franc.  This,  he  thought,  showed  that  we 
were  suffering  from  too  high  a  rate  for  tele- 
graphic communications,  and  if  we  were 
equally  favoured  with  those  countries,  the 
probability  was  that  telegraphic  communi- 
cation would  be  largely  increased.  We  in 
this  country  ware  more  likely  to  use  tele- 
graphic communications,  if  within  our  reach, 
than  they  were  in  the  countries  he  bad 
named,  and  for  this  reason,  that  the  United 
ILingdom  being  of  a  mueh  greater  eztenty 
we  should  save  more  time  by  communica- 
ting by  telegraph  instead  of  by  letter  than 
they  could  in  these  small  countries.  He 
had  shown,  therefore,  the  backwardness  of 
this  country  as  regarded  telegraphic  com- 
munication, and  he  would  now  endeavour 
to  show  the  House  that  the  present  system 
did  not  give  satisfaction  to  the  eommeiisial 
world.  Last  year  a  deputation  from  the 
Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce  waited 
upon  himself  and  the  Postmaster  General 
at  the  Treasury  on  this  subject,  and  thej 
presented  a  memorial,  and  also  petitioned 
Parliament  on  it.  They  complained— firsty 
of  high  rates;  secondly,  of  vexatious  de- 
lays ;  thirdly,  of  inaccurate  rendering  of 
messages  ;  and  fourthly,  of  the  absence 
of  telegraphic  communication  in  whole  dis- 
tricts. Now,  with  respect  to  rates — the 
rates  for  messages  were  as  follow  :  In  the 
United  Kingdom,  for  100  miles  \s.  for 
twenty  words  ;  for  over  100  miles  and  un- 
der 200  miles,  1«.  ^d.  ;  for  over  200  miles, 
2s.  ;  and  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, 4«.  To  show  the  relation  of  charges 
in  foreign  countries  to  those  of  the  United 
Kingdom  :  France  for  a  distance  of  600 
miles  charges  for  twenty  words  1«.  8d.— 
the  charge  in  Great  Britain  was  2e,  ;  in 
Prussia,  for  500  miles  the  charge  was  I«.  &d. 
against  2$,  in  England  ;  in  Belgium,  for 
160  miles,  the  charge  was  5^.,  against 
Is.  Qd.  in  Great  Britain  ;  and  Switzerland 
charged  5d.  for  200  miles,  against  \s,  6il. 
in  Great  Britain.  He  thought  that  under 
the  present  system  of  private  telegraphic 
communication  there  was  not  much  pro- 
spect of  any  great  reduction  of  rates;  be- 
cause the  companies  now  concerned  in 
telegraphic  business  paid  dividends  to  share* 
holders,  and  because  the  administration 
being  divided  between  different  companies 
— there  being  four  companies,  besides  rail- 
way companies  who  sent  messages — the 
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eoit  of  adminiitration  mnst  be  greater  than 
if  it  were  in  the  bands  of  one  body — 
namcljt  the  State.     He  belieTed,  there- 
fore, that  if  the  business  of  telegrnphy 
were  a  monopoly  of  the  PostmAster  Gene- 
ral he  would  be  able  to  work  at  much 
lower  rates,  and  at  the  same  time  to  make 
the  thing  pay.     The  shortness  of  the  time 
at  his  disposal  obliged  him  to  go  at  once  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  he  proposed  to 
introdoee.      The  Bill  was  not  compulsory 
in  its  terms.    It  proposed  to  give  the  Post- 
master  General  power  to  purchase  the  un- 
dertaking of  any  telegraph  company  in  the 
United  Kingdom.     But  as  it  was  obvious' 
that  if  the  Postmaster  General  were  to  ac- 
qoire  one  or  two  undertakings  he  would  be 
able  injuriously  to  affect  tlie  other  corn- 
pan  iea  not  so  purchased,  it  was  proposed 
that  in  the  case  of  his  purchnsing  one  un- 
dertaking, any  or  all  of  the  other  companies 
coneemed  in  conveying  telegraphic  messa- 
ges should  be  able  to  compel  him  to  pur- 
ehase  their  undertakings  at  a  price  arranged 
by  arbitration.      Then  with  regard  to  the 
railway  companies.     There  had  been  some 
diffienlty  with  respect  to  them.      There 
wertp  as  they  knew,  some  railway  com- 
paniea  which  either  themselves  or  by  means 
of  lesseea,  worked  the  telegraphic  wires  for 
their   own    business,  and    also  conveyed 
messages   for    the    public ;    and   it   was 
thought   that   some  of  these   companies 
might    be   unwilling    to    relinquish     the 
Dse  of  their  wires  for  their  own  railway 
purposea ;   while  at  the  same  time,   if  a 
uovamment  competition  were  established, 
they  would  lose  that  profit  which  they  now 
acquired  from  conveying  messages  for  the 
public.      A  provision  had  therefore  been 
made  in  the  Bill,  that,  in  the  ease  of  rail- 
way companies  having  wires  used  for  that 
jmnt  purpose,  they  should  be  able  to  com- 
pel the  Postmaster  General  to  purchase 
their  right  to  convey  messages  for  the 
pqblie.  so  that  those  companies  would  be 
kft  in  the  same    position,   as   regarded 
woflt  and  loss,  as  they  were  in  under  ez- 
isting  arrangements.     He  would  say  that 
that    power    to  compel  the  Postmaster 
General  to  acquire  those  works  was  limited 
to  a  period  of  twelve  months  from   the 
passing  of  the  Act,  or  from  the  acquisition 
ef  the  first  undertaking,  he  forgot  which. 
Ms.  SPEAKER  here  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  to  the 
fact  that  it  was  a  quarter  to  six  o'clock. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QDBB  then  moved  that  leave  be  given  to 
btrodoee  the  Bill. 


Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  rose  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  Bill 
sought  to  pive  exclusive  power. 

Mb.  speaker  here  intimated  that  the 
time  during  which  any  discussion  could  be 
taken  had  passed. 

Motion  agreed  to* 

Bill  to  enable  Iler  Majesty's  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral to  acquire,  work,  and  maintain  Electric  Tele- 
graphs, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Crah- 
CBLLOB  of  the  ExcHBQUBB,  Mr.  Stefhsn  Catb, 
and  Mr.  Sclateb-Bootu. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  82.] 

X7NITED    PABI8HES    (sCOTLAVD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Waldegratk-Lesub,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Act  of  the  seventh  and  eighth  years  of 
tho  reign  of  Victoria,  chapter  forty-four,  relating 
to  the  formation  of  Quoiid  Sacra  Parishes  in 
Scotland,  and  to  repeal  the  Act  of  the  twenty- 
ninth  and  thirtieth  years  of  the  reign  of  Victoria, 
chapter  seventy-seven,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Walobqrate- Leslie,  Major  Walker,  Mr. 
WsLLWooD  Maxwell,  and  Mr.  M'Laoan. 

Bill  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  81.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  April  2,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — iSa«  First  in  Parliament^ The 
Lord  Carrington  after  tha  Death  of  his  Father. 

Select  Comm ittke — On  Poor  Relief  nominated, 

PuBLio  Bills — First  Reading — Bills  of  Exchange 
and  Prominsory  Notes*  (^5)* 

Second  Heading  —  Marine  Mutiny  ;  Mutiny  *  ; 
Inclosure*  (61);  Medical  Practitioners  (Colo* 
nies)  •  (50). 

Committee — London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Con- 
tinuance* (59). 

Report^lndihn  Railway  Companies*  (63) ;  Lon- 
don Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance  *  (59). 

Third  i^ou/in^-Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000).* 


PRIVATE  BILLS— TDE  EASTER 
RECESS. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees it  was — 

Resolved,  That  Standing  Order  No.  179.  Sect.  1. 
be  suspended  ;  and  that  tho  Time  for  depositing 
Petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against  PriTato 
Bills,  which  would  otherwise  expire  during  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  be  extended  to  tho 
First  Day  on  which  tho  Uouse  shall  sit  after  the 
Recess  at  Easter. 
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MARINE  MUTINY  BILL. 

( The  Earl  of  Longford). 

SECOND  READINQ. 

Irder  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
read. 
'he  Earl  op  LONGFORD,  in  moving; 

the  Marine  Mutiny  Bill  he  now  read 

second  time,  said,  their  Lordships  would 

iware  that  discussions  occurred  almost 

luallj  on  the  subject  of  corporal  punish- 

it  in  the  army,  when  this  measure  and 

other  kindred  measure  which  also  now 

»d  for  a  second  reading — namely,  the 

|tiny  Bill — were  presented  to  the  other 

ise  of  Parliament.      By  the  Bill  of  last 

[sion  the  power  of  sentencing  prisoners 

iorporal  punishment  was  restricted  to  a 

few   cases   of    aggravated   offences. 
IS    year  the   House  of  Commons   had 
|pted  a  further  Amendment,  one  not  pro- 
id  by  the  Government,  and   not   sup- 
ted  by  any  oonsiderable  authority — tbe 
let  of  which  was  that  sentences  of  cor- 
il   punishment  in  time   of  peace   were 
flly  abolished  for  all  classes  of  offences, 
night  be  doubted  whether   it   was    al- 
)ther  wise  to  withdraw  that  power  from 
I  military  authorities;   but   he   did    not 
their  Lordships  to  reverse  the  decision 
he  House  of  Commons.    Ho  could  only 

that   its  effect  would  not  be  preju- 
\\   to    the   efficiency  and  discipline  of 
jarmy. 

^oved,  '*  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2*.'* 
\rhe  Earl  of  Longford). 

jnc  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE  said,  that 
ire    the    IIoiiso    agreed    to    the  second 
ling  of  these  Bills,  he  wifihed  in  addition 
hat  had   fallen  from    his  noble  Friend 
Earl  of  Longford),  to  point  out  to  their 
Iships  the  rather  awkward  position  in 
:h  matters  now  stood.       He  certainly 
no  intention  of  asking  their  Lordships 
huko  any  change  in  the  Mutiny  Bill  as 
up  hy  the  House  of  Commons;  but  it 
only  right  their  Lordships  should  un- 
|tand  the  position  in  which  the  military 
lorities  stood  now  that  corporal  punish- 
|t  had  been  wholly  abolished,   without 
other    punishment    whatever    having 
substituted    for    those    offences    for 
ih  it  had  hitherto  been  inflicted.     Ac- 
ring  to  the  wording  of  the  Act  as    it 
cd  last  year,  the  power  given  to  pass 
lences  of  flogging  was  extremely  limited, 
|it  was  still  retained  for  the  very  grave 
(ces  of  mutiny  and  insubordination  ac- 
Ipanied  by  personal  violence.  The  cases, 
|efore,  to  which  that  punishment   was 


applicable  were  cases  of  the  most  aggra- 
vated kind  :  and  the  position  in  which  the 
Bill  in  its  present  form  placed  them  was 
this — that  whereas  the  power  of  inflicting 
that   punishment   for   those   offences   had 
ceased  to  exist,  no  punishment  of  any  other 
description    had    been  substituted    for   it. 
There  was  a  Royal  Commission  now  sitting 
whose  attention  had  been  directed  to  that 
subject,  and  if  that  Commission  had  thought 
fit  to  report  in  favour  of  the  total  abolition 
of  flogging,  he  apprehended   they   would 
have  at  least  recommended  or  suggested 
some  other  mode  of  dealing  with  the  class 
6f  offences  which  he  had  just  indicated. 
But,  as  things  now  stood,  nothing  of  that 
sort  had  been  done,  and  those  very  aggra- 
vated cases  under  the   Mutiny   Bill  were 
really  unprovided  for.     It  might  perhaps 
be  said  a  soldier  could  be  shot  for  mutiny; 
but  he  asked  their  Lordships  whether  so 
extreme  a  punishment  as  that  could  be  in- 
flicted when  flogging  had  been  deemed  too 
severe  ?     The  power  of  shooting  a  man  on 
the  spot  was  so  grave  that  it  could  be  justi- 
fied only  in  the  most  serious  cases.  There- 
fore the    military   authorities   were    now 
placed,  as  he  had  said,  in  the  most  awk- 
ward position  in  this  matter ;  and  should 
they  have  any  instance— as  he  hoped  thej 
would  not — of  aggravated  mutiny  or  any- 
thing  of   that   kind,   in   consequence    of 
that  portion  of  the  Mutiny  Act  having  been 
expunuged,    he    trusted    their    Lordships 
would  clearly  understand  that  the  fault  did 
not  rest  with  the  military  authorities.    At 
the  same  time  he  could  not  help  thinking 
— though  he  was  not  the  person  to  propose 
any  alteration  in  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Commons — that  this  subject  had  hardly 
received  the  amount  of  attention  which  its 
importance   deserved.      He   certainly   ad- 
mitted that  the  punishment  of  flogging  was 
in  itself  degrading;  but  it  was  the  deterring 
effect  of  a  punishment  to  which  they  had  to 
look,  and  he  did  believe  there  really  was  an 
immense  deterring  power   exercised  over 
the  men  by  the  knowledge  that  this  punish- 
ment would  be  inflicted  for  gross  miscon- 
duct.    The  civil   law   had  lately  adopted 
corporal  punishment  for  various  offences, 
and  with  what  result  ?    Since  *'garotting*' 
had  been  visited  with  flogging  they  had  bad 
far  fewer  cases  of  that  crime  than  before. 
That  exactly  illustrated  what  he  meant  by 
saying  that  this  punishment  had  a  great 
deterrent  effect ;  and  it  was  on  that  ground 
alone  that  the  military  authorities  felt  it 
was  undesirable  wholly  to  abolish  it.     An- 
other serious  point  was  this.     He  under- 
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■tood  tbat  the  present  Mutiny  Act  was  not 
intended  to  do  away  with  that  species  of 
punishment  when  the  army  was  in  tlie 
field  ;  but  if  it  was  done  away  with  in  time 
of  peace,  it  seemed  to  him  yery  questionable 
whether  it  should  be  inflicted  the  moment 
the  army  took  the  field— tiie  time,  above 
all  others,  when  they  desired  to  raise  the 
tone  and  morale  of  the  troops.  The  object 
of  them  all  must  be  to  keep  the  army  efH- 
eienty  not  only  in  respect  to  general  duty,  but 
especially  in  its  discipline.  In  this  country 
an  army  not  in  thorough  discipline  would 
be  most  distasteful  to  the  people,  and  they 
might  depend  upon  it  it  would  give  great 
trouble  not  only  to  the  authorities  but  to 
the  public  at  large.  He  therefore  hoped, 
as  that  nunifhment  had  now  been  struck 
out  of  the  Mutiny  Act,  that  tho  Royal 
Commission  uow  sitting  would  give  the 
anbjeet  its  very  gravest  consideration.  That 
punishment  having  been  expunged  from 
our  mihtary  code  without  waiting  for  their 
Boporty  he  repeated  that  he  did  trust  the 
Boyal  Commissioners  would  now  more  than 
OTer  devote  their  most  anxious  and  serious 
attention  to  the  question  of  what  substitute 
abould  be  adopted  for  the  very  powerful 
means  which  had  been  placed  in  thd  hands 
of  the  authorities  for  preventing  dangerous, 
tronblosome,  and  undisciplined  nieu  from 
conmitling  themselves  in  the  way  they 
■ometimes  did.  He  was  the  last  man  to 
stand  up  for  any  improper  punishment ;  but 
he  had  thought  it  right  that  their  Lord- 
ships ahoold  know  the  exact  position  which 
thcj  now  occupied  as  regarded  tho  whole 
question  of  punishments  in  the  army. 

YncomiT  UARDINGE  said,  ho  was  not 
nrprised  that  the  illustrious  Duke  who  was 


eeponsible  for  the  discipline  of  the  army 
baa  brought  that  subject  forward.  Very 
great  concessions  had  been  made  by  tho  Go- 
Tornmeat  in  respect  to  it.  Before  last  year, 
corporal  punishment  was  applicable  to  no 
fewer  than  tweWe  different  offences ;  but 
tlio  Oovomment  on  that  occasion  consented 
to  reatriot  il  to  two — ^namely,  mutiny  and. 
grota  insubordination.  It  was  true  that 
uder  the  old  Mutiny  Act  flogging  could 
be  ooamnted  to  penal  servitude,  and  ho 
belief cd  that  under  the  present  Bill  also 
a  aoldier  oould  be  sentenced  to  penal  ser* 
?ilo4a  as  well  as  to  dismissal  from  the  ser- 
vice. But  penal  servitude  could  bo  applied 
only  in  eitreme  cases ;  and  as  to  dismissal 
the  serrieOv  even  with  ignominy, 
ly  ioldiers  would  actually  commit  gross 
in  order  to  get  dismissed.  There- 
fore, andor  that  Bill,  there  was  positively 


no  substituto  for  corporal  punishment.  Ho 
felt  sure  that  it  was  always  a  painful  duty 
for  the  illustrious  Duke  and  for  officers  of 
the  army  to  advocate  the  retention  of  cor- 
poral punishment  in  time  of  peace,  but  they 
felt  that  without  it  the  discipline  of  the 
army  could  not  be  kept  up,  and  ho  for 
one  believed  that  a  very  large  majority  of 
officers  were  of  this  opinion.  He  re- 
gretted that  the  other  House  should  have 
decided  this  question  without  waiting  for 
tho  Report  of  the  Royal  CommisBion  ;  and 
that  the  matter  should  there  have  been 
treated  as  a  party  question,  the  announce- 
ment of  the  numbers  having  been,  it  was 
stated,  received  with  loud  cheers  from  the 
Opposition.  He  trusted,  however,  that  the 
change  would  not  be  detrimental  to  the 
service. 

Earl  GREY  also  regretted  that  tho 
result  of  tho  division  had  been  received  in 
'*  another  place  "  with  loud  cheers.  Of  late 
years  new  notions  seemed  to  have  sprung 
up  as  to  the  duties  of  an  Opposition.  It 
was  certain  that,  in  old  times,  it  used  to  be 
considered  the  duty  of  those  who  had  held 
high  office  under  tho  Crown  to  bo  present 
when  Motions  of  this  kind  came  under 
consideration :  but,  on  consulting  tho  Di- 
vision List,  he  found  that  not  a  single  Gen- 
tleman who  held  office  under  the  late  Ad- 
ministration was  present,  to  take  part  in 
the  discussion*  or  to  vote  on  one  side  or 
the  other.  Thirty  years  ago,  when  ho  was 
Secretary  at  War,  this  question  of  corporal 
punishment  occasioned  a  circat  deal  of  ex- 
citement. There  was  a  strong  opposition 
to  the  continuance  of  corporal  punishment; 
but  ho  thought  it  his  duty  to  resist  the 
Motion  for  its  abolition.  He  wished  to  re- 
strict tho  punishment  as  much  as  possible; 
but  he  believed  that  entirely  to  do  away 
with  it  in  extreme  cases  would  be  danger- 
ous to  tho  service  and  disadvantageous  to 
the  really  good  soldier.  The  father  of  the 
noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Hardinge)  gave 
him  tho  most  able  and  efficient  support  in 
meeting  this  Motion,  and  it  was  very  much 
owing  to  his  aid  and  assistance  that  he  was 
able  to  convince  tho  House  of  the  danger 
of  agreeing  to  tho  Motion.  When  ho  sub- 
sequently sat  upon  the  Opposition  Benches 
be  thought  it  his  duty  to  assist  the  Govern- 
ment in  resisting  a  similar  Motion.  Of 
late  years,  however,  a  new  doctrine  had 
sprung  up,  as  to  the  responsibility  of  the 
Opposition.  It  used  to  be  thought  that 
the  Members  of  the  Opposition  who  had 
served  the  Crown  were  not  lesH  responsible 
than  the  Members  for  the  Government,  and 
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it  tbey  were  bound  to  use  tbeir  best  ef- 
|t8  to  prevent  the  pasBinij^  of  any  mea- 
*es  prejudicial  to  the  public  service,  and 
Igive  the  House  the  benefit  of  their  ad- 
|e  and  official  experience.  These  remarks 
|re,  he  thought,  called  for  by  the  conduct 

those  who  were  in  Opposition  both  on 

side  and  the  other. 

!arl  DE  grey  said,  ho  presumed  the 

larks  of  the  noble  Earl  applied  princi- 
lly  to  his  noble  friend  Lord  Hartington, 

late  Secretary  of  State  for  War.     But 

fact  was  that  he  was  a  member  of  the 
fyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
|n  of  the  discipline  of  the  army,  and  at 

early  period  of  the  debate  Colonel 
ilson-Patten,  also  a  member  of  the  Com- 
ision  and  a  Cabinet  Minister,  laid  it  down 
it  no  member  of  the  Commission  ought 
Jtake  any  part  in  the  division.  On  Mr. 
|way*s    Motion     Mr.    Gladstone    paired 

linst  the  Motion  during  the  dinner  hour, 
the  division  came  on  unexpectedly 
'ing  his  absence.  The  noble  Earl's  own 
tctice  must  have  told  him  that  Members 
io  had  held  high  office  occasionally  paired 
'ing  the  dinner  hour.  As  the  division 
ne  on  sooner  than  was  expected,  perhaps 

would  account  for  the  absence  of  the 

les  in  question  from  the  division. 

'he  Marquess  of  EXETER  said,  he 
dd  confirm  from  his  own  experience  the 
ledsity  for  substituting  some  other 
nishment  if  they  abolished  corporal 
iiishiucnt.  When  he  was  at  Gibraltar 
no  men  in  certain  regiments  were  in  a 
;lily  insubordinate  state,  and  two  separate 
|urt3  martial  were  appointed  to  try  the 
indcrs.  One  of  theso  Courts  martial 
|s  presided  over  by  a  field  officer  of  the 
le,  and  the  other  by  himself.     Some  of 

men  insulted  the  Court,  and  the  only 
ly  in  which  order  could  be  preserved  was 
Isentencing  one  man  to  corporal  punish- 
|nt,  and  another  to  three  months*  inipri- 
iment.  This  was  effectual  ;  but  if  flog- 
ig  were  done  away  with,  he  feared  that 
[nes    such    as   ho   had   witnessed  would 

jn  occur,  greatly  to  tho  inconvenience 

he  service. 

Iaul  grey  explained  that  he  had  not 
•ticularly  alluded  to  the  Marquess  of 
Irtington  ;  but  it  was  the  fact  that  no 
hnbers  of  the  late  Government  voted 
linst  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

itham. 

Iaul  RUSSELL  said,  that  his  noble 
lend  (Earl  de  Grey)  had,  he  tliought, 
|ircly  vindicated  Lord  Hartington.  With- 

entering  iuto  tho  question  of  tho  cx- 

Earl  Qrey 


pediency  of  corporal  punishment,  it  ap- 
peared  to  bim  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  have  inferred  from  the  debate 
and  division  of  last  year,  that  whenever  the 
question  came  on  this  year,  there  would  be 
a  very  considerable  majority  in  favour  of 
the  abolition  of  flogging.  He  thought  that 
after  the  division  of  last  year  the  Minister 
of  War  ought  to  have  immediately  appointed 
a  Royal  Commission  to  sit  during  November 
and  December,  and  then,  when  the  House 
met  in  February,  they  might  have  had  the 
Report  of  the  Commission,  and  their  sng- 
gestions  as  to  tho  best  substitute  for  cor- 
poral punishment. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  been 
taken  by  surprise  by  the  impatience  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  was  not  prepared 
to  recommend  at  once  a  change  in  the 
system  of  military  punishments.  As  a 
Royal  Commission  now  had  the  subject 
under  consideration,  with  the  best  means  of 
forming  a  judgment,  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  await  their  Report  without  taking 
any  further  steps.  With  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  the  front  Opposition  Bench,  as 
he  might  not  be  a  good  judge,  he  would 
rather  leave  t1iat  question  in  the  hands  of 
the  noble  Earl  on  the' cross  Benches  (Barl 
Grey). 

Motion  agreed  to:  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly ;  Committee  negatived^  and  Bill  to  be 

read  3*  To  morrow. 

Mutiny  Bill  read  2*  (according  to  Or- 
der) :  Committee  negatived;  and  Bill  to  be 
read  3*  To-morroxo. 

POOR   KELIEF   BILL    [h.L.] 

Select  Committee  on  :  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  tho  Committeo  :— 


L.  Abp.  York 

D.  Richmond 
M.  Salisbury 

E.  Devon 
E.  Denbigh 
E.  Uardwicko 
E,  Carnarvon 
E.  Grey 


E.  Ducie 
E.  EUenborough 
E.  Kimberley 
V.  Evorsloy 
L.  Clinton 
L.  Egerton 
L.  Northbrook. 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS— APPOINTMENT  OF 

A  SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

PRINTING   rETITIONS, 

Earl  RUSSELL  moved  (according  to 

Notice) — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to 
whom  all  Petitions  presented  to  this  House  shall 
bo  referred,  with  Instructions  to  tho  said  Com- 
mittee to  report  whether  any  of  tho  Petitions  to 
referred  ought  to  be  printed  for  the  Use  of  thU 
House.'' 
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It  Terj  frequently  happened  tbat  the  Pe- 
titioni  presented  to  the  Hoase  contained 
matters  of  great  importance,  and  which 
would  be  of  great  use  to  their  Lordships 
in  subsequent  discussions. 

Lord  REDESDALE  thought  that  the 
adoption  of  the  proposal  would  entail  con- 
siderable expense  with  no  corresponding 
adTantage,  for  the  Petitions  would  very 
■eldom  be  read  by  anyone.  It  was  open 
to  persons  who  desired  publicity  to  be 
giren  to  a  particular  Petition  to  print  and 
eirculate  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  public 
and  of  the  Post  OflSce.  It  was  likewise  in 
the  power  of  any  noble  Lord  to  propose 
that  a  Petition  be  printed,  in  which  case 
the  House  would  decide  whether  it  was 
advisable  that  it  should  be  done.  The 
question  had  been  discussed  on  previous 
oeeasioos,  and  it  had  always  been  thought 
better  to  adhere  to  the  existing  practice. 
He  should  like  to  hear  t*he  opinion  of 
noble  Lords  on  the  subject ;  because  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  deal  with  it 
according  to  the  general  sense  of  the 
House. 

Babl  stanhope  gave  his  cordial  sup- 
port to  the  proposal.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  printing  of  Petitions  might,  in 
nanj  cases  be  very  useful.  The  only  doubt 
he  entertained  was  rather  as  to  a  point  of 
form.  The  noble  Earl  proposed  that  the 
Committee  should  report  to  the  House 
what  Petitions  should  be  printed.  Now, 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  great  saving  of 
time  if  the  Committee  should  haTO  power 
at  onee  to  order  the  printing  of  such  Pcti- 
tiops  as  they  might  think  adyisable.  Such, 
he  believed,  was  the  case  with  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Thb  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  as 
he  understood  the  proposal  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Russell),  it  would  not  inter- 
fere with  the  power  which  any  noble  Lord 
had  now  of  moving  that  a  Petition  he 
printed. 

Loan  LTVEDEN  approved  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  noblo  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Stanhope)  that  the  Committee  should 
have  power  to  order  Petitions  to  be 
printed. 

Tn  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
ss  far  as  his  own  opinion  was  concerned — 
for  tliis  was  not  a  Government  question — 
be  saw  no  objection  to  the  proposal  of  the 
BeUe  Eari  (Eari  Russell)  except  that  it 
would  entail  some  expense.  At  the  same 
AaCy  he  thought  some  Petitions  might  be 
vsry  asafulW  printed.  At  present  the  pub- 
Be  were  under  the  impression — not  a  very 


wrong  one — that  very  little  attention  was 
paid  to  Petitions  presented  to  Parliament, 
and,  perhaps,  the  adoption  of  this  Resolu- 
tion might  give  a  new  impetus  to  the  pre- 
sentation of  such  addresses.  As  to  the 
proposal  of  tho  noble  Earl,  interfering  with 
the  right  of  any  Peer  to  move  that  his 
Petition  be  printed,  he  apprehended  it 
would  have  no  such  effect.  The  fact  that 
a  Peer  had  made  a  Motion  to  have  his 
Petition  printed,  if  the  House  agreed  to 
it,  would  supersede  tho  necessity  of  the 
Committee  ordering  the  printing  of  the 
same  Petition. 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  adopt  the  noble  EarKs  (Earl 
Stanhope's)  suggestion  that  the  Committee 
should  have  power  at  once  to  order  the 
printing  of  Petitions. 

Lord  REDESDALE  thought  the  prac- 
tice of  printing  Petitions  might  be  very 
much  abused.  A  person  might  present  a 
pamphlet  in  tho  shape  of  a  Petition,  and 
have  it  printed  at  the  public  expense.  He 
only  hoped  when  the  Petitions  were  printed 
that  their  Lordships  would  read  them. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  that  the  Committee,  of  course,  would 
exercise  a  discretion  with  respect  to  the 
Petitions  that  should  be  printed,  and  he 
thought  that  power  might  very  well  be 
given  to  them. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Stanlet 
of  Alderlet, 

Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

lietolved.  That  a  Select  Gommitteo  bo  appoiuted 
to  whom  .ill  Petitions  presented  to  this  House, 
other  than  Petitions  relating  to  Private  Bills, 
shall  be  referred,  with  Instructions  to  tho  said 
Committee  to  direct  the  printing  for  the  Use  of 
tho  House  of  such  Petitions  as  thejr  shall  think  fit. 
-^The  Earl  RusscH,) 

BUSINESS   OF  THE  HOUSE. 
RESOLUTIONS. 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBURY,  who 
had  given  notice  to  move  the  following 
Resolutions  :^* 

1 .  That  it  is  expedient  that  Notice  of  an  Inten- 
tion to  ask  a  Question  should  be  given  in  the 
Minutes,  except  in  Gases  which  admit  of  no  Delay : 

2.  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  are  desired 
to  exercise  their  Discretion  in  calling  for  the  Ser- 
vice of  Lords  absent  from  tho  House : 

3.  That  in  future,  in  entering  the  Reports  of 
Bills  amended  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
in  the  Journals,  instead  of  the  Ileport  of  such 
Amcndnienta  being  entered  as  made  formally  hj 
tho  Chairman  of  Committees,  the  Name  of  the 
Lord  who  moves  the  Reception  of  the  Report  and 
takes  charge  of  the  Bill  in  that  Stage  be  sub- 
stituted. 
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laid,  be  would  direct  their  Lordsbips'  at- 

mtion  to  a  subject  which  had  been  dis- 

lussed  on  Thursday  OYening — the  Report 

If  tlie  Select  Committee  upon  the  Conduct 

If  Business  in  their  Lordships'  House.     It 

jppeared  to  him  at  that  time  that  tiie  best 

^ay  to  proceed  would  be  for  their  Lord- 

^lips  to  assent  to  the  Report,  and  that  the 

^commendations  of  the  Committee  should 

|e  discussed  in  detail  afterwards,  at  their 

lordsliips'  discretion.      He  had  inferred, 

lowevcr,  from  the   debate   of    the  other 

[ight,  that  their  Lordships  would  prefer 

lat  the  recommendations  of  the  Report 

lould  be  embodied  in  a  set  of  Resolutions 

be  proposed  seriatim.      That  wish  of 

[leir  Lordships   he   had   endeavoured   to 

irry  out.  He  thought  the  most  convenient 

mrse  would  be  to  move  the  Resolutions 

iparately,  and  their  Lordships  could  dis- 

tss  them  one  by  one  as  they  were  moved. 

[e  begged  to  move  the  first  Resolution. 

Moved  to  resolve— 

"  That  it  is  expedient  that  Notice  of  an  Inten- 
m  to  ask  a  Question  should  be  given  in  the 
[inutes,  except  in  Cases  which  admit  of  no  De- 
|y."— ( The  Lord  Pnvij  Seal.) 

YiSGOUNT  HALIFAX  said,  he  thought 
lat  the  Resolution  of  the  noble  Earl  went 
)yond  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
iittee,  and,  if  carried,  would  put  a  stop  to 
[any  Questions  which  might  be  fairly 
iked  without  notice.     In  the  other  House 

Parliament  there  was  a  very  convenient 
jnge,  no  discussion  being  permitted  on  a 
[ueation  being  asked.  He  concurred  in 
ic  opinion  that  it  was  not  desirable  to 
lop  the  putting  of  Questions  in  all  cases 
jithout  formal  notice;   but,  at  the  same 

le  no  Question  which  was  at  all  likely  to 
ivo  rise  to  debate  oughtto  be  put  without 
►tico  having  been  given.     The  proposal 

the  noble  Earl,  in  its  present  form, 
jight  put  a  stop  to  a  number  of  Questions 
lAt  were  not  likely  to  raise  debates ;  and 

was  scarcely  expedient  to  go  quite  so 
jr  as  that. 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  he  saw  no  ob- 
lotion  to  the  Resolution  as  proposed.     It 

luld  have  the  effect  of  stopping  any  noble 

»rd   from    putting    a    Question    at    ten 

linutes  past  five  o'clock,  and  thus  initiating 

Idebote  which   might  last  a  considerable 

le,  to  the  great  inconvenience  of  those 
»blo  Lords  who  had  given  notices.  He 
jought  it  might  fairly  bo  left  to  the  dis- 
[etion  of  noble  Lords  not  to  put  Questions 
irly  in  the  evening  without  notice,  unless 
ley  could  be  answered  at  once  by  the 

The  Earl  of  Malmeshury 


heads  of  Department!,  or  unleii  it  was 
apparent  that  the  Question  was  such  as  to 
show  the  propriety  of  suspending  the  rule 
in  that  instance. 

Lord  TAUNTON  said,  be  did  not  think 
the  present  practice  of  the  House  led  to 
any  serious  inconvenience,  for  noble  Lords 
usually  gave  notice  of  Questions  when  they 
were  of  such  a  character  as  probably  to 
give  rise  to  discussion.  He  thought  it  un- 
desirable that  any  positive  rule  should  be 
laid  down. 

Lord  LYYEDENsaid,  that  the  Resolu- 
tion carried  out  the  iutention  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  making  the  recommendation.  In 
the  other  House,  the  Speaker  would  stop 
any  Member  seeking  to  put  a  Question 
without  notice,  as  being  contrary  to  the 
rules  of  the  House.  In  their  Lordships' 
House,  however,  they  had  no  similar  fone- 
tionary  wliose  duty  it  would  be  to  stop  any 
irregularity.  The  great  point  to  be  attained 
was,  no  doubt,  to  put  a  stop  to  the  praetice 
of  putting  without  notice  Questions  which 
were  likely  to  give  rise  to  debates. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  suggested  that  the 
noble  Earl  should  vary  the  Resolution,  and 
follow  more  precisely  the  words  of  the  Com- 
mittee. This  would  stop  the  praetioe  of 
putting  Questions  without  notiee*  when 
there  was  no  necessity  for  haste;  but 
would  not  prevent  the  putting  of  urgent 
Questions,  although  they  might  possibly 
give  rise  to  discussion. 

The  Ddke  op  CLEVELAND  said,  there 
ought  to  be  some  rule  on  tho  subject  which 
should  be  sufficiently  distinct  to  prevent 
debates  being  raised  upon  Questions;  but 
tho  rule  could  always  be  suspended  in 
cases  in  which  the  House  might  think  dis- 
cussion desirable. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
if  their  Lordships  followed  the  precise 
words  of  the  Committee  they  might  not 
attain  the  object  the  Select  Committee 
had  in  view.  That  object  was  not  merely 
to  prevent  the  putting  of  Questions  with- 
out notice  ;  for  that  object  might  easily  be 
gained  by  the  refusal  of  the  Minister  or 
the  other  Member  of  the  House  to  whom 
the  Question  was  addressed  to  give  an 
answer  until  he  should  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  informing  himself  upon  the  sub- 
ject to  which  it  related.  The  real  evil  was 
the  debate  which  was  sometimes  raised  by 
putting  a  Question.  It  had  been  com- 
plained that  Questions  had  been  put  aod 
discussions  raised  without  notice ;  and  it 
went  forth  to  tho  public  that  many  noble 
Lords  who  might  have  been  most  aniious 
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to  upraM  (heir  opinions  on  the  subject 

bad  been  denied  the  opportunity  of  so 

doing.     That  was  the  evil  which  had  to 

be  remedied ;  but  what  he  was  afraid  of 

was  that  the  Resolution   would,   on   the 

one  hand,   operate   to  prevent    Questions 

being  pat  which  might  very  conveniently 

be  asked;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would 

not  eheck  discussion,  because,  without  a 

Qoestion,  by  other  devices  easily  specified, 

any  Member   of  their  Lordships'    Houso 

might  initiate  a  discussion  upon  any  sub- 

jeet.     Ho  suggested  that  the  Resolution, 

instead  of  taking  the  form  which  had  been 

proposed,   should   be    in    these    words — 

'*  It  Is  desirable,  where  it  is  intended  to  make  a 
Statement,  or  raiie  nDiBouMion  on  asking  a  Ques- 
tioD,  that  Notice  of  the  Question  should  be  given  in 
the  Minates  and  Orders  of  the  Day." 

He  therefore  proposed  that  the  following 
Beeolotion  should  be  substituted  for  the  pro- 
posed Resolution : — 

^  That  it  is  desirable  where  it  is  intended  to 
make  a  Statement,  or  raise  a  Discussion  on  asking 
a  Qneetion  that  Notice  of  the  Question  should  be 
given  ia  the  Orders  of  the  Daj  and  Notices." 

Tbs  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  con- 
aidered  that  the  suggestion  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  would  be  an  improve- 
ment upon  his  Resolution,  and  proposed 
thai  their  Lordships  should  adopt  it. 

Motion  (by  Learo  of  the  House)  with- 

Then  it  was  moved  to  resoWe, 

Thai  it  Is  desirable  where  it  is  intended  to 
make  a  Statement  or  raise  a  Discussion  on  asking 
a  Qoestion  that  Notice  of  the  Question  should  bo 
fiven  in  the  Orders  of  the  Da/  and  Notices. — 
{1%$  Lord  Chaneellar.) 

Tn  Mabqubbs  or  CLANRICARDE 
warned  their  Lordships  against  the  proposed 
alteration*  which  he  conceived  was  opposed 
to  the  spirit  of  the  privileges  and  usages  of 
that  House  from  time  immemorial.  The 
Beeoiotion  which  thej  already  possessed, 
proriding  that  the  Business  on  the  Paper 
ihoiiM  be  proeeeded  with  at  a  quarter  post 
Sv«  o'elook  was  quite  sufficient,  and  he  pre- 
Ibrred  it  to  the  one  now  moved.  It  would 
be  vary  injudicioas  for  their  Lordships  to 
biad  tbameelfea  down  in  the  manner  now 

bTsTsT  ANHOPE  said,  his  nobleFriend 
who  had  jost  sat  down  did  not  seem  aware 
of  the  preeise  grioTanee  which  it  was  sought 
to  naodj.  lie  was  snrprised  that  one 
who  had  attended  so  oloselj  to  the  do- 
balae  in  that  House  as  his  noble  Friend 
ehoold  not  hare  been  aware  of  numerous 
ooeaeiona  on  wbieb  a  noble  Lord^  who  had 


only  given  a  private  notice  to  the  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  had  risen  a  few  minutes  be- 
fore a  quarter  past  five  o'clock,  and  made 
nn  hour's  speech  in  reference  to  a  matter 
of  which  the  House  had  not  been  ap- 
prised. The  consequence  was  that,  the 
House  having  had  no  notice  of  the  Ques- 
tion, the  debate  which  might  otherwise 
have  been  of  general  interest  was  confined 
to  the  noble  Lord  who  put  the  QueHtion  and 
to  the  Minister  of  the  Crown.  He  thought 
that  the  debates  of  the  House  had  suffered 
materially  from  the  existence  of  that  prac- 
tice. The  objections  to  the  Resolution  were 
met  by  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  moved 
the  second  Resolution — 

"  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  are  desired 
to  exercise  their  Discretion  in  calling  for  the  Ser- 
vice of  Lords  absent  from  the  House." 

Lord  REDESDALE  explained  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  had  already  the 
power  of  proposing  the  name  of  any  Peer; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  did  not  pro- 
pose Peers  who  were  known  to  be  absent, 
nor  any  Peer  without  first  communicating 
with  him.  The  object  of  this  Resolution 
seemed  to  be  to  direct  the  Committee  of 
Selection  to  be  less  careful  about  obtaining 
the  consent  of  a  Peer  before  nominating 
him  on  a  Committee.  He  saw  no  reason 
why  the  Resolution  should  not  be  adopted. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
remarked  that  the  Committee  of  Selection 
did  exercise  their  own  discretion  at  present. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  wished 
to  see  adopted  much  the  same  system  as 
was  adopted  in  the  House  of  Commons  with 
regard  to  Mombers  selected  to  serve  on 
Committees.  Many  Peers  who  were  per- 
fectly able  to  perform  these  duties  avoided 
doing  so  by  absenting  themselves  from  the 
House,  except  upon  great  party  debates 
and  divisions  ;  and  thus  the  matter  had  an 
important  bearing  on  the  attendance  in 
that  House  —  a  subject  which  had  been 
commented  on  out  of  doors.  This  was  a 
great  grievance,  which  he  should  like  to  see 
put  an  end  to.  Then,  again,  many  young 
Members  of  the  House — having  made  their 
engagements  for  the  next  month,  whether 
for  pleasure,  business,  or  otherwise — now 
refrain  from  coming  down  to  the  House, 
where  they  might  train  themselves  for 
taking  part  in  its  discussions,  from  a  fear 
that  if  they  showed  their  faces  there  they 
might  be  pounced  upon  by  the  noblo  Lord 


ms  Smnti»of  ttOBBSI 

JLord  Bedetdftle),  or  the  other  Pmtb  who 

lelected  the  PrWHte  Bill  Committees. 

]  LordREDESDALE  iKid,  he  wRBsorrj 

r  any  noble  Lord  stnjed  awny  from  tlio 

r  of  being  naked   to  scrTe;  becaune  it 

l&d  not  been  hia  practice  to  nak  any  Peer 

I   serve  on  a  Committee  nlien  he  coutd 

;ad  ony  important  engagement,  or  an; 

fier  sufficient  reason.     Owing  to  the  timo  I  tbi 

len  the  Primte  Buaincss  came  up  to  tbeir  '  "" 

ordihips'  Houbo,  it  irould  bs  impossiblo 

nppoint  their  Committees  by  rata  in  the 

inner  adopted  in  tho  other  House.     At 

Irst  they  might  find  many  Poors  willing  to 

lervc,   whilo  feir  irould  offer  themselvoa 

Bflerwarde,  find  some  would  have  to  servo 

;  but  there  would  not  be  the  same 

r  shown   to 
those  duties  volunti 

Ml'*' 

Ible  pressure  of  business,  worked  well. 
'  Thb  Earl   of    CARNARVON  wished 
B  Resnlution   could   be  brought  back   to 
iriginal  form  in  which  it  stood 


a*ffmu. 


Earl  STANHOPE  opp<wed  the  Reso- 
lution, which  he  regarded  at  open  to  great 
prnctical  objection. 

Earl  COWPER  said,  that  soma  years 
ngo  he  moved  for  a  Return  of  the  number 
of  Peers  who  bad  served  on  Committees. 
Ho  believed  that  in  the  year  to  which  the 
Retarn  referred  only  120  Peers  ont  of 
number  of  Members  of  their 
Lnrdships*  Hoqho  had  served  on  ti  Com- 
mittee at  sll.  The  consequence  was  that 
many  Peers  had  been  obliged  to  serve 
twice;  and,  besides  the  Chairmen  of  tho 
different  Committees,  one  Peer  had  served 
on  three  Committees.  Thus  a  heavy  harden 
was  entailed  upon  conscientions  Peers  by 
the  idlene«B  and  default  of  others.  Th« 
system  under  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
those  duties  voluntnrily.  The  present  Redesdale)  obtained  Members  to  ait  on 
hen  there  was  a  consider-  Pritato  Bills  must  remind  their  Lordahips 
of  the  system  of  recruiting  for  the  British 
army.  There  was  one  great  difference 
certainly  ;  for  he  had  never  heard  of  the 
^  noble  Lord  offering  anyone  anything  to 
Report  of  the  Committee;  and  if  the  noble  I  drink  ;  but  he  was  obliged  to  go'roand  and 


Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville)  gati 

I  opportunity  of  dividing  on  nis 
in,  he  would  support  him.  The 
Kesolutian,  as  it  now  stood,  was  mere  sur- 
klusage,  as  it  only  asked  the  Committee  of 
Eelection  to  eiercise  a  discretionary  power, 
nfaich  they  already  exercised. 

The  Ddke  av  MARLBOROUGH  said, 

e  propoaal  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord 

trivy  Sea!  was  not  that  the  Ilouse  should 

liscretion  to   the  Comriiitleo  of  Se- 

which  (he;  already  possessed,  but 

Ihat  the;  nhould  be  rcquoatcd  to  exercise 

discretion    when    deemed    adianta- 

'  ViacocsT  HALIFAX  sriiJ.    «hat  was 

vcally  desired  was  tlint  the  abecnco  of  a 

1  oble   Lord   from    that    Housa   should   not 

nipt  him  from  serving.  Ho  would,  there- 

!,  suggest  the  adoption  of  words  to  this 

Effect— 

"  That  the  Absence  of  nny  noblo  Lard  fronj 
is  House,  except  oa  sufficient  Resson,  ought 
It  to  prevent  tlio  Commiclee  of  Seloolion  from 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLRY  preferred 

Ithe  words  just  suggested  to  those  proposed 

Iby  tho  Lord  Privy  Seal  ;   and  he  trusted 

|that  the  Ro!!olu(iun,  when  adopted,  would 

ii^t  remain  a  dead  letter.      It  ivas  both  dc- 

iblt  and  just  that  Feera   who  were   in 

bnbit  of  absenting  themselves  from  the 

UEO  should   he  called  upon  to  serve  on 

JComniittei's  when  their  services  were  re- 

Ju„l  firntuilU 


to  whisper  first  to  one  and  then  to  another, 
holding  out  hopes  where  he  ooald  that  the 
inquiry  would  not  bo  a  very  long  one.  He 
should  be  sorry  to  see  a  ayatem  of  eon* 
Bcription  adopted  for  the  British  army ;  but 
a  well-managed  eonaoription  for  eompelliDg 
the  Members  of  that  Hooie  to  take  thetr 
fair  share  in  Private  Business  would  b«  » 
very  good  thing, 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  movti  an 
Amendment- 
out  from  ("  Sek'cCian  ")  to  the  end  of 
tho  Motion  fur  tlie  Purpose  of  inserting  the  Words 
foilowing,  ("  should  in  the  Ejeroiia  of  their  Dis- 
cretion cnll  more  frequentlj  than  at  present  for 
tho  Service  of  Lords  absent  from  the  I[ouie."} 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  could 
not  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Earl  STANHOPE  thought  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Halifax)  exactly  met  the  wants  of  the  caae. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  Honse) 
withdrawn. 

Then  it  was  moved  to  resolve, 

Thnt  the  Absenco  of  snj  Lord  from  this  Hoost, 
ciccpt  for  sufBoienC  Reason,  oufht  not  t«  praveot 
the  Commiltce  ot  Selection  from  a&lting  lor  his 
Setvicos.— (TAe  Viicmint  Balifia.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Then  it  was  rMolved~ 

Thnt  in  entering  in  the  Journals  tha  Bcporli 
of  Bills  aniendeil  in  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House,  the  on!/  Name  entered  tberewilli  shall  be 
llmt  of  the  LonI  vho  moves  the  ReoeptioD  of  Um 
Report  and  talies  Charge  of  tba  BUI  in  that  Stag*. 
— ( Tht  Lord  Privy  Seal) 
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HZLL8  OF  SXCEAVGB  AHD  PROHISSOBT  NOTES 

BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Bills  of  Exchange 
and  PRMniaaory  Notes — Was  prtiented  hj  The 
Loi4  SwiaBwiLL ;  read  l\    (No.  65.) 

Honat  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 

o'olook,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  April  2,  1868. 

MUITTTES.]^SuFPLT — conndertd  in  Committee 
^-Crm.  SxBTici  EamiATxs — Classes  1  to  VII. 

Pmuo  BiLUB— -  (M^red — County  General  As- 
MBBnent  (  Scotland  )  * ;  Peerage  ( Ireland  ).* 

Tint  i?«iirftn^— Peerage  (Ireland)* [83] ;  County 
Goieral  AsseMment  (Scotland)*  [84]. 

S^emtd  /Zm^iii^— Petty  Sessions  and  Lock-up 
Hosaea  *  [75] ;  Prisons  (Compensation  to  Offi- 
etra)  *  [80]  ;  Renewable  Leasehold  ConTorsion 
(IralaBo)  Act  Extension*  [61];  Metropolis 
Oaa  [491 

Coasifffii     f  nnil   GoTomment  Supplemental* 

[7T]. 

JTi/twi    lioosl  GoTemment  Supplemental  *  [77]. 

C»»tidtrfd  a$  osi^iicIaI— Industrial  Schools  (Ire- 
land) •  [6]. 

PRIVILEOE^MEMBERS'  SEATS  IN  THIS 
HOUSE.— OBSERVATIONS. 

CoumL  GBEYILLE-NUGENT  said, 
he  wished  to  call  the  atteotioa  of  the 
Honte  to  a  Qaestion  of  Privilege.  The 
Biimher  of  teats  in  the  House  iras  very 
limited,  and  it  would  he  extremely  con- 
Tenient  to  Memhers  to  know  the  rule 
upon  which  seats  were  to  he  retained  for 
the  night.  Last  year  a  Question  arose 
upon  this  Tory  matter  with  respect  to  two 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
who  had  placed  their  cards  on  the  Bench 
before  the  Speaker  came  in  to  Prayers.  On 
that  occasion  he  helieved  it  wos  ruled  that 
it  was  necessary  a  Member  should  bo  pre- 
sent at  Phtyers  in  order  to  secure  his  seat 
Ibr  the  night,  and  that  no  card  left  upon 
tho  seat  hefore  that  time  would  entitle  an 
lum.  Member  to  a  seat  for  the  night 
nnlnss  he  had  been  present  at  Prayers. 
He  thought  it  was  also  laid  down  on  that 
oeeasion  that  if  any  hon.  Member  placed 
his  bat  upon  the  seat,  it  was  to  be  sup- 
posed that  he  remained  within  the  pre- 
cineta  of  the  Honse,  and  if  he  returned 
bofim  the  Speaker  came  in  to  Prayers  he 
ontitled  to  retain  the  seat  for  tho 


night.  Now,  he  came  down  to  the  House 
shortly  after  three  o'clock  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  a  seat,  and  placed  his  hat  on  a 
vacant  seat  next  to  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  King's  County.  A  few  minutes 
afterwards  he  returned,  and  found  that  his 
hat  had  been  removed,  and  that  his  seat 
was  occupied  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem« 
her  for  Aberdeen.  He  remonstrated  with 
the  hon.  Member,  because  he  had  perceived 
that  it  was  the  usual  courtesy  of  the  House 
to  respect  hats.  The  hon.  Member  told 
him  that  he  had  been  twelve  years  in  the 
House,  and  he  replied  that  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  sitting  in  the  House  sixteen 
years,  and  during  that  time  he  had  never 
removed  any  hon.  Gentleman's  hat.  He 
thus  found  himself  without  a  seat ;  and, 
thinking  that  it  would  be  very  much  for 
the  convenience  of  tho  Houso  to  know, 
he  wished  to  ask  Mr.  Speaker,  whether 
the  rule  he  had  mentioned  would  be  ad« 
hered  to  ? 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  thought  the 
House  would  expect  from  him  some  ex- 
planation as  to  the  charge  of  want  of 
courtesy  on  his  part.  He  disclaimed  any 
want  of  courtesy.  The  rule  of  the  House 
was  that  no  Member  should  have  a  claim 
to  a  particular  seat  unless  he  was  at 
Prayers,  and  unless  he  put  his  card  on  the 
back  of  the  seat ;  but  there  were  a  great 
number  of  Members  who  were  constant 
in  their  attendance  at  Prayers,  and  who 
therefore  by  the  courtesy  of  the  House  were 
allowed  constantly  to  occupy  certain  seats. 
[•'  No,  no."]  He  said  Yes.  On  that  very 
Bench  there  were  five  Members  who  con- 
tinually occupied  tho  same  scats  in  conse- 
quence of  their  constant  attendance  at 
Prayers  for  many  years.  During  the  three 
Parliaments  he  had  been  in  the  House  he 
had  occupied  the  same  seat,  or  the  corre- 
sponding one  on  the  opposite  side,  and  it 
had  rarely  been  occupied,  though  accident 
had  kept  him  from  Prayers.  He  had  an 
instance  of  what  he  stated  to  be  the  cus- 
tom in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  belo«r 
him — the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  who 
had  occupied  the  same  seat  ever  since  he 
(Colonel  Sykes)  had  been  in  the  House. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Question  raised 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Colonel  Greville-Nugent)  has  been 
often  under  the  consideration  of  tho  House, 
and  the  House  has  laid  down  rules  upon 
the  subject  for  the  observance  of  its  Mem- 
bers. Tho  lion,  and  gallant  Member  accu- 
rately stated  what  passed  relative  to  this 
question  last  year,  and  the  words  that  were 
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[ed  upon  that  occasion  are  now  before 
It  was  then  observed  that  hon. 
[embers  who  came  down   early  in  the 

»rning  to  attend  to  their  duties  were 

iced  at  a  disadvantage,  because,  being 
Infined  to  the  Committee-room,  they 
juld  not  come  into  the  House  until  their 
lata  had  been  secured  by  others.  Under 
lese  circumstances  it  was  decided  that 
iy  Member  who,  having  come  down  to 
|e  House  in  the  morning  in  the  discharge 

his  duty  on  a  Committee,  shall  before 
rayers  place  his  hat  on  a  seat  as  an  indi- 
Ition  of  his  personal  attendance  within 
le  precincts  of  the  House  shall  be  per- 
jitted  to  retain  that  seat,  as  though  he 

ire  present  in  the  House.  Arrangements 

^re  made  by  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  to 
Ive  effect  to  the  wishes  of  the  House, 
]d  those  arrangements  were  generally 
Iquiesced   in.     I  think,  therefore,   that 

ter  the  discussion  that  occurred  last  year, 
I  may  be  taken  to  be  one  of  the  rules  of 
|e  House  with  respect  to  this  matter ;  and 
ider  these  circumstances  any  Gentleman 

10,  having  placed  his  hat  upon  a  seat, 
id  being  in  immediate  attendance  upon 
|e  House,  on  returning  here  has  a  right 

expect  that  that  seat  will  be  reserved 
him.  That  I  understand  to  bo  a  rule, 
|nerally  accepted  by  the  House,  and  one 
jerefore  which  all  Members  ought  to 
jspect. 

;rchant  shipping  consolidation 
bill.— question. 

Mr.  GRAYES  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
[e  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 

he  can  say  when  the  Merchant  Shipping 
msolidation  Bill  will  be  introduced  ? 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  replied  that,  in 
[nsequence  of  his  hon.  Eriend's  Notice. 

had  communicated  with  the  person  who 
id  been  engaged  to  draft  this  Bill,  and 

10    had     been    unexpectedly    delayed, 

ing  to  circumstances  of  a  private  na- 
Ire,  and  by  no  fault  of  his  own.  That 
(ntleman  had  informed  him  that  he  was 

'ing  up  other  business  in  order  to  devote 
Imself  to  the  work  of  consolidation,  and 
jawing  new  clauses  ;  and  that  he  hoped 

have  completed  his  work  before  the 
jssion  was  much  farther  advanced. 

;CHNICAL    EDUCATION  —  MR.    WIIIT- 
OUTU'S  ENDOWMENT.— QUESTION. 

IMh.  BRUCE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Ice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
mncil  on  Education,  If  it  is  true  that 

Mr.  Sjpeaker 


Mr.  Whitworth  has  offered  a  very  largo 
sum  to  be  applied  in  promotion  of  Techni- 
cal Instruction ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can 
state  what  is  the  precise  nature  of  the 
endowment,  and  whether  he  can  lay  upon 
the  table  of  the  House  any  Papers  on  the 
subject  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU :  Sir,  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  Whitworth  has  made  a  most 
munificent  offer,  in  a  letter  addressed  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  on  the 
18th  of  March  last.  Mr.  Whitworth  pro- 
poses to  found  thirty  scholarships  of  the 
annual  value  of  £100  each,  to  be  open  to 
public  competition,  and  to  be  obtained  by 
proof  of  intelligence  and  efficiency  in  me- 
chanics and  cognate  sciences.  I  need  not 
say  that  that  generous  offer  was  accepted 
with  thanks  by  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education,  and  the  Minute  embodying 
his  letter,  which  is  the  only  Paper  on  the 
subject,  I  propose  to  lay  on  the  table  of 
the  House. 

COURT  OF  GHANOERT— SALARIES  AND 
EXPENSES.- QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  woald  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  £zchequer» 
Whether  it  is  his  intention  to  propose  to 
Parliament,  during  the  present  Session^  to 
charge  tho  salaries  and  expenses  of  the 
English  Court  of  Chancery  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  and  Votes  of  Parliament,  as 
is  now  the  case  with  the  other  Courts  of 
Common  Law  and  Equity  in  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and,  whether,  as  the  salaries, 
compensations,  and  other  expenses  of  the 
Irish  Court  of  Chancery  are  so  charged 
under  the  Act  of  1867,  he  intends  to 
apply  to  Parliament  for  power  to  wind 
up  the  Suitors'  Fee  Fund,  Exchequer 
Compensation  and  Fee  Fund,  Chancery 
Compensation  and  Feo  Fund,  Bankruptcy 
and  Compensation  Fund,  and  Box  Fund. 
He  would  put,  at  the  same  time,  the  other 
Question  of  which  ho  had  given  Notice. 
Whether  it  is  tho  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  follow  up  the  inquiry  as  to  fees, 
commenced  by  the  Committee  of  which 
Mr.  Goschen  was  Chairman,  appointed  by 
the  late  Board  of  Treasury  ? 

TiiK  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUEIl,  in  reply,  said,  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  tho  Government  to  introduce  a 
measure  for  the  purpose  of  winding  up  the 
funds  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  nor 
did  the  Government  propose  to  introduce* 
at  present  at  all  events,  a  Bill  to  deal  with 
the  Court  of  Chancery  in  tho  way  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member.      With  to- 
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ftrenoe  to  tbo  hon.  Veuber's  Qaestioo  re- 
■peeting  the  Commiuion,  it  was  the  in- 
tnitiBn  of  the  OoTerament  to  follaw  up 
tb*  inqoiiy  u  Mwn  u  time  and  drcuin. 
■tuiOOT  would  admit. 

VACOINATIOH-SMALL-POX  AT 
WOOLWIO  B.— aUESTION. 

8iB  J.  CLARE£  JBRTOISE  uid,  he 
wiibod  to  aik  the  Vice  Preaident  of  the 
Cominittee  of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther be  has  noticed  a  paragraph  in  a  Me- 
dical Tonmal  relating  to  a  recent  ontbreali 
of  anall-poz  at  Woolwich,  in  Trhich  it  is 
■toted  that  "fonr  new"  and  "eleven 
ftwh  cawa  were  Taccinated;"  and  how 
this  atatement  is  to  be  reconciled  with 
that  of  the  Vice  President  of  Council  on 
Sdnoation,  on  the  Vaccination  Bill  of  1867, 
that  "  amall-poz  is  absolntely  prerentable 
br  Tieeination  ?" 

Loin  ROBERT  UONXAGU  said, 
Top^,  that  he  had  not  spoken  of  an 
pnnct  Taecination  of  indiriduals,  or  of  a 
partial  Tacoination  of  the  population,  By 
K  perfeet  raocination  of  the  whole  people 
the  rli ansae  could  be  stamped  out.  As  an 
^0  he  might  mention  that  this  had 
«  in  one  district  by  the  energy  of 
Dr.  Haghea,  of  Hold,  in  North  Wales. 
n«  paragraph  from  the  Britith  Mtdieal 
Jmmtal,  which  the  bon.  Baronet  had  eent 
Ud,  wm  fsTonrable  to  thst  view.     It 
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"Amat  of  tha  Bmall-pei  at  Wo«1iriah.— Ws 
H«  vary  ^>d  to  Isani  that  the  oorefdl  mearam 
•f  TaMiaatloB  and  *liitation  ImtUntad  on  tha 
adrka  of  Dr.  SMten,  at  Woolwioh,  aro  reall/ 
Mllsf  pow." 

He  was  happy  to  be  enabled  to  say  that 
■naU-pox  waa  nearly  eradicated  at  Wool- 
Tiah. 

BOCLXSIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS— 

BUBFIOS    OF    KIT.PEO,   HEREFORD. 

aOBSTIOV. 

Ckmovn  BABTTELOT  aaid,  he  wished 
is  aak  the  Judge  Advocate,  Whether  the 
~  '  '  1  CommisaioDera  admit  that 
I  of  Eilpeo,  in  the  oonnty  of 
I,  has  a  local  claim  upon  them  for 
•  fraot  in  angraeotation  ;  and,  if  so,  why 
Ml  gnat  haa  yet  heen  made  to  the  benefice, 
■tthoagh  its  income  does  not  exceed  £10 
p«  annvm  ? 

Kb.  ICOWBBAT  replied  that  Eilpeo 
had  at  preeent  no  local  claim.  All  the 
IRUpeity  ia  the  parish  in  the  posseaston 
«C  tha  Conmiseioners  came  within  the 
I  contained  in  the  I2th 
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Section  of  the  Act  of  1B60.  No  local 
claim  would  accrue  until  the  estimated 
expiration  of  a  lease  which  was  held  for 
three  lives,  two  of  which  were  under 
thirty  years  of  age.  At  such  eipiration 
the  Commissioners  were  bound  to  consider 
the  wants  and  circumstances  of  the  place. 
Eilpec  had  no  claim  in  respect  of  popula- 
tion, nbich  is  only  267. 

ELECTION  PETHIONS  AND  COHRnPT 
PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL- 
BRIBERY    AT     MUNICIPAL     ELEC. 

TIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mu.  J.  STUAfiT  MILL  said,  be  wonld 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea* 
sury,  Whether  it  is  his  intention  to  pro- 
pose any  measure,  either  separately  or  as 
a  provision,  in  the  Election  Petitions  and 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Dill,  for 
the  prevention  of  bribery  at  Municipal 
Elections  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  subject  to 
which  the  Qaeation  of  the  hon.  Member 
relates  is  one  of  very  great  importance, 
but  I  am  not  prepared  to  deal  with  it  iu 
the  manner  he  suggests.  I  shall  make 
every  poaeible  effort  to  carry  the  Bill 
which  refers  to  Parliamentary  Elections 
before  the  dissolution.  I  think  that  that 
is  a  matter  of  the  greatest  moment;  but 
I  do  not  contemplate  mixing  it  up  with 
the  subject  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 


CASE  OF  POLICE  SERGEAVT  STONE. 


Ms.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Homo  Department,  Whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  on  the  table  Copies  of  all 
Correspondence  in  bis  Office  or  in  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police, 

apecting  the  dismissal  of  police  sergeant 

one  from  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force? 

Ma.  GATHOKNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 

naid,  he  found  that  Stone  was  dismissed 

1864,  and  the  case  bad  ou  several  oo. 

ions  been  investigated.  A  giutuity  bad 
been  given  to  that  officer,  for  which  he 
exprcBscd   his    thanks.     He  thought  the 

atter  ended  there,  as  Stone  did  not  com- 
plain of  any  other  grievance,  and  asked 
some  other  employment.  The  hon. 
Member  was  perfectly  welcome  to  see  the 
Popers,  which  were  very  voluminous,  but 
be  did  not  think  any  advantage  would 
result  from  their  being  printed. 
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THE  ABYSSINIAN  EXPEDITION 
ESTIMATES.— QUESTION. 

Me.  FAWCETT  said,  he  would  beg  to 

3k  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 

ter  he  has  received  an  Estimate  of  the 

Expense  incurred  in  India  for  the  Abys- 

[nian  Expedition,  he  having  stated  on  the 

Ith  of  February  that  he  had  telegraphed 
Bombay  for  this  Estimate ;  and  whe- 
ler  he  will  state  its  contents  and  lay  it 

>on  the  table  ? 

SibSTAFFOBD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
I  have  not  received  any  complete  Estimate 
(om  Bombay,  but  I  have  received  several 
^counts  more  or  less  full,  which  I  com- 
municated to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 

lancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  These  ac- 
[unts  were  carefully  collated  with  the 
[formation  which  we  had  in  this  country; 
id  it  was  upon  the  foundation  of  these 
[counts  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  gave 
[8  Answer  a  little  time  since  with  regard 

the  probable  cost  of  the  Expedition.     I 

not  think  the  House  would  understand 
le  accounts  from  Bombay ;  but  in  two  or 
Iree  weeks  the  Budget  will,  I  hope,  be 
[ought  forward,  and  by  that  time  I  trust 
shall  be  able  to  give  a  tolerably  accu- 
Estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  Expedi- 
m.  It  may  interest  the  House,  how- 
ler, if  I  mention  that  Sir  Robert  Napier 
[pec ted  to  be  at  Theodore's  camp,  which 
about  twenty -five  miles  from  Magdala, 

the  end  of  March  ;  and,  as  far  as  1  can 

Ige  from  the  telegrams  I  have  received 
>m  him,  that  expectation  was  likely  to 

fulfilled,  so  that  we  may  expect  by  the 

ic  we  re-assemble  after  the  holidays,  or 
[thin  a  few  days  afterwards,  to  hear  the 
mlt  of  his  coming  into  the  immediate 
jinity  of  Theodore.     Probably  by  that 

le  we  shall  know  when  the  Expedition 
111  begin  to  return;  and,  under  these 
[cumstances,  I  think  it  will  be  more  con- 

lient  that  we  should  delay  any  further 

iraunication  regarding  the  Estimates 
|til  we  are  in  a  position,  after  the  holi- 
ys,  to  speak  with  some  confidence. 

[OLERA    IN    THE    MEDITERRANEAN. 
QUESTION. 

;iR  J.  CLARKE  JERVOISE  said,  ho 
|uld  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 

Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  steps 
Ire  taken  to  prevent  the  outbreak  of 
lolera  in  the  Mediterranean  in  1867,  in 
|ordance  with  the  Report  of  the  British 

)lera  Commissioners,  October,  1866,  on 


the  "  Origin,  Transmissibility,  Incubation, 
Fomites,  and  Measures  of  Prevention  "  of 
Cholera;  and,  whether,  in  consideration 
of  the  life,  liberty,  and  property  of  many 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  depending  on 
the  adoption  of  the  conclusions  arrived  at 
by  the  Conference,  a  translation  from 
French  into  English  of  the  Report,  **  pre- 
ceded by  a  Prologue,"  will  be  distributed? 
LoKD  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  regulation  of  British  colonial  ports 
was  not  conducted  by  the  Foreign  Office, 
and  it  was  needless  to  add  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  power  over  the  acts  of  Foreign 
Powers ;  but  he  might  state  that  a  Sani- 
tary Board  had  been  established  at  Con- 
stantinople, having  for  its  object  to  check 
the  spread  of  cholera  in  the  Mediterranean ; 
and  some  regulations  had  been  issued  by 
that  Board,  respecting  which  he  had  re- 
plied to  a  Question  by  the  hon.  Baronet  a 
few  days  since.  Regarding  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question,  ho  doubted  whether  it 
would  be  worth  while  to  do  as  was  sug- 
gested. 


POOR   LAW— GRAVESEND  BOARD  OP 
GUARDUNS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Gravesend  and  Milton  Board  of  Guardians 
objected  to  the  appointment  as  porter  of  a 
person,  otherwise  well  qualified,  on  the 
ground  that  he  was  a  Roman  Catholic; 
whether  such  objection  caused  his  rejec- 
tion ;  and,  whether  he  will  have  any  ob- 
jection to  lay  any  Correspondence  on  the 
subject  upon  the  table  of  the  House .^ 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
iu  reply,  that  communications  had  been 
received  by  the  Poor  Law  Board  from  Mr. 
Sullivan,  a  Roman  Catholic  priest  of 
Gravesend,  and  two  others  of  the  same 
parish,  respecting  the  subject  referred  to. 
The  Gravesend  guardians,  having  adver- 
tised for  a  porter,  selected  two  applicants 
from  those  who  responded ;  only  one, 
however,  attended,  and  he  was  a  Roman 
Catholic,  named  Duggan.  The  guardians, 
therefore,  postponed  the  election.  The 
hon.  Member  was  quite  right  in  supposing 
that  the  only  apparent  reason  for  Duggan's 
rejection  was  his  religion ;  but  it  should  be 
stated  that  the  resolution  was  unanimous 
on  the  part  of  the  guardians.  It  was, 
perhaps,  needless  to  add  that  the  regula- 
tions of  the  Poor  Law  Board  contained 
nothing  to  prevent  the  election  of  a  Ro- 
man Catholic  as  a  porter  to  a  workhouse ; 
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but  gaardians  were  perfectly  free— and 
the  Board  had  no  power  to  compel  them 
to  elect  any  particular  man.  The  Papers 
on  the  Buhject  consisted  merely  of  the 
Correspondence  between  Mr.  Sullivan  and 
those  who  acted  with  him  and  the  Board ; 
tndy  as  he  conceived  it  would  not  serve 
the  public  to  lay  it  on  the  table,  he  pro- 
posed to  communicate  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  the  subject  in  private  if  he  desired 

to  do  BO. 

RULE  OF  THE  ROAD  AT  SEA. 
QUEBTION. 

IEr.  HOLLAND  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Yice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
When  the  Papers  which  were  laid  upon 
the  table  of  the  House  in  December  (hav- 
ing reference  to  the  steering  and  sailing 
rules),  together  with  the  set  of  diagrams, 
explaining  the  "  Bule  of  the  Boad  at  Sea  " 
under  every  circumstance,  will  be  printed 
and  issued  r 

Hn.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Papers  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  had  long  been  ready,  and  might 
have  been  distributed  some  time  ago ;  but 
it  had  been  thought  prudent  to  delay  issu- 
ing them  in  consequence  of  some  import- 
ant Correspondence  with  the  French  Go- 
Temment  on  the  subject,  which  would 
render  the  information  more  complete.  As 
■oon  as  this  additional  matter  was  ready 
—which  he  hoped  would  be  at  no  distant 
date— no  time  should  be  lost  in  placing 
the  whole  in  the  hands  of  Members. 

INSURRECTION  IN    CRETE. 

auEsnoir. 

Ibu  KENNEDY  said,  ho  would  beg  to 
sak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Poreign 
Afiaiis,  Whether  cruelties  are  enacted  in 
Cieta  at  presenti  such  as  took  place  while 
the  insnrreotion  was  raging  in  full  force ; 
whether  tranquillity  may  be  considered  to 
be  now  re-established ;  and  if,  not,  whe- 
ther the  British  Government  exercise  any 
infloenee  in  favour  of  the  Christian  popu- 
Istion? 

Loan  STANLEY :  Sir,  it  is  not  very 
«My  to  obtain  accurate  and  trustworthy 
nlinmstion  with  reference  to  what  is 
fimng  in  Crete ;  but  I  think  I  may  say 
tint  many  of  the  stories  of  the  outrages 
lad  acts  of  oraelty  which  have  appeared  in 
tts  newspapers  have  been,  if  not  wholly 
favented,  yet  very  much  exaggerated  and 
ever-cohmred.  Generally,  I  take  the  state 
tf  things  in  Crete  to  be  tiiis : — The  insur- 
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rection  has  dwindled  down  to  very  small 
proportions ;  but  it  would  be  premature  to 
say  that  tranquillity  has  been  altogether 
re-established.  With  regard  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
I  may  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, havo  from  the  first  exercised  their 
influence  in  favour  of  the  Christian  popu- 
lation— ^in  favour  of  giving  them  a  large 
measure  of  self-government,  and  of  estab- 
lishiDg  equality  before  the  Law  between 
the  Christian  and  Mahommedan  popula- 
tion. 

BOUNDARY  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  WATKIN  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask.  Whether  the  Boundary  Bill  will  bo 
printed  and  circulated  before  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAUDY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  believed  the  Bill  would  be  almost 
immediately  printed  and  circulated. 

ELECTRIC    TELEGRAPHS   BILL. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  will  lay  on  the  Table  any 
Correspondence,  with  respect  to  the  pur- 
chase of  the  Electric  Telegraphs,  which 
has  taken  place  between  tho  Government 
and  the  several  Companies  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER stated,  in  reply,  that  Papers  relat- 
ing to  the  communications  between  the 
Government  and  the  Electric  Telegraph 
Companies  in  reference  to  the  proposed 
purchase  of  the  Electric  Telegraphs  by  tho 
Government  would  be  laid  upon  the  table 
before  the  Bill  was  proceeded  with,  and 
tho  second  reading  of  the  Bill  would  be 
deferred  for  a  sufficient  period  to  allow 
the  House  time  to  consider  it. 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND)— 
THE  APPROACHING  DIVISION. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  YORKE  desired  somo  information 
from  the  Foreign  Secretary  touching  tho 
issue  to  be  submitted  to  the  House,  ho 
believed,  before  its  adjournment.  In  com- 
mon, he  presumed,  with  other  supporters 
of  the  Government,  he  had  that  morning 
received  through  tho  usual  channel  a  re- 
quest to  attend  in  his  place;  but  the 
request  was  accompanied  by  a  printed 
paper  which  he  believed  he  might  read 
without  committing  a  breach  of  confidence, 
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18  it  bad  been  already  publisbed.     It  ran 
follows: — 

"  That  there  may  be  no  misunderstanding,  it  is 

satly  desired  that  Members  will  bear  in  mind 

[hat  the  first  division  will  be  taken  not  on  Lord 

itanley's  Amendment,  but  directly  either  to  affirm 

>r  negative  Mr.  Gladstone's  Motion  to  go  into 

Committee/' 

^bat  document  bad  puzzled  bim  (Mr. 
'orke)  a  great  deal.  His  first  impression 
^as  tbat  tbe  noble  Lord  tbe  Foreign  Secre- 
tary had  withdrawn  bis  Amendment ;  but 
m  looking  at  the  Orders  of  the  Day  bo 
found  tbe  Question  to  be  debated  set  forth 
n  tbe  following  terms : — 


tt 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <  That 

[his  House  will  immediately  resolve  itself  into  a 

Committee  to  consider  the  said  Acts': — (Mr. 

Hadttone.) — Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  '  Uouse '  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
lion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  'while  admitting 
Ihat  considerable  modifications  in  the  temporal- 
ities of  the  United  Church  in  Ireland  may,  after 
Ihe  pending  inquiry,  appear  to  be  expedient,  is  of 
Ipinion  that  any  proposition  tending  to  the  dis- 
establishment or  disendowment  of  that  Church 
mght  to  be  reserved  for  the  decision  of  a  new 
Parliament' — (Lord  Stardey),  instead  thereof : — 

tuestion  proposed, '  That  the  words  proposed  to 
>e  left  out  stand  part  of  tbe  Question.* 


it 


'±  was  obvious  tbat  if  tbe  Question, "  Tbat 
l^he  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
(art  of  tbe  Question/'  were  decided  in  tbe 
iffirmative,  tbe  noble  Lord  would  be  pre- 
jluded  from  putting  his  Amendment;  and 
Ihcrcforo  it  miglit  be  true  in  the  letter, 
[hat  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment  was  not 
nvolved  in  the  Question  to  be  submitted 
[o  the  House,  but  virtually  his  Amend- 
lent  was  precluded  from  being  submitted 
[o  tbe  House  in  case  the  Question  first 
iubmitted  was  decided  in  the  affirmative. 
i  it  were  decided  in  the  negative,  then 
[he  Amendment  would  be  put ;  but  he  did 
lot  see  in  what  sense  it  could  be  said  that 
the  division  would  be  taken  on  tlie  Main 
tuestion,  when,  if  it  were  decided  in  the 
iffirmative,  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment 
-^ould  be  precluded  from  being  put.  He 
[berefore  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
rhether  it  was  his  intention  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment ;  and,  if  not,  in  what 
iense  the  House  was  to  understand  the 
fotice  that  had  been  circulated  among  the 
bvernment  supporters  that  morning. 

Loan  STANLEY :  Sir,  in  answer  to  the 
tuestion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  may  say 
|t  is  not  my  intention  to  withdraw  the 
.raendment  which  I  have  moved,  nor  will 
iny  change  or  modification  whatever  be 
lade  in  the  course  of  our  proceedings  as 
Mr.  YorJce 


arranged  at  tbe  oommencement  of  this 
debate.  I  am  not  tbe  author  of  tbe  docu- 
ment to  which  my  bon.  Friend  refers  ;  but 
I  apprehend  it  is  simply  intended  as  an 
explanation  of  tbe  manner  in  which,  ac- 
cording to  tbe  forms  of  tbe  House,  sup- 
posing we  divide,  tbe  division  will  be 
taken. 

Viscouirr  CRANBORNE :  Sir,  tbe  An- 
swer given  by  tbe  noble  Lord  to  the  Ques- 
tion just  put  has,  I  think,  a  very  material 
bearing  upon  the  proceedings  of  the  House, 
and  raises  difficulties  which  I  should  like 
to  apply  to  you,  Sir  (Mr.  Speaker),  autho- 
ritatively to  solve.  I  desire  then  to  ask 
you  whether  tbe  first  division,  if  it  be 
taken  on  tbe  Question,  "Tbat  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tbe 
Question,"  is  to  be  considered  as  a  division 
on  the  Main  Question,  "  That  the  House 
do  now  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee;" 
because  if  it  be  so,  of  course  those  who 
vote  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are 
voting  in  tbe  sense  of  bis  Resolution ;  and 
if  it  be  not  so,  those  who  do  not  vote  with 
the  Government  abstain  from  voting  £>r 
tbe  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord.  I  de- 
sire, therefore,  to  know  from  yon.  Sir,  the 
precise  purport  of  tbe  Question  which  you 
are  to  put  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  SFEASIER  :  The  Original  Motion 
before  the  House  is,  "  That  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee."  To  that  an 
Amendment  bad  been  proposed,  and  the 
House  has,  up  to  this  time,  been  mainly 
engaged  on  the  Amendment.  If  the  House 
should  affirm  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
that  will  be  decisive  of  the  Amendment, 
and  then  will  come  the  Main  Question, 
whicli  will  stand  disembarrassed  from  all 
other  words. 


ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND)— 
THE    MAYNOOTH   GRANT.  —  QUESTION. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  he  wished  to  put 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  a  Question,  which  he 
had  reason  to  believe  would  be  answered 
satisfactorily  by  him — that  was  to  say,  in 
the  sense  in  which  he  was  understood  to 
have  spoken  when  introducing  his  Reso* 
lutions.  His  reason  for  putting  it  was 
that  it  related  to  a  matter  in  which  the 
public  took  very  considerable  interest.  The 
Question  which  be  wished  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  this.  Whether, 
in  the  event  of  the  Resolutions  moved  by 
him  being  carried,  he  would  inolade  in 
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may  Bill  which  might  he  introduced  by 
himself,  in  pursuance  of  those  Kesolutions, 
pioYirions  for  the  repeal  of  the  Maynooth 
Grant ;  or  whether,  in  the  event  of  Bills 
to  carry  out  those  Resolutions  emanating 
from  other  quarters,  he  would  himself  pro- 
poae  or  support  proposals  by  others,  having 
for  their  object  the  withdrawal  of  the 
ICaynooth  Grant  and  of  all  other  endow- 
ments in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  OLADSTpNE :  I  think,  Sir,  if  I 
might  ask  the  indulgence  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  it  perhaps  would  be  more  con- 
Tonient  and  more  in  accordance  with  the 
usage  of  debate  if  I  were  to  offer  in  any 
remarks  I  may  have  to  make  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  to-morrow 
night  what  would  substantially  serve  as  a 
reply  to  him.  I  would  only  say,  as  I  know 
he  is  quite  right  in  his  statement  that  a 
great  interest  is  felt  on  the  subject — that 
I  fhonght  I  had  in  my  opening  speech  an- 
swered what  I  take  to  be  the  most  im- 
portant port  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, by  8a3ring  that  in  my  opinion — for  I 
can  say  no  more  than  that  it  was  my  opi- 
nion— any  plan  such  as  I  had  been  en- 
deaTonring  to  lay  the  basis  and  foundation 
of  most  include  provisions,  whether  im- 
mediate or  not,  for  the  entire  relief  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  from  all  charges,  either 
iar  the  Maynooth  Grant  or  any  other  pur- 
of  religion  in  Ireland. 


ESTABLISHED  OHURCH  (IRELAND). 

XOnON    POB    COMMITTEE. 
ADJOUBITED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Dehate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [30th  March], 

"  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve  it- 
nlf  into  a  Committee  to  consider  the  said  Acts/' 
~>.  GladsUme;) 


And  whieh  Amendment  was. 

To  ItaT*  out  from  the  word  "  House "  to  the 
wmA  ef  the  Qnettion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
«*  wliile  admitting  that  considerable  modifications 
Ib  the  temporalities  of  the  United  Chnrch  in  Ire- 
land maj,  after  the  pending  inquiry,  appear  to  be 
•spedieBt,  is  of  opinion  that  any  proposition  tcnd- 
!■(  lo  the  disestablishment  or  disendowment  of 
tkit  Chareh  ought  to  be  reserred  for  the  decision 
•fa  new  Parliament/'—^Xonl  Stanley,) 

— hiatead  thereof. 

Qoeation  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
woida  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  tiio  QoeiUon." 


Mk.  roebuck  :  Sir,  As  I  hold  very 
definite  and  what  are  called  in  the  cant 
phrase  of  the  day  ''advanced"  opinions 
on  this  suhject,  I  shall  be  very  plain  and 
explicit  in  my  statement  of  them.     From 
the  time  that  I  entered  political  life  I  may 
say  I  have  held  steadfastly  one  opinion 
about  Established  Churches — I  have   al- 
ways believed  that  they  are  a  mischief; 
and  therefore,  Sir,  impelled  hy  no  personal 
object,  whether  of  power  or  profit— im- 
pelled neither  by  party  considerations  nor 
yet  by  any  purposes  of  ambition — I  shall 
vote  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Re- 
solutions.    I  believe  that  a  Church  Estab- 
lishment is  a  bad  instrument  for  teaching 
religion.     A  Government  when  it  under- 
takes to  teach  religion  must,  of  necessity, 
undertake  to  teach  some  particular  religion, 
and  hy  so  doing  must  necessarily  give  of- 
fence to  a  great  number  of  persons  in  re- 
spect to  subjects  which  they  believe  to  be 
of  tho  greatest  possible  importance.   More- 
over, I  believe  that  Churchmen,  and  espe- 
cially Church  dignitaries  are  very  unfit  to 
be  legislators;  and  therefore  I  should  bo 
very  much  pleased  to  see  any  departure 
from  the  House  of  Lords  of  any  Church 
dignitaries.     These  being  my  opinions  on 
the  Main  Question  before  us,  I  still  wish 
to  address  to  the  House  some  considera- 
tions upon  the  manner  and  the  arguments 
hy  which  these   propositions   have  been 
supported  on  the  present   occasion,   and 
also,  I  may  say,  of  the  aim  and  intentions 
with   which    this    proposition   has    been 
brought  forward.    One  argument  advanced 
in  support  of  this  Eesolution  has  been  that 
tho  present  Established  Church  of  Ireland 
is  a  badge  of  conquest  as  regards  the  Ca- 
tholic population  of  Ireland.     Now,  this 
is  a  proposition  that  I  utterly  and  entirely 
deny.     The  conquest  of  Ireland — the  Nor- 
man Conquest  of  Ireland — was  made  when 
England  and  Ireland  wero  Catholic,  and  if 
there  be  any  badge  of  conquest  resulting 
from  tho  transactions  of  that  timo,  it  is 
the  Catholic  Papal  Church  of  Ireland  ;  for, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  said, 
at  the  time  of  this  conquest  Ireland  was 
not  in  connection  with  the  Papacy,  and 
therefore  the  Norman  conquest,  which  led 
to  that  connection,  established  as  a  badge 
of  conquest  the  Papal  Church  in  Ireland. 
And,  accordingly,  I  say  it  is  misleading 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  us  to  allege  that 
the  present  Established  Church  of  Ireland 
is  a  badge  of  conquest.     No  man  would 
be  more  ready,  and  has  been  more  ready, 
I  than  I  to  state  my  utter  abhorrence  of  the 
1         2  A  2 
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lode  in  which.  England  has  governed  Ire- 
ind.     No  man  has  been  more  ready  to 
ind  fault  with  those  terrible  penal  laws, 
rhich   were   the   curse  of   Ireland    and 
le  disgrace  of  this  country.     But  those 
Lws  have  been  repealed,  and  now  there 
imains  no  possible  grievance  in  Ireland 
|zcept  that   Established   Church  which, 
now   complained  of.     Since  the  year 
1 829  this  House  has  pursued  one  steady 
)urse  of  legislation  with  regard  to  Ire- 
md.    Day  by  day,  year  by  year,  we  have 
Irased  from  the  statute  book  one  enact- 
lent  after  another,  which  drew  a  line  of 
[istinction  between  the  Irish  people  and 
ic  people  of  England.    And  now,  at  this 
Iresent  moment — I  challenge  contradic- 
Ion  of  the  statement — there  is  no  differ- 
ice  between  the  situation  of  an  Irish 
[atholic  and  an  Englishman  in  England 
jfore  the  law.      Well,  then,  if  we  have 
me  that,  have  we  not  done  much  that 
ight  to  have  conciliated  the  people  ?  But 
re  are  told  that  we  have  done  nothing  until 
ro  have  disestablished  the  Irish  Church, 
fow,  Sir,  the  quarrel  between  England 
id  Ireland  is  not  a  quarrel  of  religion  ; 
is  a  quarrel  of  race ;  it  is  a  quarrel  of 
mquest.     [  *^  Laughter,^  ^"l     Aye,  of  con- 
lest.   We  have  no  quarrel  with  Scotland, 
icause  we  did  not  conquer  Scotland.   We 
|ave  even  now  a  quarrel  with  Wales — as 
rerybody  knows  who  knows  anything  of 
le  country — because  in  the  days  of  Ed- 
lard  I.  weconqucrcd  Wales.    It  is  one  of  the 
lost  curious  phenomena  of  man's  nature 
[lat  a  circumstance  like  that  should  rest 
the  recollections  of  a  people  ;    but  it 
)es,  and  the  Irish  people  will  not,  to  the 
^test  hour  of  their  existence,  forget  that 
ley  were  conquered  in  the  reign  of  Henry 
Now,  that  may  appear  to  be  a  para- 
>x  ;  but  searcli  the  history  of  the  world 
'er,  and  you  will  find  it  to  be  true.    But 
|e  are  told,  and  we  were  boldly  told  by 
hon.  Member  behind  me,  that,  disendow 
le  Irish  Church,  arrange  the  land  ques- 
)n  as   you   will — even    in   the   fashion 
Ihichtho  Irish  people  want  it — still  you 
ill  not  have  done  that  which  the  Irish 
^ople  demand,   and  without  which  they 
ill  not  be  satisfied.    What  do  they  want  ? 
ley  want  separation  from  England.     We 
ly  hide  it  as  much  as  we  please  from 
^rselves,  but  the  fact  remains,  that  until 
>u  have  separated  Ireland  from  England, 
|d  made  her  independent,  you  will  not 
ive  satisfied  the  wishes,  the  intentions, 
the  projects  of  a  great  portion  of  the 
[oplo  of  Ireland.      So  much,  then,  as  to 

J/r.  Roeluck  ' 


the  statement  that  the  Irish  Church  is  a 
badge  of  conquest.      Now,  next,  as  to  the 
Irish  Church  being  a  tax  upon  the  people 
of  Ireland.     Let  us  understand  that  mat- 
ter clearly.     We  are  told  that  the  tithes 
belong  to  the  Irish  Papal  Church.      My 
answer  is — a  very  small  portion  of  them 
only.     And,  moreover,  I  claim  for  this 
Parliament  the  power  of  changing  the  ap- 
propriation of  public  property,  and  devo- 
ting it  to  whatever  purpose  it  pleaaes  ; 
and  if  this  Parliament  decides  to  disendow 
the  Irish  Church,  it  has  perfect  power  to 
do  so,  and  all  the  talk  about  the  sacrednees 
of  her  property  is  to  me  utter  nonsense 
and  rubbish.      But,   Sir,   this  cuts  both 
ways.      Do  not  talk  to  me  of  the  Church 
property  belonging  to  the  Irish  Boman 
Catholic  Church,  because  I  assume  at  once 
that  Parliament  has  power  to  divert  the 
public  property.      It   has    diverted  the 
Church  property,  and  so  far  it  has  gone  to 
the  Irish  Church.     There  is  no  sacred 
right — none  of  any  sort  connected  with 
human  affairs.      What  to-day  is  law,  may 
be  to-morrow  repealed ;    and  there  is  no- 
thing this  House  has  established  which  to- 
morrow it  may  not  disestablish.      KoWy 
let  us  understand  this  doctrine  of  tithe^ 
because  it  was  one  of  the  statements  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  that  the  Irish  peo- 
ple maintained  a  Church  to  which  they 
are  opposed.    I  deny  that  entirely.    They 
do  not  do  any  such  thing.     The  Irish  far- 
mer when  he  takes  a  farm  takes  it  subject 
to  tithe  ;  he  therefore  takes  it  at  so  much 
less  rent,  and  he  does  not  pay  the  tithe. 
The  landlord  when  he  buys  an  estate  buys 
it  charged  with  tithe  ;  he  buys  it  at  so 
much  less,  and  tlierefore  he  does  not  buy 
the  tithe.    It  does  not  belong  to  him.    To 
whom  does  it  belong  ?      It  belongs  to  the 
State,  which  may  apply  the  tithe  as  it 
will.    Therefore,  the  real  question  at  issue 
is  this — Is  the  property  now  held  by  the 
Irish  Church  so  employed  that  it  may  be 
said  to  be  employed  in  the  best  way  for 
the  Irish  people  ?      I  think  I  am  putting 
the  case  in  the  fairest  way  possible.    Well, 
I  do  not  think  it  is,  Sir  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  much  may  be  said  in  its 
favour  for  the  way  it  is  applied,  and  that 
is  not  taken  into  consideration  by  those 
who  speak  and  talk  on  the  subject.    First, 
I  think  I  have  established  that  neither  the 
farmer  nor  the  landlord  pay   the  tithe. 
Therefore,  it  is  no  tax  upon  the  people  of 
Ireland.      Now  comes  the  question  as  to 
its  application.     This  first  step  in  the  ap- 
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plication  of  tithe  is  a  thing  that  requires 
eomideration.      As  it  is  now  applied,  it 
placei  in  every  parish  of  Ireland  an  edu- 
oated  gentleman  and  his  family.     That,  I 
■ay.  is  a  matter  of  the  greatest  possible 
importance  to  any  country ;  hut  more  es- 
pecially to  Ireland.      That  is  the  first  ap- 
plication of  the  funds  of  the  Irish  Church 
at  present.      Now,  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  lay  that  far  too  much  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  Irish  Church  are  applied  to  the  digni- 
taries of  that  Church,  and  that  I  should 
like  the  hard-working  clergy  of  the  Irish 
Church  to  he  far  hotter  paid  than  they  are. 
But  still  I  return  again  to  the  view  that 
there  are  an  educated  gentleman  and  his 
family  in  every  parish  in  Ireland  ;  and  I 
ask  any  Gentleman  connected  with  that 
ooontry,   or  at  all    acquainted  with  it, 
whether  the  greatest  possible  benefit  does 
not  follow  from  that  fact  ?     I  am  quite 
■ore  I  am  speaking  the  truth  when  I  say 
that  iff  in  any  locality  or  parish,  there  are 
a  fisw  resident  gentlemen,  among  the  most 
esteemed  and  respected  of  them  is  tho 
clergyman    of  -  the    Established    Church. 
f  anher«  I  belieye  that  the  greater  num- 
her  of  ttiese  men  spend  more  money  than 
they  sTsr  receive  from  the  Church  while 
they  live  in  the  parish  in  which  they  servo. 
Therefore^  I  say  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  fh>nt  Opposition  Bench,  is  this  the 
Bomcnt  at  which  you  propose  to  disen- 
dow the  Irish  Church  at  one  blow  ?    You 
ought  at  least  to  recollect  the  fatal  cfi'ect 
it  will  have  in  taking  from  every  parish  in 
Ireland  one  man  who  is  bound  to  bo  resi- 
dent there  throughout  the  whole  course  of 
hia  life.      So  much  for  that ;  but  there  is 
▼et  another  thing  which  you  should  take 
into  eonsideration.   Now,  I  think  it  is  un- 
wise to  hide  from  ourselves  the  actual 
skate  of  the  case  as  regards  the  mind  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.     If  you  were  to 
poll  the  people  of  Ireland  to-morrow,  the 
unge  majority  would  be  found  hostile  to 
English  connection  ;  but  there  is  a  body 
to  be  found  in  Ireland  who  are  heart  and 
■onl  in  connection  with  England.    They 
an  loyal— >their  are  enthusiastically  loyal. 
"Who  are  they  r     Why,  they  are  the  Irish 
Froteatants.  The  Irish  Church  with  them 
ia  a  matter  of  strong  feeling— they  love 
their  Church ;    and    they  believe  their 
Church  does  them  good,  in  which  I  think 
they  are  mistaken.      But  they  believe  it ; 
and  you  are  about  to  run  counter  to  that 
atroDg   feeling  of   the   Irish   Protestant 
people  when  you  take  away  from  them 
that  Church  which  they  hold  in  such  great 


veneration.     I  do  not  hold  that  feeling 
which  1  have  just  expressed  with  regard 
to  the  Protestant  Church  in  particular.    I 
tell  the  Homan  Catholics  that  I  feel  ex- 
actly the  same  with  regard  to  their  Church, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  at  all  a  benefit  to  the 
population.     Therefore,  Sir,  I  am  quite 
ready  to  disestablish  and  disendow  any  Es- 
tablished Church  which  I  can  lay  my 
hands  upon.      But  still.   Sir,   there   are 
times  for  all  things,  and  I  want  to  know  is 
this  a  time  we  should  select  for  tho  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Irish  Church  and  making 
ourselves  unpopular  with  that  small  por- 
tion of  the  Irish  people  who  are  really 
heart  and  soul  with  us  ?     This  is  a  con* 
sideration  which  a  statesman  should  weigh 
well  in  his  mind.     I  can  imagine  men  so 
vivid,  so  vehement,  so  energetic  in  their 
course,  and  so  desirous  of  personal  aggran- 
dizement, that  they  forget  everything  con- 
nected with  tho  Irish  Church.      I   can 
imagine  such  men ;  I  do  not  pretend  that 
I  can  see  them — I  can  imagine  them  ;  but 
he  is  no  statesman  who  at  this  time  and  in 
this  peculiar  contingency  proposes  to  dis- 
endow the  Irish  Church.      I  have  knowE 
many  years  when  it  might  have  been  done. 
I   advocated  its    being    done  in    1835 ; 
but    the    right    hon.     Gentleman     (Mr. 
Gladstone)  opposed  it  then  as  for  as  we 
went.      The   Kesolutions  of   Lord  John 
Bussell  were  supported  by  myself  and  tho 
great  Radical  party  at  that  time  ;  and  we 
attained  the  end  for  which  those  Resolu- 
tions were  proposed.  We  ousted  the  Tories 
from  power,  and  no  sooner  was  that  happy 
consummation  attained,  than  all  the  recol- 
lections of  those  Resolutions  were  forgotten, 
and  we  were  left  with  our  mouths  open  and 
our  eyes  staring  to  look   at  the   sudden 
gyration  of  tho  great  Whig  party.     That 
was  not  the  only  time  at  which  we  were  so 
served.     Sir  Robert  Peel  came  into  power, 
and  the  last  time  he  presided   over   the 
councils  of  this  country  he  did  great  good 
for  England.     He  did  away  with  the  Com 
Laws ;  ho  improved  trade,  and  established 
a  financial  state  of  things  such   as   was 
never  before  known.     But  what  was  the 
immediate  return  made  him  by  the  Liberal 
party  ?     They  turned  him  headlong  out  of 
office,  and  upon  what  ?     Upon  a  proposal 
to  protect  life  and   property  in  Ireland, 
which  proposal  was  supported  by  the  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  turned  Sir 
Robert  Peel  out  as  soon  as  they  themselves 
got  in.    Again,  Sir,  in  the  same  way,  when 
Lord  Derby  was  in  power  in  1859,  Resolu- 
tions on  the  subject  of  Reform  were  brought 
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by  that  eminent  Eeformer  Lord  John 
lussell,  who,  when  he  found  that  **  fina- 
by  "  would  not  get  the  Whigs  into  office, 
[rned  Reformer.  It  was  proposed  to  oust 
)rd  Derby ;  and  I  took  the  liberty  of  say- 
that  the  persons  whom  the  Liberal  party 
|ere  about  to  bring  in  would  never  carry 

leform  Bill.  I  said  that  Lord  Palmerston 
|ight  propose,  but  never  would  carry  a 

^form  Bill.  Again,  what  happened  ?  Lord 
lerby  was  ousted,  and  lleform  slept  as 
ng  as  Lord  Palmerston  lived.  Again  the 
ling  occurred  in  1866,  and  the  Tory  party 
Ime  again  into  power,  and  immense  ex- 
[tions  and  vehement  attempts  were  made 

turn  them  out ;  but  luckily.  Sir,  there 
|ere  more  men  of  my  opinion  than  there 
id  been  in  1859.     We  kept  the  Tories 

and  wo  got  a  Eeform  Bill.     And  now  1 

|ant  to  say  one  word  to  the  right  hon. 

mtleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 

dre.     I  hope  the  same  trick  is  not  to  be 

[peated — for  tricks  I  call  the  things  I 

ive  been  describing.     I  hope  there  will 

no  Motions  of  that  kind  ;  but  that  these 

^solutions,  which  are  bold  in  their  utter- 
ice,  will  be  as  boldly  carried  out,  and  that 

we  are  to  oust  the  Gentlemen  opposite, 

I  suppose  we  are,  there  will  be  no  halt- 
|g,  no  shuffling,  no  trickery,  but  that  the 
ing  will  be  done.     I  hope  there  will  be 

saying  —  "  This  is  so  difficult ;  we 
|d  not  contemplate  the  thing  before  us; 

have  grown  wise  men  by  time  and  ox- 

jrience;  we  must  let  tlie  tiling  drop;  wc 

[c  here,   and   will    stay    hero.'*     I   hope 

►thin^  of  that  sort  will  liappon  ;  but  tliat 

llien  w-e  have  carried  tliese  Resolutions — 

|r  they  will  be  carried — I  hope  the  right 

)n.  Gentleman  will   steadily   adhere    to 

[cm,  and  by  no  apparent  juggling,  (par- 

m  the  phrase),  twist  or  turn,  evade  the 

issing  of  these  Resolutions.     There  are 

|mc  things  which   are  curious  in  them, 

ith  regard  to  addressing  the  Sovereign. 

I  am  not  an  official  person,  I  will  not 
|ucli  on  that  point,  though  I  think  it  isone 
hich  mi^ht  engage  the    attention   of  a 

;al  official ;  hut,  if  we  carry  these  Reso- 
Itions,  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
[epared  with  a  Bill;  and  that  these  Resolu- 
►ns  have  not  been  framed  as  a  mere  cast 
)on  the  waters  to  attain  a  particular  end  ; 
it  framed  by  persons  w^ho  have  carefully 
[nsidered  what  they  w^ish  to  attain,  how 

is  to  be  attained,  and  means  at  their 
inds  to  attain  it ;  and  further,  that  when 
le  right  hon.  Gentleman  comes  before  the 
iople  of  England  with  his  Bill  he  will  be 
[epared  to  stand  or  fall  by  his  measure. 

Mr,  Eoehuck 


I  said  at  the  commencement  of  my  remarks 
that  what  I  was  about  to  say  I  would  say 
plainly,  and  I  think  I  have  done  so.  There 
can,  I  imagine,  be  no  misunderstanding  as 
to  what  1  have  said,  and,  above  all,  I 
would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  believe  t^at 
I  have  no  desire  to  express  anything  dis- 
respectful to  the  Catholics.  Many  of  my 
dearest  friends  are  Catholics,  and  I  enter- 
tain so  much  respect  for  them  that  I  hope 
nothing  I  may  have  said  will  be  construed 
as  disrespectful  to  anything  they  believe 
in  or  hold  in  reverence  and  respect.  I  can- 
not,  however,  help  feeling  that  the  Catholio 
population  of  Ireland  is  hostile  to  Eng- 
lish and  Imperial  rule.  I  regard  this 
question  not  as  an  Englishman,  not  as  an. 
Irishman,  not  as  a  Scotchman,  but  as  an. 
Imperial  Englishman.  I  know  not  what 
other  phrase  to  employ,  for  I  detest  the 
word  ''Briton."  I  use  the  phrase  '* Im- 
perial Englishman  "  to  signify  a  subject  of 
this  Imperial  country,  and  we  all  most 
perceive,  from  the  numerous  indications 
around  us,  that  no  great  Empire  was  ever 
brought  together  but  by  separate  pieces. 
And  we  are  told  and  taught,  and  must  be- 
lieve it,  that  at  this  time  no  small  Empire 
can  exist.  The  mere  fact  that  there  is  sach 
a  steamship  of  war  as  the  Warrior ^  costing 
£500,000  proves  that  no  small  country  can 
maintain  itself  at  this  time  without  the  aid 
and  assistance  of  great  nations  aronnd  it. 
Cut  off  Ireland  from  England  and  you  cut 
oft'  her  right  arm.  As  long  as  I  have  a  voice 
in  this  great  Assembly  that  voice  shall  be 
raised  in  maintenance  of  the  Imperial  rule, 
whenever  that  rule  is  called  in  question. 
No  sentimental  talk  about  oppression  to 
Ireland,  and,  indeed,  nothing  on  earth,  shall 
move  me  from  that  position.  "Whatever 
comes,  our  Imperial  rule  must  be  main- 
tained, and,  whatever  disputes  may  occur, 
nothing  ought  to  induce  this  House  to  do 
anything  to  dissever  one  portion  of  the 
kingdom  from  the  other.  And  now,  Sir, 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  side  of  the  House  not  to  forget  in 
their  strife  this  Empire.  Let  not  place, 
let  not  ambition  so  blind  them  as  to  in- 
duce them  to  rush  headlong  into  courses 
which,  in  their  quieter  moments,  they  must 
know  to  be  dangerous  to  our  greatness. 
They  have  in  their  hands  the  destinies  of 
this  great  Empire,  and  I  implore  them 
never  to  forget  in  the  conduct  of  their 
warfare  the  comfort  and  the  happiness  of 
the  people. 

Mb.  HENLEY :  I  can  assure  my  right 
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hoD.  and  gallant  Friend  (General  Peel) 
(who  had  risen  at  the  same  time)  that 
I  shall  not  stand  long  hetween  him  and 
the  House,  and  that  I  should  not  have 
done  so  at  all  if  I  had  not  heard  the 
Speaker  distinctly  name  me.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just  closed 
his  address  (Mr.  Eoehuck)  has,  I  think, 
put  this  question  on  the  very  strongest 
groonda.  He  says  he  will  do  everything 
in  his  power  to  maintain  the  Union,  and 
that  as  an  Imperial  Englishman,  and  look- 
ing at  the  matter  from  nn  Imperial  point 
of  view,  he  will  do  everything  he  can  to 
prerent  the  right  arm  of  England  hcing 
out  off.  Now,  I  agree  with  him  in  that, 
and  I  think  it  is  not  unfair  to  examine  the 
proposal  before  us,  in  order  to  see  how  it 
bean  upon  that  branch  of  the  question. 
One  of  the  Resolutions  proposed  by  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  embodies  a  principle, 
and  another  a  question  of  time.  I  shall 
briefly  address  myself  to  both  these  qucs- 
tioDSy  and  first  of  all  I  will  take  the  question 
of  time.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  brought  this  matter  before  the  House 
baa  by  his  statement  saved  us  much 
tfonUe.  Some  of  us  might  have  otherwise 
thought  it  was  a  Motion  brought  forward 
beoanse  certain  parties  were  not  in  power. 
Mj  opinion  of  the  character  of  the  right 
bon.  Qentloman  forbids  my  having  any 
ioob  opinion.  It  might,  perhaps,  have 
been  thonght  that  he  had  been  impelled  to 
ttkB  np  this  question  by  the  amount  of ! 
erime  and  distress  in  Ireland,  or  else  by  n 
general  sense  of  justice  to  the  nation.  The 
latter  sapposition,  however,  I  am  obliged 
to  pat  aside,  because,  if  there  had  been  any 
■trong  sense  of  that  in  the  breast  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  is  impossible  that 
toft  twentr-fiye  years  he  could  have  re- 
mained silent  and  quiescent  under  such 
cireamstances.  Then  we  come  back  to 
what  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bimaelf  aaid — namely,  that  ho  had  been 
indaoed  to  bring  this  question  forward  bo- 
eanie  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
Member,  and  subsequently  the  present  Go- 
Temmenty  had  been  obliged  to  repeal  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  on  account  of  the 
Fenianism  which  existed.  The  right  hon . 
Gentleman  told  ns  that  steam  had  bridged 
the  Atlantic,  and  that  this  fact  caused 
Fenianism  to  assume  a  different  shape 
from  what  it  might  have  assumed  under 
eiher  cironmstances.  Being  now  carried 
to  America,  one  is  naturally  led  to  ask 
what  '' plattbrm ''  it  was  that  the  Eenians 
dioee  wnen  they  came  to  this  country.    I 


think  their  first  and  broad  proposition  was 
"  Ireland  for  the  Irish."  The  next  was  to 
get  rid  of  all  priests  and  parsons  of  every 
sort,  creed,  and  description.  At  least,  this 
was  said  of  them,  though  whether  truly  or 
not  I  do  not  know.  I  suppose  these  great 
friends  of  liberty,  the  Femans,  considered 
all  persons  whose  business  it  was  to  per- 
suade them  to  do  right,  or  dissuade  them 
from  doing  wrong,  were  enemies  of  the 
human  race.  In  the  next  place,  the 
landlords  were  to  hpve  their  throats  cut  as 
a  simple  way  of  getting  rid  of  the  land 
difficulty.  Now,  all  these  were  very  plain 
and  simple  questions,  and  they  were 
straightforward  also;  because  if  a  man  says 
he  will  cut  my  throat,  while  I  have  an 
opportunity  of  cutting  his,  we  can  square 
the  matter,  and  there  is  an  end  of  it. 
With  regard  to  the  land  question  wc  have 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  Stuart  Mill)  and  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright). 
Both  these  hon.  Gentlemen  proceed  by 
somewhat  violent  modes — one  of  which 
may  perhaps  be  designated  as  rape,  and  the 
other  by  the  gentler  phrase  of  seduction. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  says,  '*  Do  not 
trouble  your  heads  about  either  of  these 
methods ;  but  endeavour,  with  mo,  to  do 
away  with  the  Irish  Church,  after  which 
you  will  have  the  land  at  your  disposal, 
and  you  can  try  your  experiments  in  that 
direction.'*  Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  iu 
the  course  of  the  debate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  almost  earned  for  himself 
the  name  of  a  "  compound  Fenian,"  for, 
by  the  way  in  which  he  blends  the  violent 
and  the  gentle  together  and  proposes  a 
scheme  of  spoliation  on  which  they  can 
work  their  wicked  will,  he  seems  to  be  a 
joint  actor  in  favour  of  the  Fenian  move- 
ment. [*•  Oh  !  oh !"]  The  Fenian  move- 
ment is  to  dissolve  the  Union.  "  Ireland 
for  the  Irish  ''  means  nothing  less  than 
that.  You  may  turn  the  phrase  about  as 
you  like,  but  that  is  what  it  means.  Now, 
is  the  matter  which  we  have  now  in  hand 
likely  to  strengthen,  or  is  it  likely  to 
weaken,  our  power  of  opposing  the  Fenian 
movement  ?  That  is  the  point  which  wo 
must  look  at  and  decide.  Did  the  party 
which  sought  for  a  dissolution  of  the  Union 
twenty  years  ago,  when  the  battle  of  the 
cabbage-garden  was  fought,  ask  to  have 
the  Church  disestablished  ?  1  do  not  think 
you  can  find  that  it  was,  and  if  it  were  not, 
and  if  you  are  not  going  to  conciliate  the 
party  which  now  wants  to  dissolve  the 
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Union,  by  doing  away  with  the  Irish 
Church,  why  should  you  thereby  offend 
that  section  of  the  Irish  people  on  whom 
you  have  been  almost  always  obliged  to 
rely  in  times  of  trial,  difficulty  and  dan- 
ger whether  in  Ireland  or  elsewhere,  and 
who  have  always  stood  firmly  by  our  insti- 
tutions? What  will  be  the  feelings  of 
these  people  if  you  wantonly  offer  a  great 
affront  to  them  and  do  them  a  great  and 
permanent  injury  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  told  us  in  his  most  beautiful 
language  something  about  the  nature  of 
this  Establishment.  He  said  something 
about  the  piety  of  those  who  had  gone 
before,  insetting  apart  a  portion  of  their 
property  for  the  maintenance  of  those  who 
were  to  come  after  them,  and  for  the  pro- 
motion of  their  best  and  greatest  interests. 
That  was  the  substanco  of  what  he  said. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  described 
one  side  of  the  subject  as  being  ethereal 
and  the  other  as  being  earthy.  I  confess 
that  whether  it  be  ethereal  or  earthy,  or  a 
compound  of  both,  I  think  that  those  who 
in  years  gone  by — more  years  than  I  could 
enumerate — set  aside  in  all  Christian  coun- 
tries this  portion  of  property  for  religious 
purposes  did  a  great  good.  I  do  not  want  to 
say  anything  now  upon  the  origin  of  this 
appropriation.  I  believe  that  may  be  dis- 
puted. But  I  know  that  for  a  long  series 
of  years  this  property  has  been  so  set  aside, 
land  that  it  has  been  confirmed  by  a  long 
series  of  enactments  in  its  present  channel. 
But  this  I  must  say,  that  every  word  that 
was  uttered  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire,  every  Avord  that  fell 
from  the  hon.  iTcmber  for  Birmingham 
|(Mr.  Bright),  and  every  word  that  full 
Ifrom  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
[Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  against  the  Estab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church — every  word 
Iso  uttered  goes  against  all  Establishments. 
|The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  said  ho  was  not  disinclined  to 
lisestablish  anything  anywhere.  This  con  • 
Irms  my  opinion  that  it  is  not  merely  a 
[uestion  of  disestablishing  the  Irish 
Jhurch,  but  a  question  which  strikes  at 
the  root  of  all  Establishments.  The  hon. 
[ember  (Mr.  Bright)  drew  a  vivid  picture 
>f  what  was  going  on  in  various  parts  of 
the  world,  endeavouring  to  show — quoting, 
think.  Lord  Aberdeen — that  the  Estab- 
lishment in  Scotland  was  an  injury  to  that 
jountry.  I  think  we  may  couple  the  ex- 
)ression  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  three 
^ears  ago — that  the  possibility  of  acting  on 
this  subject  was  a  **  remote"  one — with  the 

Mr.  Renley 


statement  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  "prighf) 
that  he  would  be  a  rash  prophet  who  said 
anything  as  to  the  time  the  English  Church 
would  last  as  an  Establishment.  \}&JU 
Bright  :  If  that  was  agreed.]  If  three 
years  ago  was  a  remote  period  with  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  Church,  how  long  will 
it  be  before  the  time  of  the  English  Church 
comes,  provided  you  once  enter  upon  this 
course  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Goschen)  said  the  Irish  Church  was  only 
a  Parliament  Church.  But  what  security 
have  you  for  anything  except  Acts  of  Par- 
ment  ?  What  security  have  you  for  the 
Funds  ?  It  rests  on  the  national  faith  ; 
and  can  anything  be  more  strongly  pledged 
than  our  national  faith  was  at  the  time  of 
the  Union  with  Ireland  ?  It  is  impossible 
that  we  can  have  anything  more  strong. 
And  is  that  all  ?  What  happened  in  the 
Act  of  Union  with  Scotland  ?  There  again 
you  recited  the  fact  of  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church.  I  say,  if  the 
Irish  Church  is  a  Parliamentary  Church, 
so  is  the  English,  so  is  the  Scotch  Church. 
You  can  draw  no  difference  between  them. 
It  is  the  principle  of  endowments  you  are 
attacking.  You  say  that  the  Irish  Church 
is  small  in  numbers.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  figures  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman are  accurate ;  but  he  was  not  able 
to  show  a  material  difference  between  the 
relative  numbers  of  Protestants  and  Catho- 
lics in  Ireland  now  and  at  the  time  of  the 
Union.  On  this  ground,  then,  how  would 
it  be  just  to  alter  now  that  which  it  was 
just  to  stipulate  for  in  a  solemn  treaty 
then  ?  There  is  another  point  to  be  borne 
in  mind.  Will  anything  that  we  can  do 
on  this  subject  have  a  chance  of  pacifying 
Ireland  ?  Prom  what  section  of  her  people 
have  you  had  any  such  assurance  ?  Well, 
fi  it  is  not  certain  you  will  do  that,  why 
attempt  to  do  what  will  be  a  great  wrong, 
and  break  a  solemn  treaty,  pledging  tho 
good  faith  even  of  your  Sovereign  to  the 
maintenance  of  tho  Establishment?  It 
seems  to  me  that  you  are  going  to  ask  us 
to  do  this  great  wrong  wantonly,  and 
witliout  any  security  for  the  future.  I 
feel  strongly  upon  this  matter.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  sympathized  with 
those  who  had  a  strong  feeling  for  the 
Establishment.  I  am  one  of  those.  I 
feel  that  the  Establishment  is  a  great 
benefit  and  blessing  to  the  country,  and 
therefore  I  have  a  strong  feeling  in  its 
favour.  I  wish  I  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  vote  instead  of  his  sympathy. 
For  twenty-five  years  he  has  been  carry- 


731  JBitaUiiM  Church  (  Apbil  2, 1 868 } 


(Ireland). 


722 


iog  the  IriBh  Church  in  his  belly ;  yet 
now  he  oomes  forward  on  a  sudden  to  cast 
her  off  and  destroy  her.  Now,  many  a 
man  in  this  House,  who  is  a  loyal  subject 
of  the  Queen»  might  say,  "Abstractedly  I 
do  not  defend  monarchy  upon  principle." 
I  do  not  know  whether  there  is  any  such 
individual ;  but  I  can  conceive  that  there 
may  be  ;  and  so  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
Church  Establishment.  At  all  events,  I 
defend  the  Establishment  upon  principle, 
believing  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  State  to 
let  apart  funds  for  the  maintenance  of  that 
which  the  governing  Power  in  the  State 
believes  to  be  the  truth,  and  to  support 
the  truth  and  see  that  it  is  taught  to  the 
people.  I  think  the  question  presses  in 
toother  way.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Roebuck),  says  this 
eonntry  is  strong.  I  admit  that  power 
and  right  arc  two  different  things ;  but  we 
ihonld  remember  that  we  are  now  called 
upon  to  exercise  that  power  in  breaking 
t  treaty  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  weak. 
Ton  made  this  treaty ;  you  took  away 
from  those  with  whom  you  made  it  the 
power  of  exercising  a  voice,  except  in  a 
veiy  limited  and  inefficacious  degree ;  and, 
lecolleoting  this,  I  say  it  would  be  unjust 
and  ungenerous  to  do  what  you  are  about 
to  do.  Believing,  Sir,  that,  unconsciously 
it  may  be,  you  are  playing  into  the  hands 
of  those  who  want  to  dissolve  the  Union 
between  this  country  and  Ireland,  I  can 
only  say  that  if  I  were  to  vote  for  this 
measure,  I  should  feel  that  I  was  a  traitor 
to  my  Sovereign,  my  country,  and  my 
God. 

GxaiEBAL  PEEL:  The  vote  which  I 
■ball  gjve  upon  the  present  occasion  will 
be  governed  entirely  by  the  opinion  I  have 
woed  upon  the  effect  of  the  Kesolutions 
^  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  the 
Coiatitution  of  this  country.  It  will  have 
^  reference  to  that  other  issue  which  may 
Severn  the  votes  of  many  Gentlemen  op- 
Pynte— namely,  whether  the  right  hon. 
jbmber  for  South  Lancashire  or  the  right 
^  Member  for  Bucks  shall  sit  upon  the 
'^'cstary  Bench ;  but  I  cannot  help  ex- 
P'^g  my  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
r^ttan  (If  r.  Gladstone)  should  have  thought 
j^ijcoeaaaty  to  make  the  destruction  of  the 
j[|^tetaat  Church  in  Ireland  the  war-cry 
V  rtich,  I  will  not  say  to  rally  ''tho 
JWe"  aronndhim — for,  notwithstanding 
^bigh  authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
r*^  (ICr.  Bouverie),  I  do  not  think  that 
^Yei^tful  way  of  speaking  of  hon. 
'^•tttlcmen  opposite— but  in  order  to  in- 


duce those  "followers  who  will  not  fol- 
low" to  follow  him  into  the  Lobby,  and 
that  he  should  not  only  make  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland 
that  war-cry,  but  should  do  so  upon  such 
scant  notice  as  would  hardly  be  decent  or 
respectful  in  the  case  of  a  Bail  way  or  a 
Turnpike  Bill,  and  should  ask  this  House 
by  an  abstract  Resolution  to  do  two  or 
three  such  little  things  as  repeal  an  import- 
ant Article  of  the  Union  and  the  Corona- 
tion Oath,   and   destroy  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland.     Now,  what  are  the 
grounds  on  which  the  House  is  asked  to 
go  into  Committee  to  express  an  opinion 
that  the    Established  Church  of  Ireland 
should  cease    as    an    Establishment?     I 
wish  to  argue  the  matter  fairly,  and  to 
consider  the  ground  put  forward  by  the 
highest  Eoman  Catholic  authority  (Car- 
dinal Cullen),    who   says   in   a  letter — 
*'  It    is   now   admitted  that  the  Estab- 
lished  Church   is  an    injustice    and    an 
insult  to  the  people."     Sir,  in  consider- 
ing whether  it  is  an  injustice,  I  put  aside 
altogether,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  did,  the  assertion  which 
is  often  made  by  some — that  it  is  a  great 
act   of   injustice   that    Boman    Catholics 
should  be  called   on  by  the  payment  of 
tithe  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  a  re- 
ligion to  which  they  do   not  belong.     I 
think  the  answer  to  that  was  put  so  well 
in  the  pamphlet  of  Sir  George  Lewis,  from 
which  wo  have  all  seen  copious  extracts 
lately,  that  I  need  not  dwell  upon  it.     He 
says,  in  point  of  fact    that  the  Catholics 
pay  nothing — that  tithe  in  Ireland  is  not 
in  the  nature  of  a  tax,  but  is  a  reserved 
rent  that  never  belonged  either  to   the 
landlords   or  tenants.      If  that  be  so,  I 
cannot  see  the  injustice  of  calling  on  the 
Catholics  to  pay  that  which  never  belonged 
to  them.     As  to  the  title  of  the  Protes- 
tant  Church    to  the  endowments  which 
it  possesses,  I  rely  entirely  on  the  highest 
legal  authority  in  this  country — the  Lord 
Chancellor.     He  proved  in  his  speech  on 
the  24th  of  June  last  the  perfect  validity 
of  that  title.     I  will  not  repeat  the  quo- 
tations he  made  from  the  speeches  of  Lord 
Plunket,  Lord  Macaulay,  and  other  friends 
of  the  Catholics,  who  all  admitted  that 
there  was  no  title  equal  to  that  of  pre- 
scription, and  which  was  just  as  valid  for 
Church  property  as  any  other  kind  of  pro- 
perty. I  have  never  heard  that  questioned, 
except  by  Dr.  Moriarty,  who,  I  believe, 
is  a  Boman  Catholic  Bishop.     Ho  says — 
"  The  Catholicd   acknowledge  no  prescription 
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IhLfl  case.  There  is  no  Statute  of  Limitations 
(e.  The  right  is  in  abeyance,  but  unim- 
id." 

|w,  I  am  no  lawyer ;  but  I  can  conceive 
right  being  "in  abeyance  and  un- 
paired "  on  the  part  of  those  who  have 
dttcd  the  title  of  those  who  are  in 
jsession,  and  that  they  did  so  the  Secre- 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
>ved  the  other  night,  for  he  quoted  their 
^hops  to  that  effect.  I  am  one  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  who  took  part 
Ithe  debates  of  1829  ;  and  I  must  take 
Ive  to  draw  attention  to  the  contrast 
it  exists  between  the  Besolution  which 
passed  in  the  Committee  on  which 
Bill  then  brought  forward  was  founded 
the  Resolutions  about  to  he  submitted 
|the  House.  The  Resolution  passed  in 
imittee  on  the  6th  of  March,  1829,  was 

IS — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  proride  for  the  repeal 
the  Laws  which  impose  civil  disabilities  upon 

Roman  Catholic  subjects  of  His  Majesty,  with 
|h  exceptions,  and  under  such  Regulations,  as 

be  required  for  tho  full  and  permanent  secu- 

of  the  Establishments  in  Church  and  State, 

the  maintenance  of  the  Reformed  Religion, 

iblished  by  Law,  and  of  the  rights  and  privi- 

|es  of  the  Bishops  and  of  the  Clergy  of  this 

lira,  and  of  tho  Churches  committed  to  their 

rge."— [2  Hansard,  xx.  892.] 

renture  to  say  that  without  that  Resolu- 

[n  there  would  not  have  been  ten  men 

10  would  have  voted  for  the  Bill.     The 

|ht  hon.    Gentleman    the    Member    for 

futh  Lancashire  says  that  Catholic  Eman- 

)ation   was   extracted  from  us  through 

ir  of  the   Catholic  Association.     That, 

all  events,  did  not  decide  my  vote.     I 

Id  at  the   time    "  That  I  believed  the 

ry  worst  kind  of  legislation  was  that 

lich   submitted    the   law    to    a    power 

lich   was   opposed   to   the   law  ;'*   and 

;rcfore  I   voted  in   the   minority,    and 

>m  that  moment  I  have  never  seen  any 

ison  to  regret  my  doing  so.      On  the 

itrary,  subsequent  events  have  proved 

it  the  opinion   I    then   expressed  was 

mded  in   truth.     I   may   bo  told  that 

admission  of  Roman  Catholics  to  this 

)use  might  be   expected  to   lead,  as  a 

Icessary  consequence,  to  such  a  measure 

this.     That  was  the  view  I  took,  and 

JO  stated  it  at  the  time.     I  have  no  ob- 

jtion  to  Roman  Catholics  as  individuals 

[I  have  no  objection  to  them  as  a  body 

[nay,  1  stated  that  1  had  no  objection 

the  Roman  Catholic  religion  so  long  as 

did  not  interfere  with   the  Protestant 

lurch.     I  never  joined  in  the   cry    of 

General  Feel 


"  No  Popery."    On  the  contrary  I  look 
with  the  greatest  possihle  respect  on  the 
Roman  Catholics — with  far  greater  respect 
than  upon  those  half  Roman  Catholics  and 
half   Protestants   whose   service,   if   not 
contrary  to  law,  is  certainly  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  our  religion.     And  though  I 
would  not  write  up  **  No  Popery  "  on  the 
outside  of  our  churches,  I  would  wish  to 
see  it  inscribed  on   the  inside.     I   can 
assure  the  Roman  Catholics  that  if  any 
endowment  or  any  property  of  theirs  was 
attacked  I  would  object  as  strongly  against 
any  spoliation  of  it,  as  I  would  against 
the  spoliation  of  the  property  of  the  Pro- 
testants.    I  wish   to    see  justice   done. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  said,  "Justice 
was  refused  to  Ireland."    My  opinion  of 
justice  to  Ireland  is,  that  we  ought  to 
pay  the  same  respect  to  the  rights   of 
property  in  Ireland — whether  the  pro- 
perty is  that  of  the  Church,  of  a  corpo- 
ration,  or  of  an   individual — as  to   the 
like  rights  in  England.     I,  for  one,  will 
never  consent  to  pass  a  law  for  Irdand 
the  principle  of  which  will  not  apply  to 
to  this  country.     And  if  I  wished  to  g^ve 
any  proof  of  my  anxiety  to  do  them  jus- 
tice, I  would  remind  them  that  after  many 
years  of  Liberal  Government  it  waa  left 
to  me  to  do  justice  to  the  Roman  Catholio 
chaplains  in  the  army,  by  placing  them  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  Protestant  and  Free* 
byterian  chaplains.  Twas  for  levelling  up, 
not  for  levelling  down.   1  was  quite  certain 
that  tho  securities  oflfercd  at  the  passing 
of  the  Emancipation  Act  would  bo  swept 
away,  and  ever  since  I  havo  had  a  perfect 
horror  of  securities.     I  said  on  that  occa- 
sion that  the  Roman  Catholics  never  would 
be  satisfied  until  they  had  the  property  of 
tho  Irish  Protestant  Church.     I  was  re- 
plied to  on  that  occasion  by  a  Memher  for 
whom   I    had    the   greatest  respect — Sir 
Francis  Burdett,  then  Member  for  West- 
minster, who,  I  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve, spoke  the  sentiments  of  that  consti- 
tuency.    That   long-tried    friend  of   the 
Roman  Catholics  said,  in  reply  to  what  I 
had  stated — 

*'  The  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken  lut  had 
fallen  into  the  strange  notion,  whioh  had  been 
lately  brought  into  notice,  that  nothing  less  thaa 
the  subversion  of  tho  Established  Churoh  eonld 
content  the  Catholics.  Such  an  idea  was  so  in- 
jurious to  the  persons  to  whom  it  attached,  and 
so  utterly  out  of  their  contemplation — an  idea 
which  ho  trusted  none  of  them  dreamed  of — that 
it  was  creating  feelings  in  their  minds  which 
they  never  thought  of,  to  suggest  this  objection." 
—{2  Hansard,  ix.  876.] 
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Bat  DfirhapB  it  may  be  said  the  hon.  Baro- 
net Old  not  repreeent  the  feelings  of  the 
Boman  Catholics.  I  will,  thoD,  give  you 
what  was  said  by  the  representatiTe  of  a 
Catholic  constituency  (Limerick)  in  reply 
to  Mr.  Daniel  Whittle  Harvey,  then  Mem- 
ber for  Colchester,  who  had  stated  that  the 
gronnd  on  which  he  supported  the  mea- 
aore  for  the  relief  of  the  Boman  Chtholics 
waa  that  it  would  lead  to  a  combination 
between  the  Catholics  and  Dissenters  for 
the  purpose  of  making  a  joint  attack 
upon  the  Establishment  of  the  Protestant 
CSioroh.  And  now  you  shall  hear  what 
the  calm  man  of  Limerick  of  those  days 
■aid.     Mr.  Spring-Rice  said-^ 

**  If  this  measure  were  likely  to  endanger  the 
Protestant  Charoh,  or  at  all  to  trench  upon  its 
eonatUation,  then  he  should  think  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation a  measure  attended  with  danger." — [2 
MMtard,  zz.  812.] 

He  oonduded  by  saying — 

**  If  the  question  were  to  go  to  a  division  on  the 
gnmadM  stated  hj  the  hon.  \Iember  for  Colchester, 
ftbert  was  not  a  friend  to  the  Catholics  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House,  and,  he  hoped,  not  a 
friend  to  the  Established  Church  on  either  side, 
whd  wonid  not  unhesitatingly  refhso  his  support 
Id  it."— {i&ul.  813.] 

Well,  then,  the  Catholics  accepted  tho 
relief  on  the  terms  it  was  offered  to  them 
—  on  the  Besolution  providing  security 
ftfr  the  Fh>testant  Church.  But  then  I  am 
told  that  times  have  changed  since  then, 
■od  no  doubt  I  shall  be  accused  of  belong- 
ing to  that  party  which  the  present  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill) 
called  "stupid,"  who  never  keep  pace  with 
the  timea.  Well,  the  times  have  changed ; 
bat  that  ia  exactly  what  I  predicted,  and 
■Qiely  it  is  no  proof  of  stupidity  in  fore- 
■aeing  what  has  occurred ;  at  all  events,  I 
was  viaer  than  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
Bftinster  of  those  days,  who  said  it  never 
would  oooor.  Sut  the  times  are  now  going 
at  aach  a  rapid  pace,  and  that  not  only 
withont  any  control,  but  with  a  rivalry  on 
the  part  of  the  Leaders,  on  both  sides,  who 
ahall  ontatrip  the  times,  bringing  us  so 
anddenly  to  such  dangerous  and  unheard-of 
chaogea,  that  if  any  sensation  novelist 
eoald  have  ventured  to  anticipate  them, 
flMT  wonld  have  appeared  incredible.  I 
wm  not  Tentnre  to  predict  what  they  will 
not  do ;  but  this  I  will  say — if  these  Be- 
aolntiona  be  carried,  the  inevitable  result 
will  be  the  separation  of  the  Church  from 
file  Btate  in  this  country,  and  the  repeal 
of  the  Union  with  Ireland.  We  are  told 
ttat  there  are  great  masses  of  the  Irish 
people  diasatiaded  with  the  (Government ; 


do  you  think  you  are  going  to  purchase 
their  affection  by  adopting  tliese  Eesolu- 
tions  ?  I  am  going  to  leave  the  use  of 
flattering  words  to  others,  and  to  say  that 
which  I  believe  to  be  true.  You  ask  me 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  cause  of  the  dis- 
satisfaction which  exists  among  the  Irish 
people  ?  and  my  reply  is— It  is  the  result 
of  what  you  yourselves  have  done  —  it  is 
the  result  of  the  sympathy  you  have  shown 
for  revolution  elsewhere  —  to  the  moral 
support,  as  it  is  called,  you  have  given 
to  popular  movements  on  the  Continent. 
Have  we  not  heard  some  of  those,  who 
ought  to  have  the  greatest  sense  of  the 
responsibility  resting  upon  them,  say  that 
the  majority  of  a  nation  is  entitled  to  de- 
cide upon  whatever  form  of  Government 
it  thinks  the  best  ?  And,  if  that  be  true, 
no  doubt  the  Boman  Catholics  in  Ireland 
are  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  argument. 
I  have  said  that  I  have  never  joined  in 
the  cry  of  "  No  Popery ! "  I  never  had 
the  least  sympathy  with  Orangemen  or 
Orange  Lodges,  as  long  as  there  was  no 
attack  made  upon  their  religion  —  as  long 
as  their  demonstrations  could  only  be  con- 
sidered as  offensive  to  their  Roman  Catho- 
lic fellow-subjects  —  and  as  long  as  they 
were  acting  on  the  offensive,  instead  of  on 
the  defensive.  But  I  regard  their  as- 
sembling now,  in  order  to  protect  their 
religion,  as  tho  proper  discharge  of  their 
duty  as  members  of  the  Irish  Protestant 
Church,  and  as  affording  an  example 
which  Churchmen  in  this  country  would 
do  well  to  follow.  Members  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  in  all  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, should  endeavour,  by  petitioning  and 
by  every  constitutional  means  in  their 
power,  to  put  a  stop  to  the  progress  of 
these  ideas.  It  has  been  stated  that  this 
question  can  only  bo  decided  by  a  new 
Parliament,  to  be  returned  by  the  new 
constituencies.  Now,  I  have  always  ob- 
jected to  the  practice  of  constituencies 
extracting  pledges  from  candidates  with 
reference  to  the  course  they  would  pursue 
upon  a  particular  political  question  on 
which  their  opinions  might  be  altered  by 
argument.  But  this  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  is  one  of  principle — it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  the  Constitution  of  the  country, 
of  the  Throne,  and  of  the  State ;  and  I 
should  advise  every  Protestant  elector  in 
both  countries  not  only  to  extract  from 
his  candidate  a  statement  as  to  his  pre- 
sent feeling  upon  the  subject,  but  also  a 
pledge  that  he  is  not  to  be  "educated" 
80  as  to  change  them.     I  have  lately 
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A  inTited  to  join  a  new  par^,  who, 

*  iky  call  themaelTeB  OonstitutionaliBts, 

10  prof(M8  to  ttand  by  the  principles  laid 

in  the  now  famous  letter  of  the  right 

Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 

iry,  addressed  to  Lord  Dartmonth. 

by  the  principles  enunciated  in  that 

^r  I  hope  that  the  writer  will  strictly 
Lde.     But,  8ir»  when  I  ran  my  eye 
[er  the  list  of  the  vice  presidents  and 

ibers  of  the  association  which  I  was 

Lted  to  join,  I  found  that  it  consisted 

only  my  old  friends  the  Consenra- 
res  under  a  new  name.  Now,  I  do  not 
[e  changing  names.    I  am  always  sus- 

~  ms  of  persons  haying  a  great  many 

When  I  found  that  my  friends 

[e^ConstitutioDalists  were  the  very  people 

10,  in  my  opinion,  destroyed  the  Consti- 

[tion  last  year,  I  had  no  wish  to  enrol 

rself  among  them.  No,  Sir,  if  I  am 
,  w  ^  S^  back  and  change  my  name, 
jwould  much  rather  go  back  to  tSiat  un- 

which  I  was  brought  np— that  of  the 
old  Tories.    The^,  I  beUere,  were 

best  Constitutionahsts,  and  the  best 
^ppcnrters  of  our  Constitution,  both  as 
Church  and  State.    I  was  not  in 
least  surprised  at  the  warmth  and 
leigy   with    which    my  noble   Friend 
me  (Viscount  Cranbome)  opposed  the 

lendment  brought  forward  by  the  Go- 

)mment  as  explained  by  the  speech  of 

ie  noble  Lord  who  moved  it.    It  is  diffi- 

ilt,  if  not  impossible,  to  know  what  that 

Imendment  means.     It  might  mean  no- 

Ung ;    it  might  mean  anythiog  ;   or  it 

light  mean  everythiDg.  The  way  I  read  it 

|as  this  : — That  the  Cabinet  was  not  yet 

Ltirely  conyerted  ;  that  the  party  behind 

^em  was  not  sufficiently  educated ;  and 

lat  the  proposal  of  the  Goyemment,  as 

[plained  by  the  noble  Lord,  was  this : 

Go  thy  way  this  time ;  when  I  have  a 

lore  convenient  season  I  will  call  for 

>u ;"  and  that  the  destruction  of  the 

Lsh  Church  might  prove  hereafter  to 
one  of   those  Conservative  triumphs 

lich  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
>rd  of  the  Treasury  promised  the  party. 
I  was  quite  relieved  from  that  im- 
ression  by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
mtleman  the  Home  Secretary.  As 
|ng  as  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  sits 
)on  that  Bench  which  ho  adorns — and 

hope    that  he    will    continue   to    sit 

^ere  for  a  very  long  time— I  shall  feel 

^rfectly  safe,  beoause  I  know  that  no 

)vernment  of  which  he  is  a  Member 

^uld  propose  the  disestablishment  of  the 


Irish  Churdh.  It  is  suggested  fhat  the 
issue  of  this  debate  mar  be  to  bring  in  a 
Liberal  Government;  out  I  say  to  the 
Protestants  of  the  Established  Church, 
''By  no  means  give  way  to  despair;  be 
strong  and  of  good  courage,  and  be  not  dis- 
mayed; you  have  the  ezainples  before 
you  of  1835  and  of  1869."  The  Liberal 
party  have  been  referred  to  as  the  *'en- 
gineers"  and  "pioneers"  who  olearthe 
road ;  but  I  ra&er  look  upon  them  as 
guide-posts  which  point  out  the  road-— and 
a  very  bad  road  it  often  is— but  who  never 
advance  one  inch  themselves.  It  mn  be 
said  that  I  am  about  to  raise  the  dd  erj 
of  **'So  surrender,"  and  as  ftr  as  the  con- 
neotion  between  Protestant  Ghnnh  and 
State  in  Ireland  is  oonoemed  I  joha  noit 
heartily  in  that  ery.  Upon  the  lalgeet  of 
the  ''  modification  of  the  temporalitiflito"-^ 
whatever  that  phrase  may  mean— *I  do 
not  beUeve  Uiat  there  is  one  man  in  m 
hundred  who  would  not  be  ineHned  to  do 
away  with  the  anomalies  nentioned  hj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  lor 
South  Lancashire.  Bat  I  think  it  will  be 
quite  time  enough  to  deoido  tfaatpoiat 
when  we  see  the  Bepwt  of  the  aofjA 
Commission  noir  sitting  to  inqniio  info 
the  subject.  We  can  easily  dooido  wluA 
shall  be  done  with  any  smndiu  lotwi— 
not  required  by  the  Irish  Ghnreh  j/hm 
we  have  asoertained  what  that  sorpbis  k. 
I  am  guided  on  this  point  by  the  opinion 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  In  the  course  of  the 
debate  upon  the  Appropriation  Act  of 
1835  the  then  hon.  Al ember  for  Derby- 
shire quoted  from  Captain  Macheath, 
whereupon  Sir  Robert  Peel  turned  round 
and  said,  "He  was  a  much  cleverer  man 
than  you  are,  for  he  never  appropriated 
his  surplus  until  he  ascertained  that  ho 
had  got  it/'  I  am  content  to  act  upon 
that  principle,  and  to  wait  until  I  hear 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Gommisaion* 
Meanwhile,  I  shall  meet  both  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lojrd  with  a 
direct  negative. 

Mb.  LOWE :  I  have  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  with  great 
pleasure,  for  two  reasons:  first,  bec«naa 
he  promised  us  his  vote ;  and,  next,  be- 
cause I  derived  additionid  convictioii  of 
the  strength  of  our  case  from  finding  that 
his  feelings  in  our  fSavour  are  so  deeply 
rooted  that  he  is  about  to  give  ns  tnift 
vote  in  despite  of  every  aiipunent  thai  ho 
used  against  us.     I  will  not  occupy  the 
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tuna  of  the  House  in  commenting  upon 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, because  he  entirely  answered  himself, 
smd  sometimes  even  went  so  far  as  to  an- 
swer his  own  answer.     I  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  rather  more  directly 
than  has  been  done  by  recent  speeches  to 
the  subject  before  us.      If  we  take  the 
Ceneui  of  1861  as  our  guide,  we  shall 
find  that  every  100  average  Irishmen  are 
divided  in  this  manner — seventy-eight  will 
be  Boman  Catholics,  who  have  no  assist- 
ance at  all  towards  the  support  of  their 
religion  ;  twelve  will  be  members  of  the 
Irish  Church,  as  it  is  called,  who  receive 
State  assistance  towards  the  support  of 
their  religion ;  nine  will  be  Presbyterians, 
who  receive  an  endowment  or  bribe,  in 
order  to  induce  them  to  acquiesce  in  the 
existence  of  the  State  Church  ;  and   1 
per  cent  will  consist  of  waifs  and  strays 
made    up    of    other    and    minor    sects. 
There  is  a  simple  eloquence  about  these 
flgorefl  which  goes  to  my  heart  when  I 
mention  them,  and  the  most  elaborate 
argument  can  scarcely  add  to  their  force. 
They  do  not,  however,  by  any  means  state 
the  whole  case  against  Uie  Irish  Church. 
The  12  per  cent  who  belong  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  are,  upon  the  whole,  the 
liehest  part  of  the  Irish  community,  and 
are  therefore  the  best  able  to  maintain  an 
EataUishment  of  their  own,  while  the  78 
per  cent  who  belong  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
CborBhi  and  who  receive  nothing,  form 
tiie  poorest  part  of  the  Irish  community, 
and  are  the  Imst  able  to  maintain  a  Church 
ef  their  own.     It  is  impossible  to  recur  to 
these  ftcta  without  being  reminded  of  Dives 
and  Laxams ;  only  Lazarus  was  allowed  to 
eat  of  the  crumbs  which  fell  from  the  rich 
Baa's  table,  while  the  Irish  Lazarus  gets 
Mhing  whs^ver.  The  case,  however,  goes 
itm  ftvther ;  for  this  inequality,  instead  of 
Wig  imoottied  over,  is  greatly  ezagge- 
iitsd  by  all  the  external  manifestations 
ftst  aie  possible.    The  Church  of  the  12 
prcent  is  not  only  endowed,  but  it  is 
IjUUished.    The  Queen  is  its  head — its 
Kdiopa  sit  by  rotation  in  the  House  of 
lads— it  has  Ecclesiastical  Courts  estab- 
^^Aad  and  maintained  at  the  public  ex- 
IipSB  to  decide  ecclesiastical    questions 
iriaog  among  this  small  body ;  and  it  has 
*>  IstaUidiment  altogether  so  superfluous 
isd  tt  monstrous  as  if  it  was  intended  to 
P>it  and  give  sting  to  the  inequality 
^  already  existed.     Just  look  at  the 
ttinswe  lletween  the  state  of  things  in 
^  sonntrj  and  in  Ireland.    Look  at  the 


difference  between  the  numbers  of    the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  in  this 
country  and  in  Ireland,  and  then  recollect 
that  there  are  twelve  Bishops  belonging  to 
the  Irish  Church.  I  am  reminded,  in  point- 
ing attention  to  these  facts,  of  the  lines — 
**  If,  in  England,  for  three  million  bouU  'tis 
conceded 
Two  proper-sized  Bishops  are  all  that  is 

needed ; 
'Tis  plain,  for  the  Irish  half-million  who 

want  'em, 
One-third  of  a  Bishop  is  just  the  right 
quantum." 

If  the  Irish  were  to  have  Bishops  in  the 
same  proportion  as  the  English,  they  should, 
instead  of  twelve  Bishops,  have  one-third 
of  a  Bishop,  or  something  like  that. 
People  talk  of  the  danger  of  trusting  the 
Church  in  a  country  like  Ireland  to  volun- 
tary efforts.  Why,  Ireland  is,  par  excel- 
lence, the  country  of  voluntaryism.  What 
can  be  a  stronger  instance  of  that  prin- 
ciple than  a  country  in  which  78  per  cent 
of  the  people  pay  every  shilling  that  is 
raised  for  their  religion  ?  It  is  not  be- 
cause you  insult  that  voluntaryism  by 
placing  side  by  side  with  it  this  pompous 
aiid  overgrown  Establishment  that  you 
alter  the  real  feeling  of  the  community ; 
and,  do  what  we  will,  it  will  remain  a 
country  of  voluntaryism.  The  question 
before  you  is,  whether  you  will  consent 
to  go  hand  and  hand  with  that  feeliug,  or 
will  strive  to  overshadow  it  by  the  pomp 
of  the  Irish  Establishment  ?  Then  I  sup- 
pose that  the  use  of  the  Establishment 
must  be  to  make  people  better.  Can  any- 
one, can  any  reasonable  man,  believe  that 
the  Irish  Establishment  is  calculated  to 
make  anyone  better  ?  What  good  qualities 
is  it  to  educe  ?  Is  it  likely  to  make  the 
Catholics  better  when  they  feel  that  it  has 
been  taken  from  them  ;  if  not  as  a  badge 
of  conquest,  certainly  as  a  badge  of  re- 
conquest?  They  must  be  more  than 
human  if  they  do  not  compare  with  feel* 
ings  of  discontent  the  poverty  and  home- 
liness of  their  own  worship  with  the  pomp 
and  splendour  of  the  worship  of  the  mi- 
nority. Is  it  the  Protestants  whom  you  ex- 
pect to  make  better,  by  accustoming  them 
to  the  selfishness  and  the  disregard  of  the 
feelings  and  rights  of  their  neighbours, 
which  are  inseparable  from  the  condition 
of  a  dominant  minority.  Then  is  it  a  wise 
thing  that  such  an  Establishment  should 
continue  to  exist  ?  Is  it  wise  that,  after 
we  have  one  by  one  struck  off  the  fetters 
of  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics,  we  should 
leave  these  last  two  or  three  to  gall  and 
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[ngle,  80  as  oontinually  to  remind  those 

rhom  we  wish  to  conciliate  of  the  suffer- 

igs  they  formerly  endured  ?     Is  it  wise, 

a  constant  reference  to  the  date  of  that 

fhurch's  birth,  to  recall  to  the  recollection 

the   Irish   Roman  Catholics  a  period 

rhen  those  without  the  pale  were  regarded 

ly  the  Protestants  as  creatures  scarcely 

luman,  and  when  the  Church  was  imposed 

|pon  them,  without  the  slightest  regard  to 

leir  wishes,  their  feelings,  their  tradi- 

^ons,  or  their  devotion  ?     I  can  scarcely 

lagine  any  course  more  imprudent,  if  we 

$ally  desire  to  conciliate  Ireland,  than  to 

id,  as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  General 

feneral  Peel)  recommends  us  to  do,  dog- 

ledly  by  this  Establishment.  We  may  rely 

|pon  this,   that,  by  whatever  means  we 

lay  attempt  to  conciliate  the  Irish  Roman 

[atholics,  it  is  a  conditio  aine  qud  non  to 

ir  success  that  we  should  fully  acknow- 

Ige  that  they  are  our  equals  in  political 

itus,  a  thing  which  they  never  can  feel 

rhile  this  Establishment  is  maintained. 

fhe  proportion  of  Protestants  and  Episco- 

lalians  to  the  Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland 

pretty  much  the  same  as  if  with  two- 

id-a-half   millions    of    Catholics,    twb- 

id*a-half  millions  of  Englishmen  were 

loman  Catholics,  and  that  the  Pope,  or 

>mo  foreign  Power  which  we  could  not 

dst,  forced  upon  us  an  Establishment 

Lrrounded  with  every  circumstance   of 

[omp  and  power  for  the  benefit  of  those 

|eople,  and  that  the  Protestants  were  left 

provide  for  their  own  religion.      Wo 

liould  say  that  nothing   but  main  force 

lould  induce   us   to   bear  it,  and   if  wc 

ibmitted  to  any  other  means  we  should 

[eserve  and  receive  the  contempt  of  the 

'orld.     This  being  the  state  ot  the  case 

^ith  regard  to  the  Irish  Church,  we  are 

Isked  with  an  air  of  triumph  why  this 

ide  of  the  House  has  moved  in  this  mat- 

)r  now  ?     The  question  should  rather  bo, 

'hy  have  we  not   moved  long  ago  ?     I 

lave  never  entertained   a   doubt  on  this 

ibject,  and  never  shall.    There  have  been 

hose,  however,  who  have  led  this  party 

^ho  have  thought  differently.      But  the 

imes    have   changed.      The    riglit    hon. 

lentleman   the   Member  for  Oxfordshire 

T,  Henley)  deplores    the  changes  that 

Ire  coming.      But  what  is  this  change  ? 

he    shadow    that    h.is   fallen    over    you 

this  matter  is  created  by  the  fire  you 

jindled  last  year.     ['*  Oh,  oh  !  "]    Do  you 

jupposo  that  you   can  meddle   with  the 

istitutions   of   the   country  without  its 

producing  its  natural  effects  r     Do  you 

Jlir.  Lowe 


think  that  after  what  was  done  last  year, 
in  the  cause  ef  equality,  you  can  have 
recourse  to  your  old  stock  arguments, 
and  go  on  evoking  our  sympathies  as  you 
have  over  and  again  attempted  to  do  for  a 
pampered  minority — a  minority  pampered 
at  the  expense  of  a  poorer  majority,  and 
that  we  should  listen  to  arguments  which 
appear  to  ignore  the  existence  of  any  Irish 
beyond  the  pale  of  the  Church  ?  But  there 
are  other  oiroumstanoes,  I  think,  which 
justify  us  in  the  course  we  have  adopted. 
We  have  got  a  new  Government,  and  a 
new  Government  that  do  not  come  to  us 
in  the  guise  of  a  Conservative  Government, 
but  as  a  truly  Liberal  Government.  Y^gw^ 
the  Chief  Secretary  made  this  observation 
in  his  speech  with  regard  to  the  Protestant 
Church.  He  dealt  with  two  subjects,  one 
was  that  of  education  and  the  other  was 
the  Church.  Now,  this  is  what  he  said, 
and  this  is  what  is  given  us,  the  Liberal 
party,  as  a  truly  Liberal  doctrine  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland — 

"  The  Question  mast  be  dealt  with  in  a  vwy 
different  spirit  from  that  whioh  advooatM  entire 
abolition."— [3  Hamcard^  oxo.  1393.] 

He  continued — 

"  Confiscation  is  the  worst  proposal  that  oao  bo 
made,  either  as  regards  the  Churoh  or  the  laiid." 
— [i&irf.  1394.] 

I  am  not  canvassing  the  justice  of  the 
noble  Lord's  statement.  I  merely  wish  to 
show  you  what  the  manifesto  of  the  (Go- 
vernment was  on  the  Irish  Church  Ques- 
tion.    Then  he  says— 

"  The  despoiled,  if  confiscation  were  agreed  on, 
would  feci  much  moro  sorely  than  those  to  whose 
position  they  were  brought ;  and  I  am  sure  that 
the  statesman  who  proposed  to  give  peace  to  Ire- 
land at  the  expense  of  the  Irish  Church,  would 
croate  few  additional  friends  of  British  rule,  and 
would  not  fail  to  alienate  a  large  and  influential 
party  to  whom  we  are  bound  by  erery  tie  that  is 
sacred."— [p.  1394.] 

I  do  not  deny  that  ho  spoke  in  that  respect 
the  language  which  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite have  been  accustomed  to  hear  and 
cheer  on  this  subject,  language  that  goes 
homo  to  their  feelings,  and  I  am  not 
now  arguing  against  thejusticeof  what  he 
says.  But  wliat  I  maintain  is,  that  in  this 
language  and  in  this  ppeech  hon.  ]M[em- 
bers  on  this  side  will  not  recognize  what 
thoy  have  been  accustomed  to  regard  as 
truly  Liberal  sentiments.  And  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  appeals  to  us  to  support  his 
Government  on  the  ground  that  it  is  truly 
Liberal,  and  when  we  are  furnished  with 
this  as  a  specimen,  we  are  challenged  to 
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■how  what  truly  Liberal  sentiments  really 
are,  and  to  declare  that  we  can  not  for 
a  moment  accept  as  such  the  opinions 
which  were  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord. 
Then  we  have  the  only  other  thing  that 
haa  been  wanting — "  The  hour  has  comoy 
and  the  man."  We  have  at  lost  a  Leader 
who  does  not  shrink  from  this  question. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's 
IiyDn  endeayoured  to  show  that  the  Reso- 
Intionawere  bald  and  meaningless;  that 
there  ia  no  effect  in  them ;  that  ho  could 
not  gather  what  they  meant ;  but,  at  the 
■•me  time,  he  told  us  in  his  speech  that 
they  had  been  received  with  rage  and  re- 
■eotment  in  Ulster.  So  that  apparently 
their  meaning  was  understood  by  the  peo- 
ple of  Ulster,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  appeared  to  com- 
prehend their  meaning  when  he  took  them 
fox  his  text  the  other  evening,  and  dealt 
with  them  in  a  manner  which  showed 
that  they  were  not  the  absolutely  mean- 
ingleta  phrases  which  they  wore  held  to 
be  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Eng'i  Lynn.  It  certainly  appeared  as  if 
the  noble  Lord  had  prepared  a  speech 
on  the  hypothesis  that  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  would  not  explain  the 
Beaolutions.  Indeed,  it  reminded  me  of 
the  gana  in  the  Bosphoms,  built  in  the 
wally  which  would  blow  a  vessel  to  pieces 
if  it  wonld  only  be  kind  enough  to  pass 
ezaoUy  in  front  of  them.  But,  if  it  did 
not,  the  gnns  will  not  traverse,  and  their 
eontents  go  into  empty  air.  We,  at  all 
erentip  have  not  shrunk  from  discussing 
ihia  question.  We  were  challenged  by  the 
noUe  Lord  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  we 
have^  I  rqoice  to  say,  taken  that  challenge 
np.  The  question  has  been  fairly  raised, 
and  it  mnat  be  decided.  Then,  what  is 
than  to  he  said  against  the  proposal  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  ?  It  is  said  that  we  are 
pviag  np  the  Act  of  Union.  I  should  like 
ta  ask  any  hon.  Oentleman,  legal  or  non- 
kgel,  whence  the  Parliament  of  1800  de- 
rived the  power  which  enabled  it  to  bind 
all  jhtare  Fiffliaments,  or  why  it  possessed 
■oah  paramount  authority  that  we  should 
hacfe  lost  a  certain  amount  of  our  power, 
whieh  haa  been  taken  away  from  us  and 
mH  Miooeeding  Parliaments  by  the  Act  of 
the  Parliament  of  1800  ?  We  claim  no 
power  to  bind  onr  successors  ;  and,  while 
the  Govemment  are  endeavouring  to  im- 
upon  na  the  fact  that  we  cannot  by 
■etion  control  the  next  Parliament,  we 
are  told  that  we  cannot  interfere  with 
whit  wea  done  1^  the  Parliament  of  1800. 


Then,  Gentlemen  talk  of  a  compact ;  but 
who  were  the  parties  to  that  compact? 
How  many  Roman  Catholics  sat  in  the 
Parliament  at  that  time  ?  The  Protestant 
Parliament  of  Ireland  makes,  or  is  bribed 
to  make,  a  compact  with  the  Protestant 
Parliament  of  England,  purporting  to  ex- 
clude Roman  Catholics  for  ever  from  rights 
which  are,  as  I  say,  inherent  in  every 
Roman  Catholic.  We  have  nothing  to  do 
with,  and  are  not  bound  by,  such  a  com- 
pact as  that.  This  notion  of  a  permanent 
law,  and  the  power  of  one  generation  to 
bind  another,  would  bo  ridiculous,  if  it 
were  not  so  mischievous.  In  that  respect, 
at  any  rate,  we  may  take  a  lesson  from 
America.  The  Americans  have  always 
acted  upon  the  doctrine  that  the  present 
generation  is  lord  and  master  of  the  desti- 
nies of  tho  generation  ;  and  it  has  been 
that  pliability  of  their  machinery  which 
has  enabled  them  to  carry  on  their  Govern- 
ment under  many  difficult  circumstances. 
Then  there  is  the  Coronation  Oath.  I  will 
not  say  much  about  that,  because  there  is 
no  man  who  will  say  that  the  Coronation 
Oath  binds  the  Queen  in  her  legislative 
character.  To  maintain  that  it  did  would 
be  to  say  that  the  Parliament  of  William 
III.  had  power  to  veto  the  action  of  Par- 
liament for  all  time  to  come  in  matters 
that  might  be  of  vital  importance  to  the 
State.  In  that  case,  if  a  law  of  the  first 
necessity  had  to  be  passed — and  it  was 
impossible  that  the  Sovereign  should  give 
her  assent  to  it — the  result  would  be  that 
the  country  would  be  forced  into  a  revolu- 
tion. And  that  is  always  the  fate  of  per- 
manent laws.  Such  ideas  as  these  are 
bugbears  in  the  times  of  peace ;  but  at 
other  periods  they  are  scattered  like  the 
dust  before  the  wind,  because  the  only 
alternative  is  revolution.  Besides,  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  duties  of  the  So- 
vereign are  not  the  same  before  as  after 
the  Coronation  Oath  has  been  taken  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether,  before  the  Oath»  the  Sove- 
reign is  bound  to  assent  to  no  measure  dises- 
tablishing the  Irish  Church?  Then  there  ia 
another  argument — the  argument  of  vested 
interests.  A  vested  interest  must  be  vested 
in  somebody ;  and,  if  there  is  a  vested  inte- 
rest here,  it  must  be  either  in  the  Church, 
the  clergy,  or  the  laity.  It  cannot  bo  in 
the  Church,  for  this  simple  reason — that  a 
vested  interest  means,  as  I  understand  it, 
a  right  to  compensation  for  a  reasonablo 
expectation — for  a  right  which  can  be  as« 
certained  in  property,  or  something  in  the 
nature  of  property.    Now  tho  Church  haa 
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no  pfopwty  at  all;  it  is  not  a  body  politic 
or  ooxporate ;  it  ii  inoapable  of  talang  pro- 
perty— it  cannot  receive  it  or  take  it;  pro- 
perty cannot  be  conreyed  to  it — it  cannot 
own  itt  and  therefore  can  hare  no  Tested 
interest.  On  the  next  point,  I  take  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  as 
|my  authority,  and  he  says — 

"  As  for  tlM  oimgf,  we  oansMiljget  rid  of  them 
I  with  oompensaUoii.  They  are  merelj  there  for 
tlM  bendlt  of  otben ;  th^  are  pablic  employU, 
who  ean  bo  dealt  with  at  eaaily  at  any  othen. ' 

I  It  remains,  then,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  fbr  tiie  Home  Department  says, 
Ifliat  the  vested  interest,  if  it  exists  at  all, 
exists  in  the  laity.  Kow,  if  it  exists  in 
the  laity,  and  yon  take  it  away,  as  he  says 
with  great  troth,  you  cannot  compensate 
the  people  at  all;  3rou  cannot  compensate 
the  laity  fbr  the  withdrawal  from  among 
them  of  tiie  Established  Church ;  it  is  an 
injury  to  their  feelings,  and  causes  them 
inconvenience;  but  these  things  cannot  be 
estimated  at  money  value.  Then,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  says,  that  you  must  not 
disestablish  the  Irish  Church,  because  vou 
cannot  compensate  the  people  for  the  loss 
of  it  If  that  be  so,  there  is  no  injustice 
existing  in  the  world  of  which  you  can  get 
rid,  because  people  have  only  to  seixe 
upon  something  which  is  now  the  property 
lof  the  whole  community,  and  you  are  in 
Ithis  difficulty— yon  cannot  compensate 
Ihim  by  raising  from  the  rest  of  the  com- 
ImuDity  the  sum  required.  So  that  the 
Icommunity  lose  by  the  resumptioD  just  as 
Imuch  as  they  gain.  Therefore,  I  ap- 
Iprehend,  if  you  want  to  perpetuate  a  sys- 
tem of  injustice,  you  have  only  to  set  up 
that  question  of  compensation  to  the  laity. 
Then  there  is  an  argument  called  "the 
garrison  argument."  It  is  said  we  must 
keep  up  the  Protestant  Church  in  order  to 
keep  up  the  Protestant  influence — in  order 
to  keep  up  a  garrison  in  Ireland.  The 
answer  to  that  is  very  short.  We  are 
strong  enough  in  Ireland  at  present  to 
enforce  a  gross  injustice  on  a  majority  of 
the  people.  Do  not  let  us  be  afraid  that 
when  we  have  the  majority  on  our  side 
we  shall  not  be  able  to  force  the  minority 
to  do  justice  :  we  shall  have  a  better  gar- 
rison than  we  have  now — the  hearts  of  a 
grateful  Nation.  Having  referred  to  these 
arguments  ieriatim,  I  will  make  one  criti- 
cism on  them  as  a  class,  and  that  is  a  very 
important  one.  When  we  argue,  in  order 
to  persuade  a  person,  we  ought  to  start 
from  a  common  ground ;  we  should  get  at 
{a  principle  which  we  admit,  and  which  he 
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admits.  If  yon  start  ftom  what  you  be- 
lieve, but  your  antagonist  does  not  agree 
to,  your  argument  is  manifestly  futile ;  it 
is  what  is  known  as  ''begging  the  ques- 
tion." Is  there  any  argument  adduced  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  or  can  any  argu- 
ment be  adduced  by  human  ingenuity,  in 
support  of  the  Irish  Church,  which  will 
be  at  all  likely  to  convince  a  Boman  (kr 
tholic  ?  Can  any  one  say  that  the  Bonun 
Catholic  is  obstinate  or  wrong-headed  be- 
cause he  does  not  consent  to  the  fbundi^ 
tion  of  the  arguments  brought  Ibrward  f 
I  know  of  no  argument  which  can  be 
brought  forward  that  a  sincere  Boman  Ca- 
tholic can  acquiesce  in.  Ton  must  start 
from  a  principle  to  which  he  will  assent ; 
otherwise,  if  he  refuse  to  be  oonvineed,  it 
is  not  his  fault,  but  yourq.  Would  you 
maintain  a  system  which  you  eannot  prove 
to  those  who  sulfer  by  it  to  be  indu^ens- 
able  ?  Ton  cannot  justify  the  possesnoii 
of  what  you  have  obtained  by  bare  fame ; 
then  how  can  jon  hope  to  keep  peaee  in  a 
country  in  which  the  most  permanent  in« 
stitutions  are  secured  by  bare  force ;  how 
can  you  imagine,  under  such  oircumstanessb 
the  possibility  of  reoonciling  the  mass  of 
more  than  three-fourths  of  the  people  f  I 
now  prooeed  to  another  part  of  UM  mbjeoti 
and  that  is  the  eonduot  of  the  Govenmunt^ 
and  dealing  with  this  I  ask  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  because  the  Oovernment  has 
contrived  by  a  kind  of  zigzag  policy  to  make 
the  subject  excessively  complicated.  How- 
ever, I  hope  I  have  succeeded  in  getting 
at  the  bottom  of  it.  I  invite  the  House 
just  to  follow  me  as  I  briefly  run  through 
the  history  of  these  transactions.  I  stsrt 
with  a  point  to  which  I  have  already  al- 
luded, and  that  is  the  declaration  by  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  that  the  po- 
licy of  the  Government  was  to  be  a  '*  truly 
liberal "  one.  These  were  very  re-assuriog 
words  for  Ireland,  and  no  doubt  they  had 
their  efleot.  The  second  step  I  have  also 
alluded  to ;  I  refer  to  the  statement  made 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland— -that 
the  Government  would  not  listen  to  any 
plan  for  disestablishing,  or,  indeed,  tit 
making  any  serious  changes  in  the  Irish 
Church,  except  internally.  But,  at  the 
same  time  as  the  noble  Lord  said  that, 
he  also  made  another  statement  regard- 
ing Irish  education  ;  and  that  statement 
proposed  we  should  grant  a  charter  to 
a  IJniversity,  to  be  mainly  under  the 
control  of  the  Roman  Catholio  Bishops^ 
for  the  purpose  of  educating  the  Bo- 
man Catholio  laity.    I  am  not  going  to 
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enter  into  tbat  question  now ;  but  I  will 
ny  thu»  that  every  sincere  Roman  Catho- 
lio — certainly  every  Roman  Catholic  eccle- 
riastic — is  an  enemy  to  the  Protestant  Es- 
taUishment  in  Ireland ;  yet,  at  the  same 
time,  as  the  Government  professes  undi- 
ndnithed  affection  for  the  Protestant  Es- 
tablishment, it  proposes  to  hand  over  the 
education  of  the  middle  and  upper  classes 
of  the  Roman  Catholics — the  great  majo- 
rib^of  the  population — to  persons  to  whom 
it  la  DO  discredit  to  say  that  they  are  ne- 
eessarilyy  by  their  situation  and  creed,  the 
bitterest  enemies  the  Establishment  can 
possibly  have.     That  is  zigzag  the  first. 
The  next  one  was  still  more  striking.     I 
illade   to  the  letter  of  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  which  I 
think  has  not  received  the  consideration  it 
deserves.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
in  his  memorable  letter  that  he  had  formed 
s  Ministry  "  by  the  command  and  with 
the  approval  of  Her  Majesty."    I  do  not 
know  whether  those  words   are  merely 
ibrmal ;  but  if  they  are  more  than  formal, 
I  think  they  might  just  as  well  have  been 
omitted.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  goes 
on  to  say,  referring  to  a  memorial — 

"Such  expressions  of  feeling  on  the  part  of  in- 
isntial  bodies  of  my  countrymen  arc  encourag- 
h|ly  opportune.  We  have  heard  something  lately 
«ths  erisiB  of  Ireland.  In  my  opinion  the  crisis 
tf  Esgland  is  rather  at  hand  ;  for  the  purpose  is 
SM  afowed,  and  that  by  a  powerful  party,  of  de- 
itmjfaig  that  sacrod  union  between  Church  and 
Ststo  whioh  has  hitherto  been  the  chief  moans  of 
Mr  eifiliiation,  and  is  the  only  security  for  our 
RQimu  Uberty." 

Observe  the  words,  "now  avowed  by  a 
powerfel  party,  of  destroying  that  sacred 
uion  between  Church  and  State."  What 
Choieb,  and  what  State  ?  Of  course,  it  is 
pQftctiy  clear  it  is  an  inference  of  his 
own  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
|iot  forward  here.  What  we  avow  is  our 
ntention  to  break  the  connection  between 
^  Irish  Church  and  the  English  State. 

SSiAfFOBi)  NoRTHCOTB :  What  Church  ?] 
Irish  branch  of  the  English  Church, 
^  that  is  represented  as  if  this  influen* 
^  party  had  avowed  its  intention  of 
'"Hking  up  the  union  between  the  Church 
"^  Stdbe  altogether.  There  is  no  qualifi- 
^wn  whatever.  Then  the  right  hon. 
vQitleman  speaks  of  "  the  sacred  union  be- 
*nen  Chnroh  and  State/'  Why,  Sir,  the 
!*^  union,  as  it  is  called,  was  effected 
^theyear  1800  by  the  Act  of  Union;  it 
*•!  not  obtained  by  sacred  means  at  all. 
'Wiipsthe  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
^  take  a  note  of  this,  and  in  due  time 
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prove  how  a  thing  which  did  not  exist  be- 
fore the  Union,  and  was  created  by  the 
Act  of  Union,  can  possibly  be  sacred,  and 
whence  the  inspiration  came.  Ho  possibly 
knows  something  of  the  influence  under 
which  that  Parliament  acted ;  but  I  do  not 
think  he  will  call  it  sacred.  But  we  will 
pass  from  that  expression  to  consider  **  the 
chief  means  of  our  civilization."  What  is 
that?  The  Church  of  Ireland  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  actually  tells  us  that  our 
chief  means  of  civilization  is  the  Church  of 
Ireland;  and  that  the  only  security  for  our 
religious  liberty  is  this  very  Church  of  a 
small  minority,  which  religious  liberty,  un- 
able any  longer  to  endure  so  great  an  in- 
justice, has  risen  up  against,  resolved  to  see 
its  end.  That  letter  was,  no  doubt,  intended 
to  serve  a  purpose,  and  far  be  it  from  me 
to  say  it  will  not  do  so.  It  was  intended  to 
assure  a  certain  party  that  their  interests 
were  safe  in  the  hands  of  him  who,  in  his 
time,  has  played  many  parts,  and  now 
stands  forth  as  the  great  Protestant  cham- 
pion. The  experience  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  had  of  mankind  has  taught 
him  to  rely  much  on  their  gullibility.  I 
am  sorry  to  say  I  have  contributed  a  little 
to  his  opinion  of  mankind.  With  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  in  one  hand 
and  the  charter  for  the  Roman  Catholic 
University  in  the  other,  he  is  going,  by 
means  of  these  three  remarkable  lines  in 
this  letter,  to  establish  himself  at  the 
head  of  the  Protestant  and  No  Surrender 
party,  and  to  persuade  them  to  retain  him 
in  office.  But  for  once  he  has  over-esti- 
mated the  limits  of  their  gullibility.  Well, 
this  step  can  hardly  be  called  a  step. 
The  Catholic  University  has  hung  fire  :  it 
hangs  firo  still ;  and  I  do  not  believe  we 
are  to  hear  any  more  of  it.  I  took  tho 
liberty  to  say  it  is  a  pyrotechnical  display, 
and  I  believe  it  is.  It  may  be  described 
by  tho  lines  of  Virgil — 

"  Liquidis  in  nubibus  arsit  arundo, 
Signayitque  viam  flammis,  tenuesquo  recessit 
Consumpia  in  vcntos." 

It  shone  for  a  moment ;  it  was  dissipated  by 
tho  first  breath  of  opposition,  and  wo  shall 
hear  no  moro  of  it.  Well,  the  next  step  is 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn.  You  will  observe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  tho  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment has  been  poing  very  far ;  he  ap- 
pears as  a  very  high  Protestant  indeed,  and, 
in  accordance  with  tho  zigzag  policy  which 
guides  the  Government,  the  noble  Lord  has 
been  going  a  little  bit  the  other  way.     The 
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Imemorable  letter  appeared  in  The  Times 
me  morning,  and  on  the  very  same  after- 
Inoon,  so  necessary  was  it  to  tako  a  little 
relaxation  after  the  extraordinary  pitch  of 
religious   zeal   to   which   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  had  wound  himself  up,  that 
the  nohle  Lord  gave  notice  of  his  Amend- 
ment.    It  has   been   described   as  being 
]'*  obscurely  worded/'  but  I  am  bound  to 
Isay  it  is  by  no  means  obscure.     I  think  I 
lunderstand  it  perfectly,  and  I  will  state 
|what  I  think  it  means.     It  has  two  pro- 
positions.    In   the  first   place,  it  admits 
Ithat  conftidcrable  modifications  in  the  t(*ra- 
)oralities  in  the  Irish  Church  are — ["  No, 
10 1"]  I|beg  pardon — "  may  be  "  expedient. 
I"  Scandals "  was  the  word  used   by  the 
[Secretary  of  State  for  the  Foreign  Depart- 
lent.     Then,  what  do  these  words  mean  ? 
have  no   doubt  as  to  their  meaning 
jWhether  it  makes  for  or  against  my  argu- 
ment it  is  quite  clear  that  they  refer  to  the 
)ending  inquiry.     We  all  know  what  that 
iwas.     It  was  an  inquiry  into  the  admini- 
stration and  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church 
ind  how  they  could  best  be  improved.     It 
^as  attempted  to  add  to  the  scope  of  that 
Enquiry  by  the  addition   of  words   relat- 
ing to  a  more  equitable  distribution  of 
the  revenues;  but  these  words  were  re- 
jjected,  and  accordingly  there  can  be  no 
|doubt  that  the  Amendment  only  contem- 
)l^jtes  a  certain  re -adjustment  within  the 
IChurch.     That  is  a  fair  construction — I  do 
Inot  care  which  way  it  makes — of  the  word- 
ling  of  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment.  I  dare- 
Inay  you  might  get  rid  of  some  scandals, 
but  I  doubt  whether  that  would  improve 
matters  mucli ;    because  the  **  educated" 
;entleman,  of  whom  we  heard   tonight, 
[would  probably  be  needed  more  in  a  parish 
where  there  were  only  a  few  Protestants 
:han  where  there  were  a  great  many.     I 
do  not  enter  into  tha't.   All  that  the  words 
lo  is  to  pledge  the  Government  to  deal 
vith  internal  reforms  of  tho  Church  ;  and 
Ihen  it  adds  that  any  proposition  tending 
;o  the  dinestablishment  or  disendowment 
)f  the  Church  ought  to  be  reserved  for  the 
lecision  of  tho  new  Parliament.     We  had 
no  comment  upon  these  words  from  any 
ion.    Gentleman    who    spoke    from    the 
lenches   opposite.      But,    what  do    they 
uean  ?     I  apprehend    that  when  a   man 
jayp,  '•  I  have  got  a  box  for  the  play  to- 
light,    and    I    have  reserved    a   seat  for 
ou  " — that  constitutes  an  invitation  for 
no  to  go  to  the  play  witli  him ;  and  when 
le  tells  me,  *  I  have   got  a  dinner  party, 
ind   reserved   a  seat  for  you"   that    he 
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thereby  invites  me  to  dine  with  him ;  and, 
in  like  manner,  that  the  proposal  to  re- 
serve this  question  of  the  Irish  Church  for 
the  decision  of  the  new  Parliament  means, 
*'  1  invite  the  new  Parliament  to  deal  with 
it."  That,  then,  is  the  construction  of 
the  Amendment.  The  first  part  pledges 
the  Government  to  immaterial  alterations 
within  the  Church ;  the  second  invites  the 
new  Parliament  to  deal  with  the  Church 
as  it  chooses.  And  when  I  look  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  as  explanatory  of 
the  .Amendment  I  find  that,  speaking  for 
the  Government,  he  says — 

**  We  have  made  up  our  minds  to  two  things ;  the 
first  of  the»e  is  that  an  alteration  in  the  status"  tb« 
temporalities  of  the  Irish  Churoh  "  is  inefitable." 

The  noble  Lord,  speaking  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  goes  on  to  say,  *'  That  will 
be  the  first  business  of  any  Goyemment 
when  the  new  Parliament  assembles." 
Therefore,  I  say  that,  no  doubt,  is  the 
meaning  of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord.  I  do  not  blame  it  for  obscurity; 
but  I  blame  it,  if  he  will  allow  me  to  say 
so,  for  a  want  of  good  sense.  ['*  Oh,  oh  !"J 
Why  should  we  make  any  alteratioH  in  the 
Irish  Church;  why  should  we  pull  it  about 
and  transfer  its  funds  from  one  part  of  the 
country  to  another  if  we  do  not  intend  it 
be  permanent  and  enduring?  If  we  do 
anticipate  that  it  will  be  permanent  and 
enduring,  why  reserve  it  for  considemtion 
in  the  new  Parliament  ?  It  is  like  saying, 
**  I  approve  spending  large  sums  of  money 
this  year  in  beautifying  and  planting  Hyde 
Park,  reserving  for  the  consideration  of 
Parliament  next  year  whether  it  will  not 
bo  better  to  cut  it  up  into  streets  and  build 
upon  it."  I  come  now  to  that  part  of  tho 
speech  in  which  the  noble  Lord  introduced 
his  Motion.  That  speech,  I  think,  has 
bqen  very  ill-treated  by' his  own  party,  and 
for  this  reason.  I  really  do  not  see  how, 
if  such  a  Motion  was  to  be  proposed,  it 
could  have  been  supported  in  any  other 
manner  than  it  was.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  give  a  fair  and  honest  construction  of 
what  the  Motion  meant.  And  how  on 
earth  was  it  to  be  supported?  It  was 
very  easy  to  make  such  a  speech  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
n)ade.  But  he  spoke  against  the  Amend- 
ment. IS'othing  was  easier  than  to  do  that 
But  the  noble  Lord  was  under  the  melan- 
choly necessity — from  which  the  Home  Se- 
cretary felt  himself  to  be  quite  dispensed^* 
of  supporting  his  own  Motion.  We  really 
should  make  allowance  for  Gentlemen  in 
such  difficulties.    And  if  this  Motion  was 
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a  right  and  proper  Motion,  the   speech  four  of  tbem  he  expresses  no  opinion  what- 

of  the  noble  Lord  was  a  right  and  pro-  ever,  all  of  them  being  different  plans  of 

per  epeech  in  support  of  it.      Look  to  diReDdowment,  and  when  he  comes  to  the 

what  the  Foreign  Secretary  said — and  the  fifth,  which  is  a  scheme  involving  no  dis- 

importance  of  the  statement  rises  beyond  endowment,  that  he  discusses  with  a  sneer 

the  immediate  question  and  goes  to  the  as  an  idea  which  will  find  no  favour  with 

feiT  root  of  responsible  Government — he  the  House.      And  then   the  noble  Lord 

^ke  with  a  desire —  says,  with  great  simplicity,  having  enu- 

•"Thaft  th«  ideM  and  intentions  of  Uer  Ma-  merated  all  these  different  projects,  ''and 

JNty't  Government  in  objecting  to  the  Resolu-  it  is  into  this  great  chasm  that  you  invite 

tiont  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  shall  not  be  yg    to   plunge.*'      That    the    Government 

miiooiwtnied  or  misunderstood  either  here  or  out-  giio„ij    octuMllv  be    comuelleJ  to    ffive    a 

of.doon."^3  Sansard,  cxci.  495.]  7°^^*^   aciumiy  oe   compeuta  w   give   a 

_       -      *•           ,           .»          t,     -r     -..  clear  opinion   upon   the  Irish   Church— 

Therefore,   vou    have    the   noble   Lord  s  ^^at  misery,  what  horror!     There  was  a 

own  word  for  it-and  nobody  can  doubt  ^^^^  ^^^^  \^  ^^  considered  the  duty  of 

It  for  a  moment-that  in  what  he  said  ^^e  Government  of  England  to   give  its 

he  was  not    merely  the    organ    of  the  opinions  clearly  to  the  House  of  Commons; 

floTBrnraent  to  the  extent  of  moving  the  ^^^^^  the  Government  trusted  the  House 

Amendment,  but  that,  as  the  organ  of  the  j^   y^turn   for  confidence  reposed  by  the 

Government,  he  gave  vent  to  the  opinions  g^^g^  j^j  ^he  Government;  when  frankness 

which  he  expressed  in  the  course  of  that  j^,  the  communications  of  the  Government 

speech.     Let  us  see  what  some  of  those  ^^  ^1,^  correlative  of  trust  given  by  the 

opmiODS  were—  House— when  the  Government  guided,  led, 

**Probablj  there  is  not  one  educated  person  in  directed,  and  moderated  the  opinion  of  the 

a  tandred  who  wUl  fUnd  up  and  pretend  that  the  House  of  Commons.     But  we  all   know 

Iiuh  •oolefiastical  arrangements  as  they  exist  are  ^^        j                      x        j                  m^       •  i^f 

of  altogether  a  satis&otorj  kind."-[3  Bantard,  V^       ^^T^.^^^  P^J  *°2  .«^"®-    .  ^'^f  "8?J 

020j  4931  hon.  Gentleman  the  rnme  Minister  will 

Ton  may  say  that  relates  to  internal  ar-  ^  ''i?°^"  at  least  for  this  -  that  he  and 

laDgemenU;  but  see  what  follows:-"  If  the  Goremment  of  which  he  is  at  the 

yea  alter  the  present  appUcation  of  the  ^''^^  have  thoroughly  inaugurated  a  new 

iidowment."-that  might  mean,  perhaps,  era,  and  that  the  notion  that  a  Govern- 

tansferring  them  from  one  place  to  ano-  ment  is  bound  to  plunge  into  such  a  ohaBm 

tlier.  bat  mark  the  end  of  the  sentence-  '^J.'^'^i  ^^  !°''**^ri '"  '*»  '^"/  "?"- 

"what  wUl  you  do   with  them?"     The  "'tting  itself  to  a  bold,  clear,  outspoken 

BoUe  Loid  admite  that  he  is  puzzled  what  ^^'9^  °'V*^«  l^Yf  "^  rf,r*^''"V,''  T^ 

to  do  with  them,  as  many  other  persons  '«'";;_»»  ^  ^''^^^  f"'-     ^^'>  ««>"«»  ^^ 

bare  been  and  will  be  puzzled  what  to  do  "^^^ 

with  them.    I  will  not  enter  into  that  "  ^^  »?'"'"  ^^.^  P«>PO"tion».  <>»•  of  which  I 

fineation.    I  am  pointing  out  to  you  that  S^Ttlon'"^"'"  °*  f^'-"™''' ""»  """ 

jvm  or»m--the  second  man  in  the  Go-  y ;    j    ^y^    ^^^^        y^  j        self-evident 

Temment— oomes  forward  and  tells  us  he  m,.!.  h.  ,„„„:«,.*/»  ..^^f  -*  »ii 

qiMka  on  your  behalf,  and  that  he  is  de-  *•*'*  '*  '^"""'  °"  P"**^  "*  °"- 

termined  there  shall  be  no  mistake  as  to  "  "^^^  •»"•  modiBcation,  bo  it  what  it  may, 

ft.  mining  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  i°t:X;^-^rio^tuh^':!i/!;rr^* 
m  the  words  which  he  uses  and  the  senti- 

nents  which  he  expresses.  He  enumerates  What  does    "  status "    mean  ?     What  is 

five  different  plans  which  have  lately  come  *^®  status  of  a  woman  ?  Married  or  single. 

iiiider  public  notice,  and  of  the  last  of  What  is  the  status  of  a  Church  ?  Whether 

tb/ewt  he  nya ^^  ^^  Established  or  not.     Then  the  noble 

-  Lastly  eomei  an  idea  which  finds  great  favour,  ^^^  ^^^^^  "P  ^^  ^^^^  manner.  Ho  says— 

Ibelkre,  among  a  oortion  of  Irish  Churchmen,  **  Then  it  is  asked,  *  Why  not  meet  the  Motion 

sltboagh  I  am  bonnd  to  saj  1  do  not  think  it  is  by  a  direct  negative,  or  by  the  Previous  Ques- 

mm  tkal  a  reformed  Parliament  is  likely  to  adopt  tion  ?'     Simply  for  this  reason  :    either  one  or 

— Iha  aebcmff,  I  mean,  of  learing  untouched  the  the  other  of  those  courses  would  impW.  or  might 

IVotMUnt  endowmenti  as  a   whole,  but  rc-dis-  possibly  bcconsideied  as  implying,  that  we  objected 

tribatiDg  tbem  so  as  to  get  rid  of  the  scandal  to  this  question  being  dealt  with  at  all,  in  any 

whieh  •Tvrybodj  admite   to  exist— of  sinecure  form  or  at  any  time.     And  that  is  a  misconstruc- 

Ikfimn  aad  empty  churohet."— [3  Hansard,  cxci.  tion  against  which  we  reasonably  desire  to  guard." 

••••J  —[p.  600.] 

What  does  that  mean  ?    There  are  five  What  question  ?    The  status  of  the  Irish 

■^         which  he  paaaes  in  reriew ;  upon  Church  Establishment,  and  the  appropria- 
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;ion  of  its  endowments  to  other  purposes 
Ithan  that  of  the  Estahlishment.  So  that 
we  have  the  authority  of  the  noble  Lord 
for  saying  that  the  reason  this  peculiar 
course  was  taken  was  from  the  fear  lest 
it  might  be  concluded  that  the  Ministry 
really  meant  to  stand  by  the  Irish  Church. 
The  same  night  we  had  the  speech  of  the 
Solicitor  General— not  a  Member  of  the 
Cabinet  certainly,  but  still  Counsel  for  the 
Government,  and  as  such  speaking  in  some 
manner  on  behalf  of  the  Government  as  a 
whole.  And  I  must  make  this  remark, 
both  upon  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
and  that  of  the  Solicitor  General,  that  they 
seemed  to  have  been  prepared  with  very 
Ipeouliar  deliberation  and  accuracy;  and 
Ithat  whatever  errors  they  committed  were 
Icertainly  not  occasioned  by  too  rapid  or 
careless  improvisation.  The  Solicitor  Ge- 
Ineral  speaking  after  the  noble  Lord,  but 
|in  the  course  of  the  same  evening,  said — 

"  He  would  never  consent  to  leaTe  the  Protes- 
Itanti  of  Ireland  without  an  Established  and  an  en- 
Idowed  Church/'  and  declared  that  **  he  would  bo 
Ino  consenting  party  to  a  policy  which  carried 
Ito  the  extent  to  which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
jcarried  it,  must  result  in  a  religion  betrayed  and 
country  ruined." — [3  Hansard,  ozci.  601.] 

iThat  was  pretty  plain  speaking.  Of  course 
the  policy  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
referred  to  was  the  policy  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and 
not  opposed  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 
iThat  is  the  way  the  Government  treats 
Ithis  question.  Then,  the  next  nigbt  my 
tight  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
|B[)oke,  and  if  there  had  been  any  doubt 
lleft  as  to  the  extraordinary  proceedings  of 
Ithe  Government  his  speech  rauet  have  re- 
Imoved  it.  From  beginning  to  end  he  never 
Inoticed  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
[Member  for  King's  Lynn.  He  never  said 
la  word  about  it.  But  every  single  position 
Ithat  the  noble  Lord  took  up  he  most  em- 
Iphatically  denied  and  denounced.  Let 
[anyone  on  the  other  side  who  thinks  I  do 
pot  say  the  truth  say  *'No."  He  began 
|by  denying  the  tnith  of  some  observations 
hich  had  been  made  about  the  conduct  of 
|the  Government  upon  the  lleform  question 
last  year,  and  he  gave  a  short  but  most 
ladmirable  reason  for  their  conduct.  He 
;ot  rid  of  all  the  diflSculty  as  to  which 
iome  invidious  observations  had  been  made 
)y  my  noble  Friend  below  the  Gangway 
)y  the  statement  that  it  was  not  a  matter 
|of  principle  at  all.  Well,  I  think  that  was 
capital  answer.  It  was  a  matter  of  degree, 
|he  said ;  of  a  little  more  or  less.   "Whether 

Mr.  Lowe 


we  should  continue  to  live  under  an  aris- 
tocracy, which  he  had  always  fought  for 
and  prayed  for  and  approved  ;  or  under  a 
democracy  which  he  had  always  derided 
and  denounced,  it  was  only  a  matter  of 
degree  !   Then  we  come  to  this :  he  saye^- 

"  Supposing  we  had  met  these  Resolutions  bj 
a  direct  negative — which,  as  fiir  as  I  am  person- 
ally concerned,  I  should  be,  and  am,  perfeotly 
prepared  to  do."— [8  Eansard,  cxoi.  580.] 

This,  the  House  will  observe,  is  a  latent 
censure  on  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment 
as  strong  as  words  can  imply.  He  then 
takes  upon  himself — and  I  do  not  blame 
him  for  it — to  answer  for  the  Government. 
He  says — 

"  I  will  give  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  no  other 
pledge  than  this,  that  we  will  act  in  aooordanoe 
with  the  former  part  of  the  Amendment.  .  .  . 
But  if  you  ask  us  to  go  further,  I  will  say,  at  least, 
for  myself,  as  I  have  upon  former  occasions,  that 
I  will  not  bo  a  party  to  a  measure  for  disestab- 
lishing the  IrUh  Church.— [iM>  597.] 

Now,  what  is  that  but  saying  '*I  will  go 
with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  as  far  as  the  first  part  of  the  Beao- 
lution,  and  I  will  oppose  to  the  utmost  of 
my  power  the  second  part  of  it?"  I  am 
not  making  any  comment  as  to  who  is 
right  or  who  is  wrong ;  but  I  want  to  show 
the  House  the  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment meets  the  ease.  I  have  now  finished 
reading  these  extracts,  which,  I  am  snre, 
will  be  a  great  relief  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  I  ask  the  House  to  consider 
what  all  this  amounts  to.  Here  you  have 
the  Government  acting  in  the  most  incon- 
sistent manner,  setting  up  at  one  moment 
zeal  for  the  Church,  and  the  next  moment 
willing  to  intrust  the  education  of  the 
young — one  of  the  most  sacred  of  charges 
— to  the  hands  of  its  bitterest  enemies. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  comes  forward  with  a 
letter  which  out-Herods  Herod  in  the 
extraordinary  height  to  which  it  carries 
the  principle  of  an  Establishment;  and  the 
very  next  day  we  have  the  noble  Lord 
proposing  an  Amendment  which  virtually 
gives  up  the  principle  of  an  Establish- 
ment altogether,  or  which  reserves  the 
principle  for  the  next  Parliament,  leaving 
it  to  that  Parliament  to  decide  what  is  to 
be  done.  But,  as  if  that  was  not  enough 
you  put  up  another  Minister,  who  takes  a 
different  part.  First,  you  have  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn,  who 
argues  the  question  in  the  spirit  of  the 
llesolutions  before  the  House;  the  next 
day  you  have  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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ihe  Seoratarj  for  the  Home  Department, 
who  gets  up  to  denj  everything  the  noble 
Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  said — to  deny 
what  he  asserted  on  your  behalf,  and  to 
assert  on  your  behalf  what  he  denied  the 
day  before.    And  that  is  the  manner  in 
which  yoa  think  it  right,  and  decorous, 
and  worthy  the  dignity  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  treat  this  question !     It  is 
nothing  new  to  us  to  observe  these  things 
—to  aee  the  Government  change  its  atti- 
tude— to  find  that  there  should  be  a  com- 
ets change  in  the  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  House.     We  now  find  that 
the    Gtovernment,    instead    of    initiating 
measures,  throw  out,  like  the  cuttle  fish, 
of  which  we  read  in  Victor  Hugo's  novel, 
ill  sorts  of  tentacula  for  the  purpose  of 
catching  up  something  which  it  may  ap- 
propriate and  make  its  own.     First  one 
thing  is  thrown  out,  and  then  another; 
and  when  anything  does  not  take,  it  is 
withdrawn  immediately,  and  the  Minister 
repudiates  it,  and  disavows  those   who 
brought  it  forward.     Consequently,  in  the 
political  vocabulary,  we  have  a  new  sobri- 
quet introduced,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire's  ''nine- 
pnu.'*     But  you  were  not  content  with 
the  inconsistency  which  I  have  pointed 
out  to  the  Uouse.     You  could  not  exceed 
tibe  inconsistencies  of  last  year.    You  have 
done  your  best  this  year,  but  you  are  not 
sUe  to  come  up  to  your  inconsistencies  of 
hst  year  ;   the  nature  of  things  docs  not 
lUow  it     You  have  initiated  a  new  idea 
in  Parliament.     It  is  the  first  experiment 
sf  the  kind,  and  I  certainly  hope  it  ^  ill 
be  the  last.    You  have  recently  taken  to 
do  ihia^-to  put  forward  successively  two 
Gentlemen  holding  the  highest  offices,  ex- 
cept one,  in  the  Government,  to  contradict 
Cich  other  and  state  contradictory  lines  of 
policy  to  this  House.     The  one  says  you 
m  in  favour  of  making  any  moditication 
in  the  Irish  Church  ;  and  the  other  says 
joa  will  not  listen  to  any  such  proposal ; 
10  ihat  those  who  like  may  vote  with  the 
Foreign  Secretary,  and  those  who  do  not 
Hke  to  vote  with  him,  may  vote  with  the 
Seoetary  for  the  Home  Department,  the 
qocitiaii  before  the  House  being  the  same 
all  the  time.    The  House  of   Commons 
has  endured  a  good  deal  of  this  kind  of 
thing.     We  have  been  all  lowered  by  it. 
The  GoTemment  has  been  lowered  by  it ; 
the  Houae  of  Commons  has  been  lowered 
hj  it ;  and  the  estimation  in  which  public 
men  are  held  by  the  country  has,  I  fear, 
been  imtrievaUy  lowered  by  it.    I  rise 


to  denounce  as  strongly  as  I  can  these 
innovations.     I  think  it  was  enough  to 
have  the  ground  of  the  Government  shifted 
from  the  letter  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
in  one  day — to  go  from  one  pole  to  the 
other  in  a  single  jump — I  think  that  was 
enough ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
a  man  of  daring  genius,  and  has  reached 
his  culminating  point  of  audacity.     In  his 
letter  he  puts  forward  the  connection  be- 
tween Church  and  State  as  sacred ;  but  in 
the  Amendment  he  expresses  his  willing- 
ness to  invite  the  attention  of  Parliament 
to  the  propriety  of  abolishing  that  connec- 
tion in  Ireland.     He  has  been  guilty  of 
many  inconsistencies ;  but  inconsistencies 
do   not    satisfy  the   right  hon.   Gentle- 
man.    He  must  eoar  a  littlo  higher ;  and 
actually  two  Members  of  his  Cabinet  come 
forward  with  two  absolutely  contradictory 
lines  of  policy  on  one  of  the  highest  and 
most  important  subjects  that  can  engage 
the  attention  of  Parliament.     I  can  add 
nothing  on  this  subject.     I  lament  all  this 
more  than  1  chu  express ;  because,  without 
speculating  very  closely  on  the  future  of 
a  now  Parliament,  of  this  I  am  certain, 
that  the  vessel  of  the  Stato  is  going  to 
enter  on  stormy  waters,  and  should  enter 
on  them  in  good  trim.     I  think  that  the 
peril  which  is  to  be  attributed  to  the  con- 
version of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
last  year,  has  been  immensely  aggravated 
by  their  manner  of  conducting  the  busi- 
ness of  the  House.    I  see  from  it  the  most 
disastrous    results.      Everyone   says  that 
there  is  no  honesty,  and  that  no  institu- 
tion is  secure  for  a  moment.     [^Ironical 
che&ra,']     Those    Gentleman   who    voted 
so  steadfastly  for  household  sufirago  last 
year   do   well   to    cheer.      These   things 
come — no  doubt  rightly — before  the  time 
of  the   Parliament    to  which  your  Vote 
of  last  year  will   give  rise,  and  which 
appears  to  us  now  only  by  the  shadow 
which  it  casts  before  it.     "Why  have  they 
been  antedated }     Because,  since  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues  have 
adopted  tliis   line,   every  one  feels  that 
when  institutions  are  attacked,  which  the 
Executive  Government  ought  naturally  to 
defend,  the  Government  will  not  step  for- 
ward to  defend  them,  but  will  even  en- 
deavour to   wrest   out  of  tho  hands  of 
others  the  carriage   of    tho   question  in 
order  to  more  effectually  destroy  those  in- 
stitutions.    Therefore  it  is  that,  not  only 
changes  aro  made  and  will  be  made,  but 
will  be  mado  with  violence,  rapidity,  and 
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\g  at  the  yiews  propounded  by  the  right 
ion.  Gentleman  the  Member   for  South 

mcashire,  and  to  the  probability  of  his 

ung  again  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
le  almost  feared  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

n'ght,  at  some  future  period,  propose  to 
[ake  the  property  of  the  Church  for  sup- 
)lyiDg  the  exigencies  of  the  State.  We 
lad  seen  in  other  countries  what  had 
followed  the  disendowment  of  Churches, 
'hey  hardly  knew  yet  what  would  be  the 
^fifect  of  the  confiscation  of  Church  pro- 
>crty  in  Italy ;  but  they  knew  that  many 
rears  ago  the  same  thing  occurred  in 
France.  The  Government  of  that  coun 
[ry  said  on  that  occasion,  **  We  will  take 

ire  to  provide  for  the  clergy — if  we  con- 
Lscate  their  property  we  will  make  provi- 
^on  for  them."     What  provision  did  they 

lake  ?    He  did  not  know  whether  they 
;ave  them  churches  and  residences ;   but 
regarded  incomes,  in  the  case  of  large 

Irishes  the  sum  allowed  was  £80  a  year, 
middling  parishes  £60,  and  in  small 
parishes  £48.  Would  that  be  the  provi- 
sion made  for  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Ihurch  in  Ireland  when  it  was  discn- 
lowcd  ?  He  did  not  see  how  the  principle 
>f  disendowment  could  be  carried  out  in  Ire- 
land, unless  they  also  adopted  it  in  Wales, 

^here  the  Established  Church  was  in  a 

dnority.     When  the  Church  went  in  Ire- 

md  and  in  Wales  we  might  tremble  then 
for  the  Church  of  England.  The  right 
ion.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  had  done  justice  to  the  labours  of 
[he  Irish  clergy ;  and  there  was  a  letter 
|n  The  Times  of  to-day  from  the  Knight 
>f  Kerry,  in  which  ho  said — 

**  Assuming  absonteeisin  to  be  an  evil,  and  be- 
lieviog  that  one  of  the  most  real  and  tangible 
rants  of  Ireland  is  that  of  resident  men  of  edu- 
cation and  position,  especially  in  tho  more  remote 
listricts,  it  is  well  to  remember  that,  putting 
Lside  for  a  moment  the  religious  aspect  of  tho 
kase,  you  have,  as  matters  stand  now,  in  tho  Pro- 
iestant  clergymen  an  educated  gentleman,  with  a 
k?rtain  income,  residing  in  every  parish  in  Ireland. 

hose  who  are  acquainted  with  the  poorer  and 
|esB  civilized  parts  of  this  country,  and  who  ro- 

lember  tho  sad  years  of  the  famine,  will  bear  me 
)ut  when  I  say  that  it  would  not  be  easy  to  exag- 
fcrato  tho  amount  of  good  dono  at  that  trying 
[imcby  the  Protestant  clergy." 

[e,  too,  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  poor 
>f  Ireland  deprived  of  the  services  of  the 
^rotestant  clergy.  It  was  a  very  common 
thing  for  the  poor  to  remit  their  money  to 
[he  savings  banks  through  the  medium  of 
rotestant  clergymen.  He  trusted  the 
lovernment  would  accept  the  challenge 
thrown  out  to  them   by   the  right  hon, 

Mr,  Horsfall 


Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire. He  would  ask  them,  ''Bo  you 
mean  to  take  your  stand  on  the  Irish 
Church?  Then  do  so,  and  go  to  the 
country  upon  that  question."  He  had  had 
the  honour  of  presenting  a  petition  signed 
by  10,000  inhabitants  of  Liverpool,  and 
another  signed  by  eighty-five  clergymen  in 
that  town  against  the  disestablishment  of 
that  Church,  and  he  knew  that  in  yarious 
parts  of  the  country  a  very  strong  feeling 
existed  against  such  a  policy.  He  believed 
that  if  the  Government  went  to  the  coun- 
try, either  now  or  in  January,  it  would 
support  them.  The  Home  Secretary  had 
quoted  from  a  speech  of  Sir  James  Graham 
in  1835,  and  he  (Mr.  Horsfall)  had,  as  a 
stranger,  listened  to  a  speech  of  his  upon 
the  same  subject,  and  he  would  make  a 
part  of  that  speech  his  own.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  If  the  Irish  Charch  is  doomed  to  faU,  happier 
is  the  inan  who  shall  perish  in  its  ruins  than  ho 
who  surviyes  the  fall." 

Mb.  CLIYE  said,  he  would  stand  but  a 
'Very  few  moments  between  Irish  Memben 
and  the  House.  The  House  would  not 
suspect  him  of  wishing  to  recapitulate  tiie 
arguments  of  this  debate.  Indeed,  he  had 
been  able  to  get  up  but  little  enthusiaBm 
on  the  subject.  There  were,  however,  one 
or  two  speeches  which  he  must  notioe. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Horsfall)  said,  that  in  the 
event  of  the  Irish  Church  being  disestab- 
lished, tho  Northern  Protestants  would 
be  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  Now,  his 
experience  was  entirely  at  variance  with 
this  conclusion,  and  ho  disbelieved  it  en- 
tirely. Moreover,  the  hon.  Member  repro- 
duced tho  argument  of  Dr.  O'Brien  as  to 
the  area  of  some  of  tho  parishes  in  Ire- 
land. Kilcommon  was  his  instance.  A 
great  portion  of  that  parish  belonged  to 
him  (Mr.  Olive),  and  he  could  answer  for 
it  there  was  little  there  for  a  clergyman  to 
look  after.  There  were  grouse  and  snipes, 
but  no  roads,  except  those  which  he  had 
made,  and  which,  by  the  way,  had  given 
a  great  deal  of  employment  to  the  people, 
thereby  proving  that  landlords  w^re  not 
altogether  so  bad  as  they  were  represented 
to  be.  Well,  then,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Serjeant  Armstrong) 
told  them  on  that  side  of  the  House  that 
there  was  a  great  aversion  towards  the 
Protestant  clergy,  on  the  part  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  population.  Now,  he 
had  known  Ireland  well  for  twenty  years, 
before,  during,  and  since  the  faminOi  and 
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he  oovld  undertake  to  say  that  the  state- 
ment had  no  foundation   whatever,  and 
that  no  hody  of  men  over  did  their  duty 
more  eonscientiously  than  the  Irish  clergy. 
The  only  fault  found  with  them  was  that 
they  belonged  to  the  Church  of  the  mi- 
nority.     He  thought  but  little  of  some  of 
the  arguments  used.     He  cared  nothing 
for  the  Coronation  Oath ;  he  was  not  cx- 
eited  by  the  5th  Article  of  the  Union.   On 
the  other  hand,  he  did  not  believe  that 
these  Resolutions  were  a  panacea  for  the 
lo-called  woes  of  Ireland — woes  in  which 
he  hardly  thought  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  implicitly  believed,  and  which  he 
was  sure  were  grossly  exaggerated.     If 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  take  the  trouble  of 
going  through  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Maguire),  and  before  the  Lords' 
Committee,  they  would  find  that  his  (Mr. 
Olive's)  statement  was  true ;  and  more  par- 
ticularly if  they  would  study  the  evidence 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  him- 
self.   They  would  find  it  eloquent  and  im- 
pressive ;  but  of  proof  there  was  nothing. 
ureat  English  and  Irish  landlords  were 
really  doing  all  they  could.     Some  small 
resident   landlords  there    were    in    Ire- 
landy  as  elsewhere,  who  might  not  perform 
their  duties,  but  their  number  was  rapidly 
decreasing.     At  the  time  when  Sir  George 
Lewis  published  his  work  on  Irish  dis- 
turbances, and  ever  since,  he  had  been 
of  opinion  that  perfect  religious  equality 
should  prevail  in  Ireland  ;  that  the  Church, 
as  Established  and  privileged,  should  cease 
to  esist ;  and  theretbre  the  first  Kesolution 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he  was  pre- 
pared to  support.     But  disendowment  and 
the  absence  of  all    pecuniary  assistance 
were  very  different  things.    To  the  vo- 
luntary system  he  entirely  objected — first, 
because  in  the  older  creeds,  in  the  words 
of  Sir  George  Lewis,  such  as  the  Greek 
and  Boman  Catholic,  it  led  to  superstition, 
in  the  Protestant  to  fanaticism.     Hence 
we  had  the  anxious  sect,  the  oamp  meet- 
ingSy  and  the  revivals  of  America.    Again, 
he  oljjected  to  the  voluntary  principle  be- 
cause he  held  it  to  be  entirely  inapplicable 
to  a  country  where  the  population  was 
thinly  scattered  over  a  large  area.     He 
did  not  qnite  understand  the  Resolutions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  expla- 
nation in  his  speeoh  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  he  intended  to  provide  for  the  ofEces 
of  religion  or  the  support  of  the  ministers. 
Es  said  that  three-fii'ths,  or  perhaps  two- 
ttiida  of  the  reyennes  might  renotain  to  the 


Protestant  Church;  but  he  (Mr.  Clive) 
was  unable  to  comprehend  how  this  was 
to  be  brought  about,  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  explain  his 
views  on  this  point.  One  word  as  to  the 
lri<th  Church  Commission.  Ho  knew  well 
that  the  Commission  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question  of  the  establishment  or 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church  ;  and 
assuming  that  the  first  Kesolution  was 
carried,  all  the  further  arrangements  might 
well  come  from  that  body.  He  was  quite 
satisfied  that  the  statistics,  which  would 
be  put  in  a  convenient  form,  would  show 
that  a  half  or  two-thirds  of  the  revenues 
might  be  saved,  that  the  staff  of  the  Church 
might  be  very  much  diminished,  and  that 
there  would  be  ample  funds  for  all  the  re- 
ligious bodies  in  Ireland,  if  they  would 
accept  them.  He  did  not  know  himself 
why  they  should  not  accept  them  ;  but  he 
did  not  wish  to  leave  the  Protestant 
Church  without  endowment  or  pecuniary 
assistance,  and  he  thought  if  it  were  so 
left  it  would  be  the  worse  for  the  country. 
In  expressing  these  opinions  he  spoke  as  a 
resident,  and  as  one  who  passed  a  great 
deal  of  his  time  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  LEFllOY  said,  at  a  crisis  so  mo- 
mentous as  the  present  he  would  gladly 
have  left  the  defence  of  his  Church  to  abler 
hands  than  his  own.  As,  however,  the 
Resolutions  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire materially  effected  the  interests  of  the 
constituency  which  he  represented,  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  express,  as  forcibly  as  he 
could,  his  objections  to  them.  He  re- 
gretted that  so  much  party  spirit  had  been 
infused  into  this  debate,  and  should  have 
been  much  better  pleased  to  hear  a  matter 
so  solemn  and  important  as  the  one  under 
consideration  discussed  in  a  fairer  and 
more  becoming  spirit,  and  with  the  simple 
object  of  ascertaining  what  was  tho  best 
that  could  be  done  under  the  circum- 
stances. Ireland  on  this,  as  well  as  on 
many  former  occasions,  had  been  mado 
the  battle-field  of  political  warfare.  He 
deeply  lamented  that  such  should  be  the 
case.  He  felt  some  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  this  subject ;  because,  if  he  made  any 
references  to  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men present,  he  would  be  told  that  he  was 
indulging  in  the  argumentum  ad  hominem, 
which  was  offensive.  If  he  alluded  to  the 
opinions  of  able  statesmen  who  had  passed 
a  way,  ho  would  probably  be  told  that  the 
opinions  of  public  men  change  now  so 
rapidly,  that  those  of  the  statesmen  of 
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)nner  times  would  probably  have  changed 
Iso  if  they  had  lived  in  the  present  times. 

he  cnllod  attention  to  the  ancient  his- 
)ry  of  the  Church,  he  might  be  told  that 
was  as  uninteresting  as  an  old  almanack. 
lC   objected   to   the  Kesolutions   of  the 
|ght  hon.    Gentleman   as   being    uncon- 
uitutional,  unjust,  and  calculated  to  pro- 
luce  much  mischief  to  the  whole  united 
impiro,  as  well  qs  to  Ireland.     The  first 
Resolution,   which  embodied  the   attack, 
'as  unconstitutional,   because  it   was  at 
triance   with   the   Act   of  Union.     The 
btack  made  upon  the  Irish  clergy  by  the 
Ion.  and  learned  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
jerjeant  Armstrong)  he  believed  to  be  un- 
ist  and   unfounded.      The  Irish   clergy 
'ere  a  most  estimable  body  of  men,  and 
'ere  never  found  deficient  in  the  sacred 
juties  they  had  to  discharge.     The  Reso- 
itions  were  unjust,  because  they  took  by 
irprise  tliat  portion  of  the  Irish  people 
'ho  belonged  to  the  Established  Church. 
lO  notice  had  been  given  them  of  this 
btempt  to  deprive  them  of  their  property 
id  rights,  and  they  had  no  opportunity 
forded  them  of  preparing  for  the  crisis, 
fhis  attack  on  the  Irish  Church  could  not 
id   without  inflicting  injury  upon  the 
lingdom  at  large.      (That  the  attack  on 
)ie  Irish  Church  would  be  more  dangerous 

England  than  had  been  represented  in 
lat  House  was  sufficiently  proved  by  a 
[assage  which  ho  quoted  from  a  paper, 
'j)rescntiiig,  as  he  said,  popular  lecliiig 

the  subject  ;  and  it  was  also  indicated 

ly  the    tone   of    the    French    papers    on 

|iis  debate.)     In  respect  to  the  Act  of 

nion,  whilst  ho  did  not,  for  a  moment, 

|eny   that  Parliament  had  a  legal   right 

repeal  any  Act  it  had  passed,  he  yet 

boked  upon  the  Act  of  Union  as  wholly 

|iffercnt  trom  an  ordinary  Act.     That  Act 

as  lounded  on  a  solemn  compact,  entered 

ito  hv  the  Britijjh  Government  for  the 

lainteiiauce   of   the   Established    Church 

Ireland,    and    ho   contended    that  the 

[ousc  had  no  right  to  deprive  the  Pro- 

Listants  of  Ireland  of  the  benefits  of  their 

lliurch,  which  were  secured  to  them  by 

[lat  compact.    Lord  Castlereagh,  the  great 

iuister  of  that  dav,  when  the   Act   of 

nion  was  passed,  characterized  that  mea- 

nre  as  one   establishing  one    State,    one 

legislature,  and  one  Church,  and  said  that 

jicorporuled  with  the  English  Church,  the 

pish  Church  would  be  based  upon  such  a 

rong  and  national  foundation  as  to  raise  it 

[bove  all  fear.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

le  Member  for  South  Lancashire  had  also 

Mr,  Lefroy 


said,  according  to  the  letter  quoted  the 
other  evening  by  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department — 

''In  any  measure  dealing  >nrith  the  Irish 
Church,  I  think,  though  I  scarcely  expect  ever  to 
he  called  upon  to  share  in  such  a  measure,  the 
Act  of  Union  must  be  rccognJEed  and  must  bare 
important  consequences,  espcciallj  with  reference 
to  the  position  of  the  hierarchy." 

The  second  Resolution  was  of  great  im- 
portance ;  but  it  could  not  be  acted  upon 
until  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed 
empowering  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners to  carry  out  its  principle.  He  be- 
lieved, indeed,  that  if  those  Commission- 
ers were  to  act  in  the  way  it  directed,  they 
would  be  liable  to  be  brought  before  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  not  exercising 
the  functions  intrusted  to  them.  In  the 
speeches  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (BIr.  Maguire),  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart 
Mill)  or  the  many  other  addresses  they 
had  heard  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
there  was  nothing  to  show  that  the  Church 
in  Ireland  presented  a  substantial  griev- 
ance to  the  people  of  that  country  generally. 
On  the  contrary,  The  Cork  Reporter ^  7^ 
Tablet,  and  many  of  the  other  organs  of 
Catholic  opinion,  attributed  the  discontent 
and  disloyalty  of  the  people  to  far  different 
causes.  He  admitted  that  the  conduct  of 
some  of  the  Irish  Bishops  and  clergy  in  the 
times  of  Charles  I.  and  Charles  II „  and 
even  in  the  reigu  of  George  I.,  was  by  no 
means  creditable  to  the  Church  ;  but 
the  fault  lay  with  the  English  Govern- 
ment, which  made  had  appointments.  A 
vast  improvement  had  taken  place  within 
the  last  century.  Churches  had  increased, 
the  working  clergy  had  increased,  and 
leligion  had  advanced  with  great  rapidity. 
Within  the  last  twenty-five  years  the 
churches  in  one  district  had  increased  bv 
twenty  five,  and  the  working  clei'gy  in 
proportion.  The  voluntary  subscriptions 
paid  into  the  Ecelesiastical  Commissioners' 
hands,  for  building,  enlarging,  and  re- 
pairing churches,  since  that  Board  was 
established  in  1834,  amounted  to  nearly 
£200,000.  In  Dublin.  Cork,  Tuam,  Kil- 
more,  Limerick,  and  many  other  places, 
they  also  witnessed  large  sums  expended 
voluntarily  on  the  construction  of  new 
cathedrals  and  churches,  or  repair  of  the 
old  ones,  which  did  not  pass  through  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners'  office  ;  and, 
as  an  example,  he  need  only  refer  to  the 
munificent  conduct  of  one  of  onr  most  dis- 
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tingoisbed  oitizens  of  Dablin  in  effecting 
the  restoration  of  the  Cathedral  of  St. 
Patrick  at  an  outlay  of  £130,000.  He 
wonld  have  preferred  these  Resolutions 
being  met  by  a  direot  negative,  but  he 
would  support  the  Amendment  upon  the 
ground  that  an  opportunity  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  Royal  Commission  to  state 
their  opinion  upon  the  subject  before  Par- 
liament proceeded  to  legislate  at  all  on  the 
snbject.  He  objected  to  the  alienation 
of  the  funds  of  the  Church ;  but  he  should 
be  pleased  to  see  such  a  re- distribution  of 
those  funds  as  would  render  the  Church 
more  efficient. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  gave  the 
House  an  elaborate  account  of  the  vast 
number  of   churches  that  had  been  built, 
and  of  the  largo  sums  that  had  been  ex- 
pended in  repairing  the  houses  of  worship 
used  by  the  Anglican  clergy.     The  vast 
expenditure  ho  thus  described  he  used  as 
an  aigument  against   disestablishing  and 
disendowing  the  State  Church  in  Ireland  ; 
bat  he  omitted  all  reference  to  the  fact 
that  these   ohurches  were   nearly  empty 
on  each  Sabbath  day,  and  to  the  not  less 
important  fact  that,  with  the  noble  ex- 
eepiion  of  the  unfoUowed  example  sot  by 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Dublin,  the 
sams  expended  on  the  building,  the  ex- 
tending,  and    the  repairing  of  Anglican 
ehurohea  in  Ireland  were  paid  not  by  tho 
Anglicans  themselves,  but  from  the  State 
hnds.     [**No!"]     He  begged  to  assure 
the  hon.  Gfentlemen  who  said  '*  No,  "  that 
if  they  took  the  trouble  to  investigate  the 
facts  they  would  find  that  on  an  average 
there  were  more  than  £50,000  a  year  paid 
fcr  the  building  and  repairing  of  the  Fro- 
tvstsnt  Churches  of  Ireland  by  tho  Irish 
Seelesiastical  Commissioners.     The  figures 
far  1864  were  £51,000,  for  1865  £52,000, 
■sd  for  1866  £71,000.  and  the  scries  of 
i^Mrts  wonld  show  that  £50,000  a  year 
^w  below  the  average  cost  of  fabrics  to 
^  pubh'o  ;  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know 
^POQ  what  pretence  the  Irish  Church  could 
1*7  daim  to  consideration,  because  of  the 
^^^t  spent  on  Church  buildings,  when 
^  thit  money  was  supplied  from  the  na- 
JjJlsl  Church  Fund,  and  not  by  the  mem- 
^  of  the  Anglican    faith.      The  hon. 
Vembor  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Horsfali),  who 
IIT'^^M  the  hon.   Member   for    Dublin 
^sirenity  on  the  same  side,  entered  into 
*  diaeaasion  on    the   difierence  between 
Wih(«,  of  which  there  2,400  in  Ireland, 
"^benisAoeai  of  whioh  there  were  1,610. 
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The  distinction  was  a  just  one,  but  the 
argument  based  on  it  was  not  tenable. 
The  consolidation  of  these  2,400  parishes, 
into  1,510  benefices,  arose  from  the  fact 
that  there  were  no  congregations  in  many 
of  the  parishes,  and  two,  three,  four,  and 
sometimes  as  many  as  nine  parishes  were 
converted  into  one  benefice  to  make  up 
one  congregation.  The  consolidation  did 
not  arise  from  the  smallness  of  the  paro- 
chial area,  but  from  the  absence  of  Angli- 
can inhabitants,  and  occasionally  from  the 
desire  to  give  a  good  income  to  a  friend. 
He  would  illustrate  the  question,  the  dis- 
cussion of  whioh  was  raised  for  the  first 
time  in  that  debate  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool,  by  the  circumstances  of  the 
united  dioceses  of  Limerick,  Ardfcrt,  and 
Aghadoe.  There  were  in  these  dioceses 
1B3  parishes,  and  of  the  183  no  less  than 
22  had  not  one  Anglican  resident.  Yet 
in  these  22  parishes,  in  which  no  Anglican 
was  to  be  found,  there  was  a  Catholic 
population  larger  than  the  total  Anglican 
population  of  tlie  three  united  dioceses. 
Tliere  were,  however,  parishes  in  which 
some  Anglicans  were  to  be  found,  which 
presented  a  case  hardly  better  than  those 
in  which  no  Anglicans  existed.  There 
were  68  parishes  in  these  three  united 
dioceses  in  which  the  total  Anglican  po- 
pulation amounted  to  a  number  that  if 
equally  distributed  would  give  just  one 
Anglican  family  for  each  parish,  not  one 
of  the  68  having  three  families  residing  in 
it.  lie  submitted  that  these  68  parishes 
out  of  the  183  parislies  of  one  diocese,  no 
one  of  which  had  three  whole  Anglican 
families  resident,  and  the  oggregate  of 
which  gives  but  one  family  for  each  of  tho 
68  parishes,  is  a  far  more  damaging  fact 
for  the  Irish  Church,  than  was  the  fact 
that  there  were  199  parishes  in  Ireland 
without  one,  which  the  Bishops  contrived 
to  smother  out  of  you  by  uniting  other 
parishes  into  benefices.  AVnat  is  the  Ca- 
tholic population  of  these  68  parishes  ?  The 
Anglican  population  is  360,  including  all 
the  paid  Church  officials  and  their  house- 
holds, and  the  Catholic  population  is 
76,035.  Having  said  so  much  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpoors  argument  as  to 
the  small  area  of  tlie  parishes  which  have 
no  Anglicans,  he  would,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  give  him  a  few  illus- 
trations as  to  what  Irish  benefices  as  dis- 
tinct from  parishes  are.  The  diocese  of 
Cloyne  has  its  parishes  consolidated  into 
80  benefices.  Of  these  there  are  no 
less  than   bb,  in  no   one  of  which  does 
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e  gran  AagliMn  population  ezoeed  13 

Lniliea.    Then  an  80,  in  no  one  of 

Liob  ia  there  more  than  6  families — 

Id,  deducting  the  family  of  the  clergy* 

in,  vho  ia  in  each  oaae  p4id  for  rending, 

a  total  number  of  Anglican  funilies  in 

e  SO  beneflcee  is  44— and  for  the  spi- 

Kual  inatruotion  of  these  44  familiea  there 

Iraised  a  paroohial  rcTenne  of  £6,626. 

I  would    give  the  hon.    Uember  for 

rpool  anolher  group  of  benefieet  with 

_  r  An^iean  popnlatiooa.    There  were 

I  benefices  in  Uie  qune  dicoeae,  the  nnm- 

Ir  of  Anglican  famiiies  in  which  (dednet- 

Jg  thoee  of  the  dargTmoi  who  were  pro- 

Irbia]  fi)r  la^  famiUea)  was  110,  and 

^  theae  110  ttie  parochial  rerenue  was 

p,406,  giring  fiir  the  lfi4  bmilies  a  gioas 

[roohial  oost  of  £14,032  a  year,  or  in  47 

Itbe  80  baneScee  of  this  tma  diooeaa  an  an- 

^al  parent  by  the  general  pnblio,  apart 

Itm  building  dinrohes,  sappljring  requi- 

'aa,  and  epiwcmal  anpeniaion,  amonnU 

g  to  an  annual  coat  of  £136  B«.  llU. 

1  hoped  the  House  would  agree  with 

0,  after  connderisg  these  flgnree,  that 

I  benefices   with   fRctitioui  congrega- 

0*  wen  eren  worse  than  the  parisbea 

■th  no   Anglican   congregationB.    BvX, 

\  &ot,  what  was  true  of  the  two  dio- 

M  he  referred  to,  in  order  to  expose  the  at- 

Upt  made  to  oonoeal  the  truth  ey  uniting 

fariahes  into  one  benefioe,  was  tme 
tho  dioceses  of  Ireland.  There 
I  diocases  in  Ireland,  and  i] 
ftty  of  the  33  did  the  percentage  of  the 
figlicen  population  amount  to  20  per 
Int ;  in  one  only  did  it  exceed  25  per 
Int,  and  iu  that  one  it  did  not  reach  26. 
^  9  the  percentage  varied  from  a  Httle 
■er  2  to  3  and  a  fraction.  One  dioceso — 
nabtin — contained  more  than  one-Beventh, 
^rly  one-sixth  of  the  whole  Anglican 
ftpnlation  of  all  Ireland,  and  yet  the  An- 
ioans  in  that  were  not  20  per  cent  of 
e  general  population  of  the  diocese.  Yet 
e  Cliurch  of  which  these  things  are  true 
I  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland,  and 
I  called  the  National  Church,  whose  re- 
jnuea  are  sacred  and  inviolable, 
new  that  many  other  Gentlemen  were 
^xious  to  address  the  Honse,  and  being 
ftsirous  not  to  abuse  the  indulgence 
Brded  to  him,  he  would  not  pursue  the 
^tistical  argument  any  further,  but  pro- 
l  to  deal  with  an  argument  pressed 
lat  night  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  General 
Venoral  Peel),  and  pressed  even  more 
Irongly  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Beoretary 
Ir  Foreign  A&irs  on  a  previous  nigh^— 
Sir  John  Gray 


ha  alluded  to  tha  flmat  that  if  flia  Honaa 
dared  to  interfars  with  tha  Ohnndt — to 
disestablish  or  to  disendow  it — the  Angli- 
cans  in  Ireland  wonld  beomu  disaffected 
and  rebelliona.  Thsfy  were  told  tbat  tiia 
Church  was  a  nered  and  bolj  institntira 
on  which  ^ mfme  haiida  nut  not  be  Ud, 
and  that  it  must  be  anatained  intaet  to 
keep  the  light  of  Uie  Bafimnatka  fari^itlr 
shining  amid  the  s^ritiMl  darkneei  in  In- 
land. Tha  noble  Lord  Hie  Beentirj'  ftc 
Foreign  Afiira  told  them  that  if  thn 
touohed  the  Church  the  angtt  of  the  li^iu 
Froteetanta  would  surge  into  dinflbetioB, 
and  he  warned  them  — he  ugfat  a^, 
threatened  them— that  the  eome^iweM 
mnat  be  diaaatnna,  nnce  Uuf  wan  the 
moat  inteUigent  and  artin  and  the  beat 
organised  bod^  in  IreUad.  He  went  fur- 
ther. BJe  Mid  the  Fnabyterians  would 
jtHH  the  disadbetad  Anghoane,  and  that 
their  united  fbree,  if  in  a  state  of  disaffec- 
tion, would  be  imaiahable.  The  Home 
SeentaiT  held  out  naarij  similar  threats, 
and,  no  doubt,  on  raficieiit  authority.  He 
(Sir  J'ohn  Oniy)  did  not  brieve  that  theae 
aeriona  threatuiings  wen  unauthorized. 
Certainly  the  noUe  Lord  did  not  himself 
oonjun  up  the  eridanoathBt  «uch  diaeffec- 
tion  was  to  be  dreaded;  ibr  the  selfish  sod 
sordid  agitaton  that  an  non-  disturbing 
the  peace  of  Iralandl,  an  labouring  bard 
to  create  that  diaaSbotion  vhicli  was  t«lied 
on  by  the  noble  Lord  ss  the  beat  ptmotioal 
support  of  his  Amendment.  There  existed 
at  that  moment  iu  London  the  head  quar- 
ters of  a  most  pernicious  agitating  organi- 
zation called  "  The  Churah  Institution. " 
The  head  centres  of  that  organization  wen 
the  Bishops  of  the  Irish  Church.  Nina  of 
the  twelve  Irish  Bishops,  inoloding  the 
two  Archbishops,  were  on  the  direotory, 
and  they  hod  recently  estsbliahed  iu  eraij 
diocese,  and  in  nearly  every  parish  in  lie- 
land,  affiliated  societies  in  connection  vilh 
the  central  circle.  The  Anglican  oletsf' 
man  of  the  parish  was  generally  the  pn- 
sident  of  the  parochial  circle,  and  the 
clerical  agitators  were  generally  the  Irilnia 
on  the  platform.  That  the  noble  Load 
and  the  Home  Secretary  knew  wdl  the 
extent  of  the  disaffection,  almost  amonn^ 
ing  to  treason,  spoken  at  thsee  dLsKiaal 
agitation  societies,  was  matter  of  nototia^. 
The  speeoh  of  the  Bev.  Hr.  Fanar,  d^ 
tivered  at  Rathmines,  which  was  mom 
than  once  alluded  to  in  that  defaetet  WW 
delivered  at  one  of  the  affiliated  oindaa  of 
the  Church  Institution.  That  rer.  gentle- 
man talked  to  hia  aoditwy  of  tlie  aT 
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that  would  be  made  to  diBestablish  and 
disendow  the  Anglican  Chnrch,  and  pledged 
them  not  to  yield  up  the  spoil  without  a 
straggle,  but  to  prepare  to  die  as  soldiers. 
At  another  of  the  Church  Institution  cir- 
desy  held  at  Newbliss,  the  rer.  Mr.  Fla- 
nagan,  reotor  of  Clones,  spoke  in  a  similar 
straisy  recited  the  old  poetic  watchwords 
of  the  party — 

Put  yoar  trait  in  God,  mj  boys. 
Bat  keep  your  powder  dry, 

and  told  this  House  and  the  Soyereign 
that  the  loyalty  of  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
laod  was  conditional  on  the  maintenance 
of  ascendancy ;  and  were  the  Church  dis- 
endowed, their  devotion  to  the  Constitu- 
tion and  their  allegiance  to  the  Crown 
would  be  at  an  end.  This  rey.  agitator 
went  fhrther.  He  had  the  audacity  to 
■end  a  message  from  his  circle  to  their 
gracious  Qaeen,  admonishing  her  that  the 
Crown  of  her  ancestor  was  kicked  into  the 
Boyne,  and  warning  her  that  the  same 
might  be  the  fate  of  her  Crown  if  she 


aaaented    to  the   disestablishing    of   the    mont  and  the  agitating  affiliated  societies 


tenance,  approye,  encourage  the  insolent 
spouters  of  treason,  and  tiireaten  you — 
threaten  Parliament — seek  to  over-awe  its 
deliberations  by  telling  you  of  the  proba- 
bility that  a  great  and  long-deferred  act 
of  justice  would  be  followed  by  the  dis- 
affection of  the  Orange  party.  The  House 
is  asked  to  delay-  to  suspend  its  judgment 
— to  procrastinate.  What  is  it  asked  to 
wait  for  ?  -  Is  it  to  give  time  to  these 
Episcopal  and  clerical  agitators  to  cover 
the  island  with  their  affiliated  societies,  to 
fan  the  flame  of  discontent,  to  stimulate 
disaffection,  and  so  to  prepare  for  active 
revolt,  that  the  Ministers  who  now  threaten 
disaffection  may  be  able  to  come  down  on 
some  future  occavion  and  tell  that  House 
the  Church  Institution,  the  Bishops,  the 
clergy,  the  advocates  of  ascendancy,  are  in 
revolt— in  arms;  and,  if  you  would  attempt 
to  meddle  with  the  Church,  they  may  enter 
this  Chamber  and  sweep  you  hence.  He 
would  not  pretend  to  say  what  amount  of 
connection  there  was  between  the  Qovem- 


Churoh  and  the  withdrawal  of  the  State 
xerenuea.  He  cited  these  seditious  speeches 
to  show  that  the  noble  Lord   was  not 
•peaking  merely  as  a  prophet  when  he 
warned  the  House  against   the  disaffec- 
tion  of  the  Anglican  party;   but,  while 
it  waa  trae  that  the  Episcopal  and  cle- 
xioal  agitators  thus  proclaimed  that  their 
•Uegianoe  to  the  Throne  was  conditional 
on  Uie  continuation  of  their  stipends,  he 
would  ask  any  Member,  no  matter  on  what 
nde  he  sat,  who  valued  and  understood 
tho  high  constitutional  feeling  that  ought 
to  animate  the  Commons  of  England,  and 
who  appreciated  the  duties  of  a  Minister 
and  hia  responsibilities,  was  it  right  or 
waa  it  proper  for  the  responsible  Ministers 
off  the  Grown  to  speak  with  approval  of 
■nohaentimentai  and  to  threaten  that  House 
that^  if  they  freely  exercised  their  privi- 
l^gea  by  removing  the  great  monster  griev- 
■nee  of  Ireland,  the  skilled  and  active  and 
oiganiaed  clerical  confederacy,  whose  al- 
legiance ia  conditional,  might  proceed  to 
open  revolt  ?    The  Queen  was  warned  by 
too  platform  orator  of  these  societies  that 
ono  Crown  was  kicked  into  the  Boyne  be- 
oanae  ita  owner  failed  to  support  Protest- 
ant aaoendanoy;  and,  by  inference,  the 
Boyoraign  waa  threatened  that  lier  Crown 
might  dio  be  kicked  into  the  nearest  river 
if  aho  aMented  to  the  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church.    Did 
tho  Miniater  denounce  the  insulting  threat 
duty  ?   Did  he  not  rather  coun- 


got  up  by  the  Anglican  Bishops  and  clergy 
to  enable  them  still  to  retain  their  public 
revenues.     There  might  be  a  more  direct 
connection  between  them  than  some  ima- 
gined ;  he  did  not  say  there  was,  but  he 
would  say  that  the  delay  urged  by  the 
Government    under  the    pica  that  they 
should  wait  for  the  Kcport  of  tho  Eoyal 
Commission  was,  in  fact,  the   asking  to 
delay  till   the  Church  Institution  should 
report,  for  the  Church  Commission  was, 
in  fact,  the  Church  Institution.     He  held 
jf  in  his  hand  a  circular  issued  by  the  Church 
Institution  in  August,  1867.     That  circu- 
lar was  a  whip  for  funds  to  protect  the 
Anglican  Church  in  Ireland  from  the  re- 
forms which  this  House  might  deem  it 
right  to  enforce.      That  private  circular 
embodies  the  names  of  twenty-nine  indi- 
viduals who  were  put  thus  before  "  the 
faithful "  as  the  promoters  of  the  fund  for 
the  several   steps  subsequently  taken  to 
defend  the  Church,  including  the  formation 
of  the  affiliated  societies  of  which  the  Rev. 
Messrs.  Ferrar  and  Flanagan  are  such  dis- 
tinguished members.    Amongst  the  names 
are  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh,  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin,  the  Bishops  of  Meath, 
of  Tuam,  of  Ossory,  of  Cashd,  of  Cork,  of 
Eilmore,   and    the    Bishop   Designate  of 
Derry.     The  circular  states  that — 

"The  recent  debntei  on  the  Irish  Church  in 
both  IIouscs  of  Parliament  have  clearly  shown 
that  one  of  the  chief  questions  to  bo  determined 
on  the  aiaembliog  of  the  Reformed  Parliament  will 
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the  future  status  and  position  of  the  Church  in 
^land." 

goes  on  to  say — 

"  The  Church  Institution  have  therefore  deter- 
lined  to  solicit  subscriptions  to  a  special  Irish 
lliurch  Defence  Fund,  which  will  bo  devoted  to 
jtfuaing  sound   and   correct  information    in   all 

railable  quarters  by  leoturei  and  otherwise." 

Iheer8'\  He  underatood  those  cheers;  but 
was  nut  yet  done  with  the  circular.  One 
I'  the  applications  of  that  fund  was  the 
»unding  of  tho  affiliated  societies  which 
lught  the  sound  doctrine  of  conditional 
^yiilty,  and  the  propriety  of  informing  the 
tucen  that,  if  she  sanctioned  any  Act  of 

^r  Parliament  for  the  disendowment  of 

le  Churchy  her  Crown  would  be  kicked 
rom  oflf  her  head.  Two  months  after 
|iis  circular  was  issued,  the  Government 

lought  it  time  to  form  their  Boyal  Com- 
lission.  They  appointed  nine  gentlemen 
that  Commission  ;  and,  though  they 
lad  all  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland 
pen  to  them,  they  selected  four  of  the 
line  Commissioners  from  amongst  the 
Iwenty  laymen  who,  with  the  nine  Bishops 
Ind  Archbishops,  constitute  the  twenty- 
line  names  embodied  in  the  circular  of 
he  Church  Institution,  which  brought  the 
lanagan  and  Ferrar  doctrines  of  loyalty 
md  allegiance  home  to  every  parish  in 
[reland.  They  did  not  select  any  of  the 
lino  Bishops — that  would  be  too  indecent 

but  tiiey  selected  the  Vicar  General  of 
[lie  Ulster  province  as  the  representative 
>f  the  episcopal  body,  who,  with  the  four 
|ayinen,  makes  the  fifth  Commissioner 
jliosen  from  the  twenty-nine  promoters  of 
he  diocesan  and  parochial  agitating  circles 
tor  tho  dilTusiou  of  sound  doctrines  and  the 
illegiunce  due  to  the  Queen  and  the  sccu- 
'ity  of  her  Crown  and  person.     [Colonel 

TUABT  Kxox  :  Dr.  Ball  is  a  liadical ;  he 
Is  not  of  us.]     If  Dr.  Bull  be  a  liadical, 
[lo  is  tho  Vicar  General  of  the  Anglican 
LVimate  of   Ireland,  and  he  is  the  man 
who  was  selected  by  the  Primate  and  re- 
jorumeuded  to   the  Dublin  University  as 
:he  fittest  man  in  Ireland,  because  of  his 
ibility  and  zeal  as  a  Church  advocate,  to 
jupplant  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last 
Mr.  li(ifroy)  in  the  representation  of  the 
clerical  constituency  of  the  Dublin  Univer- 
Isity.     Five,  then,  of  the  nine  Iloyal  Com- 
missioners were  supplied  by  the  Church 
lliistitution  ;  and  another  is  the  reprcsenta- 
Itive  of  the  Anglican  Bishops,  whose  names 
are   in    tho    Church    Institution   Defence 
|rund  circular,  thus  giving  the  Church  In- 

Sir  John  Gray 


stitution  and  oonditional  loyalty  party  a 
clear  majority.  Is  the  House  willing  to 
wait  for  the  Report  of  this  Church  Insti- 
tution Church  Commission  ?  It  would  be 
just  as  wise  and  as  prudent  to  accept  at 
once  tho  views  of  the  Irish  Anglican 
Bishops  or  of  their  reverend  platform  re- 
presentatives. But  they  were  told  tho 
present  Church  property  was  sacred — 
could  not  be  touched  —  that  the  Church 
had  a  prescriptive  title,  and  that  Par- 
liament or  the  Crown  had  no  control,  no 
right  to  interfere.  The  men  who  pro- 
fessed those  doctrines  must  be  well  versed 
in  the  history  of  the  Irish  Church  and 
of  the  national  Church  revenues.  When 
Henry  VIII.  ascended  the  Throne  he 
found  all  the  national  Church  property 
of  Ireland  in  the  hands  of  the  Catholics; 
in  whose  hands  it  had  been  uninterrupt- 
edly for  a  much  longer  period  than  it  has 
since  been  in  the  hands  of  the  Anglioan 
Church  in  Ireland.  He  transferred  all 
that  he  did  not  keep  for  himself  or  his 
creatures  to  the  Anglican  ecclesiastics. 
Mary  restored  tho  remnant  of  the  Church 
property  to  the  Catholics.  Elizabeth  re- 
transferred  it  to  tho  Anglicans  in  every 
portion  of  Ireland  to  which  her  power  ex- 
tended. Cromwell  handed  it  over  to  the 
Puritans  and  Presbyterians.  James  II. 
restored  it  to  the  Catholics  wherever  his 
rule  extended;  and  when  William  and 
Mary  ascended  the  Throne  they  re-trans- 
ferred it  to  the  Anglicans.  Thus  the 
State  exercised  its  power  over  tho  na- 
tional revenues  of  tho  Church  in  Irehmd 
by  seven  alterations  of  their  destinations 
within  about  a  century  and  a  half,  and 
each  of  the  seven  was  equally  sacred  and 
immutable.  But  they  were  told  that  it 
is  now  really  sacred  and  immutable,  for  it 
is  now  vested  in  the  national  Church.  He 
was  unwilling  at  this  advanced  period  of 
the  debate,  when  so  little  time  remained 
and  so  many  were  anxious  to  take  a  part 
in  tho  discussion,  to  trespass  on  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  but  so  much  had  been 
said  about  the  national  character  of  the 
State  Church  in  Ireland  that  he  would  ask 
permission  of  the  House  to  investigate  its 
claim  to  that  character.  He  would  not 
abuse  the  concession  made  to  him,  and 
would  try  to  condense  what  he  had  to  say 
on  the  subject.  Shortly  after  Henry  sent 
Browne,  the  Augustinian  friar,  to  Dublin 
as  Archbishop,  he  commanded  him  to  in- 
duce tlio  Bishops,  clergy,  and  gentry  to 
acknowledge  the  King's  supremacy,  and 
repudiate  that  of  tho  Pope.  A  few  months 


765  muMUM  Church  {  Afbil  2,  1 868  ] 


{Ireland). 


766 


trial  caused  the  Archbuhop  to  abandon 
the  hope  of  inducing  obedienoe  to  the 
King's  wishes.  He  wrote  to  say  the  at- 
tempt imperilled  his  life,  and  that  no  re- 
moval of  the  Papal  authority  in  spirituals 
oould  be  hoped  unless  a  Parliament  was 
ealled,  and  an  Act  passed  to  make  it  high 
treason  for  an  office  holder  to  refuse  to 
accept  the  Oath  of  Supremacy.  The  Par- 
liament was  called,  and  the  slaviBh  as- 
■erobly  of  the  Pale  passed  the  needed  Act. 
Thus  was  the  Anglican  Church  introduced 
into  Leinster.  lie  would  rapidly  sketch 
its  introduction  into  the  other  three  pro- 
rinoes.  The  Lord  Deputy  proceeded  to 
Munster,  on  a  missionary  excursion,  in 
the  succeeding  year,  accompanied  by  a 
powerful  army.  He  described  his  proceed- 
ings and  his  success  in  a  letter  to  the 
King,  and  the  process  may  be  thus  stated. 
Surrounded  by  his  sta£f  and  his  army,  he 
summoned  the  Mayor  and  Aldermen  of 
Limerick,  the  chief  city  of  Munster,  to 
his  presence,  and  commanded  them  to  take 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance.  The  terrified  cor- 
porators saw  the  halberts  and  the  bayonets, 
and  the  ample  facilities  that  existed  for 
hanging  them  if  they  refused,  and  the 
Bepnty  says  they  took  the  Oath,  and  that 
he  ordered  the  Mayor  to  administer  it  to 
ill  the  commonalty,  and  report  to  Dublin 
that  he  had  done  so.  The  same  day  he 
•ent  for  the  Bishop,  and  commanded  him 
to  take  the  Oath,  which  he  tremblingly 
did,  and  was  forthwith  dismissed,  with  in- 
structions to  administer  the  Oath  to  all  his 
clergy.  Thus  in  a  day  was  Limerick  con- 
Terted.  The  details  are  thus  given  in 
the  Deputy's  letter  to  the  lioyal  Master. 
]fanster»  through  its  capital,  had  thus 
been  converted  in  less  than  a  week  with- 
out the  aid  of  any  Church  missionary,  the 
Deputy  doing  some  e£fective  military  ser- 
vices simultaneously  in  the  district.  The 
evangelisation  of  Connaught,  and  the  plant- 
ing thero  of  the  Anglican  Church,  were 
not  less  rapid.  Having  battered  down 
some  castles  and  churches  in  Clare,  he 
marched  on  to  Qalway,  the  capital  of  Con- 
naught,  and  in  his  letter  to  the  King  from 
Oalway  he  describes  the  process  of  intro- 
ducing Anglicanism  into  Connaught.  He 
lays,  in  the  quaint  style  of  the  day,  "Like 
Older  as  I  took  in  Limerick  the  same  I 
took  in  Galway ;"  and  he  details  how  he 
lent  for  the  Mayor  and  the  Bishop  and 
administered  the  Oath,  which,  he  says, 
they  "  took  without  grudge,"  and  then  he 
describes  that  as  in  Limerick,  so  in  the 
eq^tiil  of  Conaanghti  he  ordered  the  Mayor  I 


to  swear  his  commonalty,  and  the  Bishop 
to  swear  his  clergy,  and  thus  within  about 
one  week's  time  Munstcr  and  Connaught 
were  brought  to  embrace  the  lleibrma- 
tion,  and  adopt  the  Anglican  Failh.  The 
Deputy  proceeded  withiu  the  same  year 
to  Ulster,  and  thero  he  found  them  not 
so  timid  as  in  the  other  provinces.  He 
was  resolved  ;  he  took  Downpatrick,  and, 
anxious  that  the  Gospel  li^ht  should  shine 
brightly  in  Ulster,  he  sot  firo  to  the  cathe- 
dral as  the  only  mode  left  to  him  of  caus- 
ing the  Anglican  Gospel  to  shine  before 
the  people  of  Ulster  ;  and  yet  this  church, 
so  planted,  is  called  the  National  Church 
of  Ireland.  But  it  was  all  in  vain.  The 
pe6ple  would  not  accept  it — tho  priests 
refused  it,  and  Ireland  was  still  Catholic. 
Then  came  Jaraes — the  expulsion  of  the 
Catholics  from  the  lands,  and  the  plantation 
of  Ulster.  The  planters  were  bound  under 
the  term  of  their  deeds  to  plant  a  certain 
number  of  able-bodied  men  from  England 
or  Scotland,  well  affected  in  religion,  on 
every  lot  they  obtained.  The  Catholics 
were  driven  to  the  mountains,  strangers 
were  imported,  but  even  yet  the  Anglican 
Church  did  not  take  root.  Cromwell  came, 
and  he  adopted  the  terrible  transplantation 
code  under  which  every  Catholic  in  Muns- 
ter,  Leinster,  and  Ulster,  was  driven  from 
his  home,  the  troopers  of  Cromwell 
planted  in  their  homes,  and  their  former 
owners  driven  into  the  wilds  of  Connaught. 
That  terrible  outrage  ou  humanity  is 
detailed  in  a  most  interesting  book  by 
General  Sir  Thomas  Larcom,  the  present 
Under  Secretary  of  this  Government  in 
Ireland.  In  it  many  of  the  details  and 
many  of  the  orders  are  given,  and  amongst 
them  was  one  inflicting  death  on  any 
Catholio  who  ventured  to  return  from 
Connaught  without  a  written  pass.  Ko 
priest  was  allowed  to  go  with  them,  and 
then  it  was  hoped  that  Catholicity  would 
be  stamped  out.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  O'Beilly)  told 
the  House  a  few  nights  since  that  the  popu- 
lation of  Dublin  in  1640  was  2,000  Ca- 
tholics to  3,000  Protestants.  In  1651, 
eleven  years  later,  the  Governor  of  Dublin, 
writing  to  the  Executive  in  London,  says 
that  there  remained  at  that  timo  in  Dublin 
but  one  Catholic.  There  were  in  all,  a 
short  timo  before,  751,  but  all  abandoned 
their  priests  and  the  Mass  save  tho  one 
obstinate  Papist,  and  were  undergoing 
proper  instruction  as  Protestants.  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  spoke  of  tho  gradual 
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johange  of  population,  and  he  showed  how 
^he  Catholics  were  moving  in  this  proper- 
uon.  There  are  in  Dublin  now  more  than 
|200,000  Catholics,  as  against  this  one  ob- 
stinate Papist  in  1651.  But  even  the  750 
conformists,  coopers,  shoemakers,  and  other 
lartizans  were  not  deemed  to  be  long  enough 
Iconverted  to  be  sufficiently  annealed,  and 
Ithey  were  expatriated  a  few  years  after  as 
mot  having  conformed  before  a  fixed  date. 
In  my  own  city  (Kilkenny)  but  forty 
Catholics  were  allowed  to  remain  under 
this  code,  and  they  were  allowed  to  remain 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Protestant  as- 
cendancy. In  Clonmel  but  forty-nine 
Catholics  were  permitted  to  remain,  and  so 
in  proportion  with  other  towns ;  and  yet 
we  are  told  that  Anglicanism  is  the  na- 
tional Church  and  is  loved  by  the  Irish 
people.  The  Irish  Members  who  sit  oppo- 
site will  not  have  the  term  **  alien  Church*' 
applied  to  the  Anglican  Church  in  Ireland. 
Like  other  planters  they  do  not  like  plain 
language.  I  would  remind  them  that  the 
Southern  planters  of  America  cherished 
slavery  as  they  cherish  alien  ascendancy, 
but  did  not  call  it  by  its  proper  name — 
they  preferred  the  softer  name  of  **  domes- 
tic institution.*'  Those  in  power  and  men 
in  office  loved  that  domestic  institution — 
they  cherished  it — they  encouraged  dis- 
affection in  order  to  sustain  it — they 
I  threatened  the  American  States  with  dis- 
solution, with  Southern  disaffection,  as  wo 
Ihave  been  threatened  during  this  debate,  if 
I  they  would  lay  hands  on  the  *  *  domestic  in- 
stitution ;'*  which  honest  men  described  as 
nlavery,  alien  to  the  genius  of  a  free  nation. 
The  Southerns  believed  that  in  the  men  in 
office  they  had  a  guarantee  that  revolt 
would  succeed.  They  did  revolt,  and  the 
South  and  its  **  domestic  institution," 
being  alien  to  a  free  people,  are  both  pro- 
strate in  the  dust. 

LoED  CLAUD  JOHN  HAMILTON 
said,  the  speech  just  delivered  had  pro-- 
ceeded  from  an  Irish  Protestant.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  a  fair  sample  of 
the  Irish  Protestants,  and  if  he  had  been 
the  **  garrison"  of  which  they  had  heard 
so  much  would  have  long  ceased  to  exist. 
The  Amendment  moved  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  had  been  characterized  as 
vague  and  indefinite,  and  if  he  had  wished 
to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  on  his  own  terras  ho  would 
have  brought  forward  an  Amendment  of 
such  a  nature.  The  noble  Lord  had  al- 
lowed that  modifications  in  the  temporali- 
ties of  the  Irish  Church  might  appear  ex* 
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pedient;  and  surely  it  was  admitted  on 
both  sides  that  anomalies  and  abuses  ex- 
isted in  the  fabric  of  that  Church,  for  it 
was  to  inquire  into  those  anomalies  and 
abuses  that  Lord  Russell  last  year  moved 
for  a  Commission,  which  was  unanimously 
agreed  to  by  the  Conservative  party,  in 
order  to  place  them  in  possession  of  those 
facts  without  which  any  sound  legislation 
on  the  subject  was  impossible.     The  noble 
Lord  had  been  charged  with  refusing  to 
bind   himself  to   any   definite  course  of 
policy   on   that  question ;   but  he  main- 
tained that  a  Minister,  speaking  on  behalf 
of  a  Government  upon  a  series  of  Besolu- 
tions  brought  forward  at  a  fortnight's  no- 
tice and  with  such  indecent  haste,  touch- 
ing a  national  question  of  the  first  im- 
portance, one  of    the  greatest   problems 
of  the  age,  was  not  bound  to  pledge  him- 
self beforehand,  and  in  the  absence  of 
facts,  still  the  subject  of  an  inquiry,  as 
to   what  he  would  do  under  future  cir- 
cumstances, and  in  face  of  fresh  events. 
He  confessed,  however,  that  he  was  not 
altogether  satisfied  with  the  defence  the 
noble  Lord    had   made  of   his    Amend- 
ment ;   but,  in  common   with  the  other 
Members  for  the   North   of  Ireland,  he 
had  had  complete  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment on  that   matter,  and  he  need 
hardly  say  that  that  confidence  had  been 
in  no  way  abated  since  they  had  listened 
to   the   speech   of   the   Home    Secretary. 
Much  exaggeration  and  misrepresentation 
had  for  years  been  practised  on  the  subject 
of  the  Irish  Church,  and,  unfortunately, 
not  without  effect   on   the   minds  of  the 
English  people.  When  the  Synod  of  Cashel 
in   1172,  which  was  both  a  national  and 
an  ecclesiastical  council,  accepted  the  su- 
premacy of  Henry  II.,  that  King  confirmed 
the  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church,  which 
from  that  time  forward  was  joined  to  the 
Church   of    England.      In    1560,    when 
Henry  VIII.  shook  off  the  Papal  autho- 
rity, the  Irish  people  asserted  the  supre- 
macy of  that  Sovereign,  and  in  the  reign 
of  Elizabeth  they  gladly  accepted  the  Re- 
formed  Ritual,  from    which   period  com- 
menced  the   existing    United    Church  of 
England  and  Ireland  under  the  supremacy 
of  a  Protestant  sovereign.   It  was  not  true 
that   any  property  to  which   the  Roman 
Catholics  had  an  original  title  ever  passed 
into  the  hands  of  the  Established  Church 
in  Ireland  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation. 
At  that  period  all   the  property  of  the 
monasteries  passed  into  the  hands  of  lay 
proprietorsi  but  the  Reformed  Church  had 
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none  of  it.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lanonshire  said  timt  Chtirch  liad 
not  annwered  the  purpose  for  which  it  wns 
established — the  conversion  of  the  popula- 
tion ;  but,  even  ansumin^  that  to  be  so,  it 
tras  not  the  fault  of  tho  Church,  but  of 
the  disastrous  policy  of  tho  State  to  which 
■he  was  allied,  which  in  former  days  hin- 
dered her  beneficenc  work.  The  Celtic 
language  wns  discouraged  ;  and  from  the 
Beformation  to  the  battle  of  the  Boyno  no 
▼ersion  of  the  Bible  in  that  tongue  existed, 
while  all  that  time  the  agents  of  Home 
were  busy  among  the  people.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  endeavoured 
to  prove  that  the  Establishment  had  over- 
laid the  life  of  the  Church,  and  said  that 
the  recent  endowments,  building,  and  re- 
storations of  churches  in  Ireland  were  few 
and  far  between ;  but  during  the  last  twenty 
years,  in  the  diocese  of  Derry  and  Raphoe, 
no  less  than  £50,000  had  been  contri- 
buted for  building,  repairing,  and  restor- 
ing churches,  besides  £1,000  per  annum 
for  their  endowment.  That  property  could 
not  be  taken  away  by  the  State  without 
adding  robbery  to  sacrilege.  It  had  been 
said  the  clergy  had  hnd  in  their  hands  for 
the  purposes  of  conversion  a  social  lever- 
age which  it  was  difficult  to  estimate ;  but 
it  was  not  at  all  difficult  to  estimate  the 
amount  of  odium  they  would  have  in- 
curred had  they  used  that  social  leverage 
for  proselytizing  objects.  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright)  contained  a  fallacy  so  gross  that 
it  was  advisable  to  correct  it  immedi- 
ately. The  hon.  Member  stated  that  for 
all  practical  purposes  the  number  of  Epis- 
copalians in  Ireland  could  not  be  reckoned 
as  more  than  500,000;  but  in  the  religious 
Census  Returns  of  1861  it  appeared  that 
the  adherents  of  the  Established  Church 
were  693,000  ;  the  Methodists,  who  had 
in  all  previous  Returns  been  included  with 
the  Episcopalians,  because  they  always 
wont  with  them,  were  45,000  ;  the  Pres- 
byterians, 523,000 ;  and  other  Dissenters, 
76,000;  making  a  total  Protestant  popu- 
lation of  1,337,000,  and  giving  the  out- 
rageously liberal  present  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  337,000,  it  still  left  1,000,000 
in  favour  of  tho  Establishment,  because  it 
was  notorious  that  not  only  the  Methodists, 
but  three-fourths  of  the  Presbyterians,  were 
friends  of  the  Established  Church.  [Mr. 
BueHt:  No,  no!]  I  eay,  '*Yes,  yes!" 
Look  to  the  petitions  which  have  come  to 
the  House.  [Mr.  BaionT  said,  he  had 
spoken  not  of  Protestants  but  of  Epis- 
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copalians — of  persons  in  connection  with 
tho  Established  Church.]     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman snid   that  not  more  than  500.000 
Protestants  wore  in  favour  of  the  main- 
tenance of  the   Established   Church ;  but 
instead    of   that    number   there    vicvq   in 
reality  1,000,000,  and  1,000.000  not  living 
in  a  corner  or  residing  in  Birmingham  or 
Manchester,   but  spread   over   the   whole 
country,  and  forming  tho  most  enlightened 
portion  of  the  community.     It  had  been 
said  that  the  people  of  Ireland  objected  to 
the  Established  Church.     Now,  ho  knew 
something  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  it 
was  his  firm  conviction  that  a  majority  of 
them  did   not   object  to    tho   Established 
Church.     Ho  knew  many  Roman  Catholio 
gentlemen  of  position  and  standing  who 
were  decidedly  in  favour  of  tho  mainten- 
ance of  the  Estiiblished  Church,  ond  he 
had  on  Monday  last  presented  a  petition 
to  that  effect,  signed  by  upwards  of  1,200 
persons,  among  whom  were  many  Roman 
Catholics.     It  was  not  difficult  to  know 
from   whom   that   Motion   proceeded.     A 
Church    establishment  was    incompatible 
with  democracy  ;  and  therefore  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham,  at  present  the 
director  of  the  tactics  of  the  Liberal  party, 
might  wish  to  overthrow  the  Church.  Then 
came  the  Liberation  Society,  the  atheists 
and  philosophers  *,  next  came   the  weak- 
minded  and  vacillating,  who,  although  real 
Churchmen,  were  easily  misled  by  the  pro- 
mises of  unscrupulous  politicians;  and  last 
ot  all,  but  not  least,  came  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic hierarchy  headed  by  Cardinal  CuUen, 
a  Jesuit  in  the  midst   of  Jesuits.     That 
strange,  incongruous,  and  anomalous  body 
were  bound  together  by  an  unholy  bond 
for    an    unhallowed    purpose  ;    they   had 
thrown  off  the  mapk  ;  but  tho  friends  of 
the  Church,  fortified  by  a  sense  alike  of 
the  justice  and  expediency  of  their  cause, 
were  ready  to  meet  them  ;  ond  he  for  one, 
as  long  as  he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
that  House,  would  never  desert  that  cause. 
Their  present  position  might  bo  described 
in  tho  following  passage : — 

"  On  us  this  day  h.is  fallen — and  wo  shrink  not 
from  it,  but  welcome  so  liigh,  glorious,  but  nrda- 
ous,  A  duty — tlic  drf^'iicc  of  the  Cntliolic  Church 
in  Ireland  as  tho  religious  Establishment  of  that 
country." 

Whoso  words  were  those  ?  They  were  the 
words  of  a  former  student  of  Oxford  —  of 
William  Ewart  Gladstone.  Tho  fall  of 
that  Church  would  not  satisfy  the  people 
of  Ireland.  It  would  not  satisfy  those 
who  had  signed  tho  other  day  the  decla- 
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ration  of  Limerick  ;  for  that  which  they 
demanded  was  a  repeal  of  the  Union.  It 
would  not  satisfy  the  Protestants  of  the 
North  of  Ireland  to  be  robbed  of  all  they 
held  most  sacred  by  the  votes  of  English- 
men and  Scotchmen,  contrary  to  the  wishes 
of  a  majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
[••  No,  no  !'']  Did  the  House  believe  that 
after  that  act  of  spoliation  they  would 
look  with  respect  upon  the  poor  remnant 
of  the  great  compact  between  the  two 
countries  ?  He  said  that  if  they  outraged 
the  feelings  of  the  loyal  people  of  the 
I  North  there  was  no  saying  what  they 
might  do.  And  what  would  be  the  im- 
mediate effect  of  the  adoption  of  that  Ile- 
S'^lution  ?  Ireland  was  at  present  more 
prosperous  and  tranquil  than  she  had  been 
for  the  last  four  years.  Fenianism  was 
almost  stamped  out ;  and  the  people  were 
contented  with  a  popular  and  impartial 
Government.  Their  dormant  loyalty  was 
aroused  by  the  approaching  visit  of  their 
future  King  and  Queen.  But  at  that  very 
moment,  when  they  had  reason  to  hope 
for  a  new  era  for  Ireland — an  era  of  peace 
and  contentment — the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man threw  among  them  his  apple  of  dis- 
Icord,  his  firebrand  of  contention.  The  hon. 
iBaronet  the  Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Col  man 
lO^Loghlen)  wished  that  Her  Majesty  should 
|have  a  residence  in  Ireland ;  but  would 
tho  destruction  of  the  Church,  which  Her 
'ajesty  had  sworn  in  her  Coronation  Oath 
io  maintain,  afford  her  an  inducement  to 
and  live  in  Ireland  ?     And  who  was 


say  that  no  one  oould  have  listened  to  the 
clever,  bold,  but,  as  I  believe,  somewhat 
indiscreet  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
OflScer  who  has  just  sat  down,  the  son  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  without 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that,  however  the 
Irish  Church  may  be  in  danger,  this  House, 
at  all  events,  reaps  the  benefit  of  much 
rising  ability.     No  man  who  has  been  long 
connected  with  or  who  has  been  long  resi- 
dent in  what  is  called  the  sister  country 
but  must  confess  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Mover  of   the   Amendment  was   correct 
when   he    stated   that  the   ecclesiastical 
arrangements  of  that  country  are  in  any- 
thing but  a  satisfactory  state.     Sir,  I  have 
no   recent    conversion    to   explain ;    and 
although  late  events  haye  gone  on  with  a 
velocity  which  has  left  me  almost  a  com- 
parative Conservative,  still  I  think  we  may 
take  some  credit  to    ourselves   that  by 
Motions  brought  forward  in  earlier  timet 
we  have  encouraged  those  Members  to 
come  forward  who  have    hitherto  been 
rather  laggard  in  the  race  of  Church  Re- 
form.    I  have  many  times  brought  for- 
ward this  question  without  contemplating 
such  enormous  changes  as  are  now  pro- 
posed ;  and,  if  I  was  not  called  a  philoso- 
pher or  an  atheist,  I  was  at  least  regarded 
as  a  revolutionist.     I  proposed  merely  to 
reform  the  Irish  Church  —  to  reduce  her 
revenues — to  make  that  Church  congrega- 
tional and  not  territorial.     And  how  was 
I  met?     I  was  told  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  that  I  was  endanger- 
it   that   proposed    to   commit   that    great  \  ing  the  Church,  and  by  my  new  coadjutors 
vrong  ?     Why,   the  majority  of  seventy  ;  below  me  that  it  was  not  the  proper  time 
jlected  to  servo  and  support  the  groat  Lord  ;  for  such  a  proposal.     Well,  Sir,  we  have 
^almerston,  whose  very  name  was  a  safe-  |  now  got  these  llesolutions  before  us,  and 
^uard  against  violence  and  revolution.  The   most  important  llesolutions  they  are  ;  and 
)hade  of  that  great  man,  if  he  could  look    so  great  is  the  stake  involved,  and  so  mo- 
lown  upon  their   proceedings,   would  be   mentous  are  the  interests  in  question,  that 
imazed  to  see  the  roan  whom  he  had  so   I  should  regret  if  this  House  came  to  a 
long  known  as   a  Colleague   leading  the   division  on  merely  party  grounds.     Sir,  I 
Irst  attack   upon   the   most    sacred,    the  \  agree  with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
lost  vital,  and  the  most  revered  part  of  below  me,  the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
>ur  great  and  ancient  Constitution.  |  Eoebuck),  who  was  formerly  my  instructor 


Mr.  OSBORNE:  Whatever  differences 
)i  opinion  may  exist  in  this  House  as  to 
^he  question  before  us,  I  think  that  every 

fentleman,  on  whatever  side  he  may  sit, 

lust  be  rejoiced  at  the  rising  talent  that 
laa   been    displayed   in   this   debate.      I 

link  no  one  could  have  listened  to  the 
ipeech  of  my  hon.  Friend  and  representa- 
ivc  tho  Member  for  the  county  of  Tippe- 
[ary  (Captain  White)  without  thinking  that 

very  good  and  promising  Member  has  been 
^ddcd  to  this  House.  I  will  go  further,  and 
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on  the  Irish  Church,  that  so  great  a  ques- 
tion as  this  ought  not  to  be  made  the  sub- 
ject of  a  mere  tournament  of  party. 
Hitherto  we  know  Ireland  has  gained 
very  little  by  these  party  Votes.  She 
has,  in  fact,  been  sacrificed  to  the  conve- 
nience of  this  House.  What  has  hap- 
pened ?  We  have  had  great  debates  in 
past  times  on  this  and  many  other  8ub> 
jects  ;  great  issues  have  been  decided  here, 
but  very  small  results  have  been  attained 
for  Ireland.     The  air  on  that  (the  Minii- 
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terial)  ride  of  the  House,  particularly  on 
the  Government  Bench,  has  been  most  re- 
lazing  to  Liberal  politicians ;  the  ancient 
Whigs,  always  so  wakeful  in  Opposition, 
were  somewhat  given  to  nod  in  Office. 
This  question  has  been  brought  forward 
•nd  debated  many  times  in  this  House ;  it 
lias  broken  up  parties;  it  has  dissolved 
Cabinets;  it  has  never  failed  to  make  a 
great  field-day  for  the  discharge  of  a 
quantity  of  blank  rhetorical  cartridge  ; 
and  when  it  has  served  the  purpose  of  the 
hour  it  is  put  by  in  the  magazine  of  po- 
litical combustibles,  and  Ireland,  after 
looking  on,  supposing  measures  were  about 
to  be  brought  in  for  her  pacification,  finds 
herself  left  in  the  lurch,  with  the  miserable 
reflection  that  she  has  merely  been  used  as 
the  occasion  for  a  party  struggle.  Well, 
Sir,  I  am  a  party  man.  I  am  not  without 
my  ambitious  hopes;  but  I  place  party 
and  ambition  immeasurably  behind  this 
question,  and  I  would  not,  for  one  mo- 
ment, put  my  ambition  or  my  hopes  by 
the  ride  of  the  well-being  or  the  welfare 
of  Ireland.  Therefore,  I  say  that,  what- 
ever may  happen  in  this  debate,  my  object 
in  taking  part  in  it  is  not  to  disturb  those 
Gentlemen  from  the  Ministerial  Bench,  or 
merely  to  advance  this  question  by  putting 
the  Opposition  there.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sout^  Lanca- 
shire, in  bringing  these  Hesolutions  under 
our  notice,  touched  very  lightly  on  the 
eondoet  of  the  Liberal  party  in  the  ma- 
nagement of  this  Church  question.  I, 
8ir«  am  not  very  solicitous  to  define 
the  conduct  of  the  late  Liberal  Leaders ; 
eonristency,  we  all  know,  at  this  time  of 
day  has  become  a  sort  of  amiable  weakness. 
Ko  man  looks  upon  it  as  of  any  value.  Even 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
Ibr  Sheffield  (Mr,  Boebuck),  who  described 
himself  to-night  as  an  imperious  Euglish- 
maii|  has  not  been  quite  consistent  in  the 
arguments  which  he  has  held  upon  this 
•abject,  and  I  must  say  that  if  I  thought 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  thought  upon  this  subject,  I 
would  give  a  directly  opporite  vote  to  that 
which  he  proposes  to  give.  But,  Sir, 
I  am  surprised  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber commenced  this  evening's  discussion 
by  flaying  that,  though  the  Church  was  the 
badge  of  conquest-^fMr.  Roebuck:  No, 
no  n  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  said 
the  Nonnan  Church  was  the  badge  of  con- 
oaest.^[Mr.  Boxbucx:  No;  the  Catholic 
Chiueh.T  Well,  then,  if  you  said  so  to- 
Vigh^  Waat  did  you  say  in  1849  ?    I  am 


glad.  Sir,  that  you  did  not  call  upon  me 
sooner  in  the  evening,  as  I  have  had  time 
to  go  into  the  Library  to  refresh  my  recol- 
lection of  a  speech  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  in  1849. 
What  did  ho  then  say  about  "  the  badge 
of  conquest?"  Mark  you,  ho  was  not 
speaking  of  the  Catholic  Church,  and  here 
is  what  he  said — 

"  The  Irish  Protestant  Church,  as  a  badge  of 
slavery,  must  be  and  will  be  utterly  put  down. 
The  national  feeling  of  Ireland  is  influenced  by  a 
sense  of  injury  and  of  oppression  ;  if  you  wish  to 
tranquillize  Ireland  you  must  remove  the  badge.'* 

But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
been  "  educated  "  since  then.  Tho  school- 
master has  been  abroad,  and  he  now  finds 
it  is  not  the  Protestant  Church,  but  the 
Norman  Catholic  Church  that  is  the  badge 
of  conquest.  I  leave  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  there  ;  ho  has  seen  much  and 
gone  through  many  changes ;  but  how  he 
will  reconcile  his  speech  with  his  vote 
remains  for  his  constituents  at  Sheffield  to 
see.  [Mr.  Rokbuck  :  Hear,  hear  !J  But 
I  deny  that  the  Liberal  party  have  ever 
been  indifferent  to  this  subject.  The  Libe- 
ral Leaders  loft  the  Liberal  party  in  the 
lurch  ;  but.  Sir,  from  the  time  of  Mr. 
Hume — who  was  the  great  pioneer,  not 
only  in  this  but  in  every  other  question 
which  has  come  beforo  and  been  passed  by 
this  House — the  great  bulk  of  the  Liberal 
party  has  always  been  faithful  to  its 
colours  on  this  question.  Wo  have  always 
been  told  to  wait  till  tho  proper  time 
comes.  But  it  came  in  1833,  and  in  1833 
tho  Liberal  Leaders  brought  in  their  cele- 
brated  Act.  And  what  did  it  do  ?  It 
abolished  ten  Bishops,  varied  the  taxation 
on  certain  benefices,  and  formed  the  Ecle- 
siastical  Commission.  It  was  a  most  crude 
and  undigested  project.  All  the  anoma- 
lies remained ;  Bishops  remained  with 
large  salaries  and  few  duties  ;  no  care  was 
taken  to  inquire  into  the  population  to  see 
whether  there  was  a  Church  population  in 
any  given  district ;  the  fact  was  that  tho 
Bill  of  1833  was  altogether  incomplete, 
and  was  passed  to  answer  a  temporary  re- 
quirement not  for  tho  benefit  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  but  to  give  security  to  the 
Irish  Establishment.  The  measure  was 
never  intended  to  be  final.  Then  came  the 
Appropriation  Clause.  How  was  that 
treated  ?  After  five  years  of  constant  ma- 
jorities in  this  House,  majorities  which 
maintained  tho  Church  of  Ireland  as  it 
stood  was  an  injustice,  and  that  its  surplus 
revenues  should  bo  appropriated  to  local 
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purposes  in  Ireland,  what  was  done  ?  The 
Whigs  got  into  office,  the  question  was  put 
Iby  on  the  shelf  and  remained  there  for 
many  years.  In  1849  I  brought  this  ques- 
tion to  the  notice  of  Parliament;  in  1856 
Mr.  Miall,  and  in  1863  and  1865  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  also 
brought  this  question  before  the  House, 
and  we  were  then  told  that  the  lime  had 
not  come  to  deal  with  the  Irish  Church. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Card  well)  opposed  those  Mo- 
tions most  vigorously ;  and  an  hon.  Friend 
of  mine  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  who  is  as  re- 
markable for  his  talents  as  for  his  con- 
sistency, completely  upset  the  Liberal 
party  by  a  speech  which  he  made  under 
the  Palmerston  Government.  Now  we 
are  called  on  to  vote  for  these  Resolutions 
in  a  party  spirit.  Sir,  there  are  two  dis- 
tinct questions  involved  in  these  Resolu- 
tions. First,  the  question  of  disestablish- 
ment, and  next  the  question  of  disendow- 
jment.  I  state  that  these  are  totally  dis- 
Itinct  questions.  It  has  been  remarked  by 
la  writer  on  the  subject  that  men  are  so 
apt  to  confound  their  spiritual  convictions 
with  their  personal  interests  that  an  attack 
upon  the  property  of  a  Church  is  always 
more  apt  to  cause  irritation  than  an  attack 
upon  its  doctrines.  Now,  I  shall  decline 
altogether  to  discuss  this  question  as  a 
mere  money  question.  My  opinion  is  that 
money  is  quite  a  secondary  element  in  it. 
The  Protestant  clergy  of  Ireland — and  I 
speak  with  some  experience  of  that  coun- 
try from  having  resided  there  many  years, 
— are  not  unpopular  on  account  of  the  tithes 
they  get.  On  the  contrary,  the  Protestant 
clergy,  so  far  from  being  objects  of  dislike  to 
the  people,  arc  objects  of  pity.  And  I  will 
tell  you  why  :  I  do  not  go  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  me  or  with  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  who  take  what 
I  call  the  **  country  gentleman  "  line  of 
argument.  If  they  knew  as  much  as  I 
do,  they  would  know  the  Protestant  clergy 
of  Ireland  are  not  capable  of  acting  as 
country  gentlemen.  They  are  a  pauper 
clergy,  who  have  enough  to  do  to  main- 
tain their  large  families.  It  is  true,  they 
have  no  congregation ;  but  it  is  equally 
true  that  their  incomes  are  so  small  from 
tho  multiplication  of  small  livings  and 
curacies  that,  so  far  from  being  able  to  act 
as  country  gentlemen,  they  are  miserably 
paid.  The  worst  feature  of  the  Irish 
Church  is  an  unequal  distribution  of  labour 
and  income.  The  policy  of  the  Bishops 
|of  the  present  day  is,  without  respect  to 
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the  congregations,  to  get  as  many  clergy 
in  the  different  dioceses  as  they  can,  and 
then  they  say,  *•  Look  at  the  increase  of 
the  churches."  But  who  pays  for  the  in- 
crease ?  It  comes  out  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Fund.  The  money  granted  by  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  has  increased ;  the 
^  clergy  and  the  churches  have  increased ; 
but  have  the  congregations  increased  ?  Not 
by  one  man.  I  am  not  fond  of  statistics; 
but  I  will  just  show  the  House  what  is  the 
spiritual  staff  which  is  in  full  vigour  for 
these  693,000  Episcopalians.  There  are 
2,428  parishes  and  1,510  benefices,  the 
latter  being  formed  by  uniting  parishes 
together ;  and  for  these  693,000  persons 
what  do  you  suppose  is  the  staff  that  is 
kept  up?  Why,  first  of  all,  there  are 
twelve  Bishops,  with  incomes  amounting 
to  £55,000  a  year.  I  include  the  two 
Archbishops ;  but,  of  course,  there  ought 
to  be  no  such  things  as  Archbishops.  Very 
well-paid  men  these  Bishops  are.  If  you 
want  reform,  do  not  begin  at  the  wrong 
end,  with  the  unfortunate  clergy ;  but  eut 
down  with  an  unsparing  hand  these  men 
who  are  feeding  sumptuously  every  day. 
These  twelve  Bishops  have  thirty-three 
deans,  thirty-four  archdeacons,  twenty-six 
precentors,  twenty-two  chancellors,  nine 
canons,  178  prebends,  1,510  beneficed 
clergy,  and  457  curates.  Why,  Sir,  at 
this  rate,  there  ought  to  be  240  Bishops 
in  England  ;  for  a  single  English  diocese 
contains  as  many  Protestants  as  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  And  further,  the  4,000,000 
Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland  have  only 
3,000  ecclesiastics,  and  their  congregations 
not  only  maintain  these,  but  build  and 
support  their  own  chapels.  Now,  will  any 
educated  man  in  his  senses  say  that  this 
is  a  state  of  things  which  ought  to  exist 
for  one  minute  in  a  civilized  country? 
But  the  best  proof  I  can  give  of  the  state 
of  the  Irish  Establishment,  and  of  the 
necessity  of  a  larger  reform,  is  by  referring 
to  the  diocese  in  which  I  reside.  The 
diocese  of  Waterford,  Lismore,  Cashel, 
and  Emly,  contains  less  than  14,000  Pro- 
testants. These  four  dioceses  were  rolled 
into  one  in  1833,  because  congregations 
could  not  be  got,  and  this  bishoprio 
numbers  13,853  Protestants.  I  will  give 
tliem  the  benefit  of  even  numbers,  and  call 
them  14,000,  for  I  do  not  wish  to  be  so* 
cused,  like  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Bright),  of  suppressing  Protes- 
tants. Of  these  14,000  Protestants,  I  am 
a  humble  unit.  There  is  a  Bishop  kept 
for  me,  with  £4,400  a  year,  a  dean  and 
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ohapteTy   106  beneficed  clergy  ,dividing 
£81,000  a  year,  and  40  unfortanate  cu- 
rates,  who  are  paid  only  £3,414  amongst 
them.      Thu^   for  these  14,000   Protes- 
tants,  there  is  an  expenditure  of  £3  a 
head.     These  are  figures  which  cannot  be 
oontroverted,  and  the  diocese  of  Eillaloe 
ia  Tery  nearly  as  bad.     Indeed,  there  is 
no  diocese  in  Ireland  where  you  can  make 
out    a  moderate   case   for   supporting   a 
Bishop,  dean  and  chapter,  cathedral,  and 
■0  forth.      With  such  a  state  of  things 
before  us,  is  it  enough  for  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  to 
get  up  and  talk  in   the  old   Tory  vein 
about   illegality  and  unconstitutionality? 
I  now  come  to  these  Resolutions,  and  no 
doubt  they  are  very  strong.     Nobody — 
least  of  all  myself— could  have  imagined, 
after  the  way  in  which  I  had  been  opposed 
bj  the  Members  on  that  (the  front  Oppo- 
sition)  Bench,  that  I  should  find  myself 
drsgged  on  at  their  tail  at  this  enormous 
pace.     But  how  have  they  been  met?    I 
must  say  I  have  been  very  much  disap- 
pointed at  the  course  which  has  been  pur- 
sued on  the  other  side.     I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  are  in  the  habit  of  casting  taunts 
at  a  successful  man,  and  I  have  certainly 
never  heard  the  present  Prime  Minister 
utter  an  illiberal   sentiment  or   commit 
himself  to  the  bigotry  of  any  party.      I 
was,  however,  greatly  disappointed  at  the 
enunciation  of  his  policy  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session,  and  still  more  disappointed 
at   the    unpardonable  vagueness  of   the 
Poreign  Secretary.  "  Unpardonable  vague- 
ness*' was  the  term  employed  by  his  Law 
GIBcer.  I  may  take  this  opportunity,  too,  of 
Bsying  that  1  condole  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  his  Law  Officers  ;  for  I  cer- 
tainly think  they  have  done  his  Govern- 
ment more  harm   by  their  defence  than 
any  attacks  that  have  proceeded  from  this 
side  of  the  House.     The  argument  of  the 
BoUe  Lord  (Lord   Stanley)    forcibly  re- 
minded me  of  the  old  pluy  of  Richard  the 
Udrd.    The  King  asks^ 

«  What  nyi  Lord  Stanley  f    Will  he  bring  his 
power?" 

And  the  Messenger  answers — 

"  M/  Lord,  he  doth  deny  to  come." 

Kov,  what  said  this  "Defender  of  the 
Faithp"  the  Foreign  Secretary  ?  Why,  he 
said  he  could  not  defend  the  Irish  Church; 
but  that  this  was  an  electioneering  ma- 
ncBUTxe.  He  said  it  was  the  scandal  of 
the  time;  but  he  reserved  his  opinion 
what  he  would  do.     In  fact,  Sir,  almost 


in  the  words  of  his  great  prototype  and 
namesake  in  Shakespeare,  he  said  to  this 
side  of  the  House — 

"  Prepare  thy  battle  earlj  in  the  morning.  .  . 
I,  ns  I  may — that  which  I  would  I  cannot— 
With  best  advantage  will  deceive  the  time. 
And  aid  thee  in  this  doubtful  shock  of  arms. 
But  on  thy  side  I  may  not  be  too  forward." 

The  noble  Lord  says,  "  That  which  I 
would  I  cannot/'  and  whether  he  intends 
to  join  the  camp  of  the  aspiring  Richmond 
or  leave  the  last  of  the  Flantagenets,  no 
man  in  this  House,  I  venture  to  say,  can 
really  tell.  Wei),  who  succeeded  him? 
Why,  he  was  succeeded  by  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Hardy),  whose  great 
power  and  manly  tone  ail  must  acknow- 
ledge. Ho  rallied  his  party  round  him ; 
but  he  did  so  by  the  utterance  of  those 
old  Tory  sentiments,  which  I  thought  had 
been  buried  long  ago  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner)  in 
Kensal  Green  Cemetery.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  us  that  we  ought  not  to 
be  in  a  hurry.  He  was  not  going  to  do 
anything  —  he  was  not  to  be  hurried. 
"  The  glorious  light  of  the  Eeformation  " 
—  we  knew  all  about  that.  It  was  a 
beautiful  passage;  but  we  were  to  wait 
and  see  what  is  in  the  Church  Commission. 
Now,  that  Commission  has  always  been 
put  on  the  shoulders  of  Lord  Russell,  who 
certainly  has  done  as  much  nnschief  in  his 
time  to  the  Liberal  party  as  any  man.  One 
word  upon  this  system  of  Government  by 
Commission.  The  hon.  Gentleman  below 
me,  the  Member  for  Rochdale  (Mr.  T.  B. 
Potter)  says  the  Government  sins  are  sins 
of  Commission  ;  and  so  they  are;  but 
I  must  say  that  this  system  of  governing 
by  Commission  is  an  abnegation  of  all  re- 
sponsibility in  Parliament.  I  heard  with 
cunsidernblo  alarm,  the  other  night,  the 
announcement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  tliat  he  was  about  to  issue  another 
Commission,  which  he  called  *'a  solemn 
inquiry  *'  into  the  land  tenure  of  Ireland. 
Now,  what  will  bo  the  natural  conse- 
quence of  issuing  a  Commission  at  the 
same  time  that  you  bring  in  a  Bill  ?  You 
will  create  perpetual  irritation  in  Ireland; 
you  will  give  rise  to  illusory  hopes,  and 
the  Bill  will  not  bo  looked  upon  as  a  final 
settlement.  This  by  way  of  parenthesis ; 
but  what  about  this  Commission?  Lord 
Russell  has  had  to  answer  for  a  great  deal; 
but  he  certainly  suggested  something  else. 
He  proposed  to  enlarge  the  powers  of  the 
Commission,  so  that  they  might  inquire 
how  far  the  revenues  of  the  Established 
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Chimli  oould  be  more  equitably  applied 
fat  the  benefit  of  the  Irish  people;  bat 
that  was  denied ;  and  what  is  this  Com- 
mission sitting  for  ?  Has  it  anything  to 
do  with  the  l^nefit  of  the  Irish  people  i 
No;  it  was  issued,  and  is  about  to  report, 
merely  fbr  the  benefit  of  the  Irish  Church 
and  its  congregations.  When,  therefore, 
we  are  called  upon  to  await  the  Beport  of 
the  Commission,  I  say  the  whole  thing  is 
a  solemn  inquiry  which  will  end  in  a 
solemn  fiuoe.  What  is  the  composition  of 
this  Commission  ?  There  are  nine  Mem- 
bersi  and  five  of  them  are  already  pledged 
against  any  nmterial  reform  in  the  Irish 
Church.  We  all  remember  Sir  Joseph 
Kapier,  when,  as  Mr.  Napier,  he  sat  for 
Dublin  University;  and  we  know  what 
I  speeches  UniTersity  Members  are  in  the 
habit  of  making.  We  all  know  what  a 
I  desperate  adherent  of  the  Irish  Church 
lie  was.  I  could  read  passages  ftvm  his 
speeches  whieh  would  make  your  hair 
stand  on  end.  and  which  Mr.  Flanagan 
himself,  as  (|uoted  hj  the  hon.  Member  fbr 
Kilkenny  (Sir  John  Gray),  could  not  outdo. 
I  Not  content  with  making  speeches  in  this 
House,  Sir  Joseph  Napier  is  also  chairman 
and  a  subscriber  to  what  is  called  the 
Church  Defence  Fund  of  Ireland.  There 
are  three  other  Members  of  the  Commis- 
liion  who  are  also  subscribers,  and  I  con- 
tend that  it  was  most  nnfoirly  and  im« 
properly  constituted.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  as  I  came  in,  took  exception 
to  Dr.  Ball  being  upon  the  CommiBsion. 
1  certainly  could  not  agree  with  him  there, 
for  Dr.  Ball  is  one  of  the  best  men  who 
could  bo  appointed  ;  he  is  a  fair  and  im- 
partial man,  and  was  brought  forward  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tarn  worth  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  as  the  Liberal 
candidate  for  the  Univer?tity  of  Dublin. 
But,  on  the  whole,  1  say  if  we  are  to  wait 
for  the  Report  of  this  Commission,  we 
shall  wait  for  what  will  be  a  mere  shuffling 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  among 
themselves;  no  real  reform,  no  cutting 
down  of  the  Establishment.  Therefore 
the  argument  that  we  should  wait  for  this 
Report  is  one  that  cannot,  and  ought  not 
to  be,  cogent  with  this  House  for  one 
Imoment.  What  other  arguments  have  we 
heard  in  defence  of  the  Church  as  at  pre- 
Isent  constituted — this  Protestant  Church 
Iwhich  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
Ithought  was  a  badge  of  conquest  ?  [Mr. 
IRoebtjce  :  No  ?]  But  formerly  you  did. 
JThere  is  another  argument  which  I  have 
lot  heard  during  this  debate,  but  which 
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formerly  found  Ikvtmr  among  hoit  Gentle* 
men  oppoNte-— that  the  Irish  ChunA 
ought  to  be  looked  upoa  with  great  re- 
spect, because  it  is  undoubtedly  the  origi* 
nal  CQiurch  of  St.  Patrick.  Surely  at  this 
time  of  day  we  shall  not  have  stuh  anti- 
quarian pedantry  brought  forward,  St. 
Patrick  himself  being — according  to  Dr* 
Todd — a  person  of  whom  there  is  very 
great  dou^  whether  he  ever  existed.  Yeiy 
great  doubt  indeed.  As  to  who  or  whii 
he  mm,  Dr.  Todd  is  Teiy  dubious.  We 
are  not  discussing  this  Chureh  upon  pe» 
dantto  grounds.  We  have  got  to  do  witii 
the  Church  as  it  is.  Everybody  knows 
that  the  original  Chnreh  of  IreJand  had 
no  such  thing  as  tithes  or  paridiea  t  it  was 
more  of  an  oriental  Ghunhi  with  an  in* 
ftnity  of  Bishops.  ITobody  knows  oxaetly 
what  the  Irish  Ghurah  was;  bat  it  ost^ 
tainly  was  veiy  difbrent  ftom  wlmt  it  is 
now,  and,  I,  therefore^  put  it  aside  altoh 
gether.  Then  comes  anouer  eonaidenitiMS* 
which  is  said  to  be  of  greater  importanee. 
The  Act  of  Dnion.  it  is  urged,  forbids  fai* 
torferenoe  with  tiia  Oharoh,  I  eaoMt 
understand  anybody  at  this  time  of  i$j 
getting  up  and  saying  the  Aot  of  Uaisn  u 
to  prevent  us  ftom  passing  a  grsat  measete 
for  the  ameUoratum  and  eoatettfanesi  ef 
Ireland.  Why,  what  was  the  Aot  <f 
Union  ?  A  ftaudulent  bai^gain,  in  wUsh 
the  Protestant  aristooraey  were  boeght 
and  Catholic  masses  were  sold.  Can  any 
argument  more  powerful  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Act  of  XJoion  be  advanced  than 
to  say  that,  as  long  as  it  remains  on  the 
statute  book,  it  is  to  prevent  your  bringing 
forward  any  measure  of  justice  to  the  pec* 
pie  of  Ireland  ?  But  we  are  told  that 
the  5th  Article  of  Union  is  the  one  of 
special  efficacy.  We  all  know  what  that 
5th  Article  is ;  it  is  the  one  which  says 
that  the  faith,  discipline,  and  government 
[An  Hon.  Meicbrb:  Doctrine.]  of  the 
Irish  Church  is  to  be  for  ever  one  with 
the  English  Church.  How  is  the  6th 
Article  of  Union  to  be  more  stringent  upon 
this  House  than  the  4th  i  Yet  the  4Ui, 
which  undertook  to  define  the  number  of 
Members  which  Ireland  should  send  to 
this  House,  was  altered  in  1832.  It  iNs 
altered  for  the  benefit  of  the  Irish  people. 
Why  should  not  we  be  equally  at  libertr 
to  alter  the  5th  for  the  benefit  of  the  Irim 
people  ?  It  is  a  fatal  argument  towards 
the  Union  to  say  that  it  prevents  you  from 
doing  justice  to  the  Catholie  people  of 
Ireland.  Lord  Lansdowne^  in  ''another 
place/'  asked  this  question— Wee  he  ts 
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nndentand  tliat  the  Established  Church 
eziated  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  or  Ire* 
land  for  the  benefit  of  the  Established 
Chnroh  ?  That  is  the  question  to  be  an- 
swered in  the  dirision  to  which  we  shall 
go.  I  will  not  weary  the  House  by  going 
into  any  diatinctiona — though  I  could  go 
into  them  at  length,  for  I  have  taken 
some  pains  upon  the  subject — by  going 
into  diatinotions  between  ecclesiastical  and 
priTste  property — to  meet  the  hobgoblin 
aignments  which  are  always  brought  for* 
ward  to  alarm  landowners.  All  the  great 
lawyers  who  have  spoken  upon  this  sub- 
ject have  always  drawn  a  groat  distinc- 
tion between  corporate  and  private  pro- 
perty. Dr.  Arnold  has  a  ociebrated  pas- 
sage on  this  subject ;  from  Sir  James 
Hackintosh  and  Brougham  I  could  quote 
probably  fifty  extracts  on  this  point.  Lord 
jCaeaulay  says — 

"  Chnroh  reTeDuei  are  partly  public  and  partly 
private ;  an  advowion  coming  into  the  hands  of 
an  individual  leeina  to  be  as  much  his  property  as 
Usbonse." 

I  cannot  understand  these  arguments  being 
put  forward  at  this  time.  They  have  al- 
waya  done  duty  on  these  occasions,  to  bo 
sore.  They  did  duty  at  the  time  of  Ca- 
thoUo  Emancipation,  and  they  did  duty 
10  lately  as  the  year  1853,  when  Lord 
Aberdeen's  Government  brought  forward 
the  Clergy  Eeserves  Act  of  Canada,  giving 
the  Canadian  Parliament  power  to  deal 
with  the  dergy  reserves  in  that  colony. 
We  were  then  told  that  we  had  no  power 
to  deal  with  the  matter — that  we  could 
not  interfere  with  the  sacred  union  be- 
tween Church  and  State.  But  what  was 
the  wording  of  that  Act  ? 

"  To  make  better  provision  for  the  appropria- 
tion of  moneys  arising  from  lands  known  as  the 
dergy  naervee,  by  rendering  them  available" — 
Whatlbrff — *'ibr  municipal  purposes." 

And  the  3rd  section  of  the  Act  begins — 

**  Whereas  it  is  desirable  to  remove  all  sem- 
WsaiTt  of  oonnection  between  Church  and  State" 

I  am  not  far  enough  advanced  for  that ;  I 
nerer  attempted,  I  never  have  wished,  to 
Maovo  all  oonnection  between  Church  aud 
State.  Bnt  when  you  talk  of  the  United 
Chonh  of  England  and  Ireland,  does  not 
any  one  who  resides  in  that  country  know 
that  the  name  is  a  mere  Parliamentary  fic- 
tion -—  a  legal  phrase  —  that  there  is  no 
Booh  thing  aa  a  United  Church  ?  1  hear  a 
great  deal  of  this  body  of  loyal  Irish  Pro- 
taataata.  well-to-do  gentlemen,  who  are 
very  loyal  aa  long  as  you  keep  up  their 
Ohunli  Ibr  them.    I  do  not  know  about 


the  North  of  Ireland ;  but  in  the  South 
of  Ireland,  who  are  your  Irish  Protestants 
there  ?  They  are  for  the  most  part  the 
descendants  —  respectable  descendants  — 
of  an  aristocracy,  consisting  originally 
of  Cromweirs  troopers  and  trumpeters. 
And  these  respectable  gentlemen,  whose 
ancestors  in  other  days,  not  only  derided 
episcopacy,  but  destroyed  the  monarchy, 
are  now  high  Conservative  gentry.  I  can- 
not say  that  they  have  any  particular 
reverence  for  the  Thirty-nine  Articles ; 
I  do  not  think  they  know  what  they 
mean ;  but  they  drink  the  **  glorious, 
pious,  and  immortal  memory.''  which  is 
the  one  great  article  of  their  creed.  And 
then  we  hear  that  this  is  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland.  I  must 
say  that  one  of  the  great  inconveniences 
of  the  present  state  of  political  feeling  in 
this  House  and  the  country  is  the  system 
of  what  I  may  call  gambling  in  Liberal 
stock.  One  Minister  is  perpetually  out- 
bidding the  other,  till  all  moderate  mea- 
sures are  rendered  impossible,  all  compro- 
mises untenable;  and  moderate  men  who 
wish  to  lead  a  quiet  life,  and  .to  see  gra- 
dual progress,  are  left  comletely  behind. 
Now,  while  I  go  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gladstone)  in  a  desiro  to  see 
the  Established  Church  disestablished,  I 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the 
Amendment  —  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  Jortign  Aifairs,  who  has  been  so 
unhappy  about  home  affairs — I  agree  with 
him  that  that  Establishment  is  a  mere 
empty  title.  Can  you  do  nothing  to  re- 
medy this  without  rushing  to  extremes? 
You  have  got  at  present  twelve  Bishops. 
You  sec  what  the  population  of  Ireland  is. 
Why  not  at  once,  without  waiting  for  the 
Report  of  any  Commission — for  we  have 
quite  evidence  enough — cut  down  the  num- 
ber of  bishoprics  to  four  ?  That  was  the 
number  proposed  in  1849,  by  the  present 
Vice  Chancellor  of  England,  Sir  William 
Page  Wood.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Lord  Jus- 
tice.] Cut  them  down  to  four,  one  for  each 
province.  He  proposed  to  give  them  each 
£1,500  a  year :  I  will  go  further,  and  give 
them  £2.000.  I  will  tell  you  why  I  lake 
that  limit.  You  have  in  this  country  an 
instance  of  a  Bishop  with  a  population  of 
52,500  —  the  greater  part  of  whom  are 
Churchmen  —  with  an  income  of  £2,000 
a  year,  and  no  scat  in  the  House  of  Lords 
— the  Bishop  of  Sodor  and  Man.  He  has 
only  ono  archdeacon.  Why  not  model 
your  Irish  Church,  if  you  can  re-model  it, 
after  the  fashion  of  the  Bishopric  of  Sodor 
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and  Man  f  Why  should  any  Irish  Bishop 
bo  better  off  than  your  Bishop  of  Sodor 
and  Man  ?  Cut  down  your  twelvo  Bishops 
to  four,  and  I  will  show  you  linw  you  car 
irrive  at  a  VDry  hnndaoma  Burplus.  [An 
ion.  Membeb:  What  would  you  do  willi 
;he  Archbiahops  ?  ]  I  propose,  of  course , 
'o  do  way  with  the  Archbiahopa.  Then,  at 
:o  deans,  and  chapters,  and  archdeacons, 
.hat  have  nothing  positively  to  do,  why 
lot  reduce  all  these,  and  cut  donn  youi 
olorgy  to  the  real  wants  of  the  congrega- 
ions.  bringing  tfaem  down  to,  say  500  ? 
An  hon.  Hbmbeb.  Too  late!  1  I  hear  an 
ion.  Member  saying  "  Too  late  !  "  but 
'ou  may  depend  upon  it  that  we  have  an 
normouH  work  before  us.  Some  hon. 
Jentlcmen  seem  1o  think  that  this  ques- 
ion  of  the  Irish  Church  is  to  be  disposed 
if  by  a  Vote  to-night  or  to-morrow 
ng.  Why,  Sir,  I  expect  this  businei 
ast  during  our  life-time.  I  calculate  that 
ho  Hurplua  which  you  might  gain  from 
he  measures  which  I  adTocate  would  at 
east  amount  to  £300,000  a  year.  You 
my  ask  me  very  fuirly  wlint  I  would  do 
ith  it.  I. will  not  follow  the  example  of 
ly  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
and,  who  just  hinted  what  ho  would 
lo.  I  have  no  objection  to  state  my 
■iew,  though  my  doing  so  may  very  pro- 
lably  cost  mo  a  contest.  In  the  first' 
ilace  I  view  the  change  with  considerable 
lesitation  ;  knowing  Ireland  as  1  do,  and ! 
Allowing  the  poverty  that  exists  there,  I 
lesilate  to  come  to  any  Vote  that  ivouldj 
ithdraw  £30,000  a  vrar  from  Maynooth  ! 
id  loko  awiiy  the  Segiunt  Donum  from  | 
he  Piesliytirians  without  heating  better' 
easons  for  so  doing  than  I  have  heard  j'ct,  i 
nd  no  reiiKODS  have  been  given  for  that 
ct.  You  liinglish  Memlicrs  know  so 
ittlo  of  Ireland  that  you  go  Ujion  hrird, 
road,  and  philosophic  principles  which 
ro  dissuBting,  cspeeiiilly  to  the  Irish  j  but 
would  have  yiJU  lo  learn  lliat  by  li'aving 
iic'sf  pi'oplc  to  their  own  efforts  vou  may  < 
reduce  ,m  ill-will  ond  u  feeling ot'injuslicn' 
n  tlial  ciiiiulry  which  it  ivill  be  diffii^ult  to' 
"  y.      Wliat  can  he  more  contradictory; 

unphilosopiial  than  your  whole  ayatem; 
governing  IreJund?  Take  the  ma- 1 
hinery  of  iho  Church.  Talk  of  it  aa  aj 
's-Moiiary  Church!  Why,thii  only  mission  ; 
that  country  is  one  for  which  the  Es- 1 
abliahed  Church  can  claim  no  credit.  The 
lissions  in  Gulway  aud  in  other  parts  of 
le  West  of  Ireland  are  voluntary  missions 
'om  this  country,  and  not  missions  of  the 
>atublished  Church.      I  understand  that 
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for  those  ntiesions  about  £26,000  a  year  ig 

scut  from  this  country.  At  the  same  time 
that  this  missionary  Church  of  the  Estab- 
lishment is  to  convert  all  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, this  IIuTise  rotes  many  Ihousands 
each  year  for  educating  Roman  Catholics. 
Wliat  can  be  more  contradictory  than  your 
whole  system  of  governing  Ireland  on 
philosophical  principles  ?  There  was  one 
man  who  probably  understood  this  ques- 
tion belter  than  any  one,  and  what  he  said 
in  1 792  applies  exactly  to  the  present  day, 
and  I  ask  English  Members  to  give  ear  to 
this.  In  a  letter  to  Mr.  Wyndham,  Mr. 
Burke  said — 

"  In  Englnnd  tha  Roman  Calholioi  sr*  a  not  i 
in  Iralanil  tlisf  arc  &  natioa.      Tbii  fundamtnUl 
diffei'pnce  inuat  affect  ersry  reason  aud  OTCiy 
meaaure  coaceining  chem." 
And  he  then  goes  on  thus — 

{  "  It  ia  a  terrilla  lliing  far  Gonmiaent  to  pri 
ita  confidence  in  a  Imndrul  of  peopla  of  fartnns 
asparnta  from  Iha  rcit.  A  full  levy  ia  not  x  nQJtf 
plctc  gnrrison.  nor  Ihs  dis-irm anion  t  of  a  prOTiao* 
tho  deatruDtion  of  diaaffectioa." 

And  yet  we  are  argning  as  if  the  Boman 
CatliolicB  were  a  mere  sect,  and  were  not 
inheritors  of  a  national  feeling.  Well,  it 
may  be  said  that  the  OoTemment  are 
waiting  for  a  policy.  They  are  waiting 
till  their  Commission  reports.  Sir,  the 
Pirat  Minister  of  the  Crown,  in  probably 
one  of  the  greatest  speeches  ever  delivered 
in  this  House,  gave  a  true  account  of  the 
stale  of  things  in  Ii-eland,  and  though  he 
hns  recently  described  that  speech  as 
"  heedlt-ss  rhetoric  from  below  tho  Gang- 
way," he  acknowledged  ono  thing  which 
I  am  glod  to  hear  from  liim.  Ho  observed 
that  whatever  he  might  have  said  in  that 
speech,  the  spirit  of  it  was  right.  I  atn 
not  going  now  lo  repeal  the  trite  quotation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  epigrotn- 
matic  saying  about  an  alien  Church.  In 
i)ie  speech,  tho  spirit  of  which  he  atill 
says  was  right,  he  said  — 

•'  Tlio  prc.-ilpst  canio  of  miaerj-in  Ireliindinu 
idi-ntity  of  iiisiituiiona  wiih  Kngliinil ;  ilig  rarj 
primary  .iiiil  most  iniportnnc  inrtitutian  of  nil— 

ihu  Iibh  penpto.       lis  vcntaiTd  lo  \nj  duva  M  • 
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if  England." 

We  now  come  to  policy,  and  this  is  no 
heedless  rhetoric.  If  those  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  could  only  speak  Itks 
this   now!      Tho  right   hon.    Qentleman 

"  Ilia  principles  vers  Torr,  the  nntaral  princi- 
ples of  tlio  dfmocraoy  of  Englnnd."  1  bslien  it. 
He  furtlwr  (aid — "  Tboj  mijht  not  b«  tha  prio* 
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eiplM  of  ibaseoonsittenfc  gentlemen  whose  fathers 
had  Ued  in  EngUind  for  Charles  I.,  nnd  who 
wonld  now  support  in  Ireland  the  tjranny  estab- 
lished by  Oliver  Cromwell.  Let  them  recur  to 
the  benignant  policy  of  Charles  I.,  then  they 
might  settle  Ireland  with  honour  to  themselves, 
with  kindness  to  the  people,  nnd  with  safety  to 
the  realm.  The  Chiirch  question  i^-ould  bo 
■ettled,  he  had  no  doubt,  upon  principles  annlo- 
gons  to  those  which  were  laid  down  by  a  great 
■Utftman  in  1036." 

What  were  the  principles,  aDd  who  was 
the  great  statesman  of  1636?  The  prin- 
ciples were  those  embodied  in  the  Gla- 
noigan  treaty  in  1644.  It  was  a  treaty 
which  no  one  ever  heard  of.  It  was  made 
aecretly — is  one  which  Charles  I.  entered 
into  with  the  Irish  Catholics  through 
Lord  Glamorgan.  It  was  made  "  for  ever/' 
too,  like  the  Act  of  Union.  The  Ist  Article 
of  that  treaty  states — 

"  The  Roman  Catholio  olergy  of  said  kingdom 
shall,  and  may  from  henceforth  for  ever,  hold  nnd 
enjoy  all  and  all  such  lands,  tenements,  tithes, 
Ac.,  whatsoever  by  them  respectively  enjoyed 
within  this  kingdom,  or  by  tliem  at  any  time  since 
S3d  Oetober,  1641,  and  such  lands,  Ac,  belonging 
to  the  clergy  within  this  kingdom,  other  than  such 
as  are  actually  enjoyed  by  Qis  Majesty's  Protes- 
tant clergy." 

That  was  the  policy  recommended  hy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  speech  of  which 
he  aays  thespirit  was  right.  I  ask  him,  then, 
whj  he  will  bind  himself  to  a  policy  which 
he  knows  in  his  heart  to  be  wrong  ?  Why 
will  he  bind  himself  to  the  Establishment 
of  this  Church  and  State,  when  he  knows 
that  it  embroils  Ireland,  and  prevents  any 
nibstanlial  union  between  the  two  coun- 
tries ?  Bnt  it  may  bo  asked,  **  Will  the 
diacatablishment  of  the  Church  bring  peace 
to  Ireland  ?  *'  The  misfortune  of  all  your 
remediea — of  nil  your  measures  for  the  pa- 
cification of  Ireland,  is,  that,  they  have 
been  paased  too  late.  The  consequence  is, 
the  difficulty  has  become  so  xiomplex,  that 
by  no  one  single  measure  can  you  hope  to 
pacify  Ireland  immediately.  You  may 
talk  about  Penianism.  There  is  but  one 
daas  in  the  country  interested  in  keeping 
things  as  they  are — and  that  is  the  Fenian 
eoDspimtors.  So  long  as  you  deny  justice 
to  Ireland  yon  will  have  Fenian  sympa- 
thixers ;  and  the  people  who  will  encourage 
those  who  would  like  to  see  this  Motion 
thrown  out,  and  nothing  done  to  Ireland, 
are  these  very  Fenians.  I  do  not  think 
that  this  or  any  one  measure  would  pacify 
Ireland.  Time  alone;  just  and  impartial 
aieaanres  only  will  do  that.  The  sins  of 
the  fittiiers  are  descending  to  the  children. 
But  this  I  knowi  that  however  delay  may 


suit  the  exigencies  of  a  Government,  it  is 
disastrous  to  the  well-being  of  a  nation. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  No 
one  can  have  listened  to  the  speeches  made 
on  the  other  side  during  this  debate  ivith« 
out  feeling  that,  at  all  events,  by  most  of 
the  various  speakers,  two  objects  have  been 
held  in  view.  The  primary  object  of  these 
Resolutions  and  of  those  who  have  spoken 
in  support  of  them  has  been  to  rally  the 
Libenal  party  and  put  out  the  present  Go- 
vernment. The  secondary  object  has  been 
to  pass  Resolutions  for  the  disestablisment 
of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland.  I 
must  indeed  except  from  my  description 
some  of  the  speeches  to  which  we  have 
listened  to  night,  delivered  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposed  to  our  views.  I  except 
particularly  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck) 
and  the  speech  wo  have  just  heard  from 
tho  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
Osborne).  Theses  speeches,  though  we 
may  find  much  in  them  to  disagree  with, 
have,  at  all  events,  been  speeches  ad- 
dressed to  the  merits  of  the  question 
nominally  before  us.  But  I  think  no  one 
can  have  failed  to  observe — especially  no 
one  who  heard  the  speech  delivered  in  the 
early  part  of  the  evening  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Calne  (Mr. 
Lowe)  —  that  very  great  stress  is  laid  on 
what  is  assumed  to  bo  inconsistency  and 
weakness  in  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  on  the  course  taken  by  this 
or  that  or  the  other  Member  of  the  Mi- 
nistry, and  that  this  has  been  made  quite 
as  much  the  question  as  that  which  is  nom- 
inally before  us.  Now,  we  who  have  been 
for  somo  time  in  this  House  cannot  com- 
plain if  our  opponents  seek  a  suitable  oc- 
casion to  rally  their  party  and  bring  about 
a  change  of  Government.  Nothing,  in- 
deed, can  be  more  legitimate  or  more  na- 
tural ;  and  it  is  no  matter  of  complaint  on 
our  part  that,  if  they  think  that  can  bring 
about  such  a  change,  they  should  select  a 
subject  on  which  they  nrc  of  opinion  their 
party  is  likely  to  bo  united.  I  venture, 
however,  to  say  that  when  the  battle-field 
which  they  have  chosen  is  one  of  such 
enormous  Imperial  importance  as  this,  and 
when  it  involves  interests  of  such  great 
magnitude,  it  was  the  duty  of  those  who 
chose  that  buttle-field  to  consider  at  all 
events  the  nominal  subject  they  brought 
forward  for  discussion  in  a  more  respect- 
ful and  a  more  serious  manner  than  the 
framers  of  these  Resolutions  have  done. 
I  Wc  have  no  objection  to  a  great  party 
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jglo,  nar  hwn  wa  any  objaetioD  whmU 

r  to  meet  hon.  Oentlemen  opponte  on 

»  QneatioB  of  th«  Iridi  Chnnui.   Wa  are 

jriaed  to  flod  tham  differing  from 

I  reprd  to  the  pondon  mi  tho 

litnra  of  that  Ohnroh ;  but  w«  do  my  tiiat 

f  ia  not  ooniiatent  with  thair  dntf  to  their 

intij  that  timj  ahould  ooma  forward  and 

K  an  important  ime  like  thia  viilom 

hey  are  prepared  to  ralae  the  ima  In  a 

Banner  whioh  admit*  of  its  beiog  fairly 

lied,  and  whioh  will  enable  the  ooaDby 

kriy  to  apprecimto  this  eeriona  qneatum. 

tor  manj  j'eara,  aooording  to  their  own 

■mfeiaion  and  in  tbeir  own  defbooe,  thay 

lave  been  telliitt  oa  that  they  abatained 

■om  bringing  forward  Ihia    qneation^ 

■bioh  liaa  certainly  been  aa  instant  Jbr 

Bany  yean  paat  as  it  ia  now — booanae 

Bey  were  eonaeiom  of  the  great  difllaultiea 

^lat  beaat  it,  and  beaaoaa  thay  felt  they 

^nld  hawbeen  dcnag  wrong  if  they  rviaed 

I  Teat  a  queation  man  they  had  not  the 

u  of  aettUog  it.    On  thaur  own  ahowa- 

,  tiierefbre,  they  fUl  in  their  da^  if 

y  now  oonie  forward  and  raiaa  the  qoea 

■on  onleaa  they  are  prepared  to  aettla  it 

^  Tentnre  to  aay  that  theae  Beaolntioiu 

m  been  oonatraoted,  not  on  the  prinoii^e 

r  finding  a  eolation  of  the  Irish  fto- 

latantChnrah  qneatioa;  but  upon  theprin- 

Kple  of  drawing  them  np  in  aaeh  a  manner 

Uat  they  eball  contain  a  minimum  of  that 

^hich  need  be  raised  for  the  purpose  of 

Ipsetting    the    Qovemment — that    they 

%all  contain  just  aa  much  as  it  it  possible 

Y  probable  the  GoTerament  will  not  be 

nle  to  accept,  and  yet  not  contain  any- 

liing  which  may  raise  diffioulties  among 

heir  own   party.     That,  no  doubt,   is  a 

lery  good  system  of  tactics ;  but  the  House 

kght  well  to  consider  tbose  tactics  before 

gie  division  is  taken.     Tbis  system  has 

n  adopted  for  more  than  twelve  months 

I   rererenco   to   this   subject.     We   have 

leard  something  about  the  origin  of  the 

Commission  which  is  now  inquiring  into 

he  condition  of  the  Irish  Church.     Now, 

■bat  was  the  origin  of  that  Commieslou  ? 

Tt   was    proposed    by   Eari   Kuasell,    the 

Leader  of  the  Liberal  party.     Notice  was 

nten  of  his  intention  to  bring  forward  a 

■otion  for  a  Commission  in  precisely  the 

pme  terms  in  which  tho  Coramisaion  has 

een  granted.    Perhaps  we  may  be  nn- 

laritable,  but  we  may,  without  any  great 

Bant  of  charity,  be  allowed  to  conjecture 

fiat  the  noble  Earl  in  giving  that  notice 

y  have  thought  he  should  hereby  cause 

|)me  little  embarrassment  to  the  Oorern- 
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ment  whan  ft*  quattm  wm  kaov^t  Ibr- 
ward.  For  three  we^  the  notiee  ttooi 
upon  the  l^otioa  Ffeper  of  the  Honae  of 
Lcvda ;  bat  within  two  w  ttirao  d^  at  the 
Botioe  being  aetoaUy  bnmgjit  ft«nnEd,it 
appeared  tlut,  in  aome  way  or  inobar,  ttw 
Brt)le  Earl  had  diaoorend  that  the  Oonm- 
ment  were  perfeotty  ^epond  to  iantB  noh 
aCommisnon  aaheprapoaed.  TheQonaB* 
ment  had  no  olgeotaon  to  it ;  and  they  hami 
repeatedly  stated  daring  tin  pioywi  of 
thaaa  diaenasJMs  that  is  wis  in  entan  eon- 
fbrmity  with  their  Tiewa  to  ioati^Aa  wa. 
inqoiry  into  the  pnaent  paction  of  Xb» 
Iruh  frateslcnt  Ghnreh.  Whan  Bad 
Boasell  learned  the  detemiaation  of  the 
QoTainnieBt,wluitdidhedo?  Heehanged 
tho  teraa  of  hia  Baaototion,  and  pr^oiiBi 
that  tlie  Oommiasion  ahoold  gofhraurtlUB 
was  originally  eootem|datDa,  u  otbarwisi 
it  would  DDt  ambanasB  tiia  QewnMt^ 
and  that  words  should  be  added  to  •■• 
powa  tha  CommisHimen  to  inaolN  taM 
the  aaatttt  ia.  wUoh  flw  imoMS  wA^ 
be  ai^npriatad  fl»  pnipeasa  uosBaMlal 
wiOittMBrt^AedCJhuteh.  naQeftl»< 
ment,  howanr,  stood  fln^  on  fluEr  ova  I 
ground,  and  aatd,  "Ko;  if  yon  oik  oa  Ar  I 
a  Commisaiim  to  inqoite  Into  the  tevetttm  I 
of  the  Charoh  in  Inuand  wa  viU  gin  it  to  ' 
bnt  if  you  tA  that  lbs  t«rms  of  the 
ahonld  be  ftarther  extended  in 


yoU; 
Com 


tho  way  you  now  u 
to  accede  to  your  request."  Aooordiogly 
the  Commission  was  issued  in  the  terms 
originally  proposed.  I  do  not  dwell  muoh 
upon  this  ciTcumatence ;  but  it  is,  at  all 
events,  an  indication  of  the  kind  of  ooorse 
which  has  been  pursued  on  the  preaant 
occasion.  We  have  here  placed  belike  aa 
Kesolutions  which  are  ragne  in  the  bz- 
treme.  We  ore  asked,  in  the  first  plaoa, 
to  consent  to  an  abstract  Sesolation  whioh 
anybody  may  agree  to  without  a*k^)g 
himself  the  inconTenient  queetions  whiw 
may  arise  thereout.  The  right  ben.  Gen- 
tleman  who  brings  forward  this  Reoolatioa 
bos  a  mind  so  an^estive  that  it  is  annMaa* 
aary  to  suppose  that  bis  ooarae  has  bean 
prompted  by  any  inspiration  bnt  his  OWB. 
Yet  I  think  that  ocoasionslly  when  he  waa 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Kotiona  hare 
been  brought  forward  whioh  may  taara 
suggested  the  coarse  poinisd  by  himaalf 
on  tho  present  ocoanon.  He  ftaqnaaUy 
had  to  contend  against  Uotiona  brou^t 
forward  by  independent  Uembeie  on  qaea> 
tions  of  taxation ;  but  he  naad  to  meat 
them  by  saying,  "It  may  be  all  vwy  wsU 
to  carry  abstract  BeaolotionB  agaiaat  tUa 
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or  fhe  other  tax;  but  tell  me  how  you 
are  to  make  up  the  deficiencies  in  the  Ee- 
Tonae."  The  hon.  Members  who  brought 
forward  the  Motions  retorted — **  That  is 
not  oar  business,  it  is  your  business." 
Welly  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Qentleroan  now 
treats  the  House  according  to  the  method 
in  which  he  himself  was  treated  by  his 
ibrmer  opponents.  He  says,  **  Let  us  dis- 
eatablish  the  Church  of  Ireland."  We  say 
in  reply,  "  What  is  to  be  done  with  the 
endowments?"  Whereupon  he  retorts, 
"  That  is  not  my  business,  it  is  your  busi- 
neos.''  Now,  this  is  not  the  position  in 
whieh  the  House  ought  to  be  placed ;  and 
if  we  are  to  discuss  this  question,  we  must 
do  so  with  a  fuller  knowledge  than  we 
now  possess  of  the  nature  of  the  proposals 
whieh  are  by-and-by  to  be  made.  And 
this  brings  me  to  the  position  which  the 
Oovemment  have  taken  in  regard  to  this 
Batter.  The  Oovemment  say — firstly, 
that  the  Resolutions  are  objectionable ; 
and,  secondly,  that  the  time  for  bringing 
them  forward  is  ill-chosen.  I  will  con- 
aider  the  latter  issue  first  We  propose 
to  challenge  the  House  on  the  question 
of  time  ;  and  if,  after  hearing  the  reasons 
we  adduce,  you  decide  against  us  on  that 
point,  we  must  then  meet  you  on  the  Re- 
oolutions  themselves.  My  noble  Friend 
the  Foreign  Secretary,  whoso  course  in 
this  matter  has  been  so  much  impugned  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  confined  himself 
ehiefly,  in  the  fini  instance,  to  the  ques- 
tion of  time.  What  he  said,  in  effect, 
iras  that  the  present  time  and  the  position 
of  the  present  Parliament  rendered  it  un- 
desirable to  enter  upon  this  wide  question. 
Although  in  his  Besolution  ho  has  intro- 
dooed  words— and  has  defended  them^ 
showing  that  we  do  not  object  to  consider 
eandidly  the  question  of  any  modifications 
whieh  may  be  necesuary  in  the  tcmporali- 
tiea  of  the  Establishment,  yet  the  gist  and 
point  of  his  Amendment  is  that,  in  the 
present  position  of  Parliament  it  is  inex- 
pedient that  the  House  should  enter  upon 
this  queotion.  We  have  been  aaked  whe- 
ther we  have  changed  our  position  in  re- 
gard to  this  matter.  My  reply  is  that 
onr  position  Is  not  changed  in  the  slightest 
degrae.  But  when  we  found  from  the 
epeeehea  delivered  in  this  House  after  the 
weeeh  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley) 
that»  in  oonseqnence  of  his  raising  that 
issue  doubts  were  entertained  as  to  what 
eor  policy  wonld  be  on  the  main  question, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
fsse  and  eocplained  to  the  House  that  if 


we  were  driven  to  the  discussion  of  the 
question  we  were  prepared  to  meet  them 
in  the  manner  which  he  declared  to  the 
House.  That,  then,  is  exactly  our  posi- 
tion. When  the  division  is  called  for  we 
shall  bo  prepared  to  roto  with  my  noble 
Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary  on  the  ques- 
tion of  time,  and,  if  defeated  upon  that, 
we  shall  then  be  prepared  to  go  into  the 
general  question  of  the  Resolutions.  We 
have  been  taunted  and  blamed  for  disput* 
ing  the  competency  of  the  present  Par- 
liament to  deal  with  this  matter ;  but,  in 
reality,  we  have  not  disputed  its  compe- 
tency to  do  so.  If  this  Parliament  has 
sufficient  time,  and  if  the  matter  is  fairly 
brought  before  it,  it  is  of  course  perfectly 
competent  to  deal  with  the  question ;  but 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Mi- 
nister said  on  a  former  occasion,  and  what 
I  maintain  now,  is  that  this  Parliament  is 
under  very  great  disadvantages  and  diffi- 
culties in  addressing  itself  to  a  question 
of  this  sort.  What  is  it  that  gives  to  the 
House  of  Commons  its  great  strength  ?  It 
is  the  circumstance  that  it  represents 
public  opinion.  When  public  opinion  on 
any  great  question  is  fairly  matured »  and 
Parliament  is  informed  as  to  the  state  of 
that  opinion,  then  Parliament  brings  public 
opinion  into  a  focus,  and  gives  expression 
to  it.  Legislation  then  takes  place,  not 
hastily,  but  with  a  full  knowledge  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  of  the  feelings  of 
the  people,  and  in  such  a  manner  that 
the  Legislature  will  not  find  it  necessary 
to  retrace  its  steps.  Now,  what  wo  say 
is  that  the  present  Parliament  was  elected 
under  circumstances  which  did  not  lead  it 
to  consider  this  question  as  one  that  was 
practically  or  immediately  important,  and 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  were  returned  to  this 
House  uninformed  as  to  the  wishes  of 
their  constituents  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  referred  on  a  former 
occasion  to  the  address  of  Lord  Palmerston 
when  this  Parliament  was  elected.  On  that 
occasion  Lord  Pulmcrston  said  not  a  word 
to  indicate  that  such  a  question  as  this  was 
likely  to  be  raised  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment. My  right  hon.  Friend  referred  also  to 
a  speech  made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  George  Grey)  in  1865,  who  showed  that 
in  the  opinion  of  the  then  Government  it 
was  most  extremely  improbable  that  any 
such  question  could  be  raised  during  the 
existence  of  the  present  Parliament.  Only 
the  other  night,  too,  wo  heard  a  quotation 
from  a  letter  written  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone),  which  showed 
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■it  ha  tlao  tt  Ost  tims  took  the  warn 
law — nimely,  that  th«  qaeation  wM  not 
Jib  immediately  preauDg,  and  that  it  was 
lien  beyond  the  range  of  pnetical  politica. 
Ihia  Parliament  wai  ejected  at  a  time 
Ihea  the  qaeation  was  not  present  to  the 
minds  of  the  EngUah  people,  and  it  is  not 
wr  to  legisUte  nntil  we  satisfy  onrselTes 
W  their  opinions.    I  do  sot  say  for  a  mo- 
lent  that  ws  are  inoompetent  to  deal  with 
Iqaestion  of  this  sort;  but  if  we  do  deal 
lith  it,  oonsideriog  that  we  hare  been 
ected,  not  after  a  long  disoussion  ont-of- 
lors  OD  this  qnestion,  but  at  a  period 
Ihea    publio   disouasion    had    not    been 
it  is  our  boondan  duty  to  our 
ftnatitnents  to   debate   fiilly  and  fairly 
ll  the   issues   raised,  and   to  enli^ten 
■e  mind  of  the  country  with  retpeot  to 
Ton  may  think  it  a  very  simple 
^ing  to  pass  a  Reaolution  for  disestahlish- 
f  the  Irish  Chnroh.     Uany  people  may 
ink  it  a  remote  qaastum,  or  they  may 
fcrdly  know  what  the  Irish  Churoh  is. 
Ihose  who,  aoting  on  the  adrioe  of  the 
Hght  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe),  have 
it  atodied  history  m^  belier^  as  ho  ap- 
--» to  do,  that  the  Proteatant  Chuieh  in 
md  was  oreated  at  the  Union.  Suoh  pw- 
s  may  say,  "  This  is  a  rery  trompery 
latter.    We  think  the  Chnnk  ooght  to 
J  put  down."    But  they  hare  not  Uie  re- 
Botest  idea  of  what  this  putting  down  may 
Bad  to.     Now,  what  will  hon.  Kembeta 
I  ho  hastily  give  a  voto  upon  such  a  ques- 
n  aay  when  they  (ro  back  to  their  con- 
lituents  ?      If  the  House  of  CommouB,  in 
Hiite  of  the  advice  which  we  tender,  la 
fctermined  to  go  into  Commillee  end  dis 
nss  this  question,  W6  will  meet  them  in 
lommittfe,  and  shall  be  prepared  to  argue 
J.  But,  as  the  hon.  Uember  (Mr.  Osborne) 
Kid  just  notv,  "This  ia  an  enormous  ques- 
ind  it  will  take  a  length  of  time 
^fore  it  is  thoroughly  argued  out.     We 
i  at  the  beginning  of  a  long  fight,  and 
a  have  made  up  our  minds  that  we  shall 
lot  bo  doing  our  duty  if  we  give  up  the 
tht  before  it  is  fairly  fought  out.  If  j-ou 
■ke  our  advice — looking  to  the  period  of 
lie  Setsioo,  the  amount  of  buainess   wo 
fcTe  to  get  through,  and  the  desirableness 
y  an  early  dissolution— you  will  hardly 
piter  into  the  subject  this  Session.     At 
9  time,    if  you   are  clearly  con- 
■need   that   the  emergency   is   pressing. 
But  the  subject  cannot  wai^  and  that  you 
0  ready  to  deal  with  it,  we  on  our  part 
e  ready  to  make  all  the  saoriflces  of  time 
|id  of  our  own  oonveDienoe  which  will  be 
Sir  St^gord  NorthnU 


neoeMiry  far  a  fbll  and  lUr  dianwnn.  It 
may  be  neoewary,  of  oonrae,  somewhat  to 
shorten  onr  onstomary  hcJid^a,  and  pro- 
long  the  Businesa  of  the  Honae ;  bat  saah 
qnestions  as  theos  will  not  weigh  with 
hon.  Memhara  if  we  are  to  enter  into  • 
disoussion  of  aueh  magnitode  aa  this.  Ob 
one  point  I  hope  hon.  Hambera  vfll  b* 
determined ;  thc^  will  not  allow  thia  mat- 
ter to  be  huddled  np  in  a  mwa  abatraet 
Hesolution,   the  c  •      •  ■ . 


they  oannot  foreaee,  and  wUl  insiat  npon 
deflnite  answers  to  the  qoastions  tba  difl- 
onlty  of  answering  whioh  haa  hitherto  nr^ 
¥ented  leguloUon.  There  will  bo  mueh  to 
answMT  leopeeting  aneatiiuia  of  pmper^, 
tm  which  a  g;ood  deu  haa  been  aaid  dnrisg 
this  debate;  and  muob  on  the  qaiatiBn  « 
Estebliahment,  aa  te  wUoh  haidlj  anythti^ 
haabeenaaid.  On  the  first  of  thnsa  matjti 
we  wen  edified  this  oroning  by  •  Mod 
deal  of  ^leoial  pleading  bom  wo  iwU 
hon.  Gentleman  (Itr.  Low^  ibont  mat 
he  called  vested  inteceata.  IdonoClldik 
that  port  of  his  speech  ■""— ir^  tho  Ot> 
tention  of  the  Honao  qnite  oo  mnah  ai  tto 
more  interaatiog  and  »■""■■'"£  portions  of 
bis  ^eeoh  did.  Bat  I  hme  that  hon. 
ICembota  who  heard  it  will  ooor  in  mind 
some  of  the  distinBtione  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman,  eron  thoogh  wo  may  all  M 
that  he  is  not  upon  £oao  peinta  a  saide 
whom  the  Honae  ia  paitlonlBrly  lik^  to 
follow.  We  know  tiiBt  the  right  hon.  Uen* 
tleman  has  pcouiiar  opinions  of  his  own 
about  property.  We  remember  his  views 
iu  former  days  about  musty  charters  and 
other  matters  of  that  sort  j  and  we  oannot 
ospeot  that  he  will  be  extremely  tender 
in  dealing  with  vested  interests.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  say  that  nobody 
had  an  interest  in  this  matter  unless,  per- 
haps, it  was  the  clergy,  whom  you  could 
easily  dispose  of  by  pensioning  them  fw 
their  lives.  As  to  the  Churoh.  tlist  was  an 
abstract  idea  which  tho  right  hoa.  Gen- 
tleman was  hardly  able  te  comprehendi 
and  as  to  the  laity,  he  said  they  have  no 
vested  rights,  because  you  could  not  com- 
pensate them  in  money.  Tho  petsona  to 
be  compensated  are  the  owners  of  adrow- 
Bons ;  and  the  laity,  whose  cfanrcbea  aio  to 
be  taken  away,  are  not  te  be  oompeaaated 
at  all.  The  Irish  Churoh,  we  ais  told,  ia 
an  £itabliBhment  for  the  rieh.  Tho  bet 
ia,  that  it  is  supported  by  tithea  deriroi 
from  property  which  is  in  tho  handa  of 
the  rich,  but  applied  te  objeote  in  whii^ 
the  rich  have  no  greater  Tested  intenrt 
than  any  other  memben  of  tho  oi 
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tion.  The  rich  are,  in  fact,  trastees  for 
tlie  eoDgregation.  Now,  what  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  owner  of  an  adrowson  ?  Ho, 
doea  not  hold  the  advowson  for  his  own 
benefit :  he,  too,  is  a  trustee  for  the  henefit 
of  the  laity,  and  it  is  his  duty  to  select  a 
clefKynoan  who  shall  minister  efficiently  to 
the  laity.  Well,  what  are  yon  going  to  do  ? 
Yoa  are  going  to  take  away  the  money 
now  appli^  for  the  henefit  of  the  laity  in 
the  maintenance  of  the  clergy  and  the  ser- 
Tices  of  the  Ghnrch,  capitalising  the  value 
of  that  money,  and  paying  it  in  a  lump 
■nm  to  the  owner  of  the  advowson.  And 
that  18  what  yon  call  respecting  vested  in- 
teresta.  Yery  likely  the  owner  of  the 
advowson  may  be  an  absentee,  and  the 
money  now  spent  in  Ireland  will  in  that 
ease  be  withdrawn  from  Ireland  alto- 
gether. I  think  that  when  you  come  to 
discnss  this  question  arguments  such  as 
these  will  not  hold  water.  There  are 
pmnts  which  will  require  a  great  deal  of 
diecosnon,  and  the  views  which  are  now  so 
glibly  pnt  forward  as  to  the  compensation 
yon  wUl  give  and  the  vested  interests  you 
tre  going  to  recognize  will  be  strictly  cri- 
tieiied.  Then,  what  are  you  going  to  do 
with  the  property  of  the  Church  ?  That 
is  the  great  question  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  asked  in  1865.  He 
has  not  absolutely  answered  it  now  ;  but, 
so  far  as  we  can  glean  from  his  statement, 
the  money  is  to  be  devoted  to  secular  uses, 
OTp  aa  he  voguely  says,  to  some  Irish  ob- 
ject. What  in  the  world  does  that  mean  ? 
There  ia  one  Irish  object  which  we  often 
hear  of.  I  rather  think  we  are  told  it  is 
in  the  Aetof  Union.  It  is  that  the  money 
ahoold  be  spent  upon  Cork  harbour.  Are 
Ten  going  to  take  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Chnrsh,  whioh  now  supports  churches  in 
Oonnanght  or  in  Ulster,  and  spend  it  upon 
Cork  harbour.  Then  there  is  an  object 
frequently  mentioned  in  the  Committee 
which  sat  some  years  ago  upon  Irish  Taxa- 
tion«  and  that  is  the  injustice  which  Ire- 
land aoffera  from  the  high  rate  of  spirit 
dntiea.  Perhaps  if  the  general  benefit  of 
Ireland  is  to  be  consulted  in  the  appro- 
priation of  Church  property,  some  of  it  will 
he  applied  in  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
whidcy.  This  at  all  events  is  clear — you 
are  not  to  give  any  of  this  money  to  the 
Aoman  C^tibolics.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tlenum  (Hr.  Lowe)  dislikes  the  Protestant 
Chnndi  much*  but  apparently  dislikes  the 
Bcman  Catholic  Church  still  more.  What- 
awer  elae  we  are  to  do  with  the  money,  we 
an  to  giTO  nothing  to  them.  The  right  hon. 


Gentleman  probably  judges  their  feelings 
by  his  own.  The  Protestant  Church  is  to 
be  stripped,  and  he  may  think  that  they 
do  not  care  wbethor  they  get  a  share  of  the 
spoil  or  not.  They  are  not  to  have  any  ge- 
nerous assistance  for  their  Universities,  for 
their  denominational  education,  or  for  any 
of  those  objects  which  I  believe  they  have 
at  heart.  '*  These  things  are  abominations," 
we  are  told,  "  but  whatever  you  do,  take 
away  this  property  from  the  Church,  and 
for  Heaven's  sake  don't  conciliate  the 
Catholics.''  That  is  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  calls  a  truly  Liberal  policy,  and 
1  believci  in  tlie  sense  in  which  those  words 
are  sometimes  used,  it  is  a  truly  liberal 
policy — that  is  to  say,  it  is  a  policy  of 
being  liberal  at  the  expense  of  somebody 
else.  Ireland  says,  **  You  have  injured  us 
by  bad  laws,  though  that  is  a  thing  of  the 
past,  and  we  ask  for  some  compensation." 
'*  Give  us,"  some  say,  **  a  re-settlement  of 
the  land  question."  ••Give  us,"  say  others, 
**  some  advantages  in  the  matter  of  taxa- 
tion, or  in  the  matter  of  expenditure,  or  in 
grants  for  education."  ''Give  us,"  says 
another  section,  '*  a  denominational  system 
of  education  for  ourselves.  Give  us  a  Uni- 
versity which  will  meet  our  wants."  But 
upon  all  these  questions  the  great  Liberal 
party  are  greatly  divided.  They  cannot  be 
brought  together  on  any  of  these  points. 
All  they  are  agreed  on  is  this ;  they  say, 
"  Take  away  the  Irish  Protestant  Church;" 
and,  as  in  former  days  when  two  nations 
were  about  to  make  up  their  quarrel,  they 
propose  to  cement  their  union  by  offering 
up  a  victim  on  the  altar  of  iriendsliip. 
There  was  one  thing  very  remarkable  in 
the  course  of  this  debate,  and  that  was  the 
difference  in  the  tone  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  Take,  for  example,  the  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Calne  (Mr. 
Lowe)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Bright).  In  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  there  was 
an  evident  desire  to  tranquillize  Ireland,  to 
do  something  which,  at  all  events,  might 
give  satisfaction  to  the  great  body  of  the 
people.  But  the  tone  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Calno  was 
quite  the  contrary.  That  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  only  throw  in  elements  of 
strife ;  he  would  not  treat  Irish  dissatis- 
faction with  soothing  remedies,  but  rather 
by  a  method  of  counter  irritation.  He 
would  not  pacify  the  Catholics,  he  would 
irritate  the  Protestants.  And  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  talked  about  the  £stab« 
lishment,  and  said,  *'  We  do  not  want  an 
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D  Inluid.  booBDM  Xr^nd 
I  ooDntriM  u  adaptad  for  the 
Byitain."     And  he  spoke  of  the 
luialua  as  TolnBtariea.     Bat  I 
[  to  uk  Boman  Catholio  llem- 
r  they  ooniidw  their  Chnrah 
f  Chorah  ^  If  an  Establuhment 
Jely  a  monaj  qnaadon,  I  would 
I  poriUon  of  the  Boman  Cetholie 
I  Ireland  is  Uiat  of  a  Tolnntary 
[r.  Bnrisi  1£ill:  Hear,  hear !] 
e  hon.  Hembar  for  WaatminBter 
t  Mill)    think  that    money  ia 
r  thing  mT(dTad  in  an  Ertabliah- 
Very  tar  from  it    That  is  almoat 
'  p«nt  that  haa  been  dwelt  on  in 
lato ;  bat  there  are  many  other* 
t  wilt  be  neeenar^  to  rain  before 
I  doBfl  with  thia  inbjaot    We 
tTf  not  only  about  the  property, 
mt  the  form  of  wonhip  end  the 
a  whid)  ara  npoenary  fbr  an  Ea- 
lent,  and  upon  theaa  points  not 
Word  has  been  heard  from  the  right 
F  Oentlaman   who   has  brought  for> 
i  these  Boaolntiona.  Kow,  will  he  tell 
1  he  haa  diicstsbliihed  the  Pro- 
mt Ohnroh  of  Inland,  whether  that 
reh   ia  to  oontinna  an  Epiioopalian 
Inroh  or  not?    And,  if  so,  if  aha  ia  to 
■to  Bishopa,  by  whom  are  they  to  be 
■pointed  ?     Are  they  to  be  aleoted  by  the 
BagregatioDR,  or  appointed  by  the  Grown  ? 
■o  what  Uw  are  they  to  be  subject,  and  in 
Jrhat   way  are  jou  going  to   insure  uni- 
■brmity  of  dootrine  and  wonliip  in  that 
^hnrah  ?     Bemember  that  theao  are  not 
n  the  present  day  mere  matters  of  form ; 
Ithaj  are  very  important  qaestions,  vhioh 
I  will  undoubtedly  be  raised  iu  substance; 
I  and  it  seems  to  me  that  one  of  the  great 
I  difflculties  we  hare  to  contend  with,  and 
[  upon  which,  before  this  matter  is  finally 
settled,  we  must  have  a  distinct  and  cate- 
gorical answer,  is,  in  what  poaicion  is  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  to  be  when 
it  oomes  te  be  disestablished  with  respect 
to  the  questions  of  ^lisoipliae,  doctrine,  and 
fonu  of  gorernment  ?      We  do  not  want 
to  have  another  South  Africa  in  Ireland  ; 
and  I  think  that  English  Churchmen  who 
are  apt  to  look  upon  this  question  as  a  thing 
apart,  and  to  say  that  it  would  rather 
strengthen  than  weaken  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land if  the  Irish  branch   of  the  Chnnth 
were  disestsblished,  have  hardly  pictured 
to  themselves  what  would  happen  if  this 
long-established    branch    of    their    own 
Church  were  destroyed.  For,  do  what  yon 
will,  these  Chnrohee  are  united.    Snppoto 
Bit  atafitri  NvrthoQit  ' 


different  artiolea  and  Ibnailariea  we  bj^ 
and-by  adapted  by  OonnoatioM  IB  that 
Church— a  dangtt.featriotad  and  jmUUtad 
by  tha  conditions  of  an  BstablWiiBent— 
and  that  the  Churoh  fa  Bi^laod  waa  ptvi 
Tented  Irom  following  the  ^unmla  of  W 
freer  sister,  what  wonld  be  we  eaM»- 
qnenoe?  I  venture  te  aay  that  0Mn 
wonld  arise  a  state  of  things  whieh  in  « 
short  time  would  be  fonnd  to  be  ialehi 
able.  Snppoae,  bx  inaUnee,  tbet  nah 
questions  sprang  up  as  those  that  wa* 
lately  raised  in  the  Beolesiaatieal  Oonti  ia 
this  oonntry,  and  that  oertain  daajdwi 
were  pven  as  to  the  eflbct  of  the  AfHala 
of  the  Church  of  Bngland  wUeh  wen  ■■- 
sstlsfcetoiy  to  a  great  nnmbar  of  lie  aa^ 
bera,  who,  naTerthelaaa,  would  be  fi^ 
olnded  fhtm  making  any  altatefi^m  h 
those  Articles,  end  anppaae  enr  hiutti» 
in  Ireland  entertaining  aiBilar  ephUW 
were  to  alter  thmr  fennalaiiea,  wlwt  HAdt- 
yon  wonld  be  the  aflhot  of  that  vfi»  M* 
pei^oftheOhaiehofEa^nid?  Ivi^ 
tore  to  aay  that  the  conscfiuencea  wontd 
be  snob  as  the  advocates  of  disestablish- 
ment an  not  altogither  prepared  for.  ta 
oertain  minds,  no  doubt,  they  may  aeen 
good,  and  that  this  enfranchisement  of 
the  Chnreh  tnm  the  restrictions  imposed 
by  the  State  in  Inland  can  do  no  barm ; 
but  to  me  it  i^pears  that  the  effect 
wonld  be  to  produce  such  rxritcmeut  here 
as  would  aggravate  und  intcniiify  all  the 
evils  that  we  are  at  present  tronUad  bjr( 
and  members  of  the  Churoh  of  Knglanj 
must  make  up  their  minds  that  in  destroy- 
ing the  Established  Churoh  in  Ireland 
they  are  striking  at  the  root  of  tiie  Estab- 
lished Churoh  in  Englond^lso.  I  do  not 
put  it  now  upon  the  miserable  jwasiMMt 
ardet  argument.  I  do  not  aay  that,  beoanse 
your  neighbour's  property  is  taken,  yon 
must  look  after  yonr  own,  though  the 
same  principles  that  are  recognised  as  aa 
excuse  for  taking  away  the  property  of 
the  Esteblished  Churoh  in  Ireland  may  of 
course  be  used  with  eqnal  effect  in  Englaai 
also,  I  do  not  put  it  upon  that  gronad  | 
but  I  say  this — if  yon  open  the  venta,  yet 
let  out  the  waters  of  controversy  betiratc 
Churoh  and  Steto  to  an  extent  yon  are  nV 
prepared  for.  The  disoussion  we  are  aei 
upon  is,  whether  it  is  desirabla  to  go  iaf 
Committee  at  this  time ;  and  the  reew 
why  I  have  entered  upon  these  queatio 
is  to  show  the  House  the  enormous  eztr 
of  the  ground  we  shall  have  to  town  if 
do  go  into  Committee.  Ecr,  although ' 
rigbthon.  Gantlemaa m^ Mff  "If  jm 
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SBto  Gonniniitee,  yon  will  merely  have  to 
Toie  my  first  Bioolation,  and  the  others 
irhiob  are  to  give  efieot  to  it/'  he  cannot 
laj  that  he  will  prevent  these  questions 
fkurn  being  fully  disoussed  before  he  em- 
bodiea  his  proposals  in  a  measure.  There- 
Ibre  we  feel  it  onr  duty  to  warn  the  House 
and  to  take  its  sense  whether  it  is  desirable 
»-wheD  we  are  approaching  the  Easter 
IwlydaySa  and  the  state  of  business  is  so 
liitje  advanced — to  enter  npon  this  exten- 
tfve  field  of  controversy.  But  if  the  House, 
after  foil  consideration,  decides  to  go  into 
Committee,  we  shall  then  be  ready  to 
mtar  npon  the  discussion,  and  depend 
upon  it  these  qneatious  shall  be  fully  and 
fiairly  argued,  and  all  the  collateral  issues 
nused»  before  the  whole  matter  is  allowed 
to  conclude. 

Mm.  COLERIDGE  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mm.  QLADSTONE  said,  he  wished  to 
auike  a  suggestion  with  regard  to  the 
oonrse  of  busiqess  to-morrow.  On  ordi- 
Bory  oooasions,  the  usual  practice  was  to 
take  the  Motion  relating  to  the  holidays 
before  the  main  business  of  the  evening. 
NoWj  although  he  was  sanguine  in  the 
hope  that  nothing  would  occur  to  prevent 
llie  adjournment  for  the  holydays  to-roor- 
row«  it  was  plain  that  it  would  not  be 
deaiimble  to  settle  the  matter  before  the 
main  business  of  the  evening  was  brought 
to  a  oondnaion.  It  would  be  convenient 
and  aatisfaotory  to  the  House  if  the  ques- 
tiona  oould  be  taken  after  the  main  busi- 
mm  waa  concluded,  when  it  might  be 
hoped  that  that  important  question  would 
have  oome  to  an  issue  on  its  first  stage, 
and  that  they  should  know  something  of 
the  mode  in  which  the  Qovemment  pro- 
poaed  to  deal  with  its  future  stages. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  Govem- 
BWBt  bad  no  other  wish  than  to  suit  the 
aoDTenienoe  of  the  House.  He  might  say 
fbat  representations  had  been  made  to  him 
aa  mjnoh  ftom  one  side  as  the  other,  that 
Gentlemen  were  very  anxious  that  the 
vmal  bolydaya  ahonld  be  observed.  He 
bad  tbonght  of  patting  on  the  Pq>er  to- 
Bigbt  a  Notioe  to  that  effeot,  so  that  the 
Hboae  migbt  express  an  opinion  upon  it. 
Ha  bad  no  objection,  however,  to  adopt 
the  anggestion  of  tbe  right  hon.  Oentle- 
maa«  if  it  was  acceptable  to  the  House ; 
bat  be  mnst  express  his  own  opinion  that 
tbero  eonld  be  no  doubt  that  the  debate 
voold  eonolnde  to-morrQW. 

Motion  ogrrtfMi  l0. 

lklbtAtfirikirii4f^mn9d  till  To-wmrow. 


METROPOLIS  GAS  BILL  —  [Bill  «.] 

{3£r^  Morritofif  Mr,  Locke,  Mr,  Oor»t,) 

BEGOKD  BBADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  MORRISON,  in  moving  that  this 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  explained,  that 
in  1866  a  hybrid  Committee  of  the  House 
was  appointed  upon  this  subject.  On  its 
Report  the  Government  founded  the  Bill 
of  last  Session,  which  was  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  five,  and,  after  a  lengthened 
and  expensive  inquiry,  miscarried  at  a 
time  when  the  representatives  of  the  com- 
panies and  those  of  the  public  appeared  to 
have  oome  as  nearly  as  possible  to  an 
agreement.  It  was  therefore  thought  ex- 
pedient that  the  Bill  should  be  re-intro- 
duced this  year,  and  this  Bill  was  in  the 
main  a  reprint  of  last  year's  Bill,  with 
certain  alterations.  Very  grave  exceptions 
had  been  taken  to  certain  parts  of  the  Bill, 
and  there  had  been  a  conference  with  the 
representatives  of  the  gas  companies  of 
the  metropolis,  who  had  determined  to 
offer  no  opposition,  on  condition  that  the 
promoters  consented  to  certain  changes. 
On  the  part  of  the  promoters  he  was  ready 
to  consent  to  these  changes,  which  involved 
the  striking  out  of  a  large  portion  of  new 
matter  incorporated  with  the  Bill.  These 
changes  embraced  the  clauBCS  dealing  with 
the  amalgamation  of  the  existing  com- 
panies, the  supply  of  gas  in  bulk,  the 
substitution  of  permissive  for  compulsory 
powers  of  purchase,  and  the  damages  to 
be  paid  by  a  company  in  case  of  accident. 
There  was  already  an  Order  of  the  House 
that  Bills  having  reference  to  the  supply 
of  gas  to  the  metropolis  should  be  referred 
to  the  same  Committee;  three  Bills  had 
been  read  a  second  time  and  referred,  and 
it  was  therefore  desirable  that  this  Bill 
should  be  similarly  dealt  with  at  once. 
He  moved  that  it  be  read  a  second  time, 
and  to-morrow  he  would  move  that  it  be 
committed,  in  order  to  insert  the  Amend- 
ments agreed  upon,  and  have  the  Bill  re- 
printed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (^Ilr.  Mom'Mn,) 

Ma.  GREENE  said,  he  had  remained 
in  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  opposing 
the  Bill ;  but  having  heard  of  the  arrange- 
ment he  would  not  do  so,  at  least  at  this 
stage. 

Ma.  WYLD  called  attention  to  Clause 
100,  as  follows :— 


Bufftji—Cml 
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All  MMte,  ebargM.  and  nptoMt  prelimliMnr  1 
land  of  and  inoidental  to  the  prepnring,  apply- 

for,  obtaining,  and  pawinir  of  tliis  Act  (in- 
iding  titoM  incurred  bj  the  Bmrd  of  Trade  in 
jntion  to  the  Metropolis  Gaa  Bill  introdooed  in 

first  Session  of  Parliamebt  in  the  year  1867) 
itl  be  paid  bj  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
I  the  Board  of  Trade  direet." 

believed  the  ratepayers  of  the  metro- 
klia  would  object  to  the  payment  out  of 
|e  rates  of  the  expenses  inourred  in  pro- 
iting  the  Bill  of  last  Session;  and,  in- 
ly it  was  improper  to  charge  the  rate- 
jiyers  with  the  expenses  of  a  BiU  which 
[e  House  did  not  pss.  In  Committee  he 
\tM  moye  the  rejection  of  this  clause. 

Motion  mgrud  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  ccmmitud 

rPPLY— OIVIL  SERYIOB  ESTIMATES. 

BnvFLT— «MituCfr#i?  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

I  That  a  snni,  not  csoeeding  £1,200,000,  be 
mted  to  Her  Mi^Jestj,  on  aoeount,  for  or  to- 
rds  defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 

ffU  Strriois,  to  the  8lst  day  of  Haroh  1869  :— 

Ohm  I.  £ 

itish  Embasij  Iloues:  Constanti- 

[nople,  China,  and  Japan 
>liUn  Fire  Brigade 
rboors  of  Refoge,  Ae. 

jighthooses  Abroad    .•        ••        •• 

joynl  Palaoes  

lublio  Buildings 

lurnituro  of  Public  Offices 

foyal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens    . . 

[ouses  of  Parliament    .  . .  . . 

Iritisli  Embassy  Houses :  Paris  and 
Madrid  ..         ..         .. 

lew  Foreign  Office 

jublic  Offices  Site       ••         ..         •• 

Irobate  Court  and  Registries 

lublio  Record  Repositorj      ,n         .. 

rational  Gallery  Enlargement 
nirersity  of  London  Buildings 

[hapter  lloose,  Westminster 

few  Palace  at  Westminster,  Acquisi- 
tion of  Land 

lurlington  House 

Iheriff  Court  Houses 
ites  for  Government  Property 

fost  Office  and  Inland  Refenue  Build- 
ings     

Wellington  Monument 

^almerston  Monument  ..         .. 

fublic  Buildings,  Ireland 

Queen's  University,  Ireland 

TUter  Canal     . . 

krtland  Ilarboor 


•  • 


•  • 


•  • 


Class  IL 


jreasory  •  • 

[ecret  Service 
lome  Office,  Ao. 
foreign  Office 

Mr.  Wyld 


•• 


•• 


5,000 
9,000 

18,000 
0,000 
6,000 

15,000 
2.000 

16,000 
7,000 

1.000 

d.ooo 

10,000 
2.000 
1,000 
0,000 
3,000 
2,000 

4,000 
4.000 
3.000 
6,000 

12,000 
1,000 
1.000 

lO.OiiO 
1.000 
1.000 
1,000 


7,000 

4.000 

10.000 

10,000 


•  • 


•  • 


•  • 


•  • 


•  • 


•  • 


Colonial  Ofllea  •  •         •  • 

Board  of  Trade,  Ao. 
Household  of  the  Lord  lieotenani 
Chief  Secretary,  Irehind,  Offleet 
Paymaster  Genemrs  Office 
Exchequer  and  other  Offices,  SoeUand 
Office  of  Works  and  Poblio  BnUdings 
Office  of  Poblio  Works,  Ireland         •  • 
House  of  Commons,  Offloea  •• 

Pri?y  Coonoil  Offlee 

Pri?j  Seal  Offioo         

Civil  Service  Commlssioii       •• 
Ezeheqoer  and  Audit  Departneat    •• 
Office  of  Woods,  Forests*  and  Land 

Reyennes       

Publie  Reoord  Office 

Poor  Law  Commissions  ••         •• 

Mint,  inoloding  Coinage         ••         •• 
Copyhold,  Indoaare*  and  TItha  €«»- 

inission  ••         ••         ••         •• 

Inelosnre  and  Drainage  Aoti;  Lnprirt 

Expenses 

General  Register  Offleo  •  • 

National  Debt  Offleo 
Public  Works  Loan  CommlMiMt 
Lnnaey  Commission     ••         •• 
Registrars  of  Friendlj  SoaMaa 
Charity  Ooramissidn 
Patent  Office     .. 
Printing  and  StaikmeiT 
Poor  Iaw  Commission,  SooUand 
General  Register  Office,  Sootiud 
Lunacy  Commlssioo,  Seotlaad 
Fishery  Board,  Seotland 
Poblio  Reoord  Oflea,  Irebnd 
Poor  Law  Commlsaioa,  Ireland 
General  Register  Offloa,  Irelaod 
Charitable   Donationa  and  "^ 

Ireland  •  • 

ClaianL 

Law  Charges.  England 

Criminal  Trosecutions 

Police,  Counties  and  Boroughs,  Great 

Britain  ..  ..  .. 

Common  Law  Courts,  England  •  • 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  England 
County  Prisons  and  Reformatories,  4c. 

Great  Britain  ..  ..  .. 

County  Courts  . .  .  •  •  • 

Police  Courts,  London  and  Sheemesa 
Metropolitan  Police      ..  ..  •• 

Convict  Establishments  in  the  Coloniea 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Proseoa- 

tions,  Ireland 
Common  Law  Courts.  Ireland  •  • 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  Ireland 
County  Prisons,  Ireland  ••  •• 

Criminal  Proceedings,  Scotland         •• 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland 
Register  House  Departments,  Scotland 
Admiralty  Court  Registry      .  •         • . 
I'robato  Court  . .         •  •         •  • 

Land  Registry  Office  ..         .. 

Government    Prisons,    England,   and 

Transportation  ..         ..         •• 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lnnatle  A^lnm 
Prisons.  Scotland         • .         •  •         •  • 
Court  of  Chancery,  Ireland     •  • 
Registry  of  Judgments,  Ireland 
Registry  of  Deeds,  Ireland      . .         •  • 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  and  InadTtBOj, 

Ireland         ••        ••        ••         •■ 


.  • 


•  • 


•  • 


800 

5.000 
19.000 
1.000 
8.000 
S.OOO 
1.000 
4,000 
8.000 
7,000 
0,000 
1.000 
1,000 

«»ooo 

1000 

3,000 

t5,000 

«,000 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 
3,000 

1^000 
1,000 
1,000 

SiOoo 

4J00O 

33J003 

MOO 

1^000 
1,003 

tjm 

1,3W 

IMW 

3^330 

1,033 


0.000 
S6,000 

86,000 
7,000 
8,000 

80,000 
00.000 
8,000 
86,000 
80,000 

18,000 
4,000 
8.000 
8,000 

10,000 
3.000 
8,000 
8,000 

10,000 
1,000 

83,003 
4.000 
8,000 

3,000 
1,000 
8,000 
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Cooit  of  Probate,  Ireland 
Landed  Estate  Court,  Ireland 
DaUin  Metropolitan  Police,  Ireland 
Conttabnlary,  Ireland 

Foor  Courts  Marshalsea,  Ireland 

GoTemment  Prisons  and  Reformatories, 
Ireland  ..         

Dnndrom  Criminal    Lunatic   Asylum, 
Ireland 

Admiraltj  Court  Registry,  Ireland    . . 

Class  IV. 
Learned  Societies,  Great  Britain 
Queen's  Colleges,  Ireland 
Belfast  Theological  Professors 
UniTersities,  dte.,  Scotland     • . 
Board  of  Manufactures 
Pablie  Education,  Great  Britain 
Seienee  and  Art  Department 
UniTortitj  of  London 
British  Museum 

National  Gallery  

British  Historical  Portrait  Gallery    . . 
Public  Education,  Ireland 
Queen's  University,  Ireland    . . 
National  Gallery,  Ireland 

Class  V. 

IVeasorj  Chest  

Tonnage  Bounties,  Ac.  •  • 

Coolie  Emigration 

Commissions  for  Suppression  of  Slare 

Trade  

Consnls  Abroad  

China,  Japan,  and  Siam,  Senrices  in 
Ministers  at  Foreign  Courts,  Extraor- 

dinarj  Expenses 

Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  Ac 

Orange  RiTor  Territory  and  St.  Helena 
Eml^mtion 

Class  VI. 
Mlaeollaneoofl    Charitable   and    other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain  . . 
Morehant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions,  Ac. 
BoUef  of  Distressed  British  Seamen 
Snperannnation   and   Retired    Allow- 


HoepitaU  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland 
Mlieellaneoui    Charitable   and   other 
Altowanees,  Ireland 

Class  VIL 
Twuporary  Commissions 
Misoellaneons  Expenses 
Loeil  Dnoi  on  Shipping 
FUz  CulCiTation  


2,000 

2,000 

12,000 

110,000 

1,000 

8,000 

1,000 
1,000 

2,000 
1,000 
1,000 
2,000 
1,000 
120,000 

33.000 
2.000 

12,000 
2,000 
1,000 

55,000 
1,000 
1,000 

2,000 
4,000 
1,000 

1,000 
25,000 
15,000 

10,000 

10,000 

1,000 

2,000 


1,000 
7,000 
5,000 

30,000 
3,000 

1,000 

6,000 

20,000 

6,000 

1,000 


Total 


£1,200,000 


Beaolntion  to  be  reported  To-morrow; 
Committee  to  sit  again  Tomorrow. 

OODiraT    eXHERAL    ASSKSaMENT   (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Oa  Motion  of  The  Loan  Adyocatb,  Bill  to 
abolish  the  power  of  \ewjmg  the  Assessment 
koowa  as  "  nogae  Money,"  and  in  lieu  thereof  to 
eanfsr  on  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  of  Coun- 
tiss  in  Sootland  the  power  of  le?jing  a  "  County 
Geneimi  Assessment,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
bj  The  Loan  AnTOcan,  Mr.  Secretary  Gathobne 
HiavT.aad  Sir  Jjjiis  Faiaussoir. 
fiUl  frsffNfed.  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  84.1 

YOL.  OXCI.    [tbccbd  sebixs.] 


PEEBAGE   (iBELAKD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Colman  0*Loohlvn,  Bill  to 
limit  the  further  creation  of  Peers  of  Ireland,  and 
to  amend  the  Representation  of  the  Peerage  of 
that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Colman  O'Loohlen,  Mr.  Mon- 
BKLL,  and  Mr.  Shaw-Lkfevue. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  83.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelve  <rclook. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
IVidat/,  April  3,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Select  Committee— On  Poor  Re- 
lief, Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  added. 

Public  IhLLa—First  Reading — Partition  •  (67). 

Committee — Inclosure  •  (61)  ;  Medical  Practi- 
tioners (Colonies)  •  (66). 

Report — Inclosure  •  (61 ) ;  Medical  Practitioners 
(Colonies)*  (66). 

Third  Reading — Marine  Mutiny  •  ;  Mutiny  *  ; 
Indian  Railway  Companies*  (63);  London 
Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance  *  (69),  and 
pojsed. 

Royal  ^M«n/— Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000) 
[31  Vict,  0. 13] ;  Mutiny  [31  Vict.  c.  14]  ;  Ma- 
rine Mutiny  [81  Vict.  o.  16]. 

BANKRUPTCY  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  asked  tho  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  Whe- 
ther it  was  his  intention  to  refer  tho  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill  to  a  Select  Committee?  If 
not,  he  trusted  that  those  noble  Lords  who 
proposed  to  move  Amendments  would  have 
them  printed  during  the  Recess,  in  order 
that  they  might  be  considered. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
stated  on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
that  if  any  of  their  Lordships  expressed  a 
wish  that  it  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  he  should  be  quite  willing  to 
accede  to  that  course.  He  had  since  un- 
derstood from  noble  and  learned  Friends, 
who  took  great  interest  in  the  subject,  that 
they  did  not  think  much  advantage  would 
be  gained  by  sending  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  therefore  at  present  he  did 
not  intend  to  take  that  course.  A  noble 
and  learned  Friend  who  was  not  present 
(Lord  Romilly)  had  been  good  enough  to 
put  on  the  Paper  and  have  printed  a  num- 
ber of  Amendments  which,  no  doubt,  would 
prove  of  great  utility,  and  he  hoped  that 
any  noble  Lord  who  wished  to  move  any 
Amendments  would  also  cause  them  to  be 
printed,   in  order  that  the  House  might 

2  D 
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h>T«  an  opportoDilj  of  eomidering  tliem 
befora  tfaa  next  itage  of  ttie  Bill, 

LOBD  CHELUaFORD  wished  tt  to  be 
ondentood  that  ha  had  do  deiire  that  the 
Bill  ehoald  go  to  a  Sdeot  ConiiBittee. 

mSUERlOTION  m  CRETE, 
uonra  roH  ak  avdbus. 
LoBD  STBATHEDEN  roie,  aooording 
to  Notice,  to  call  their  I/ordBhipi'  attention 
to  the  further  CoTnipondence  Teapecting 
the  diatnrbancei  in  Crete.  He  had  firat  to 
direct  their  Lordahipa'  attention  to  the 
"  IdcDtifl  Note  "  coromnDicated  in  Octo- 
ber laat  to  th«  Turkiah  Ooveroment  on 
the  part  of  Raaiia,  France,  Fmisia,  and 
Italy.  The  general  reault  of  that  Note 
had  been  to  infliet  a  aercra  blow  upon  the 
Tttrkiah  Goremment,  and,  aa  regarded  the 
Eastern  qaeition,  to  place  Great  Britain 
on  tha  flna  aids  and  France  and  Raisia  On 
the  other.  Aa  that  waa  a  atata  of  things 
inaonaiatant  with  tha  poiitton  of  affain  «a- 
tabliihad  as  the  retnlt  af  the  Crimean  VTar, 
it  bceame  an  important  matter  ta  inqoire 
how  tkt  am  GoTamaiant  had  •antribnlitd 
to  prodooe  It,  or  labovted  toaveri  it.    The 

SnaatioQ  was,  whether  oilr  Government  had 
one  aa  much  aa  waa  possihle  to  exempt 


tbetaaalMk  tnm  all   iwfonaibili^  far  a 

firoeeeding  whieh, 
angnace,  was  both 


firoeeeding  whieh,  aoeordiBg  to  their  own 
angnace,  was  both  aofortnnate  and  injart- 
OUK?    In  a  despatch  from  Lord  Stanley  to 


Lord  BloomGeld  was  the  folloning  pas- 
sage:— 

D  ad- 

eommended  ths  granting  of  locftl  nutonomr  to 
Crrto ;  and  ths  plan  of  GoTDToment  dot  pro- 
po>cd  for  that  iiiand,  if  it  did  not  iinount  to  an 
entire  concauion  of  loeal  antODom;,  ;et  fell  mj 
little  thort  af  it,  and  leemed  loinoludo  that  which 
wai  practiDallj  the  rooit  imjportant  point — eqaal 
right*  Tor  MuUDlmani  and  Chriatiana.  Under 
theae  oireamtianoee,  I  felt  unwilling 


friendlf  In  it*  language,  bore  the  ohnraotcr  of 
remenatruioe  or  proteal.  I  law  no  neceuit;  for 
taking  *uoh  a  itep,  aod,  if  unnecewar^r,  it  oould 
onlf  be  injarioua. 

It  was  elear  from  that  deepatcb  that  the 
"  Identic  Note  "  bad  been  for  some  time 
under  the  oonsideration  of  Her  Majesty'* 
Governtneot,  that  they  disapproTcd  it,  and 
held  that  the  Turkish  Gorernment  had  not 
done  anything  to  call  down  upon  itself,  de- 
■erredly,  such  an  European  reprimand.  In 
the  Circalnr  issued  on  the  18th  of  October 
la«t  by  Prince  Gortsehakoff  to  the  diplo- 
lie  representatiTei  of  Russia  was  the 
nt  Lord  Chanallor 


fMlowing  paaaaga,  whM  HiffriMtljifaOlred 
that  the  "  Ideotie  Mot*  "  waa  tttA  laa^ra- 
tioB  of  Rnaaia  :— 


"  When  St  last  the  li 


nef  Oaodiaia' 


nded  die  yrogam  af  this  sltaattoo,  the  Inperiat 
Oabtaet  Mtwatad  It*  eflbrta  wtth  tba  TmUk 
□oTsniiiMat  and  the  Onat  FeWeta.  ItaHiuwei 
aa  biTitstlea  to  the  OaUnet*  to  jdn  wltt  U  ia 
an  exbortaUon  to  Um  Pcrta  net  W  allew  lUs  to. 
mrreetioB  toinerease,  the  nbeondof  wUdmlfU 
ba  fUt  all  orer  the  ObiMaa  Bail,  aitd  wUek 
night  beootne  the  fint  Sfark  tt  ■  geasiJ  •«•- 
BagntloD." 

Oa  the  31st  Oetofaar  ICr.BlliM,  onr!^ 
pnaentatiire  at  CflBataBllnvlak  ■JHwaaad 
the  following  dospatah  to  Lori  Slwlayt— 

"  I  ba*e  tb*  boooor  to  ladcaa  a  eefr  af  Iha 
Identlo  not*  upon  the  aflhira  of  OanUa,  AM,  aa 
roDT  LoiMip  wUl  baTo  laatai  hv  mr  tHagraat  ef 
tbia  d»r,  baa  baaa  asat  to  lo  Hm  P«rta  hr  Ifea 
Itop*w«ptstlTei  of  F»ane«,  Hauls,  aad  ItBlf, 

"Tba  FnudaaMiBlatarhaaUkewlsanaii**! 
similar  IsstnwtieBS,  and  wDI  aet  npen  tbin  ta> 
day  or  tMnomw.  After  slloding  to  the  eSorta  ' 
of  Uw  Pmrsca  to' pot  a  slop  to  the  effuaion  of 
blood  and  to  dfaalaUl  tke  borron  of  var,  tlie  note 
gMaontedaelarathatirtiile  Ibo  act  of  amneit; 
eflbred  aooa  of  the  gnanntec*  nhicb  would  juMifj 
It*  bilDf  IobM  npoa  ts  B  Hrioiia  DiBuure.  tbe 
reftanl  of  tbe  bqUfj  sbowa  that  ua  remedj  is  to 
be  looked  fcr  to  the  tiuatet  whicb  provoked  the 
iasaneetloB  of  tha  Oratnns ;  and  nolfaing  haling 
baaa  done  t«  miSij  Qa  other  Chrittian  popaI*> 
tloB*  of  tbe  Ei^ie,  tho  Pswrn  apprehend  that 
the  ob»tlnate  nAtsDoa  of  tbe  Porte  nisj'  preeipi- 
tsta  a  orida  in  tba  Eaat 

••  Id  thl*  oua  tiM  PMta  b  wwnad  tJMd  It  wedi 
aak  in  Tain  tar  emi  tba  dieral  t^lftili  e(  Oe 
Cabinet!  in  tbe  diffieallie*  whleb  the  eeglaet  of 
"'   '      ■■"■•-      bnwght  abant. 


lion  of  the  inoiC  painfui  daaeriptlon. 
■poke  of  it  to  me  fetterdajr  ■*  betaf  k 
Incitement  to   rebellion  held  int  to  lb* 


bj  intrini 

in  ths  Empire. 

"  That  it  ia  eminentirealoBlatad  to  prodoea  lb* 
effect  apprebandad  bjr  Fnad  Patha  appeaie  ta  ne 
incontestable,  nor  ii  the  prababllitj  of  it*  being 
taken  Bi  an  enoouragement  to  tbe  disaflbotad  dl>- 
pnted  oTcn  hj  tbe  Hinlatars  who,  in  eieontlon  of 
tboir  inatnioliona,  tranamitted  the  note  to  tba 
Forte,  but  wbo  ooD&ne  thamselTes  to  aaaeraais* 
that  tbeir  Go*rrDinenla  had  do  wish  to  add  to  tbe 
difBoultiea  of  the  Turkitfa  Empire,  and  that  tb* 
eipresaion*  whieh  aeem  eqniTDoal  are  eapeW*  at 
explanation. 

"  It  is,  baweTsr,  arident  that  the  eflbet  pn- 
dnoad  bj  tbe  note,  when  it  shaJl  be  Bade  pnaUe, 
will  b*  in  aooordanoe  with  tba  InlamotatiN  ttat 
can  bardlr  &il  to  be  put  npon  it  Ib  Teritejt,  tattv 
than  with  tbat  which  mBybagina  In  the  (hblatts 
of  the  Ministers  at  Paris  or  at  St.  Petenbvsh ; 
■nd  it  will  be  looked  npoa  atwfa  nor*  u  an  ad- 
dreas  to  the  dlaalboted  tnbjaote  of  tbe  Salu 
than  as  A  oonunnnicatloo  lo  Bla  Ifttftatr^  Hi- 
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With  mpect  to  the  oonduet  of  our  Gofern- 
uent  throoghout  the  negotiations  on  that 
•objeet,  he  conld  not  help  admitting  that 
up  to  the  time  of  the  '*  Identic  Note  " 
their  oonduet  appeared  to  deserve  the 
bighest  admiration.  The  Foreign  Secro- 
taiy  had  resisted  a  Tarietj  of  lures  held 
out  to  induce  him  to  enter  into  lines  of 
action  inoonsistent  with  our  yarious  obli- 
gations towards  the  Ottoman  Porte ;  but 
their  merits  in  that  respect,  however  great, 
were  merelj  of  a  negative  character.  It 
was  one  thing  to  adhere  to  our  engage- 
inents,  and  another  thing  to  advance  to- 
wards the  accomplishment  of  great  objects 
of  policy;  and  one  great  object  of  English 
polioj  in  regard  to  Turkey  should  be  to 
prevent  France  from  joining  Russia. 

Mevedf  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majestj  for,  Copj  of  the  Instructions  to 
tbe  British  Representative  at  Paris  in  reference 
to  the  identic  Note  proposed  to  be  communicated 
to  the  Porte  by  Russia,  France,  Italy,  and  Prus- 
sia.''—(  The  Lard  Straiheden,) 

Thb  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
that  he  did  not  hear  the  firct  part  of  the 
noble  Lord's  speech  so  distinctly  as  he 
eoaM  wish  ;  but  so  far  as  he  could  gather, 
it  was  the  noble  Lord's  wish  to  ascertain 
what  was  the  present  state  of  the  insur- 
rection in  Crete  and  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  That  policy  had 
been  throughout  the  same.  The  Oovern- 
ment  felt  naturally  the  deepest  interest  in 
thoaa  who  were  suffering  all  the  horrors 
of  insurrection  in  such  a  place  as  Crete, 
and  tbey  had  a  sincere  desire  to  put  an 
end  to  the  insurrection  if  they  could  do  it 
without  interfering  with  the  just  rights  of 
the  Porte.  No  doubt  some  cruelties  had 
been  committed  ;  but  he  believed  they  had 
been  greatly  magni6ed.  All  the  accounts 
from  Her  Majesty's  servants  abroad  proved 
this,  and  although  the  country  had  been 
detastated,  and  very  considerable  misery 
bad  resulted  from  the  insurrection  and  the 
eibrta  of  the  Porte  to  put  it  down,  as  it 
bad  a  right  to  do,  yet  this  suffering  must 
bo  the  natural  consequence  of  any  rebel- 
lion whatever.  According  to  the  reports 
of  Her  Majesty's  servants,  especially  Mr. 
Bllioty  our  Ambassador  at  Constantinople, 
the  insnrreetion  now  assumed  eonipara- 
tivelj  trifling  dimensions.  Only  a  few 
msignifieant  skirmishes  had  taken  place 
latdj.  He  should  not  attempt  to  go  into 
tbe  original  causes  of  this  rebellion,  or 
to  aaeertain  tho  comparative  blame  that 
might  be  dne  to  each  of  the  parties.  If 
tbdr  Lordahipa  would  read  the  despatches 


of  Consul  Longworth,  they  would  see  that 
the  main  point  at  issue  between  the  Porte 
and  the  Candiote  population  was  the  differ- 
ence of  religion  and  race.  The  Cretans 
were  certainly  not  overtaxed,  they  were 
under  a  comparatively  mild  Government, 
they  wero  exempted  from  many  of  the 
laws  to  which  other  subjects  of  the  Porte 
were  amenable,  and  they  enjoyed  a  general 
freedom  and  liberty  of  speech  which  other 
countries  might  envy.  They  were  ruled 
over  by  a  Pasha,  with  whom  he  (tho  Earl 
of  Malmesbury)  had  been  acquainted  in 
\  Paris,  and  who  was  an  amiable  and  en- 
lightened man.  lie  believed  that  the  in- 
surrection was  very  much  to  be  attributed 
to  tho  amiable  weakness  of  that  gentleman, 
who  had  allowed  it  to  proceed  so  far  that 
at  last  he  was  unable  to  put  it  down.  In 
this  state  of  things  the  Porte  had  done  all 
that  it  could.  It  had  asked  the  advice  of 
Iler  Majesty's  Government,  and  had  ap- 
pointed two  Christian  Governors,  and  the 
Ministry  of  the  Porte  had  issued  regula- 
tions for  the  government  of  the  Christian 
population,  a  copy  of  which  he  had  sent 
to  this  country,  and  which  would  be  laid 
upon  the  table.  The  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  non-interference, 
especially  in  the  internal  affairs  of  other 
nations.  Having  for  many  years  asked 
the  Porte  to  treat  its  Christian  subjects 
with  justice,  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try were  bound  to  remind  the  Porte  con- 
stantly of  these  promises.  It  was  our 
interest  that  they  should  be  kept ;  but  we 
were  not  bound,  and  it  would  indeed  be  a 
fatal  error  on  our  part,  to  encourage  the 
enemies  of  the  Porte  under  the  plea  of 
giving  it  good  advice,  or  to  place  our- 
!  selves  in  a  position  adverse  to  the  Porte. 
'  For  this  reason  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  not  thought  it  their  duty  to  join  in  any 
'  Identic  Notes  with  other  Powers.  There 
would  bo  no  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table 
the  despatches  which  had  been  lately  re- 
ceived, and  to  give  any  information  on  the 
!  subject. 

I  The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  the  noble 
'  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  had  failed 
to  apprehend  the  main  point  of  tho  ques- 
i  tion  raised  by  his  noble  Friend — namely, 
'  that,  now  for  the  first  tinio  since  the 
I  Treaty  of  1856,  almost  all  tho  Great 
;  Powers  of  Europe,  with  the  single  excep- 
tion of  Great  Britain,  had  been  united  to  a 
'  certain  extent '  in  action,  and  to  a  still 
;  larger  extent  in  the  language  held  to- 
I  wards  the  Ottoman  Empire.  lie  under- 
I  stood  his  noble  Friend  to  ask  whether  the 
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Idwtia  H«t6  pTMmted  to  the  Porte  bj^the 
eombiiifld  Vawen,  end  which  w^i  repre- 
•ented  hj  the  Porte  itMlT  &■  e  doenmeot 
cf  Terj  icrioii*  tiD)>ort,  had  been  properlj 
refitted  end  oppoeed  ij  the  Britith  Go- 
vemneiit  f  He  gndentoocl  his  Doble  Friend 
to    inquire,  whether   if  the    OoTeroineiit 
thoDght  this  Note  lo  lerioiu,  m  effMt- 
ieg    tho    independence    and  iotegritj   of 
Torhej,  thej  took  enj  meeni  to  diHuade 
the  other  Powen  from   agreeing  to  that 
Identie  Nolef     It  wu  an  importaot^  and 
■igaitnuit  fut  that  this  aetion  on  the  part 
oT  the   Greet    Powers    had  placed  thii 
conntrjr  in  a  rerj  nodeairable  position  of 
uolation.    With  one  eentimeot  of  hia  noble 
Friend  he  was  boond  to  expreia  hia  sjm- 
patbj  and  eonenrrenoe  { — it  was  now  thir^ 
teen  months  ago  ilnee  be  (the  Dnke  of 
Argj)])  had  eipreesed  an  opinion  that  the 
OoreninMnt   had  eommitted  an  error  in 
ba*ing  refoaed  to  withdraw  front  Crete  the 
hmilies  (rf  the    noD-oembatonta  in  that 
Biraggle.    He  bad  reeaon  to  think  that 
•wne  noble  Lords  thonght  he  had  made 
ont  his  oMO)  bnt  no  one  spoke  in  diet 
■enae.  white  two  or  three  noble  Lords  on 
both  rides  of  the  Hooae  etpresied  a  eon- 
trtrjr  opinioii.    He  rejoieed  that,  elthongh 
be  laAffit  be-in  a  muioritj  in  that  Honse, 
be  fnnd  blDMeU  in  a  very  lai^  majo< 
rity  on  the  ether  aide  of  the  Obahnel. 
The  Great  Powers,  it  appeared,  combined 
111   recommending  the  Porte  to  stop  the 
effusion  of  blood,  and  to  seek,  in  common 
th  them,  n  solution  of  this   deplorable 
nflict    by    nn    honest    inquiry    into    the 
f;rie«ancei  and  wislies  of  the  Candiotea. 
In  the  meanwhile  they  ineiited  on   nith-  ' 
drawing   the    frimiliei    of  the    inaurgenti 
from  the  calamiiieB  of  trar.    Be  itsb  aware 
that  even  a  Member  of  the  Opposition  mho 
might  speak  on  the  BsBtern  Question  ad- 
Iressed  their  Lordships   under  very  coii- 
liderable  responsibility.     Every  word  ut- 
:ered  in  the  House  was  reported  in  the 
Bast,  and  he  therefore  wished  to  guard 
tgainst   any  misconception,     IIo   hnd  no 
*iih  to  criticize  the  foreign  adniiniitra- 
ion  of  Lord  Stanley  ;  for  be  sliared  the 
mpression  general  in  tiie  country  that,  on 
DDst  questions,  he  had   shown  admirable 
udgment  and  prudence,  and  a  strict  re- 
;ard  to    the   true  interests   of  England, 
nd,  while  differing  from  him  in  this  in- 
tance,  he  gave  the  noble  Lord  credit  for 
oving  been  animated  by  the  most  upright 
lotiTes.     Now,  he  had  been  ropreseoted 
s  faronring  the  opinion  that  it  would  be 
or  the  adfanlage  of  Crete  to  be  annexed 
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don)  of  Greece.     Such,  how- 
ot  liis  opinion.      The   Govern- 
eoe  wna  just  now  in  a  very  de- 
idition,  for  he  understood  that 
few  niilea  of  tho  Acropolis   of 
MiB  it  was  not  enfa  for  anyone  to  ride 
sik,  on  account  of  brigands,  and  that 
[lie    Isthmus  of  Corinth  had    to   be  con- 
Bf.mtly  patrolled  by  cavalry  to  Bccuro  tlie 
safety  of  ovdinnry  trnvellera.      Under  such 
oircnmstnncea  it  was  preposterous  to  desire 
the  aunejiation  of  any  territory  to  Greece, 
wliich  was  bound  to  put  its  onn  house  in 
order  before    it    could  assume    to   annex 
otiier   dominiona.     The   advice   repeatedly 
urged  upon  Turkey  by   Her  Mnjcslj's  Go- 
vernment,  to    give  Crete    wliot    is    called 
niKouumy,  he  believed  lo  be  the  best  ad- 
vice which  it  was  possible  lo  give.     What, 
however,  Has  implied  in  such  advice  f    We 
did  not  think  of  advising  Russia  lo  give 
HUtoiioiiiy   to   Poland,  nor   did   we   recom- 
mend the  United  States  to  give  nuionomy 
to  the  South.       It  wns  obvious,  then,  that 
the   parallel     sometimeH    drnwo    between 
Turkey  and   other  Slates  nns  quite  falla- 
ls.    He  was  asked  last  Session  how  he 
lid  like  England  to  be  advised  lo  give 
autonomy  to  Ireland  or  any   part  of  the 
Dritieh  dominions  ;  but  bis  answer  was  that 
whenever  the  Great  Powers  were  obliged 
to   light   on    our   bebalT,    and   to  eign  a 
treaty  virtually  guaranteeing  our  integrity 
ind     independence,    tlicy    would     have    a 
right  to  press  advice  upon  ns  respecting 
Ireland.    With  regard  to  the  refuial  of  the 
Qovernment  to  assist  in  the  remotal  of  non- 
combatants  from  Crate,  he  thooght  that 
refusal  had  not  been  a  frank  and  atraigbt- 
forward  one,  but  had  apparently  been  baaed 
on  a  wish  to  avoid  the  incnrring  of  reapon- 
sibility.     He  observed  a  remarkable  dee- 
patch   from    Sir   Andrew    Bnehanan,   de- 
scribing the  language  which  he  had  beU 
to  the  Russian  Gorernment.     ISir  Andrew, 
it  appeared,  on  being   aaked   bj    Prince 
Gortschokoff  lo  represent  to  this  Govern- 
ment the  propriety  of  remoting  non-coniha> 
tants,    replied   that  the  Governmeat  bed 
already   refused  to    remere    women    and 
children  ;  but  that  this  waa  ft  mettnrof  lae^ 
iquence,  inasmuch   as   the  AmerioMl 
fleet  could  do  so,  and  bul  been  ordered 
Cretan  waters  for  that  very   purpose. 
He   did   not   wish   to  blonio  Sir  Andrew 
Buchanau,  who  waa  one  of  the  ablest  ser- 
of  the  Crown,  for  lie  unquestionably 
held  the  language  of  bis  Government  :  but 
such  language  was  not  ooniistent  with  the 
argument  used  in  lb*  House  last  yeer^ 
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that  the  remoTal  of  non-combatantB  would 
be  at  YariaDce  with  the  duty  of  a  neutral 
State,  since  it  would  relieve  the  insurgents 
from  a  harden  which  it  was  proper  they 
■hoald  bear.  That  was  a  fair  and  logical 
position,  hut  to  saj  that  we  would  not  take 
SDoh  a  step,  but  that  there  was  the  Ameri- 
ean  fleet,  and  that  we  should  be  delighted 
if  thej  did  it — for  this  was  really  implied 
—was  not  a  proper  position  to  assume. 
The  Americans  had  no  right  beyond  what 
belonged  to  any  other  fleet,  and  such  lan- 
guage amounted  to  a  distinct  intimation 
that  the  Russian  fleet  or  any  other  fleet 
might  also  assist.  Sir  Andrew's  statement, 
though  Tolunteered  on  his  part,  was  ap- 
MOYed  in  subsequent  despatches  from  the 
Foreign  Office,  ^nd,  indeed,  he  simply 
repeated  what  he  knew  had  been  the  lan- 
gnage  of  Lord  Stanley  iu  London.  Prince 
uortaehakoff,  very  naturally,  took  care  to 
make  nse  of  the  obserrations  of  Sir  Andrew 
Buchanan,  and  of  those  of  Lord  Stanley  to 
Baron  Brunnow,  and  in  one  of  his  des- 

S Itches    he    remarked    that    though    the 
ritish  GoTornment  had  not  thought  proper 
ta  take  part  in  the  removal,  they  had  inti- 
mated that  it  was  not  their  buAiness  to 
interfere  with  the  other  Powers  who  might 
do  to.     Thus  the  only  overt  act  which  had 
been   taken    by  the    other    Powers    was 
actually  suggested  by  the  Foreign  Office, 
with  a  f  irtual  intimation  that  no  objection 
vonld  he  offered  by  England.  Ho  was  happy 
to  say  that  all  the  other  Great  Powers  had 
taken  part  in  the  removal.     The  French 
Qovernment  sent  vessels  ;  tho  Americans 
took  a  few  non-combatants,  but  then  sus- 
pended operations  ;  Russia  and  Italy  sent 
veiaeU  ;  and  a  gunboat  was  sent  by  Austria. 
Considering  the  calamities  and  brutalities 
to  whieh   these  unfortunate   people  were 
eipoaed,  and  considering  that  Crete  had  at 
one  time  established  its  independence,  and 
waa  restored  to  the  Porte  by  the  concur- 
rence of  all  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe, 
those  Powers  had,  in  his  opinion,  come  to 
a  wise,  just,  and  humane  decision.     The 
noUe  JBarl  (the  Earl  of  Molmesbury)  had 
passed  ofer  those  calamities  very  briefly, 
and  it  was  easy  to  indulge  in  general  de- 
nials, and  to  say  that  there  was  no  truth 
in  the  reported  massacres  of  women  and 
ehiUren.     No  doubt  many  of  tho  stories 
were  exaggerations,  and   some  of  them 
eomplete  fabrications;     but  he  observed 
thai  France  and  other  Powers  had  urged 
on  Lord  Stanley  that,  if  he  was  not  satis- 
fled  with  the  information  he  had  received, 
a  joint  Commission  should  be  sent  to  Crete 


to  inquiro  into  the  facts.     Lord  Stanley 
ultimately  acceded   to    that    proposal    to 
this  extent,  that  he  was  willing  to  urge 
on  the  Porte  to  nominate  a  Commission  of 
their  own,  to  which  certain  names  should 
be  added  by  tho  Great  Powers.    The  noble 
Lord  on  this  as  on  other  points  seemed  to 
have  somewhat  vacillated,  from  an  evident 
desire  to  avoid   responsibility  and  to   let 
matters  take  their  own  course  ;  for,  when 
asked  whether  he  adhered  to  this  sugges- 
tion, he  expressed  a  doubt  whether  he  could 
by  such  a  Commission  get  better  informa- 
tion than  he   already  received   from  Her 
Majesty's  Consuls  in  Crete.     Now,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  take  the  evidence  of  these 
gentlemen,  and  after  carefully  reading  the 
blue  book  his  impression  was  very  different 
from  that  of  the  noble  Earl.    Mr.  Dickson, 
our  principal  Consul  in  Crete,  who  was  by 
no  means  a  phil-Hellenist,  but  was  a  good 
friend  of  Turkey,  testified  in  many  of  his 
despatches  to  the  humane  conduct  of  some 
of  the  leading  officers  of  the  Turkish  army. 
No   doubt  the  responsible  officers  of  tho 
Turkish    Government  were  generally  hu- 
mane in  their  conduct,  but  the  charges  of 
brutality  wore   directed   at   the    irregular 
troops,  who  were  known  to  be  such  savages, 
and  so  incapable  of  military  discipline,  that 
their  employment  involved  tho  commission 
of  all  kinds  of  atrocities.     On  this   point 
Consul  Dickson,  in  one  of  his  despatches, 
said — 

"I  myself  have  repeatedly  urged  on  Server 
Effendi,  as  I  did  vritli  his  predecessor,  the  expe- 
diency of  disarming  and  disbanding  the  Cretan 
Bashi-Bazouks  ;  for  by  doing  so  I  consider  that 
the  island  would  be  spared  further  devastation, 
and  these  barbarous  and  fanatical  mercenaries 
prevented  from  perpetrating  their  wonted  mis- 
deeds, while  the  Imperial  authorities  would  be 
relieved  from  a  serious  charge  in  their  mode  of 
conducting  the  war.  Server  Effendi  replied  that 
he  was  desirous  of  effecting  this  wholesome  mea- 
sure ;  but  that  it  could  only  be  done  by  degrees 
and  with  great  tact  and  caution  on  the  part  of  the 
Gorernment.  The  brutalities  lately  committed 
on  Christian  women  and  children  defy  descrip- 
tion." 

That  was  tho  language  of  their  own  Con- 
sul, and,  notwithstanding  such  evidence  as 
that  the  noble  Earl  (the Earl  of  Malmesbury) 
had  got  up  and  told  their  Lordships  that 
the  war  had,  on  the  whole,  been  conducted 
with  humanity.  If  tho  Government  wanted 
further  evidence  would  they  take  that  of 
their  Naval  Officers  on  the  station  ?  At  all 
events,  when  Lord  Stanley  said  ho  had  no 
independent  means  of  knowledge,  and  that 
he  was  willing  to  trust  to  his  own  Consuls 
and  Officers,  their  Lordships  had  a  right  to 
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)lj  on  the  information  which  those  gentle- 
m  communicated.  Lieutenant  Murray, 
Titing  on  the  22nd  of  July,  1867,  to  Lord 
llarence  Paget,  said— 

The  reign  of  terror  which  has  long  threatened 
become  a  fearful  reality.  Parties  of  Bashi- 
azonks,  who  have  given  up  service  with  Omer 
asha  (not  finding  it  suflSciently  remunerative), 
our  the  country,  and  put  to  death  any  man, 
Oman,  or  child  they  find.  The  whole  district  of 
issamoss  is  a  scene  of  mourning  ;  for  all  the 
ung  men  being  in  the  hills  fighting,  their  fami- 
8  are  left  without  protection,  and  at  the  meroy 
these  ruffians." 

.nd  then  he  went  on  to  Bay — 

"  His  Excellency  did  not  deny  that  the  massacre 
d  taken  place ;  but,  as  an  extenuating  circum- 

noe,  said  that  some  Turks  had  been  killed  by 

ristians,  which  is  utterly  untrue,  as  there  is  not 

Mussulman  in  the  whole  district  outside  the 

jails  of  the  town.    He  was  obliged  to  confess 

t  the  Government  is  powerless  to  prevent 
ese  atrocities  from  taking  place,  nor  do  they 
to  prevent  them,  for  the  Turks  now  openly 
ow  their  intention  of  killing  all  the  Cretan 

Istians." 

[e  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  fur- 
ler  extracts.  Such  being  the  facts,  in 
|)e  month  of  July  or  August,  the  whole  of 
te  foreign  Consuls  in  Crete  united  in  a 
tlegraphio  message  to  their  various  Mi- 
isters  at  Constantinople  and  elsewhere 
^questing  the  immediate  assistance  of  the 
)ets  of  their  respective  Governments  in 
*der  to  carry  away  the  fugitives  ;  and, 
jcordingly,  the  various   nations  to  wiiich 

had  referred  sent  squadrons  more  or  less 
Irong — the  French  sent  four  vessels,  the 
frussians  two  or  three,  the  Italians  one  or 

0,  and  the  Austrians  one  gunboat — and 
very  largo  number  of  those  unfortunate 
arsons  were  removed  to  Greece.  Now, 
Ihat  ho  ventured  to  observe  was  that  the 
ily  result  of  the  conduct  upon  which  ho 
id  animadverted  last  Session  was  this  — 
|iat  wo  had  stood  absolutely  alone  ;  the 
jutrality  and  indepcnJcnce  of  Turkey,  if 
lore  had  been  a  violation,  had  been  violated 

the  other  Powers,  wo  looking  on,  and 
)i  only  not  remonstrating,  but  rather  indi- 
iting  our  approval,  only  wo  had  not  had 
Itlicr  the  honour  or  the  satisfaction  of 
Lving  contributed  to  that  result.  IIavinj]f 
lid  80  much  with  regard  to  this  particular 
ise,  he  would  now  add  a  few  words  on  the 
ibject  of  our  general  policy  and  the  course 
iken  by  Uer  Majesty's  Government  in 
^commending  Turkey  to  give  autonomy  to 
|rcte.     He  did  not  think  any  advico  given 

Turkey  in  that  tone  would  bo  of  any 
rail.  The  truth  was  Turkey  was  sur- 
mnded  by  many  difficulties  and  dangers, 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


and  he  should  not  feel  surprised  if  she  did 
not  take  any  advice  that  was  given  her  in 
reference  to  granting  autonomy  to  Crete. 
But  that,  in  his  opinion,  only  pointed  to 
the  necessity  of  another  course.  As  the 
integrity  and  independence  of  Turkey  were 
the  result  of  a  treaty  among  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe,  it  seemed  to  him  of 
infinite  importance  that  those  Powers 
should  all  act  together,  and  that  the  worst 
calamities  would  fall  on  Turkey  if  the 
principle  were  once  admitted  that  two  or 
three  Powers  might  each  follow  their  own 
counsel  with  regard  to  her  affairs  while 
England  stood  aloof,  neither  approving  or 
disapproving,  but  letting  matters  take  their 
course.  It  was  the  great  object  of  the 
treaty  concluded  by  the, Great  Powers  at 
Paris  in  1856,  and  in  the  oonduet  of  which 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon) 
bore  so  conspicuous  a  part,  that  there 
should  be  joint  action  on  the  part  of  all  the 
Great  Powers  with  respect  to  Turkey,  and 
that  individual  action  should  not  be  allowed 
where  concert  oould  be  arrived  at.  But  by 
refusing  to  join  the  other  Great  Powers  in 
a  matter  in  which  they  were  clearly  right, 
we  had  afforded  a  precedent  and  example 
for  separate  action  on  their  part  whieh 
might  extend  to  other  matters  of  more 
serious  import,  and  thus  there  was  a 
serious  risk  that  we  might  place  the  result 
of  the  contest  wholly  beyond  our  control  or 
guidance.  Ho  believed  that  nothing  could 
bo  more  dangerous  to  Turkey  than  the 
continuance  of  the  present  state  of  things 
in  Crete.  A  great  Empire,  nominally  one 
of  tlio  Great  Powers  of  Europe,  whose  in- 
tegrity wo  had  guaranteed,  had  sent  to  a 
comparatively  small  island  an  army  of  up- 
wards of  40,000  men,  and  a  large  con- 
tingent from  Egypt,  and  yet  in  that  small 
island  small  bands  of  the  population  in  the 
mountains  had  for  upwards  of  two  years 
successfully  maintained  their  independence. 
Was  not  that  a  contest  sufficient  to  excite 
all  tlic  other  Christian  provinces  of  Turkey 
to  revolt  ?  That  was  a  most  dangerous 
spectacle  to  the  other  provinces  of  Turkey  ; 
and  he  entreated  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, in  conjunction  with  the  other  Powers 
of  Europe,  to  urge  with  a  little  more  insist- 
ance  on  Turkey  the  duty  of  taking  that 
course,  whatever  it  might  be — and  he  did  not 
express  any  conclusive  opinion  on  that  point 
— which  might  be  found  for  the  interests  of 
that  Empire  whose  integrity  and  indepen- 
dence rested  upon  our  guarantee.  He  be- 
lieved the  present  state  of  things  was  this : 
Oaicr  Pasha  had  gone  to  Serria  ;  the  Turks 
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held  two  or  three  towns  in  Crete ;  they  were 

wJUb  to  advanee  over  the  plains  to  the  foot 

of  the  moontaios,  hat  not  to  enter  into  any 

of  the  strongholds  of  the  monntaineers. 

He  lefi  their  Lordships  to  judge  what  the 

eieet  of  snch  a  state  of  things  would  he 

vpon  the  other  proTinces  of  Turkey  if  the 

Baropean  Powers  did  not  insist  that  an 

Mtonomy  should  he  given  to  Crete. 

The   Eael   of   DENBIGH  said,  that 

the   nohle    Duke    (the   Duke  of   Argyll) 

woald  lead  one  to  imagine  that  this  had 

keen  a  (ond/dtf  insurrection  of  the  Cretans 

against  the  tyranny  of  the  Turks.     That 

was  not  the  opinion  of  the  nohle  Lord  the 

Foreign  Secretary,  and  if  their  Lordsliips 

tamed  to  the  last  Report  of  Consul  General 

Loogworth  they  would  find  a  very  different 

aeeoont.  Consul  General  Longworth,  speak- 

iDg  of  Yely  Pasha,  said — 

"  It  would  be  most  unjust  to  Velj  Pasha,  on 
Hm  otber  hand,  to  refuse  him  credit  for  his  en- 
dsa?onn  to  promote  the  prosperity  of  the  island, 
to  ei?ilise  the  inhabitants;  and  insure  a  greater 
SMSMire  of  toleration  for  the  Christians.  He  not 
only  eneonraged  the  building  of  ohurohes,  schools, 
sad  boapitals,  but  liberally  contributed  from  his 
tvn  fluids  for  such  purposes.  lie  caused  physi- 
sisas  to  he  brought  from  Constantinople  that  the 
poor  might  receive  medical  aid  at  the  expense  of 
Ills  Government.  He  strove  to  advance  the  in- 
tsrssts  of  trade,  established  buoys  at  the  entrance 
sf  Um  harbour  of  Canea,  introduced  cranes,  im- 
Mvsd  tbo  light-house  and  Custom  House.  .  . 
By  the  whole  blaok  population  of  the  isle  he  was 
looked  up  to  as  their  best  friend  and  benefactor. 
9o  other  Turkish  Pasha  that  I  have  heard  of  has 
shown  so  mneh  indulgence  and  liberality  to  Chris- 
tlaas ;  yet,  with  every  claim  on  their  goodwill  and 
grstitnde,  it  oaonot  be  denied  that  he  bad  for  some 
tiOM  paat  incurred  their  dislike,  and  this  grew 
iasUy  into  a  feeling  of  hostility." 

Thk  Duke  of  ARGYLL  inquired  what 
waa  the  date  of  that  Report  f 

Ths  Earl  of  DENBIGH  said,  the  date 
waa  1858»  before  the  insurrection  ;  but  he 

J  noted  it  to  show  that  there  was  no  cause 
>r  Uie  refolt.  The  Consul  went  on  to 
show  that  the  chief  cause  of  the  alleged 
diSenlties  was  that  the  Cretans  had  been 
obliged  to  eontribnte  to  tho  making  of 

**  For  the  oenstrooUon  of  roads  all  over  the 
island,  the  Pasha  decided  that  every  able-bodied 
nale  inhabitant  should  contribute  either  nine 
dsgns*  labonr  or  its  equivalent  in  money — fifty- 
fnr  piastres  the  year.  If,  as  has  been  suggested, 
iastsad  of  this  mode  of  prooeeding,  a  joint-stock 
eom|iany  bad  been  eitablished,  with  a  privilege  to 
eiaot  a  toU,  it  is  questionable  whether  the  ar- 
wngsmsBt  woold  have  proved  a  bit  more  satis- 


It  WM  Ttrr  elear  that  it  had  been  the 
objtet  of  the  Rnasian  Government  for  a 
hag  time  to  bring  its  power  to  bear  on 


the  Porte  for  the  purpose  of  weakening  it, 
and  so  obtaining  a  footing  for  themselves 
in  the  country;  and  what  better  opportu- 
nity of  doing  so  could  there  be  than  to  try 
to  secure  for  Crete  what  was  called  auto- 
nomy ?  All  the  despatches  and  letters  that 
had  appeared  within  the  last  few  months 
had  made  it  elear  that  the  real  object  of 
Russia  was  to  obtain  Crete  as  a  dowry  for 
the  Queen  of  Greece.  That  had  been  openly 
stated,  and  he  believed  it.  Ho  agreed  with 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  that 
we  did  wrong  in  standing  aloof  —  in  wit- 
nessing the  nefarious  transaction  without 
using  very  strong  language  in  deprecation 
of  it.  It  was  an  inhuman  thing  to  stand 
by  and  see  others  assisting  Russia  without 
openly  condemning  their  conduct.  The 
taking  away  of  the  non-combatants,  al- 
though it  might  be  justified  on  the  score 
of  humanity,  could  not  be  justified  on  the 
score  of  policy.  It  was  clear  that  in  an 
insurrection  the  taking  away  of  non-com- 
batants assisted  the  combatants,  and  waa 
therefore  a  violation  of  neutrality.  He  waa 
glad  that  the  British  Government  had  ab- 
solutely refused  to  join  tho  other  Powers 
in  addressing  Turkey.  We  had  thereby 
earned  the  gratitude  of  the  Porte,  which 
had  a  decided  right  over  Crete.  He  should 
excessively  regret  to  see  this  country  con- 
curring with  other  nations  in  a  course 
which  should  assist  Russia  in  detaching 
Crete  from  the  Empire  of  the  Porte. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  it 
was  not  necesRary  that  he  should  under- 
take the  defence  of  the  policy  pursued 
in  this  question  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs.  But  as 
the  nohle  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had 
again  brought  that  subject  under  the  con- 
sideration of  their  Lordships,  he  could 
not  help  repeating  the  opinion  he  had  ex- 
pressed upon  a  former  occasion,  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  had 
shown  great  wisdom  in  abstaining  from 
joining  the  other  Powers  in  removing  the 
families  of  insurgents  from  the  island.  He 
agreed  with  the  noble  Eorl  who  had  just 
addressed  their  Lordships  (the  Earl  of 
Denbigh)  that  such  an  interference  would 
have  been  a  distinct  breach  of  the  neu- 
trality we  were  hound  to  observe.  It  waa 
naturally  difficult  to  take  a  course  which 
might  lay  one  open  to  a  charge  of  in* 
humanity  ;  and  therefore  the  noble  Lord 
the  Foreign  Secretary  deserved  all  the 
more  credit  for  adhering  firmly  to  a  policy 
which  laid  him  open  to  such  a  charge. 
What  tho  Ottoman   Empire  had  chiefly 
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suffered  from  had  been  the  meddling  of  its 
candid  friends.  The  candid  friends  who  came 
forward  on  this  occasion  made  one  very 
plain   recommendation — namely,  that  the 
Porte  shonld  relieve  itself  from  its  resposi- 
bilities  and  give  Crete  her  independence. 
There  was  a  policy  which  was  well  known 
as  the  "artichoke  policy,"  which  was  that 
of  divesting  a  State  little  by  little  of  its  re- 
sponsibilities and  of  its  outlying  positions 
until  at  last  the   heart  of  the   artichoke 
Imight  be  eaten  up  at  one  mouthful.    Wish- 
ling,  as  we  did,  that  the  Ottoman  Government 
Ishould  be  maintained  until  there  was  some 
jciviliced  and  independent  Government  to 
take  its  place,  we  ought  not  to  join  in  that 
>olicy  —  [**  Hear,  hear !  "J  —  and  he  was 
|very  much  surprised  to  hear  the  noble  Duke 
iheering  that  observation,  because  he  dis- 
tinctly laid  it  down  that  the  only  Govern- 
leut  that  liad  been  put  forward  to  take 
iharge  of  the  island  of  Crete  was  entirely 
mfit  to  do  so.    If  that  were  so,  what  policy 
lid  the  noble  Duke  desire  we  should  fol- 
low ?     If  we  were  to  follow  the  policy  of 
inducing  the  Porte  to  give  up  Crete,  we 
mght,  at  all  events,  to  be  prepared  to  sug- 
gest some  independent  and  civilized  Go- 
rerninent  that  should  take  its  place.     The 
loble   Duke   said    he  approved   the  sug- 
gestion that  Crete  should  be  governed  on 
Lhe  principle  of  autonomy,  and  bo  placed 
in  the  position  of  Moldavia  and  Wallachia. 
'hat  was  precisely  what  the  noble  Lord 
the  Foreign  Secretary  lecomnicmled.     The 
loblo  Duke  complained  that  our  Govcrn- 
bent  hnd  not  acted  in  that  matter  in  con- 
!ert  with  tho  other  Powers.     Now,  there 
jould  be  no  objection  to  our  co-operating 
|ivith    other   Powers    who    were   taking    a 
lourso  of  which  wo  approved  ;    but  how 
jould    we  be  expected  to  cooperate  with 
;heni  if  they  pursued  a  policy   which   we 
londemned  ?     The  noble  Lord  the  Foreign 
•ecretnry  took  a   proper  course  and  went 
IB  far  as  he  could  in  the  same  direction  as 
[he  other   Powers  ;  but  ho  hnd  refused  to 
mite    witli    them    in    departing   from    tlio 
>olicy   which   this    country  had    generally 
►bserved.     Acting  upon  that  principle,  he 
|iad  recommended  the  Porte  to  grant  nuto- 
lomy  to  Crete;  but,  ns  continued  officious 
neddling  with   the    Ottoman  Government 
vould   weaken  instead  of  strengthen  it,  he 
ibstaincd   from  enforcing  judicious  advice 
ith  a  pressure  which  might  have  produced 
[he  same  effect  as  injudicious  advice.    The 
^orto    iiaturnlly   claimed    to    be   the    best 
{udgo  of  what  it  was  necessary  to  do  in  its 
mn   dominions.      The   Powers   that   had 

The  Earl  of  Kimlerley 


guaranteed  the  independence  and  integrity 
of  the  Porte  no  doubt  felt  justified  in  offer- 
ing their  advice,  and  it  was  their  duty  to 
point  out  the  consequences  that  would 
follow  the  disregard  of  it ;  but  if  they  pro- 
ceeded to  exercise  that  kind  of  pressure 
which  amounted  to  a  threat  that,  if  the 
Porte  did  not  comply  with  the  advice,  then 
their  moral  support,  as  it  was  called,  would 
be  withdrawn,  they  acted  inconsistently 
with  the  spirit  of  the  treaty  under  which 
the  independence  and  integrity  of  Turkey 
was  guaranteed.  Ho  trusted  that  this 
country  would  not  pursue  an  indirect  policy 
in  the  matter.  If  we  thought  that  the 
Ottoman  Empire  should  no  longer  be  sus- 
tained, let  us  say  so  plainly.  As  long  aa 
we  were  prepared  to  sustain  it,  be  trusted 
we  should  not  by  such  indirect  measures  as 
removing  the  families  of  insurgents  or  ap- 
plying pressure  to  the  Porte  pursue  a 
policy  which  might  involve  this  country  in 
difficulty. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
that  after  the  very  effective  vindication  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  which  had 
been  offered  by  the  noble  Earl  who  had 
just  addressed  their  Lordships,  he  need  not 
again  trespass  upon  their  time  at  any 
length.  The  noble  Duke  opposite  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  had  put  into  his  month 
two  or  three  expressions  he  never  used: 
he  had  not  denied  that  there  had  been 
cruelties  in  Crete  ;  but  he  said  that  the 
reports  from  our  employes  showed  that 
they  were  chargeable  only  to  tho  Execu- 
tive. The  noble  Duke  said  it  was  an  ex- 
traordinary thing  that  we  had  not  joined 
the  other  Powers  in  removing  non-combat- 
ants from  the  island  ;  but  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  his  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  tho  Foreign  Office  was  not  the 
Minister  of  France,  or  Russia,  or  Prussia, 
but  the  Minister  of  England,  and  that  it 
was  to  the  policy  of  this  country  that  he 
had  to  give  effect.  Unless  we  assumed  a 
position  in  Europe  which  would  not  be  re- 
cognized, how  were  we  to  regulate  their 
course  of  conduct  on  matters  of  this  sort? 
They  had  combined  to  give  the  Porte  what 
advice  they  pleased,  and  we  were  not 
obliged  to  follow  in  the  same  course.  The 
Government  did  not  approve  the  course 
proposed  by  the  other  Powers,  and  showed 
its  disapprobation  by  not  joining  in  it,  and 
the  Foreign  Secretary  took  the  wisest 
course  for  maintaining  the  independence  of 
Turkey.  We  should  have  been  inconsistent 
in  our  policy,  which  was  one  of  non-inter- 
ference, if  we  had  assisted  in  the  removal 
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of  the  refbgeeB.  It  was  a  singular  fact 
that  ft  petition  had  been  received  from 
many  hundreds  of  fugitives  in  Greece, 
praying  that  they  may  be  allowed  to  return 
to  Crete  ander  protection.  This  showed 
that  in  flying  from  their  country  they  had 
not  bettered  their  condition.  Of  course 
we  must  take  all  these  things  cum  grano 
talis.  Fully  sensible  of  the  immense  im- 
portance of  maintaining  tho  independence 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  the  Government 
felt  that  the  best  policy  to  pursue  with  that 
end  in  view  was  one  of  non-interference, 
coupled  with  judicious  advice  to  the  Porte 
in  respect  to  the  treatment  of  its  Christian 
subjects. 

Earl  RUSSELL  :  I  must  say  that  my 
opinion  is  entirely  favourable  to  the  con- 
duct which   Her    Majesty's    Government 
have  pursued.     I  believe  Lord  Stanley  has 
acted  rightly  under  the  circumstances.     I 
should  not  like  to  give  any  abstract  opinion 
as  to  the  propriety  of  allowing  women  and 
children  to  be  token  away  from  the  place 
where   an  insurrection  breaks  out.    That 
is  a  point  upon  which  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  must  form  their  own 
i^inion ;  and  I  think  it  is  quite  impossible 
for  any  independent  person   to   form   an 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  circumstances  of 
this  ease,  and,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the   Foreign 
Office  formed  a  just  judgment  upon  these 
particolars.     It    is   easy    to   say   that  it 
would  have  been  a  work  of  humanity  to 
have  removed  these  persons,  but  it  is  not 
so  in  every  case.     The  contest  may  be  a 
very  barbarous  one,  and  it  may  be  that  in 
removing  these  women  and  children  you 
tend  to  prolong  that  cruel  contest ;  and,  if 
sOy  it  eonld  be  no  work  of  humanity  to  re- 
move them.     As  to  the  task  in  which  the 
Russian  and  other  Governments  have  taken 
a  part,  there  has  not  been  that  relief  given 
whieh  one  might  expect ;   and  many  of 
these  nnfortunate  persons  are  starving  in 
Greeee,  instead  ef  earning  their  living  in 
tbair  native  land.     If  that  is  tho  case,  I 
most  say  that  I  think  it  was  a  most  unfor- 
tunate interference  on  the  part  of  those 
different  Powers,  and    I   am    very  glad, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  of  my  own 
eoantry  have  taken  no  part  in  it.     As  to 
the  animns  with  whieh  the  advice  of  these 
Powers  was  gifen,  that  advice  was  given 
in   an  Identio   Note    sent    and   counsels 
proffered  to  the  Porte.      We  see  by  a 
oespateb,   dated   about  a  year  ago,  that 
the   Freoeh   Ambassador  came   to  Lord 
Stankjv  and  told  him  that  the  opinion  of 


his  Government  was  that  the  separation 
of  Crete   from   the   dominion   of  Turkey 
was  inevitable,  and  that  the  French  Go- 
Tcrnmcnt  wished  to  save  the  dignity  of  tho 
Porte,  and  were  disposed  to  advise  that 
the  Sultan   should  consult  tho  Greek  in- 
habitants of  Crete,  and  ask  them  whether 
they  would  like  to  be  joined  to  the  king- 
dom of  Greece.     Omer  Pasha,  in  recount- 
ing what  took  place,  eays  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Russia  had  openly  avowed  that 
they  wished  for  the  separation  of  Crete 
from  the  Government  of  Turkey  ;  and  if 
we  had  joined  in  this  Identic  Note  and  in 
the  counsels  given  to  the  Porte,  we  could 
not  have  shut  our  eyes  to  the   ultimate 
views  of  these  Powers,  and  to  the  fact  that 
they    meant,    however    courteously    they 
might  express  themselves,  to  aim  a  blow 
at  the  integrity   of  tho  Turkish  Empire. 
But  when  one  blow  had  been  given  to  the 
integrity    of  the   Turkish  Empire — when 
Crete  had  been  separated  from  Turkey  be- 
cause there  was  an  insurrection — who  shall 
tell  me  that  there  will  not  be  persons  who 
will  be  skilful  enough  to  get  up  insurrections 
in  other  Christian  provinces  of  Turkey,  and 
that  the  same  advice  may  not  be  repeated 
next  year  or  the  year  after,  in  order  to 
separate  ono  province  after  another  from 
the  dominion  of  the  Turkish  Government. 
I  therefore  say,  like  Lord  Stanley,  that  I 
am  not  surprised  that  tho  Turkish  Ambas- 
sador should  have  told  him  that  the  Sultan 
was  determined  to  refuse  that  advice,  and 
that  he  thought  a  concession  to  the  extent 
of  separating  provinces  from  the  Turkish 
dominion  was  extremely  dangerous ;  that 
it  would  load  finally  to  the  partition  of  the 
Turkish  Empire  ;  and  that,  therefore,  they 
could  not  consent  to  it.    I  quite  agree  with 
my  noblo  Friend  that  it  was  very  good  ad- 
vice on  the  part  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  recommend  an  autonomy.     Now, 
autonomy  is  a   very  good  word  ;    but  of 
course  it  means  differently  when  applied 
to    different    provinces.      In    some    pro- 
vinces   there    are    no    Turks   whatever  ; 
and  when  you  speak  of  an  autonomy  with 
regard  to  them,  you  mean  the  Christian 
inhabitants    of    those    provinces    govern- 
ing themselves.     In  Servia,  for  instance, 
there  are  no  Turks,  and  autonomy  would 
therefore  mean  persons  of  the  same  race 
and  religion  as  the   rest  governing   that 
country  for  themselves.     But  if  you  speak 
of  an  autonomy  for  Candia,  you  do  not 
mean  the  same  thing  ;  because,  together 
with  a  large  population  of  Greek  Christians, 
there  is  likewise  a  considerable  population 
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of  Mohammedan  Tarks;  and  an  aotonomj 
for  Candia  would  therefore  mean,  not  that 
there  ihonld  he  one  Goremment  gorerning 
people  of  one  race,  but  that  there  should 
he  two  Governments,  one  gOToming  the 
Christians  and  the  other  goyerning  the 
Mohammedans — the  Turkish  GoTemment 
using  the  host  means,  through  the  Governor, 
to  maintain  peace  and  harmony  between 
the  two  populations.  This  is  a  very  deli- 
cate matter  for  a  foreign  Power  to  interfere 
in  by  advice  ;  and  I  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  interfere  by  advice  further  than  to 
express  a  general  opinion  in  favour  of 
autonomy.  If  we  mean,  as  I  think  we 
are  bound,  to  respect  the  integrity  and  in- 
dependence of  the  Turkish  Empire,  my 
belief  is  that  the  Foreign  Minister  of  this 
country  has  acted  with  great  prudence  and 
discretion,  and  has  done  his  duty  to  his 
own  country  and  to  its  allies. 

Eaul  GREY  said,  he  should  like  some 
information  from  the  Government  on  one 
point.  If  they  were  to  believe  the  accounts 
which  were  published  of  what  was  going 
on  in  Crete,  it  appeared  that  the  insurrec- 
tion would  have  been  suppressed  long  ago 
but  for  the  open  support  given  to  the  in- 
surgents from  Greece.  Such  conduct  on 
the  part  of  Greece  gave  undoubted  cause 
of  just  complaint  to  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment. The  Turkish  Government,  if  left 
to  itself,  would  soon  be  able  to  stop  the 
blockade  runners  from  Greece  by  following 
them  to  their  homes  and  destroying  them, 
a  course  which  they  would  be  justified  in 
following.  He  wished  to  know  if  it  was 
the  fact  that  Turkey  was  not  allowed  to 
take  the  only  effectual  means  of  stopping 
the  blockade -runners  ;  if  so,  Turkey  was 
not  fairly  dealt  with,  and  the  Powers  of 
Europe  ought  either  openly  to  say  that 
they  meant    to  give   up'  their  policy  of 


maintaining  the  integrity  of  the  Turkish 
Empire,  and  to  deprive  Turkey  of  Crete  ; 
or  else,  in  common  humanity  and  justice, 
they  should  leave  the  Turks  at  full  liberty 
to  take  the  only  legitimate  means  in  their 
power  to  bring  this  contest  to  a  close. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  had 
been  misunderstood.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  England  ought  to  have  taken  part  in 
the  Identic  Note,  which  was  a  very  foolish 
one;  but  that  any  advice  tendered  to  Turkey 
in  favour  of  autonomy  was  as  much  med- 
dling with  the  Empire  of  Turkey  as  would 
be  the  case  in  any  other  course  which  might 
have  been  taken. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  vnth- 
drawn. 

Earl  BmUa 


T£OHNICAL  EDUCATION  — THE  WHIT* 
WORTH  SCHOLARSHIPS. 

OBSBRYATIOKS. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  since  he 
had  given  notice  of  his  Question  on  that 
subject — namely,  whether  Mr.  Witwortb 
had  offered  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  endow  some  Scholarships  for  the  promo- 
tion of  Education  in  Technical  Science- 
he  found  that  the  Question  had  been  asked 
and  answered  in  a  satisfactory  msnner 
yesterday  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
he  had  that  morning  read  in  THb  Ttmet 
the  Minute  of  Privy  Council,  together  with 
an  article  explaining  the  whole  transaction. 
It  appeared  from  that  Minute  that  Mr. 
Whitworth  had  offered  last  month — 

"To  found  thirtj  aohoUrsfaipfl  of  the  anniul 
valne  of  £100  each  to  be  applied  for  the  fartlwr 
instraotion  of  young  men,  natives  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  selected  bj  open  competition  for  their 
intelligence  and  proficiency  in  the  theory  and 
practice  of  meobanios  and  its  cognate  scieocei, 
with  a  view  to  the  promotion  of  engineering  and 
meohanioal  indnatry  in  this  country,  and  eipreaaei 
his  hopes  that  means  may  be  found  to  bring  scienoe 
and  industry  into  closer  relation  with  each  other 
than  at  present  obtains  here." 

The  sum  required  for  that  purpose  was 
nearly  £100,000,  which  would  be  applied 
to  the  purpose  above  stated  under  a  trust 
deed;  Mr.  Whitworth  himself  takings  part 
in  the  management  of  the  trust  until  his 
death,  after  which  it  would  devolve  on  the 
President  of  the  Council  or  Minister  of 
Education  for  the  time  being.  Considering 
the  largeness  of  the  sura  involved,  con- 
sidering also  that  it  was  given  during  the 
life  of  the  donor,  who  moreoyer  was  wiHing 
to  devote  his  invaluable  time  and  labour  to 
carry  out  the  scheme,  and  considering  like- 
wise the  results  which  would  no  doubt  fol* 
low  from  this  gift,  he  believed  that  that 
was,  without  exception,  one  of  the  most 
magnificent  presents  ever  made  to  this  na- 
tion. Much  had  been  said  lately  about 
technical  education,  as  to  whether  it  onght 
to  be  extended,  and  the  best  means  of  do- 
ing so.  Now,  Mr.  Whitworth  was  cer- 
tainly one  of  the  greatest — better  judges 
than  himself  said  he  was  the  greatest- 
mechanical  engineers  of  the  day  ;  and  he 
believed  that  his  discoveries  had  almost 
produced  a  revolution  in  the  application  of 
scientific  principles  to  objects  of  civil  lifo 
as  well  as  to  implements  of  warfare.  That 
splendid  benefaction  also  proved  that  be 
had  accumulated  a  large  fortune,  and  that 
he  therefore  possessed  that  knowledge  ted 
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tlioae  habits  of  buaineBs  by  which  alone 
great  manafactories  eould  be  succeesfullj 
carried  on.  Novr,  Mr,  Whit  worth  had  come 
to  the  oonolufiion  that  in  this  country 
ceienee  and  industry  were  not  sufficiently 
connected  ;  that  while  we  had  great  scicn- 
tifio  men,  and  some  of  the  best  workmen 
in  the  world,  there  was  a  want  of  the  pro- 
per diffusion  of  scientific  knowledge,  and 
there  was  not  a  due  bringing  together  of 
theoretical  and  practical  knowledge.  What 
Ifr.  Whitworth  proposed  would  not  only 
give  an  impetus  to  instruction  in  science 
afforded  in  our  primary  and  secondary 
sehoolf,  but  would  cause  the  workmen  to 
be  taught  the  theory  of  that  which  he  was 
doing.  On  the  other  hand,  the  man  of 
higher  station  and  greater  cultivation  would 
be  required  to  gain  a  practical  knowledge 
of  mechanical  industry.  Now  that,  he 
thought,  indicated  to  the  Government  and 
the  country  the  true  course  which  should 
be  adopted  on  that  subject.  In  the  Minute 
to  which  he  had  referred,  an  opinion  was 
czpresseil  that  much  might  be  done  by  pri- 
Tate  and  local  efforts  towards  providing  for 
all  classes  in  our  several  large  centres  of 
manufacturing  industry  the  means  of  ac- 
qniring  instruction  in  the  sciences  appli- 
cable to  productive  industry ;  and  the 
Committee  of  Council  also  added  that 
tlicy  would  be  glad  to  receive  from  Mr. 
Whitworth  any  further  suggestions  which 
he  might  wish  to  make,  and  likewise  to  as- 
sist him  in  carrying  out  his  object.  Now, 
at  a  time  when  he  was  afraid  that  our  re- 
yenae  was  decreasing  and  our  expenditure 
increasing,  he  did  not,  for  himself,  desire 
to  recommend  any  additional  public  outlay  ; 
bat  there  were  purposes  for  which  a  mo- 
derate expenditure  would  be  perfectly  justi- 
fied, and,  he  believed,  that  at  the  cost  of  a 
Terj  small  sum  of  money  indeed,  probably 
a  few  hundred  pounds,  the  Government 
coald  offer  ?ery  material  assistance  in  that 
respect.  A  very  infinitesimal  sum  would 
suffice  to  defray  the  cost  of  conducting, 
directly  or  indirectly,  the  examinations  for 
the  proposed  thirty  scholarships.  He  had 
no  donbt  that  Mr.  Whitworth's  example 
wenld  be  followed.  At  present  there  were 
Professors  of  Civil  Engineering  at  London 
Uoitersity  and  King's  College,  as  also  in 
DoUin,  Belfast,  Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  and 
Manchester.  What  had  been  done  by  the 
Gcvemroent  in  respect  to  the  teachers  in 
art  might  be  extended  with  advantage  to 
the  prefeoaors  of  science.  There  was  a 
tune  when  the  Government  gave  a  fixed 
salaij  to  those  art  teachers,  and  the  result 


had  been  most  unsatisfactory;  but  after- 
wards a  different  system  was  adopted,  un- 
der which  guarantees  were  held  out  to 
competent  teachers.  The  effect  of  that 
change  had  been  that,  in  almost  all  those 
schools  of  art,  the  teachers  were  earning  at  . 
least  the  full  amount  of  the  sum  guaran- 
teed to  them,  and  in  some  instances  twice 
and  even  thrice  that  amount.  He  knew 
not  how  the  case  stood  now  ;  but  when  he 
was  himself  in  office  the  Government  were 
not  asked  for  a  single  shilling  to  carry  out 
the  guarantee.  That  was  a  matter  well 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Marlborough),  and  therefore, 
instead  of  the  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  ho  would  ask  him.  Whether 
the  Government  had  communicated  with 
Mr.  Whitworth  on  the  subject,  or  whether 
they  would  themselves  consider  how  the 
State  could,  in  the  most  efficient  and  prac- 
tical manner,  do  that  which  the  Govern- 
ment would,  he  was  sure,  most  willingly  do 
— namely,  assist  that  distinguished  gen- 
tleman in  carrying  out  his  magnificent 
project  ? 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
he  was  sure  their  Lordships  would  all  feel 
that  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  had 
not  taken  up  their  time  unnecessarily  in 
bringing  that  subject  before  them  ;  for  a 
gift  of  that  nature,  so  munificent  in  its 
character,  and  reflecting  such  credit  on  the 
donor,  was  one  deserving  public  notice  in 
that  House,  and  he  was  glad  the  noble 
Earl  had  brought  it  under  their  considera- 
tion. The  noble  Earl  had  accurately  stated 
the  facts  as  they  had  appeared  in  the 
public  prints,  although  the  notice  of  the 
Minute  of  the  Privy  Council  had  not  been 
inserted  in  the  newspapers  officially.  He 
himself,  therefore,  need  not  occupy  their 
Lordships'  time  by  narrating  what  had 
been  already  made  public.  But,  for  his 
own  part,  he  must  express  his  satisfaction 
that  Mr.  Whitworth  had  taken  the  course 
which  was  the  true  and  correct  course  for 
the  manufacturing  interest  to  adopt  in  this 
country  on  the  subject  of  technical  educa- 
tion. Great  pressure  had  of  late  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  Government  from 
various  quarters, to  induce  them  to  take  the 
initiative  in  any  steps  which  might  be  re« 
quisite  for  promoting  the  general  diffusion 
of  technical  education  throughout  the 
country.  It  was  not  to  be  lost  sight  of 
that  the  subject  of  technical  education  had 
a  special  and  important  bearing  and  in- 
terest upon  the  manufacturing  prosperity 
of  the  country,  and  therefore  he  thought 
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lat,  although  it  was  desirahle  that  assist- 
ice  should  be  given  for  the  promotion  of 
lis  object,  it  would  not  be  sound  policy 
|r  the  Government  to  step  in  and  initiate 
iry  expensive  measures  on  the  subject. 
|hose  who  sought  to  originate  such  mea- 
ires  were  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
[anufacturing  prosperity  of  the  country. 
[r.  Whitworth's  gift  was  a  step  in  the 
;ht  direction,  and  showed  the  value  he 
[tached  to  correct  instruction  in  science 
mnected  with  the  industry  of  the  manu- 
Icturing  population.  The  noble  Earl  had 
latod— and  the  Minute  of  Council  which 
id  been  made  public  had  shown-^ the  action 

the  Department  in  regard  to  Mr.  Whit- 
lorth's  munificent  gift.  At  present  the 
[epartment  had  only  received  an  intimation 

Mr.   Whitworth*8  intention;   and   they 

kd  at  present  no  knowledge  of  how  he 

[ished  the  gift  to  be  administered  and  the 

[act  manner  of  its  practical  application. 

communication  had  been  made  to  Mr. 
'hitworth  requesting  him  to  furnish  the 
department  with  information  on  this  sub- 
let, and  the  Committee  of  Council  had  ex- 
ressed  their  willingness  to  assist  him  so 
ir  as  was  practicable.     They  were  now 

raiting  his  reply.     In  all  probability  Mr. 

liitworth  would  wish  to  retain  the  gene- 

i\  management  of  this  fund  in  his  own 

lands  during  his  life-time  ;  hut  he  would, 

|o  doubt,  be  desirous  that  the  Government 

liould  assist  him  by  some  mode  of  cxami- 

lation  by  which  the  comparative  merits  of 

ho  candidates  for  the  schularships  should 

|e  tested.       As  soon  as  the  Government 

'cre  in  possession  of  the  precise  terms  of 

jlr.  Wiiitworth's  gift  they  would  give  the 

natter  their  best  consideration,  with  the 

[esirc  of  aiding  him  as  far  as  they  could. 

.3  to  the  general  question  of  how  far  the 

rovernment  could  assist  the   progress  of 

|cchnical  education,  ho  believed  that    the 

iggcstions  of  tlio   noble  Earl  were  well 
rorthy  of  attention.    He  thought  that  at  a 
[ery  small  expense,  and  without  going  the 
ingth  advocated  in  some  quarters  and  by 
|ome  of  the  deputations  that  had  waited 
ipon  the  Government  on  the  subject,  very 
[onsiderable     assistance     and    great    en- 
couragement might   bo  given  to  the  pro- 
;ress   of   technical    education    generally, 
[ollowing  out  the  great  principle  that  local 
exertions  should  be  set  on  foot  in  the  first 
Instance.     By  giving  some    assistance  to 
professors  or  to  Colleges  cither  now    ex- 
isting or  which  might  hereafter  be  called 
|nto  existence,  ho  thought  that  considerable 
mcouragement  might  be  given  to  technical 

T?ie  Duhe  of  Marlborough 


education  at  a  very  small  expense;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  the  public  would  grudge 
the  expense.  It  would,  however,  be  pre- 
mature to  form  any  decision  on  a  subject 
which  was  now  under  the  consideration  of 
a  Committee  of  the  other  House.  That  Com- 
mittee would,  no  doubt,  throw  a  light  on 
the  subject,  and  make  practical  sugges- 
tions which  the  Government  would,  he 
hoped,  be  able  to  adopt.  It  would,  per- 
haps, be  for  the  convenience  of  their  Lord- 
ships, that  he  should  lay  the  Minute  of 
Council  on  Mr.  Whitworth's  gift  upoD 
the  table. 

Lord  TAUNTON  said,  that  there  could 
be  only  one  sentiment  in  the  minds  of  the 
public — especially  that  portion  of  it  which 
was  connected  with  manufactures — as  to 
Mr.  Whitworth's  gift.  That  very  Doble 
gift  came  at  a  most  opportune  time,  when 
public  attention  was  specially  directed  to 
the  application  of  science  to  maDufactaring 
and  industrial  processes.  One  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  Paris  Exhibition  had  been 
that  English  manufacturers  and  the  most 
intelligent  artizans  had  returned  to  this 
country  deeply  impressed  with  the  feeling 
that  they  could  not  afford  to  throw  away 
any  advantages  they  could  obtain,  and  that 
we  were  bound  to  educate  our  people  as 
highly  as  those  of  other  nations.  It  ap- 
peared to  be  admitted  that  many  important 
branches  of  our  manufactures  were  be- 
ginning to  feel  the  cfiects  of  a  closer  com- 
petition than  they  had  ever  before  expe- 
rienced. It  was  singularly  appropriate, 
therefore,  that,  at  the  present  moment,  this 
movement  in  favour  of  technical  education 
should  have  oriprinated  from  so  eminent  a 
mechanician  as  Mr.  Whitworth.  He  hoped 
that  his  example  would  be  followed,  as 
there  was  every  reason  to  suppose  it  would, 
by  others,  and  he  had  no  doubt  it  would 
stimulate  not  only  the  munificence  of  indi- 
viduals, but  also  that  of  commercial  bodies. 
It  had  been  supposed  that  much  might  be 
done  in  ordinary  schools  of  instruction  to 
teach  the  elements  and  rudiments  of  tech- 
nical education.  Having  been  engaged  in 
an  inquiry  into  the  present  state  of  educa- 
cation  of  the  country,  he  must  express  his 
opinion  that  the  education  of  the  children 
of  the  middle  classes  ought  not  to  bo  of 
a  technical,  but  of  a  general  character. 
The  general  elements  of  science  applicable 
to  all  arts  ought  to  be  taught ;  and  a  boy 
who  had  learnt  these  would  bo  much  better 
prepared  to  receive  a  technical  education 
such  as  had  been  pointed  out,  than  he  was 
at   present.      He    heartily    concurred    in 
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thiokiDg  ihftk  the  cooDtry  wib  under  great 
obligatioDS  to  Mr.  Whitworth  for  his  splen- 
did donation.  The  result  would  be  mueh 
greater  than  the  mere  gift  of  money ;  be- 
cause it  gave  the  eoontrj  an  example  to 
be  followed,  and  which  would  in  the  end 
produce  the  most  important  benefits. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  he 
wished  to  bear  his  testimony  to  the  great 
Talue  of  the  gift.  He  had  known  Mr. 
Whitworth  pretty  intimately  for  the  last 
twenty  years,  and  had  had  the  pleasure  of 
going  down  and  seeing  his  establishment 
in  Ifanehester.  .  It  was  most  interesting  to 
see  there  the  union  of  science  with  prac- 
tical knowledge  by  which  Mr.  Whitworth 
had  risen  to  the  great  eminence  he  now 
enjoyed.  There  were  plenty  of  good 
workmen  and  scientific  men ;  the  difficulty 
was  to  find  a  good  foreman,  who,  with 
the  skill  of  the  workman,  united  a  superior 
icientific  education.  Mr.  Whitworth  was 
himself  the  yery  example  of  the  man  pos- 
iessing  the  knowledge  most  wanted  in  this 
country^  as  he  combined  in  the  highest 
degree  the  two  qualities.  He  admitted 
that  it  was  difficult  to  give  technical  edu- 
cation in  many  branches,  but  an  important 
atep  had  been  already  taken  by  the  Oovern  • 
ment  in  this  direction.  A  few  years  ago, 
with  the  concurrence  of  noble  Lords  oppo- 
Mte»  he  commenced  a  system  of  teaching 
at  KcDsington  by  which  shipwrights  in  the 
dockyards  had  an  opportunity  of  acquiring 
■cientific  knowledge,  so  as  to  combine  this 
with  manual  skill,  and  the  plan  had  worked 
Tery  satisfactorily.  Ho  believed  an  analo- 
gous system  might  be  adopted  by  the 
iDtrodnction  of  scientific  education  in  com- 
bination with  manufacturing  skill,  though 
he  waa  not  an  advocate  for  the  Government 
nndertaking  technical  education  in  all  its 
braocbes. 

Ifiante  bj  the  Lords  of  tbe  Committee  of  Privy 
CoBDeil  oo  EdueatioD  retpeotingthe  Soholarshipi 
psupoesd  to  be  fbooded  by  Mr.  whitworth  :  iVtf- 
SMlei  Obif  Command),  and  Ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Tisble. 

PiaXITIOV  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  BUI  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Partition 
—Was  pt€HnUd  by  The  Loan  Chaxcillob  ; 
isadK    (No.  67.) 

House  adjoamed  at  half  pait  Seren 

o'efook,  to  Thursday  the  2drd 

instant,  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Friday,  Aprils,  1868. 

MINUTES.!— New  Writs  Imued— For  Laun- 
ceston,  V.  Alexander  Henry  Campbell,  esquire. 
Manor  of  Northstead  ;  for  Chipping  Wycombe, 
V.  Hon.  Charles  Robert  Carington  now  Lord 
Carington. 

Selxot  ComoTTBi — Report  —  On  Army  (India 
and  the  Colonies).    [No.  197.] 

Supply — considered  in  Committee  —  Resclutioni 
[April  2]  reported, 

PuBUG  Bills — Ordered Entail    Amendment 

(Scotland).* 

Firtt  Reading — Entail  Amendment  (Scotland)* 
[80]  ;  Legitimacy  Declaration  (Ireland)  *  [87]. 

Committee — Metropolis  Gas*  [49]. 

/?f^— Metropolis  Gas  *  [49-85]. 

Third  Reading  —  Local  Government  Supple- 
mental* [li)  ;  Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)* 
[6],  and  passed. 

THE    EASTER   RECESS. 
MINISTERIAL  STATEMENT. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  tho  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  addressed  to  me  yesterday 
an  inquiry,  respecting  the  adjournment  of 
the  House  for  the  holidays ;  to  which  I  re- 
plied that  it  might  be  convenient  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  tho  adjournment  should  not  be 
moved  until  after  the  conclusion  of  the 
debate.  From  what  has  reached  me  since, 
however,  I  am  led  to  suppose  that  it  would 
be  for  the  general  convenience  of  the  House 
that  the  adjournment  should  be  moved  at 
once ;  although  I  would  not  press  the  Mo- 
tion now  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
strongly  objected  to  it.  The  Motion  I 
have  placed  upon  the  Paper  is  that  the 
House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  until  Mon- 
day, the  20th  of  April.  As  far  as  all 
hnman  arrangements  may  be  considered 
certain  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
debate  will  finish  to-night.  It  is  possible 
that  there  may  be  two  divisions;  but,  under 
any  circumstances,  the  House  will  divide 
to-night.  The  ground  is  a  delicate  one  to 
touch  upon  ;  but  I  am  sure  that,  in  the 
present  unimpassioned  state  of  the  House, 
I  may  safely  allude  to  what  is  likely  to 
happen.  Either  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  have  a  majority,  or  he  will  be  defeated 
upon  his  Motion  that  the  House  do  go  into 
Committee.  I  wish  to  inform  the  House 
what  will  be  the  course  of  the  Government 
under  these  circumstances — and,  in  case  of 
a  general  agreement  on  both  sides,  there  is 
no  reason  whatever  why  this  Motion  should 
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not  \m  made  at  onee  instead  of  amid  the 
oonfosion  and  exeltement  that  maj  preYail 
at  the  eonelotion  of  the  dehate  at  three 
or  four  o'clock  in  the  morning.  Of  course, 
if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  is  defeated, 
the  question  altogether  falls  to  the  ground. 
I  But,  supposing  for  a  moment«<i>such  a  sup- 
position, of  ooorset  appears  most  nnreason- 
ahle — that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
a  majority,  the  eonrse  of  the  Government 
would  be  that  which  was  clearlj  indicated 
I  bj  more  than  one  of  my  Colleagues*  and 
•specially  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. What  I  should  propose  would  be 
that  I  should  offer  no  furtlier  opposition 
I  to  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
Chair.  I  should  be  content  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  go  into  Committee 
iprofarmd,  and  immediately  to  report  Pro- 
gress; because  I  think  it  my  duty  to  facili- 
tate in  every  possible  manner  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  proceeding  with  liis 
Resolutions.  I  shall  be  quite  rMtdy  to  give 
him  a  day  immediately  after  the  Baster 
Beeess,  but  upon  this  point  I  am  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  House.  It  might  be 
inconTcnient*  in  consequence  of  the  noyal 
visit  to  Irelandi  which  may  detain  Irish 
Members  in  that  countfy*  for  the  House 
to  go  into  Committee  upon  the  right  hon. 
Oentletpian*s  Resolutions  on  the  next  day 
after  we  re-assemble ;  and  the  following 
Thursday  has  been  appointed  for  the 
Budget,  which,  in  my  humble  judgment, 
should  not  be  deferred.  It  is  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  the  financial  statement 
should  bo  made  on  that  day.  Should, 
however,  the  following  Monday,  the  27th 
of  April,  be  a  convenient  day  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  going  into  Committee 
that  day  shall  be  at  his  service  for  the  dis- 
cussion upon  his  Resolutions,  to  which  I 
need  hardly  say  I  shall  give  my  most  un- 
qualified opposition.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  moving  that  the  House 
upon  its  rising  should  adjourn  until  Monday, 
I  the  20th  of  April. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  am  justified  in  interposing 
I  between  the  House  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Horsman)  who  had  risen  at 
the  same  moment,  but  I  feel  bound  to  make 
a  protest  against  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  though  upon  one 
ground  only.  I  do  not  intend  to  persist  in 
mj  opposition  should  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman not  be  disposed  to  give  way,  nor  to 
press  the  question  to  a  division.  The 
ground  of  my  opposition  to  the  Motion  is 
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that  ih^re  is  a  nantftBil  hMonrenienee  in 
altering  to-day  that  which  waa  settled  last 
night  and  has  gone  forth  this  morning,  and 
has  been  taken  for  granted  by  many  hon. 
Members  who  are  not  now  in  the  House. 
I  If,  therefore,  there  had  been  any  feeling 
shown  by  the  Honse  against  the  propose 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  should 
have  felt  bound  to  press  my  objection.  As 
it  is,  however,  I  by  no  means  wtend  to  in* 
sist  upon  it.  I  will  now,  with  the  indnl- 
genee  of  the  House,  briefly  state  my  view 
as  to  the  eonrse  that  shonld  be  adopted 
with  reference  to  the  Aitnrs  progress  of 
this  question.  I  am  bonnd  to  say  thai  m 
a  matter  of  this  magnitude }  if  it  had  sol 
been  for  the  circumstance  that  bt  doing  so 
we  must  have  enoroaehed  npon  the  Baster 
holvdaySy  I  should  have  been  more  aatisfied 
had  we  proceeded  with  the  eensidisrilioa  itf 
the  Resolntions  immediately.  I  sIhwU 
have  been  ready  for  that  t>orpdM  io  hivt 
made  a  sacrifice  ;  but,  oh  the  other  band, 
I  admit  that  such  a  oenrae  ooold  not  liave 
been  adopted  without  a  great  departnre 
from  precedent  and  firom  the  oaifoiBaiy 
usage  of  this  Honse»  and  ft  irouU  hare 
been  attended  with  ineonttelfcadti^  aiilia- 
eially  aa  we  must  have  devutod  M«M1 
days  to  their  eonsideratioa.  HeiMM^. 
the  very  last  thing  thai  I  ahtiKM  wis!  to 
exhibit  to  theeoontry  would  be  aiir  app**''^ 
ance  of  hurry  in  renrenee  to  im  siimer. 
This  is  a  question  which  it  is  very  desira- 
ble that  the  House  shonld  sift  to  the  bottom, 
and  as,  for  that  pnrpose,  the  evenings  of 
Monday  and  Tuesday  next  might  1^  in- 
sufficient, and  as  I  do  not  think  anything 
would  be  gained  by  commencing  the  con- 
sideration of  these  Resolutions  and  then 
leaving  off  in  the  midst  of  the  discussion, 
I  am  reluctantly  prepared  to  forego  the 
chance  of  making  progress  before  the  hdy- 
days.  I  have,  of  course,  in  the  remarks 
I  have  made,  been  proceeding  upon  the 
supposition,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  regards  as  so  entirely  impossible,  that 
there  might  be  a  majority  on  the  Motion 
for  going  into  Committee.  [Mr.  Disrasu  : 
I  said  unreasonable.]  Well*  we  have  all 
seen  so  many  things  happen  that  were 
strange — the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
has  seen  so  many  things  happen  that  were 
unreasonable,  that  I  think  I  may  venture 
to  contemplate  as  a  possible  result  the  Mo- 
tion  for  going  into  Committee  being  carried 
by  a  majority.  As  to  the  arrangements 
after  the  holydays,  I  think  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  tnia  sulgeet 
is  altogether  proper  and  aatiafisetoiy.   I 
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Alt  not  Aink  tt  right  to  u'k  htm  to  ftlter 
tha  arrangement  made  Tor  the  Finsnoial 
Statement,  which,  owing  to  the  date  at 
vhieh  Eaatar  falls  this  jear,  ia  necaisarilj 
•omewhat  late.  I  am  quite  aatiafled,  with 
the  astnrance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  flnt  daj  after  that  appointed  for 
the  fioaneial  statement  ahall  be  detoled  to 
th«  eonaideration  of  thia  great  and  grave 
qnaation.  I  have,  therefore,  no  disposition 
to  oppose  the  proposition  that  we  shall  go 
into  Comrnittee  on  Monday,  the  37th  of 
April. 

Ua.  SORSUAN  :  I  do  not  intend  to 
oppose  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  bat  I  mast  aay  that  I  think  the 
coaisa  he  proposes  to  lake  upon  this  mat- 
tar  is  a  Terj  onasaal  one.  When  the  right 
hen.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancatfaire  (Ur.  Oladstone)  brought  for- 
ward his  Resolutions,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman th«  Prime  Uinister  aaid  thai  a  very 
serious  and  solemn  issue  waa  raised,  an 
announcement  that  waa  followed  bj  cheere 
from  hia  aopporters.      But  now,  after  the 

Jnestion  has  been  debated  for  four  ntghts, 
ler  Majesty's  OoTernment  come  forward 
and  state  that,  whatever  may  ho  the  iaane 
of  the  debate,  sud  whaterer  the  decision 
of  tha  HoDse,  they  will  treat  it  with  such 
faidiSerenee,  if  not  with  sooh  contempt,  that 
tbej  will  not  give  it  even  a  raspeclful  con- 
liderstion.  I  reeolleot  that  last  year  when 
Ae  right  hon.  Qentleman  wasout-Toted  on  a 
minor  qnealion  of  Reform,  he  took  two  days 
lomnsider  the  coarse  that  the  Government 
sfaonld  take  npon  the  matter.  I  think  that 
ootof  raapeotfortheHouBe  theOovernment 
■hoald  have  wailed  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  new  pooition  in  which  they  may  End 
thamaelres.  Thej  might  hate  anticipated 
tha  iKMsi1)Tlity~-ho waver  onreasonahle  it 
naj  M— of  dafeat;  and  have  been  prepared 
to  annonnca  whether  they  had  arrived  at 
the  oonelnsion  that  it  was  for  the  public 
hterast,  and  consistent  with  their  own 
•harMtvr,  that  they  ahonld  carry  oot  the 
dadrion  ot  tha  Hooaa. 
Hotini  agrtti  to. 

BoDsa,  at  rising,  to  adjourn  till  Mondav, 
SOlh  April. 

TDK  SCOTCH  RZPORH  BILL. 


B  raui 

Ifi.  DISRABLI  aaid.  he  intended  to 
•flMt«  to  tha  Basolntion  whieh  he  had  ei- 
fimani  Kith  ngard  to  the  Reform  Bills 


before  the  Honse,  and  not  to  proceed  with 
the  Scotch  Beform  Bill  before  the  Irish 
Reform  Bill  had  been  read  a  second  time. 

CIVIL   SERVICE   ESTIMATES. 


In  reply  to  Mr.  Childebs, 

Ma.  DISRABLI  aaid,  that  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  wonld  be  proceeded  with 
immediately  on  the  re-assembling  of  Mem- 
bers after  the  holjrdays. 

RETIREUENT  OF   FIELD  OFFICERS  OF 

THE  INDUN  ARMT. 

4nEBnoN. 

Mr.  DIMSDALE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Government  intend  to  take 
any  steps  towards  facilitating  the  retire- 
ment of  Field  Officers  of  the  Indian  Army? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  aaid, 
in  reply,  that  it  was  considered  tliat  tho 
existing  arrangements  were  sufficiently 
liberal  for  the  purpose,  and  that  it  was  not 
considered  desirable  to  re-open  the  qnes- 
tioo. 

LAND  wans  REGISTRATION 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL  FEES.— QUESTION. 

Mk.  CUILDERS  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Seerelarj  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Treasury  have  considered  the  Clauses  aa 
to  fees  in  the  Land  Writa  Registration 
[Scotland)  Bill  (Clauses  13,  22,  23).  the 
Titles  to  Land  Consolidalion  (Scotland) 
Bill  (Clauses  60.  63,  102,  147,  148,  178, 
ke.],  and  the  Court  of  Session  (Scotland) 
Bill  [Clause  l.H).  and  wliether  they  will  be 
amended  so  as  to  require  all  fees  to  be 
paid  into  the  Exchequer;  and,  why  some 
of  the  fees  levied  in  Scotland  by  these 
Courts  and  departments  were  omitled  from 
the  Return.  No.  223.  of  Session,  1867? 
.  Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  was  under- 
stood to  say,  that  he  believed  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  making  the  amendment 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  With 
regard  to  the  second  Question  he  wss  in- 
formed that  there  were  no  salaries  charged 
by  Law  on  the  fees  taken  in  tho  Courts 
mentioned. 

BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND). 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  Serjeant  ARMSTRONG  said,  ho 

wished  to  n!>k  Mr.  Attorney   GencrnI  for 

Ireland,  Whether  he  sees  any  objection  to 

eitending  to  Ireland  tho  prorisiotis  of  the 
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tankruptcj  Bill  and  the  Judgment  Debtors 

lill,  as  presented  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
the  Ilouse  of  Lords  ;  and,  whether  he 

'ill  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  during 

le  present  Session  ? 

The    attorney    GENERAL    for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  in  reply, 

lat  there  was  no  objection  that  he  was 
[ware  of  to  the  introduction  of  such  a  mea- 
jure  ;  but,  as  the  English  Bill  consisted  of 

tore  than  ,500  Clauses,  he  did  not  think 

lere  would  be  any  chance  of  extending  it 

lis  Session  to  Ireland. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE— PRIVATE  BILLS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  WALDEGRAYE-LESLIE  said, 
ie  wished  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
loard  of  Trade,  Whether,  Parliament  hav- 
\g  required  a  Report  from  the  Board  of 
'rado  as  to  their  opinion  upon  certain 
^ills,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  hafing  re- 
ported their  opinion  unfavourably  to  them, 
le  Board  of  Trade  intend  taking  any  steps 
[o  prevent  the)  following  Bills  passing  into 
iaw  in  their  present  shape, — namely,  the 
*ower  Subway  Bill,  the  Fareham  and 
Fetley  Railway  Bill,  the  Dungarvan  Har- 
bour Bill,  theNorth  British  Railway  (Forth 
liver  Railway)  Bill,  and  two  Isle  of  Wight 
tail  way  Bills  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  in  reply,  said. 
[he  duty  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  con- 
med  to  making  these  Reports  for  the  in- 
[ormation  of  Parliament,  and  especially  of 
Ihe  Committees  to  which  the  Bills  were 
[eferred.  Formerly,  the  Board  of  Trade 
nadc  Reports  on  all  Raihvay  Bills  ;  but 
Ihose  Reports  were  of  little  value,  though 
[liey  caused  much  expense  and  trouble, 
hey  were  discontinued  last  year  ;  and  the 
mly  Reports  now  made  were  in  case  of 
tills  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board's 
►rofessional  officers,  were  likely  to  affect 
Injuriously  tidal  waters.  The  Reports  were 
rery  carefully  made;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
[hey  represented  merely  the  opinion  of  in- 
lividuals.  It  was,  however,  of  course 
jompetent  to  the  Committees  to  require  the 
attendance  of  those  officers  for  the  purpose 
>f  testing  their  conclusions,  or  making 
[urther  inquiries. 

MEMBER  FOR  TIIETFORD— TITLES 
OF  DIGNITY.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
rould  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
^reasury,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
lovernment  to  advise  the  Crown  to  confer 
Mr,  Serjmit  Arvmtrong 


a  title  of  dignity  on  one  of  the  Members  for 
the  Borough  of  Thetford;  and  whether  this 
honour  is  due  to  any  arrangements  with 
the  Government  as  to  the  Representation 
of  that  Borough  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  it  is  the  habit 
of  my  hon.  Friend  to  ask  Questions  which 
do  not  comply  certainly  with  the  conditions 
of  social  life  and,  as  far  as  my  experience 
in  Parliament  is  concerned,  scarcely  with 
those  of  political  life.     I  am  at  a  loss  to 
ascribe  any  definite  meaning  to  this  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend.     At  one   time  I 
thought  that  probably  some  one  of  whom 
he  had  been  making  similar  inquiries  had 
been  practising  on  his  frank  intelligence. 
Then  I  thought  it  might  be  that  he  was 
made  the  instrument  of  bringing  before  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  the  claims 
of  some  particular  friend.     The  third  in- 
terpretation I  put  upon  it  was  that  perhaps 
my  hon.  Friend  desired  to  remind  us  that, 
should  it  be  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  o£fer  any  advice  to  the  Crown  to 
confer  titles  of  dignity,  and  especially  the 
title  of  Baronet,  there  was  one  person  who 
had  paramount  claims  to  such  a  favonr. 
It  is  always  my  anxious  desire  to  giTe  the 
utmost  information  in    my  power  to  the 
House  when  any  hon.  Member,  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  one  of  his  most  important  privi- 
leges, interrogates  the  Government;  bat  I 
will  ask  the  House,  in  its  candour  to  weigh 
the  language  in  which  this  inquiry  is  made, 
and  to  sympathize  with  me  in  the  trouble 
which  grappling  with  so  abtruse  a  Question 
entails    upon    me.     The  hon.    Gentleman 
nsks  me  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  advise  the  Crown  to  confer 
a  title  of  dignity  on  one  of  the  Members 
for  Thetford,  and  whether   the  honour   is 
due   to   any    arrangement   respecting  the 
representation  of  that  borough  ?    Now,  Sir, 
I  think   the   Ilouse  will  agree  that  when 
inquiries  of  this  nature  are  made  of  a  per- 
sonal and  delicate  kind  they  should  at  least 
bo  precise.    No  hon.  Gentleman  is  justified 
in   making  such  inquiries  unless  he  is  in 
possession  of  some  information.     How  am 
I  to  understand  to  whom  my  hon.  Friend  re- 
fers by  •*  one  of  the  Members  for  Thetford?" 
I  hnve  inquired  into  the   representation  of 
the  borough  of  Thetford,  and  find  that  it  is 
represented  by  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate,  who  has  recently 
appeared  before   the    constituency  ;     and 
therefore  the  onl}'  interpretation  I  can  put 
upon  this  inquiry  is  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  know  whether,  in  order  to  induce 
the  Lord  Advocate  to  stand  for  the  boroogh 
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of  Thetfordy  I  haTe  recommended  Her 
Ifajetty  to  confer  upon  him  the  title  of 
Saronet.  I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend 
there  is  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
thai  impression  ;  whatever  may  be  the  am- 
bition of  my  right  hon  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  AdTocate,  it  has  not  yet  assumed 
the  form  which  he  evidently  imagines.  If 
the  position  of  the  other  hon.  Member  for 
Tbetford  (Mr.  R.  J.  H.  Harvey)  were  not 
of  10  acknowledged  a  kind,  I  might  be 
tempted  to  imagine  that  he  had  asked  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizes  to  make  this  in- 
quiry. But,  as  it  is,  I  feel  bound  at  once 
to  state  that  no  application  has  been  made 
to  me,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  by 
oither  of  the  Members  for  Thetford ;  and 
that,  therefore,  under  these  circumstances 
it  has  not  occurred  to  me  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  was  my  duty  to  recommend  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  confer  on  either  of  those  Gentlemen 
the  dignity  of  Baronet. 

ARRESTS  IN  IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  REARDEN  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
tho  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  The  na- 
ture of  the  charge  under  which  Mr.  John 
Downy,  a  merchant  tailor  of  Dawson 
Street,  Dublin,  has  been  arrested  and  im- 
prisoned for  the  last  two  months ;  whether 
It  be  truo  that  detectives  called  upon  him 
for  information  respecting  a  person  named 
'*  Lennon,"  and  on  his  asserting  his  igno- 
ranee  of  anything  respecting  the  said 
**  LennoD,"  they  threatened  to  arrest  him, 
and  sabseqnently  returned  and  did  take  him 
to  prison ;  and,  whether  it  be  true  that 
Mr.  Dovny's  wife  and  eight  children  are 
redoeed  to  a  state  of  starvation  in  conse- 
qnenee? 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO  stated,  in  reply, 
that  John  Downy  had  been  arrested  simply 
beeause  he  was  suspected  of  having  been 
engaged  in  treasonable  practices,  and  that 
the  eirenmstances  related  by  the  hon. 
Member,  even  if  they  had  occurred,  would 
not  in  any  way  have  influenced  the  case. 
He  was  informed,  however,  that  a  condi- 
tional order  of  discharge  in  the  case  re- 
ferred to  had  been  made  out  the  day  before 
yesterday. 

TURNPIKE  TRUSTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WH  alley  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ssk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Oovemment  to  introduce  this  Session 
any  Bill  for  the  further  continuance  of 
lompike   Trusts,  of  which  the  original 
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Acts  have  expired  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it 
is  their  intention  to  include  therein,  or 
otherwise  to  submit  for  consideration,  any 
plan  tending  to  the  abolition  of  Turnpike 
Trusts  ;  and  at  what  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion any  such  Bills  may  bo  expected  to  be 
introduced  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  a  Bill  on  the  subject  was  in  course  of 
preparation;  buthe  did  not  think  it  would 
be  wise  to  submit  it  to  the  House  without 
consulting  with  those  who  had  given  much 
attontiuu  to  it,  nor  did  he  think  it  would 
be  desirable  to  bring  forward  a  question 
likely  to  give  riso  to  so  much  discussion 
at  a  late  period  of  tho  Session. 

ARMY— ALLEGED    FLOGGING  OF  MULE 
DRIVERS   IN  ABYSSINIA. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BUXTON  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
thcr  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
letter,  dated  Zulla,  March  4,  which  has 
appeared  in  the  newspapers,  and  which 
states  that  the  Turkish  and  Egyptian 
Drivers  had  been  left  for  days  without  food 
or  water,  were  flogged  daily  by  fifties,  and 
were  finally  sent  off,  almost  in  a  state  of 
nakedness,  though  the  weather  was  very 
cold ;  and,  whether  he  will  make  inquiries 
into  tho  truth  of  this  story,  and  ascertain 
who  was  responsible  for  the  management 
of  these  drivers  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  he 
had  to  state  that  his  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  subject  a  few  days  ago  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derhy,  and  he  had 
in  consequence  written  to  Sir  Robert 
Napier  to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  the 
story.  He  could  not  but  believe  that  the 
statement  was  greatly  exaggerated. 

THE  PLAY  OF  "  OLIVER  TWIST." 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  BRADY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  De- 
partment, If  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  paragraph  which  has  appeared  in 
several  of  the  daily  papers,  to  the  effect 
that  the  Lord  Chamberlain  had  refused  to 
licence  a  play  dramatised  by  Mr.  Oxenford 
from  Mr.  Dickens's  celebrated  work  of 
*<  Oliver  Twist,'*  and  that  all  plays 
from  the  same  Work  were  interdicted  in 
London  as  being  offensive  to  parish  bea- 
dles ;    and,  whether  ho  approves  of   the 
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Lord  Chamberlain's  constderation  for  the 
feelings  of  the  parish  authorities  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply. 
I  said,  the  fact  was  that,  many  years  ago, 
two  plays,  which  were  supposed  to  be  doing 
I  a  |D[reat  deal  of  harm— one  of  them  named 
Oliver  Twist  and  the  other  Jack  Sheppard 
I — were  prohibited.  The  play  referred  to 
by  the  hnn.  Member,  which  hud  been  dra- 
matised by  Mr.  Oxenford,  had  been  licenced 
by  the  Lord  Chamberlain,  who,  ho  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member,  had  not  been 
petitioned  by  the  parish  beadles  ;  conse- 
quently, the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
I  was  altogether  founded  in  a  mistake. 

IRELAND— THE  REGIUM  DONUM. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Iright  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  a  Question  of  which  he 
had  given  him  Notice — namely,  Whether, 
in  the  arrangements  he  proposes  respecting 
the  Ecclesiastical  Endowments  of  Ireland, 
he  contemplates  the  maintenance  or  with- 
drawal of  the  Grant  given  to  the  Presbyte- 
rian and  Nonconforming  Ministers  of  Ire- 
land— a  Grant  commonly  called  the  Regium 
IDonum  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  cannot  avoid, 
Sir,  saying  that  I  think  the  multiplication 
I  of  Questions  of  this  class  is  of  a  nature  not 
very  consistent  with  tho  usages  of  this 
I  House.  When  we  are  engaged  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  question,  I  think  it  is  better 
that  all  explanations  should  be  given  witliin 
the  time  which  is  appropriated  to  that  dis- 
cussion ;  and  I  hardly  know  whether  I  am 
justified,  after  having  answered  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough 
(Mr.  Whalley)  last  evening,  in  answering 
this.  It  would,  however,  be  discourteous 
to  remain  silent  under  the  Question  that 
has  been  put  by  the  hon.  Member  ;  but  I 
hope  the  Answer  will  not  be  drawn  into  a 
Iprecedent.  1  venture  to  say  that  I  think 
the  Question  shows  that  the  hon.  Gentlo- 
|man  has  not  given  his  mind  to  the  state- 
ment I  endeavoured  to  make  to  the  House 
l-^namely,  that  I  do  not  intend  to  propose 
—  and  1  consider  it  wholly  beyond  the 
jlimits  of  my  duty  to  propose — any  plan  for 
settling  or  disposing  of  the  question  of 
Ecclesiastical  Endowments  in  Ireland.  I 
have  ventured  to  state  to  the  House,  and, 
to  a  certain  extent,  to  ask  the  assent  of 
the  House  to  certain  principles  and  leading 
Iproposilions  which,  it  struck  me,  ought  to 
be  included  in  such  a  plan,  Tho  only  pro- 
Ifr.  Brady 


positions  I  have  made  applicable  to  the 
subject-matter  of  this  Question  are  these 
— In  the  first  place,  that  I  consider  all  the 
principles  of  equity  and  consideration  upon 
which  I  shnnld  propose  and  desire  to  deal 
with  the  Established  Church  must^I  will 
not,  however,  say ''  must,**  because  that  is 
not  a  Parliamentary  word — bat  ought,  after 
we  have  determined  how  to  deal  with  the 
Established  Church,  to  be  applied  in  their 
full  breadth  to  those  other  bodies  who  have 
Ecclesiastical  interests  in  oonnection  with 
the  State.  That  is  the  first  proposition; 
and  the  second  is,  that,  by  arrangementa 
of  some  kind  introduced  into  such  plan, 
provision  should  be  made  for  relieving  the 
Consolidated  Fund  from  payment  for  the 
purposes  of  religion  in  Ireland. 

IRELAND— THE  MATNOOTH  GRANT. 
OBSERVATIONS, 

Mb.  WHALLET  said,  he  wished  to 
advert  to  the  Answer  given  him  yesterday 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  doing  so  he  should  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  The  Question  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  Whether  he  was 
prepared,  in  the  event  of  his  Resolutions 
being  carried,  to  support  the  repeal  of  the 
Maynooth  Grant?  The  Answer  he  re- 
ceived from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was, 
that  he  should  he  prepared — br  something 
equivnlcnt  to  that  — to  relieve  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  of  the  charge  for  Maynooth. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  was 
plensed  to  say  that  he  would  reply  more 
fully  to  the  Question  at  the  close  of  the 
delmte.  The  point,  however,  to  which  he 
(Mr.  Whalley)  wished  to  call  attention  was 
one  that  greatly  affected  the  feelings  of 
many  persons  who  were  watching  this  de- 
bnte.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
please  to  observe  that  he  had  not  answered 
the  Question  which  he  had  put  to  him.  He 
took  no  interest  in  the  question  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  or  whether  it  was  or  was 
not  to  be  charged  with  the  payment  of  the 
Maynooth  Grant.  What  ho  desired  to 
know  was,  whether  the  Act  for  the  endow- 
ment of  Maynooth  College,  taking  that 
institution  out  of  tho  control  of  Parliament, 
was  to  be  repealed  or  not  ?  Ho  thanked 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemon  for  the  courtesy 
of  his  reply;  but  he  regretted  that  his 
feelings  and  his  sense  of  duty  obliged  him 
to  ask  for  a  more  satisfactory  explanation. 
Ho  trusted  that  in  his  reply  at  the  close 
of  the  debate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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would  speoifically  answer  the  Qaettion, 
Whether  or  not  he  was  prepared  to  support 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  for  the  endowment  of 
the  College  of  Majnootti?  He  would  heg 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  adjournment. 

RIOTS  IN  BELGIUM.— QUESTION. 

Me.  grant  said,  ho  would  heg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  coald  afford  any  information 
with  regard  to  the  riots  in  Belgium,  where- 
by ten  men  lost  their  lives,  and  a  large 
Damber  were  seriounly  wounded  ? 

Lord  STANLEY :  The  reports  which 
I  have  received  as  to  the  recent  distur- 
bances  ascribe  them,  not  to  any  political 
eause,  but  to  discontent  among  a  portion 
of  the  mininsr  population,  caused  by  a  re- 
eent  reduction  iu  the  rate  of  wages.  I 
have  not  heard  anything  about  money 
being  distributed  among  the  insurgents; 
indeed  I  apprehend  that  it  would  be  hardly 
proper  to  speak  of  them  as  insurgents; 
the  whole  thing  appears  not  to  have  been 
io  much  an  insurrection  as  a  riot,  though, 
ladoubtedly,  a  riot  on  a  rather  serious 
teale. 

ESTABLISnED  CUURCH  (IRELAND). 
MOnOH  FOR  A   COMMITTEE. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [30th  March]. 

'*  That  thii  House  will  immediately  resolve  it- 
Itlf  iDto  A  Committee  to  oonsider  the  said  Acts/' 
^Mr.  OladiUme :) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  "  Honse  *'  to  the 
•Bd  of  the  Questiou,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  while  admitting  that  considerahle  modifications 
iathe  Temporalities  of  the  United  Church  in  Ire- 
Ind  majt  after  the  pending  inquiry,  appear  to  be 
•spedient,  is  of  opinion  that  any  proposition  tend' 
lag  to  the  disestabLishroent  or  disendowment  of 
that  Church  onght  to  be  reserved  for  tho  decision 
cfa  new  Parliament/'— (Lot-d  Stanley,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  again  proposed^  **  That  the 
vorda  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Qoeation." 

Debate  ruumsd. 

Ml.  COLERIDGE :  Although  I  have 
meditated  on  the  subject  of  to-night's  de- 
bate from  time  to  time  as  long  as  I  have 
had  anything  which  I  could  call  a  mind, 
aad  aUhongh  for  a  great  number  of  years 
I  have  maintained  one  and  the  same  con- 
YietioDy  and  that  aa  strong  a  conviction  as 


can   be  formed  upon  any  subject,    I   do 
not  know  that  I  should  have  asked  for  the 
attention  of  the  House  in  this  debate  wcro 
it  not  for  some  of  the  observations  which 
have  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, and  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tho  Secretary  of  State  for  India.     I 
agree  with  a  great  many  of  the  principles, 
as  far  as  they  may  be  called  Church  prin- 
ciples, stated  by  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen; 
and  I  am  not  disposed  to  quarrel  with  tho 
terms  which   those  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
used   in  stating   those    principles.      And, 
yielding,  as  I  do,  to  them  in  every  other 
respect,  but  not  yielding  to  them  in  tho 
slightest  degree  in  dutiful  and  humble  alle- 
giance to  the  Church,  of  which  we  are  all 
members — [Laughter'\ — I  mean  all  three  of 
us — I  desire  to  show  how  this  matter  can 
be  approached  from   an  English  Church- 
man's point  of  view,  and  what  a  fallacy 
there  is  in  the  suggestion  which  is  made 
that  there  is  any  inconsistency  whatever 
in  a  man  who  hopes  to  die  as  he  has  lived, 
in  full  and  undoubted  communion  with  tho 
Church  of  England,  nevertheless  desiring 
with  his  whole  heart,  and  striving  with  his 
whole  strength,  to  bring  about  the   total 
abolition  of  the  Establishment  in  Ireland. 
No  doubt  it  is  a  common  notion,  which  wo 
have  heard  repeated  several  times  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  that  any  man  who 
touches  or  presumes  to  deal  with  the  poli- 
tical condition  and  the  social  status  of  tho 
Church,  thereby  deals  with  or  touches  the 
Church    herself,    and  must  needs  be  her 
enemy.     And  yet  I  venture  to  say  a  moro 
baseless,    groundless,    utterly    unhistorical 
notion  it  i»  difficult  to  conceive.    Why,  the 
Church  existed  and  flourished  ages  before 
there  were  any  such  things  as  Establitih- 
ments  at  all  ;  she  exists  nnd  flourishes  at 
this  moment  in  niany  countries — some  of 
them  colonies  of  our  own,  some  of  them 
foreign  countries— in  which  there  are  no 
such  things  as   Establishments.      She  is 
destined,  in  my  belief,  to  survive  for  long 
ages  their  universal  overthrow.     With  tho 
doctrine,    with    tho    discipline,    with    the 
inner    life    and    divine    chnrnctcr   of    tho 
Church,  Parliament  has,    and   can    have, 
no  claim  whatever  to  intermeddle.     Par- 
liament did  not  create  these  things,   and 
Parliament  cannot  alter  or  destroy  them. 
But  with  the   social    condition,   with   tho 
:  political  surroundings,  with  the  temporal 
I  accidents   of  the    Church — with    all  that 
!  goes   to   make   up   the   complicated    idea 
I  which  we  express  by  the  word  Eatablish- 
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ment,  m  it  seems  to  mst  the  State  has 
I  just  M  dear  a  right  to  deal  as  it  has  to 
deal  with  anj  other  great  iottitation  of 
the  conn  try.     Not  more  right,  not  less, 
hut  jost  the  same.      And  whereyer  else 
this  proposition  may  be  disputed,  and  by 
whomsooTer  else  this  statement  maj    be 
questioned,  it  oannot,  I   think,  be  ques* 
Aoned  by  any  English  lawyer,  or  disputed 
I  in  an  English  Psrliament, — and  for  this 
reason.    Those  of  ns  who  have  the  misfor- 
tune to  be  familiar  with  the  text  of  our 
statnte  book  know  that  the  statute  book 
opens  with  Magna  Charta ;  but  the  first 
real  Parliaments,  and  the  first  real  sta- 
tutes, date  from  the  early  years  of  Henry 
III.    In  the  Tery  infancy  of  our  Parlia- 
ments—in 9  Henry  III.  and  7  Edward  I., 
and    in    long    succession    afterwards  — 
are  to  be    found   statutes  of  Mortmain. 
Bead  in  their  literal  acceptation,   tliose 
Acta  forbid^  in  terms,  the  creatbn  of  any 
religiona  endowment  in  the  future.     No 
doubt  there  were  political  and  feudal  rea- 
sons for  that  interference  with  the  rights  of 
prifate  property ;  and  no  doubt,  also,  those 
Btatntes  were  from  time  to  time  CTaded,  as 
they  were  enacted  and  re-enacted  again 
and  again  in  even  atronger,  more  elaborate, 
more  strinsent  terms.    Bnt  I  maintain, 
and  I  defy  it  to  be  denied,  that  they  were 
Ifirom  the  earliest  times  notice  to  all  man- 
kind that  the  State  of  England  and  the 
IParliament  of  England   claimed   to  haye 
Ithis  matter  of  endowments   in  their  own 
Ihand ;  that  they  claimed  to  deal,  and  did 
Ideal,    with    this    kind   of   property   more 
Treely  and  more  peremptorily   than   with 
lany   other  kind  of   property  whatsoever. 
|Any  man,  therefore,  in  England  who  gave 
property  for  religious  uses,  whether  in  his 
lifetime  or  after  his  decease,  gave  it  with 
Tull  notice  that  the   holding   of  his   gift 
rould  be  interfered  with,  if  it  should  turn 
mi  that  the  holding  of  it  by  ecclesiaetios 
^as  prejudicial  or  inconvenient  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  State  itself.     I  submit  that 
this  is  the  very  least  weight  which  ought 
to  be  given  in  any  fair  argument  on  this 
(ubject  to  the  long  succession  of  statutes 
»f  Mortmain.     But  to  pass  away  from  the 
itatutes  in  the  English  statute  book,  the 
smallest  consideration  of  general  principles 
rould  lead  one  to  the   same  conclusion, 
^ersons  who  deny  the  right  of  the  State  to 
Interfere  with  matters  of  this  kind,  do  not 
attend  sufficiently  to  the  meaning  of  the 
rords  they  use,  and  forget  the  very  objects 
)f  society  and  the  reasons  and  purposes 
for  which  States  exist.     1  have  read  in  a 


work  of  good  authority  that  in  Sweden,  at 
the  time  of  Oustavns  Yasa,  more  than  half 
of  the  real  property  of  the  kingdom  waa 
held  for  religions  uses.  Such  a  proportion 
would  at  once  be  a  tdduelM  ad  dhtwrdntm 
of  the  argument  for  the  saerednesa  of  pro- 
perty so  held  ;  bnt  I  care  not  whether  the 
amount  waa  so  great  as  one-half,  becanaa 
no  man  of  sense  would  deny  thai  a  far 
less  proportion  would  justify  and,  indeedy 
oomfMftl,  the  interferenoe  of  the  Stale  to 
redress  the  erils  which  snch  a  condKtion 
of  things  wonld,  of  necessity,  enmider. 
Therefore,  the  consideration  in  thla  aaia 
will  be  whether  the  condition  of  tbinga 
is  such  as  the  State  can  approYO.    If 
not,  the  State  has  a  perfect  right  to  in* 
terfere.    I  apprehend  dial  if  thia  be  the 
proper  consideration  in  aneh  eaaea  gma* 
rally,  it  applies  with  particalar  fi»wa  to  tba 
case  of  the  Chnrch  ox  England,  ot  to  tha 
case  now  nnder  dhMmsaKNi»  that  of  tha 
Church  of   Ireland,  becaoso  both  thoaa 
great  oommnnitiea  hoM  a  large  aasovnt  o( 
property  on  new  terma  impoeed  at  tiia  tfaaa 
of  the  Bafomation.    The  right  heau  GaD* 
tleman  the  Home  Seeretaiy  waa   qdto 
correct  in  saying  that  there  wera  no  aCfr- 
tntea  which,  in  t«mia»  trmaafHTid  thaaaalo' 
siastical   proper^  in   Irelaiid   tnm  ana 
Church  to  the  other ;  bnt  in  108O»  radar 
the  Lord   Depotyihip  of  Lord    Saeaar, 
there  were  passed  the  Act  of  UaUbmii^ 
and  the  Act  of  Supremacy  ;  and,  at  that 
time,  the  Prayer  Book  was  set  up  instead 
of  the  Mass.     Therefore,  though,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  there  were  no 
statutes  transferring  the  possession  of  the 
property  in  substance,  it  was  transferred 
by  the  statutes  to  which  I  have  referred, 
because  those  statutes  ohanged  the  terma 
on  which  the  property  was  to  be  held. 
Further,  the  representatives  of  the  great 
English   families,  whether  in  thia  House 
or  the  other,   can    scarcely  dispute  the 
fairness  of  the  proposition  which  I  hare 
laid  down,  because  there  is  hardly  one  of 
them  who  does  not  hold  from  the  State 
grants    of    Church    lands,   not,    perhapSi 
among  the  oldest,  but  certainly  among  the 
best  and  most  valoable,  of  his  title  deeda. 
It  is  plain,  then,  that  in  dealing  with  these 
questions  you  must  be  guided  by  eonside- 
rations  of  degree,  of  circnmstancea,  of  pra* 
dence,  and  of  common  sense.    Argumenia 
drawn  from  these  considerationa  must  be 
used  if  the  Church  of  England  were  before 
us  ;  and  it  is  upon  argumenta  aueb  as 
these  that,  in  my  opinion,  aha  could  be 
irresistibly  defended.    But  it  ia  not  the 
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case  of  the  Choreh  of  England  which  is 
before  ut.     It  is  the  case  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland;   and   on   arguments   such   as 
those    to  which    I  have  referred   she    is 
utterly  and  absolutely  indefensible.     But 
when  we  proceed  to  apply  these  principles 
to  the  case  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  we 
are  met  by  two  objections,  which,  if  they 
are  well-founded,  go  to  the  root  of  the 
matter;  which,  therefore,  with  the  leave 
of  the  House,  I  will  endeavour  to  eiamine. 
It  is  first  said  that  the  principle  of  Estab- 
lishments is  attacked,  and  that  if  you  give 
vp  the  Church  of  Ireland  you  must  give 
up  the   Church  of  England  also.     Next, 
it  is  said  that  there  was  a  compact  made 
at  the  time   of   the   Union,   and  that   a 
sort   of  understanding   was   come   to    at 
the  time  of   the  passing  of  the  Catholic 
Emanoipation  Act ;  and  that  what  is  now 
proposed  to  bo  done  is  in  direct  violation  of 
what  was,  at  all  events,  a  moral  compact 
between  the  great  parties  of   the  State. 
As  to  the  principle  of  Establishments  be- 
ing attacked,  I  deny  it  altogether ;    bc- 
eause  I  do  not  admit  in  the  sense,  in  the 
only  sense,  in  which   the   words  can  be 
ised  so  as  to  be  any  argument  in  a  dis- 
cussion of  this   description,  that  there  is 
any  such  thing  as  a  prinoiple  of  Establish- 
inents  at  all.  One  can  understand  the  prin- 
oiple of  justice  or  the  principle  of  love  of 
jour  neighbour ;    or,  taking  a  lower  ex- 
ample* the    principle   of  Free"^  Trade,  or 
.  the  principle  that  taxation  and  representa- 
tion ought  to  be  correlative.     These  are 
things  which  are  true  in  themselves — true 
in  the  abstract.     They  do  not  depend  on 
time,  or  place,  or  circumstance  ;   they  are 
principles    which  ought    to    be   observed 
everywhere  and  always.     But   in  respect 
of  Establishments,  time,  place,   and   cir- 
cumstances, are  the  very  essence  of  the 
question.     What  is  fit  here  may  be  unfit 
tbcru ;    what  is  tolerable  here  may  be  in- 
tolerable there  ;    what  is  fit  in  one  age 
IMj  be  nnfit  in  another  ;   what  mny,  pcr- 
hapa,  be  partieularly  suited  to  the  condition 
of  things  in  England  may  be  particularly 
unsuited  to  the  condition  of  things  in  Ire- 
land.     If  all  this    talk   about    principle 
meaui  only  this — that»  supposing  an  ex- 
actly analogous   state  of  things  exists  in 
Eagland  to  that  which  exists  in  Ireland, 
if  yon  give  up  the  Irish  Church  you  are 
hound    to  giro   up  the  English   Church 
also— why,  then  in  fairness  and  candour  I 
grant  it  jon  at  once.     But  while  the  con- 
uition  and  the  circumstances  of  the  two 
CMntrics  are  wholly  diflPorent,  what  mi- 


nutest step   in   the  argument   have   you 
gained — if  it  is  to   be  argument  of  fact 
and  common  sense— by  the  concession  I 
have  made?     Take,  again,  the  arguments 
founded  on  the  compact  at  the  time  of 
the  Union  and  the  understanding  at  the 
time  of  Catholic  Emancipation.     I   want 
to  know  in  what  sense  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  the  Home  Secretary,  who — if   I 
may  take  the  liberty  of  reminding  him  of 
it — was  not  so  long  ago  a  good  and  suc- 
cessful lawyer,    put    to   the   House  that 
there  was  a  compact  at  the  time  of  the 
Union  ?   He  does  not  mean  to   say  that 
anything  could  be  done  by  one  Act  of  Par- 
liament which  another  Act  of  Parliament 
could  not  undo.     lie  cannot  gravely  mean 
to  contend  that  there  is  anything  in  the 
Act  of  Union   which   makes  it   di£ferent 
from  any  other  Act,  so  as  to  put  it  beyond 
the  competence  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
to  repeal  it.     He  quoted  a  passage  from 
Lord  Ellcnborough  ;  but  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  know  whether  it  was  from  a  speech 
or  from  a  judgment  of  Lord  Ellcnborough. 
I  believe  that,  however  sincere  in  his  con- 
victions.  Lord  Ellenborough   was  a   tho- 
roughly narrow-minded  politician  ;  and   I 
have  not  the  same  respect  for  him  as  a 
politician  that  I  have  for  him  as  a  lawyer 
delivering   a  judgment   in   the    Court    of 
King's  Bench.    It  struck  me  that  the  pas- 
sage quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
sounded  much  more  like  one  from  a  speech 
in  the  House  of  Lords  than  one  from  a 
judgment  delivered  in   a  Court  of  Law. 
At   all  events,  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
great  men  who  passed  the  Act  of  Union 
— Mr.  Pitt,  Lord  Castlereagh,  and  Lord 
Cornwallia — were  the  last  men  to  put  for- 
ward the  argument  that  what  they  were 
doing  was  to  tie  the  hands  of  Parliament 
in  future.     Taking  the  matter  however,  on 
lower  ground,  if  it  is  said  that  touching  the 
Establishment  was  no  part  of  the  measure 
of  the  Union,    that  is  quite  true.     It   is 
quite  true,  also,  that  those  who  passed  the 
Union  were  firmly  determined  in  this  mat- 
ter to  keep  things  as  they  were.     Again, 
as  to  what  passed  at  the  time  of  Catho- 
lic  Emancipation,    if   all   the  authors   of 
that  measure,  especially  the  great  Lord 
Plunket,  said,  over  and  over  again,  that 
they  believed   the  position  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  would  be  strength- 
ened by  Catholic  Emancipation,  I  venture 
to  think  they  said  what  was  quite  correct ; 
because  I  believe  that,  but  for  the  miti- 
gating effect  of  the  Act  of  1829,  the  Irish 
Establishment  would  long  before  this  havQ 
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been  sirMt  awaj  from  off  the  flaeo  of  the 
earth  amidst  the  uniTeraal  indignation  of 
the  people.   So  mnoh  for  those  preliminarj 
ohjeetions.     The  question  aa  to  the  Irish 
Chareh  endowments  is  in  its  nature  like 
that  as  to  any  other  great  features  of  the 
Oonstitution  ;  for  example,  the  lair  of  pri- 
mogeniture, the  law  of  hereditarj  legisla- 
Ition,  the  law  of  wills,  the  law  of  entail, 
lihe  law  of  marriage  and  diroree — all  im- 
Iportant  laws  whieh    have   been  enacted 
within   historic  times,   which  hare  been 
laltered  and  maj,  perhaps,  be  altered  again, 
Ihnt  which  ouglit  not  to  be  altered  with- 
lout    great    and  oTcrwhelming  necessitj. 
JThey  are  laws  as  to  whieh  a  heavj  <mu$ 
ibandi  rests  on  those  who  would  alter 
|them ;  but  which   it  would  be,  neverthe- 
less, the  dotj  of  Parliament  to  alter  at 
moe  if,  in  the  opinion  of  the  great  ma- 
[oritj  of  the  people,  thej  eame  to  work 

idly  instead  of  well.    But  then  it  is  ftaid 
khat  we  ought  to  abstain  from  applying  this 
irinciple  to  the  ease  of  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land, because  it  is  alleged  that  the  Church 

~  England  and  the  Church  of  Ireland  are 

itt  and  parcel  of  one  another,  and  that 
we  touch  the  one  we  must  necessarily 
touch  the  other.    Now,  even  if  this  were 

rue,  it  would  be  no  good  plea  in  Parlia- 

lent ;  for  Parliament  has  already  dealt  with 
this  question,  and  is  in  consequence  per 
^etly  oompetent,  if  need  be,  to  deal  with  it 
igain.  I  respectfully  maintain,  however, 
that  the  allee^ation  is  not  correct.  When 
lave  the  Churches  of  England  ond  Ireland 
»cen  united  ?  If  the  word  "Church"  be 
inderstood  as  signifying  a  religious  body 

apprehend  that  the  5th  Section  of  the  Act 
»f  Union  could  not  unite  the  Irish  to  the 

Inglish  Church  ;  and  if  it  could  unite  the 

^wo,  what  an  Act  of  Parliament  has  done 

in  Act  of  Parliament  can  nndo.     If  you 

)peak  of  tlie  Churches  as  religious  bodies, 

want  to   know  when  they  were  united, 

[or  certainly  no  Convocation  or  recognized 

»rgan  of  the  Churches  was  ever  consulted 

m  the  matter.     Then,  it  is  said  there  is  a 

'ant  of  generosity  on  our  part,  and  that 

re  have  no  right  in  this  unfair  and  un- 

landsome   way   to    desert   a   weak    ally. 

kgain  I  say  that  I  do  not  quite  realize 

^r   understand   this    language.      Rhetoric 

[nd  metaphor  are  admirable  and  excellent 

hings  in  their  way,  but  they  form  exceed- 

ig)y   bad   premises   for  practical  concln- 

|ions,  and  we  have  no  business  whatever 

look  at  this  matter  as  a  matter  of  ge- 

lierosity  at  all.     The  question  at  issue  is 

|his  : — "  Has  the  maintenance  of  the  Irish 
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Chureh  EstaUishment  always  been,  and  is 
it  now,  a  grave  and  great  injustioe  to  the 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  f  *' 
If  it   is  we  have  no  right  whatever  to 
bo  generous  at  their  expense  ;  for  it  is  a 
mighty  poor  sort  of  generositj  which  is 
founded  on  iniostiee,  and  it  argoea  soma 
confusion  of  thonght  to  use  snch  an  ar- 
gument on  such  a  subject.    I  Tentnra  to 
say  that  thia  ease  must  ha  tried  by  the 
ordinary  rules,    and    that    if   the   Irish 
Chureh  is  to  be  defended  at  all  it  most 
be  defended  by  ordinary  argnmente.  Now, 
can  the  Irish  Church  be  so  defencM? 
Whether  it  can  or  not,  at  all  eventSp  thia 
debate  haa  given  us  mighty  little  misani 
of  more  satisfactorily  answering  that  quee- 
tion ;  for,  with  the  fullest  reMlleetion  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oaatlanua 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hone  De- 
partment, I  yet  venture  to  say  that  in  the 
course  of  the  three  nights'  oisemluoa  no 
one  has  put  forward  a  defenee  of  the  Irish 
Bstablisnment  on  principle,  and  with  a  dae 
consideration  of  the  (mU  of  the  ease  vUeh 
he  had  to  defend.    Certainlj,  no  eai*  hea 
put  forward  a  defenee  of  the  BitaUUH 
meat  with  anything  like  furee  or  h^m% 
no  one  above  all  oeeepjing  the  fo<hie> 
of  a  responsible  Minister  m  the  Orowik 
We  have  listened,  indeed,  to  eieasea  wsri 
or  less  fair  for  not  defending  the  Irisk 
Church,  and  to  reasons  more  or  leas  good 
why  the  Irish  Church  cannot  be  defended; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  we  have  heard 
nothing  from  any  Member  who  has  yet  ad- 
dressed the  Ilonsc  which  can  be  called  a 
real  defence  of  the  Irish  Establishment  as 
it  exists  in  1868.     That  being  so,  I  feel  it 
would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  enter  at  any 
length  upon  the  miserable  history  of  this 
strongo  and  utterly  indefensible  Establish- 
ment. Those  who  care  for  it  and  who  wiah 
to  make  themselves  masters  of  that  wonder- 
ful ond  disgusting  chapter  in  the  history  of 
human  nature   may  torn    to   Hallam,  or 
Burke,  and  to  the  latter  volumes  of  Mr. 
Massej's  History,  where  they  will  find  an 
account  of  the  foundation  and  maintenanee 
of  the   Establishment  in  Ireland.     It  ia^ 
perhaps,  worth  while  to  torn  merely  for  a 
moment  to  those  pages  in  order  to  see  by 
what  force  and  fraud  it  was  originally  set 
up.     We'  have  had  letters  referred  to  in 
this  debate,  some  of  whieh  were  anony- 
mous, and  most  of  them  recently  pnUished, 
but  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reading  an 
extract  from  a  very  old  letter,  whieh  is  not 
anonymous,  and  which  has  not  yet  been 
published.    The  letter  was  written  by  Mr 
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Edward  Waterhoate,  Secretary  to  the  Irish 
OoTemmont,  and  in  it  he  communicates  his 
opinions  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church 
to  Sir  Francis  Walsinghnm,  afterwards 
Ifiniater  to  Queen  Elizabeth.  The  date  is 
Jooo  14,  1574,  some  years  after  Lord 
Soiaoi's  Lord   Deputyship.     Waterhouse 


"  I  am  bold  to  tell  your  honour  what  I  hear  of 
ibese  tbinga,  beoauie  it  is  meet  you  should  know 
tbtm,  and  because  yon  must  be  the  instrument  to 
redress  them.  But  whensocTcr  any  alteration 
shall  happen,  let  all  ofRoes  be  given  to  soldiers 
of  eiperience,  and  to  none  others.  I  would  tlie 
Qoeen  would  also  so  bestow  her  hishoprics  ;  for 
hero  is  scaroely  any  sign  of  religion,  nor  no  room 
ht  jostioe  till  the  sword  hath  made  a  way  for  the 
Uw.- 

That  is  an  interesting   document,    whicli 
will  probably  see  the  light  before  long  in 
one  of  those  curious  volumes  which  are  in 
•onrao  of  publication  under  the  direction 
of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls.  In  the  histories 
to  which  I  have  referred  you  may  see  also 
how,  after  the  battle  of  the  Boyne,  the 
Church   Establishment  was  supported  by 
that  long  array  of  penal  statutes  which  have 
boon  described  as  the  wonder  and  the  dis- 
grace of  this  nation,  and  to  which,  ns  far 
aa  I  know — and  I  am  not  speaking  rhe- 
todoallj — the  history  of  mankind  affords 
BO  kind  of  parallel.      Let  no  man  say  it  is 
A  waate  of  time  to  recall  these  things  be- 
oanae  they  have  passed  away  and  are  for- 
gotten. It  is,  indeed,  quite  true;  and  let  us 
DO  Tory  thankful  for  it  tfiat  they  have  passed 
awaj ;  but  they  are  not  forgotten.    And  it 
ia  well  that  we,  the  Imperial  Parliament  of 
thia  country,  should  be  reminded  now  and 
then  to  what  ferocious  lengths  of  cruelty 
political   fanaticism   is   capable   of   going 
onder  the  name  of  religion  and  with  the 
lanetion  and  applause  of  a  whole  bench  of 
Chriatian  Bishops  ;  and  with  what  infernal 
and  peraistent  malignity  the  forms  of  free- 
dom and  the  machinery  of  Parliamentary 
iaatitotiona  may  be  employed  to  corrupt  and 
degrade  a  whole  people.    You  may  read  in 
the  oorreapondence  of  Lord  Cornwallis,  not 
•0  very  long  ago,  what  frightful  cruelties 
vero  wrought  upon  the  fathers  and  the  ncor 
rdatioDS  of  many  men  who  are  now  alive, 
and  who  have  heard  their  fathers  relate 
thon,  in  apite  of  the  earnest  and  repeated 
reiDonatraneoB  of  that  excellent  ond  lin- 
ttiaiio  Vioeroy,   in   defence  of  Protestant 
aaoaodaney  and  in  the  name  of  the  Protes- 
tant Chureh.  We  do  not  like  to  hear  these 
tbinga    talked    about   now,    and   wo  are 
kaartilj  aahamed  of  them ;  but  we  keep 
Ip  the  inititation  which  was  their  cause 


and   is  their  symbol.     Depend    upon    it, 
that  as  long  as  we  choose  to  keep  up  that 
Church,  so  long  we  must  expect  it  to  crip- 
ple and  interfere  with  our  influence  and  pros- 
perity both  at  home  and  abroad.  Abroad  it 
works  in  this  way:  England  is  the  chief  Pro- 
testant Power  of   Europe,  and  although, 
as    the    hon.    Member    for    Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright)  has  pointed  out,  the  country 
is  withdrawing,  with   the  general  assent, 
under  the  wise  counsels  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
from  that  intermeddling  in  foreign  questions 
which  was  formerly  the  rule,  still,  as  an 
independent,  an    impartial,  and  a  wholly 
disinterested  country,    a  great   and  com- 
manding influence  might  belonpr  to  her  in 
favour  of  toleration  ond  liberality  abroad. 
But  no  one  who  knows  foreign  people  and 
foreign  countries  can  be  unaware  that  the 
Irish  Church  and  the  condition  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  in  Ireland  are  flung  in  our 
faces  with  irresistible  force  when  we  would 
plead  in  favour  of  tolerant  measures,  and 
that  the  sincerity  of  our  preaching  on  such 
matters  is  sorely  discredited  by  the  extra- 
ordinary contrast  afforded  by  our  practice. 
The  first  Napoleon,  who  was  no  bad  judge 
of  such  a  matter,  considered  that  the  htate 
of  Ireland  operated  to  divert   30.000  or 
40,000   from   our  army  in  time   of   war. 
And   in  more  personal  and  moro  internal 
matters  the  failure  of  the  system  is  the 
same.     We  know  that  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment has  failed  altogether  as  a  preacher 
of  Protestantism.     We  have  heard  enough 
of  the  scandal  of  churches  without  congre- 
gations,  pastors   without   flocks,  tho   ab- 
sence  of   an  Irish  Bible,  and  of   a   pro- 
fessorship of  Irish,  and  of  any  attempt  to 
educate,  or  instruct,  or  elevate  the  people 
during    tho    long    centuries    which    have 
elapsed  between  the  time  of  Lord  Sussex 
until  now.     All  these  things  are  traceable, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  Irish  Church. 
They  have  been  insisted  upon  again  and 
again,  with  overwhelming  force,  by  many 
illustrious  men,  and  by  no  one  more  forcibly 
than   by  the  late   Lord    Macaulay.      The 
statements  made  by  these  men  have  not 
elicited  even  the  semblance  of  an  answer, 
because  they  are  irrefragably  true.    It  can 
hardly  be  denied — indeed,  it  is  admitted 
by  her  worst  enemies — that  the  Church  of 
England  is,  upon  the  whole,  a  liberal  and 
a   tolerant    institution,  and  that   she  has 
vtood  up  for  freedom  and  breadth  of  opi- 
nion in  this  country.     But   by   the  cruel 
necessity  imposed  on  her  by  her  position, 
the  Church  of  Ireland  must  needs  be  as 
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intolerant  and  as  bigoted  as  she  can.  The 
reason  ia  obvious.  It  is  only  by  insisting 
>n  her  difference  from  the  Roman  Catholic 
jChurch,  by  refusing  to  acknowledge  a 
common  Christianity  between  herself  and 
the  religion  of  the  majority  of  the  people, 
ind  by  enhancing;  all  the  evils  of  that  sys- 
tem and  minimizing  all  the  good  in  it, 
that  she  is  able  to  maintain  her  position, 
.nd  any  attempt  like  that  made  by  the 
idmirable  and  excellent  Bishop  Berkeley 
to  approach  the  Roman  Catholics  on  the 
jround  of  common  Christianity,  and  to 
treat  them  with  Christian  charity  does  but 
»ring  out  in  more  revolting  outline  the 
;laring  injustice  of  their  relative  political 
positions.  And  this  is  an  evil  for  which 
lothing  but  total  disestablishment  can  bo  a 
*emedy.  That  being  the  state  of  the  case, 
ipon  what  grounds  are  we  asked  not  to 
lisestablish  the  Irish  Church  ?  It  has 
>cen  said,  and  gravely  said,  that  this  is  a 
lentimcntal  grievance  ;  that  it  is  not  a 
thing  of  which  the  Irish  people  have  any 
'ight  to  complain  at  all ;  that  Ireland  is 
lourishing  ;  that  the  laws  are  fairly  admin- 
istered ;  and  that  the  Government  is  not 
conducted  in  anything  like  a  hostile  or 
oppressive  spirit.  The  last  statement  is 
10  doubt  perfectly  true.  Further,  it  is 
suggested  that  this  is  hardly  a  real  agi- 
tation ;  that  it  is  got  up  by  English  agi- 
tators for  factious  purposes,  and  that  in 
the  main  the  Irish  people  do  not  share 
it.  Sir,  if  that  last  asseition  be  true, 
it  is  about  the  strongest  argument  in 
favour  of  our  case  wliieli  the  wit  or  inge- 
nuity of  man  could  by  possibility  devise. 
.8  Burke  says,  in  one  of  Ins  papers  on  this 
lubjcct,  human  nature  must  be  dcf^raded 
>cforc  it  can  be  safely  insulted.  If  it  were 
'cally  true  that  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Tcland  felt  the  English  Establislinient  in 
rcland  to  be  no  insult  and  no  injustice, 
this  would  show  that  the  iron  had  indeed 
sntered  into  their  soul,  and  that  centuries 
>f  humiliation  had  at  last  done  their  work, 
iut,  Sir,  nobody  believes  this.  At  least, 
[whatever  else  they  are,  the  Irish  are  brave 
ind  hitrh-spirited.  In  this,  if  in  nothing 
jlse,  they  are  like  ourselves.  Make  the 
jase  our  own.  Should  we  endure  it  for  a 
jingle  year  ?  Should  we  ever  rest  until 
we  had  got  rid  of  what  the  First  Minister 
)f  the  Crown,  not  in  heedless  rhetoric,  but 
with  excellent  reason,  has  called  an  ^'  alien 
!hurcli  ?"  Suppose  it  had  pleased  Provi- 
lence  that  the  first  Napoleon,  with  the 
rhole  power  of  Europe  at  his  back,  had  at 
last  worn  us  out  and,  instead  of  dashing 

Mr»  Coleridge 


himself  against  the  rocks  and  snowB  of 
Russia,  had  succeeded  in  annexing  us  as  a 
subject  kingdom  to  bis  almost  universal 
Empire.  Suppose  he  had  installed  Ca- 
tholic bishops  in  our  cathedrals,  placed 
Catholic  priests  in  our  livings,  created  a 
Catholic  nobility,  and  governed  us  by  a 
great  Catholic  ascendancy.  Do  you  sup- 
pose that  the  people  of  this  country 
would  have  rested  before  they  got  rid  of 
what  I  find  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  in  1849 
called — and  I  adopt  the  term — "a  badge  of 
slavery  ?  "  Of  course  we  should  not.  And 
what  should  we  have  thought  if  some  one 
like  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London- 
derry (Lord  Claud  Hamilton)  had  got  op  in 
the  House  of  Assembly  in  Paris,  and  said, 
**  This  is  a  pack  of  stuff.  The  English  are 
flourishing  ;  they  have  got  their  commerce 
and  their  agriculture ;  the  law  is  well  ad- 
ministered ;  they  have  toleration  for  their 
religion  ;  nobody  really  complains  in  Eng- 
land ;  it  is  a  thing  got  up  by  a  crew  of 
French  agitators  in  this  country  for  the 
purpose  of  worrying,  for  factions  objects* 
the  patriotic  Government  of  His  Majesty 
the  Emperor."  Of  course  it  is  idle  to 
waste  time  upon  arguments  of  this  des- 
cription ;  and  I  want  to  know  why  we  are 
to  stay  our  hands  from  plucking  op  by  the 
roots  this  system — of  course  with  the  ten- 
derest  regard — [^Ironical  cheeri] — I  say 
with  the  tenderest  regard  to  the  vested  in- 
terests of  those  many  admirable  and  excel- 
lent people  who  now  adoru  the  Irish  Church, 
and  of  whom  it  may  bo  said,  in  the  language 
of  truth  and  without  the  least  admixture  of 
flattery,  that  their  faults  are  faults  of  the 
system  and  that  their  virtues  are  their  own? 
We  have  had  answers  to  that  question,  and 
I  will  deal  very  shortly  with  them.  The 
rii^ht  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  tho 
Government  (Mr.  Disraeli)  writes  a  letter 
upon  this  subject — a  letter  which,  says  my 
noble  Friend  opposite  (Viscount  C  ran  borne), 
greatly  re-assured  him,  and  which  he  looks 
upon  as  the  charter  of  tho  Irish  Church. 
Now,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that,  though 
that  letter  has  been  criticized  already  from 
many  points  of  view,  the  author  of  that 
composition  is  so  myriad-minded  that  it 
admits  yet  of  a  new  view.  I  remember 
that  long  ago,  in  1852  or  1853,  in  the 
days  of  the  Papal  aggression,  the  noble 
Earl  then  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
wrote  a  letter  which  was  called  the  Durham 
letter,  and  I  well  recollect  that  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  alluded  to  it.     I  suppose  he 
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bid  tlien  g^ne  from  beloir  the  Gangway, 
And  had  ceased  to  use  ' 'heedless  rhetoric/' 
but  he  had  taken  to  epigram.  At  anj  rate, 
I  remember  as  a  mere  out-sider — being  ex- 
cessively tickled  and  amused  by  the  vigorous 
and  epigrammatic  onslaught  which  ho  made 
upon  that  letter.  Ue  said  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord — and  if  he  was 
bere  I  am  sure  his  "historic  conscience" 
would  bear  out  my  quotation — that  they 
were  about  to  collapse  **  from  a  union  of 
epistolary  rashness  and  financial  imbe- 
eilitj."  These  were  memorable  words. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  himself 
ffreai  injustice  in  saying  that  he  is  heed- 
lesa.  Heedless  is  the  very  last  thing  that 
he  ever  was  or  could  be;  and  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  this  letter,  which  re- 
assures my  noble  Friend  so  much,  was 
not  a  rash  epistle,  was  not  carelessly,  but 
carefully  written  for  an  object — namely, 
for  publication  and  as  a  manifesto.  Now, 
win  you  find  one  single  word  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  that  letter  about 
the  Irish  Church  ?  There  is  a  great  deal 
about  the  crisis  in  England.  There  is  a  great 
deal  about  Church  and  State — I  suppose  in 
England  ;  but  of  the  Irish  Church,  which 
was  the  matter  in  hand,  not  a  single  syl- 
lable. There  is  not  a  word,  not  a  letter, 
to  joatifj  any  Gentleman  on  either  side  in 
aecusing  the  Prime  Minister  of  a  breach  of 
faith  if  he  brought  in  a  Bill  to  disestablish 
the  Irish  Church  to-morrow.  I  do  not  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going 
to  do  this.  All  that  I  can  say  is  that  I 
think  my  noble  Friend  is  a  little  too  easily 
re-assured.  Well,  then  came  the  noble  Lord 
the  Foreign  Secretary.  Did  he  say  that  the 
GoTemmeut  were  not  going  to  disestablish 
the  Church  ?  Nothing  of  tho  sort.  IIo 
spent  his  time  in  a  great  deal  of  verbal 
eritieism  which,  considering  his  high  posi- 
tion in  this  House,  I  rather  wondered  he 
shonld  condescend  to.  But  there  was 
nothing  against  disestablishment.  Next 
came  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  his 
Ooremment  were  not  going  to  disestablish 
the  Irish  Church?  No.  He  said  that 
he  would  not  hare  a  hand  in  disestablish- 
tteat.  He  said  nothing  should  induce  him 
to  toneh  it,  and  I  quite  believe  him.  If 
done  at  all,  he  said,  it  should  not  be  done 
while  be  was  upon  the  Ministerial  Bench. 
But  tlioagh  from  his  strong  feeling  and 
Hanifest  sinoerity  it  would  have  done  his 
heart  good  if  he  could  have  said,  <<The 
Oovornment    are    determined    under    no 


circumstances  to  disestablish  the  Irish 
Church/'  he  was  too  honest,  too  truthful, 
too  high-minded  to  give  utterance  to  a  word 
of  tho  sort. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Pardon 
me,  I  said,  and  said  most  distinctly,  that 
the  Government  would  offer  every  opposi- 
tion to  such  a  Resolution  as  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  and  that  they  would 
not  take  any  part  in  the  disestablishment 
or  disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church. 

Mr.  COLERIDGE  :  I  still  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  I  understood 
him  before — namely,  that  they  would  offer 
every  opposition  to  these  Resolutions  ;  and 
that,  as  a  Government,  they  would  take  no 
part  whatever  in  disestablishing  the  Irish 
Church.  Of  course,  I  have  too  much  re- 
spect for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
accept  his  assurance  that,  as  long  as  he 
remains  a  member  of  the  Government,  no 
such  step  will  be  taken.  But  I  do  not  see 
in  anything  he  has  stated  a  contradiction 
of  tho  statement  I  have  made — that  there 
is  no  guarantee  in  anything  he  has  said  to 
the  House  that  the  Government  of  which 
he  is  a  member  may  not  by-and-by  dis- 
establish the  Irish  Church.  ['•  Oh,  oh !"] 
Well,  I  shall  not  enter  into  a  struggle  of 
assertion  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  probably  the  fault  is  mine  in  not 
understanding  his  explanation.  We  were 
then  enlightened  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India.  Did 
he  do  more  than  criticize  the  Resolutions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  give  a  great 
many  reasons  why  we  should  not  go  into 
Committee,  and  express  an  opinion  which  is, 
no  doubt,  perfectly  true — that  when  we  get 
into  Committee  we  shall  have  to  deal  with 
a  great  many  extremely  difficult  points  of 
detail.  On  the  part  of  another  Member  of 
the  Cabinet  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Mayo)  there  has  been  hitherto 
not  a  littlo  reticence.  One  would  have 
thought  that  in  his  position  as  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  he  would  have  been  put 
in  the  front,  but  perhaps  he  will  favour  us 
with  his  views  before  wo  have  done.  I 
want  to  know  upon  what  grounds  you  ask 
us  to  stay  our  hands,  and  say  that  we 
should  not  proceed  to  vote  upon  the  ques- 
tion before  us?  Do  you  really  want  in- 
formation ?  Is  there  any  information  you 
will  have  twelve  months  hence  which 
you  have  not  now  ?  Are  the  300  years 
which  have  elapsed  since  the  time  of  Lord 
Sussex  not  enough  ?  Are  the  sixty- 
seven  years  which  have  elapsed  since  the 
Act  of  Union  not  enough  to  give  you  in- 
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Formation,  and  to  determine  your  judg- 
ment? It  is  perfectly  true  that  in  February 
\r  March  next  you  will  have  boen  twelve 
lonths  longer  in  office.  But  what  sources 
>f  information  will  be  open  to  you  in  1869 
rhich  do  not,  if  you  choose  to  look  at 
them,    now  lie    open   before   your  eyes  ? 

pon  what  grounds,  then,  do  the  Govern- 

lent  of  Her  Majesty,  the  Leaders  of  the 

iHouse  of  Commons,  and   the  leaders  of 

lublic  opinion  in  this  country  withhold  a 

leclaration  of  their  opinion   on  this  sub- 

^^ct,  and  object  to  go  into  Committee  on 

question  of  this  kind,  on  which  not  only 
levery  Member  of  this   House,   but  every 
Ireasonablo  and    thoughtful    man    in   the 
Icountry,  has  long  ago  made  up  his  mind 
lone  way  or  the  other?     If  I  am  asked 
what  I   expect   to  get  from  these  Reso- 
lutions,  my   answer   is    extremely   short. 
I  expect  to  show  to  Ireland  that  we  have 
at  last  begun  to  look  at   Irish  questions 
from  an  Irish  point  of  view;  that  we  are, 
at  least,    endeavouring   to  do    the    Irish 
people  justice  ;  that,  if  a  great  injustice  is 
pointed  out  to  os,  we  will  have  nothing  to 
do  with  maintaining  it  because  it  may  be 
accordant  with  real  or  supposed  Bnglish 
interests   or  English  ascendancy.     I  say, 
at  all  events,  little  enough  as  it  may  be 
and  must  be  ;  if  vested  interests  are,  as 
they  always  ought  to  be,  protected,  it  is, 
at  least,  notice  to  the  whole  population  of 
Ireland  that  the  days  of  English   ascen- 
dancy are  coming  to  an  end.     For  when 
the    garrison  dismisses    the   chaplain  and 
pensions    him  on    full  salary,  it  is  notice 
that    the    members    of    the    garrison    are 
about  to  abandon  their    fortifications  and 
come  out  and*  mingle    upon    equal    terms 
with  the  peaceful  inhabitants  of  the  sur- 
rounding   country.       What    may    be    the 
direct  and  immediate   effect  of  the   mea- 
sure, ho   would    be    a   very  much   bolder 
man    than    I    pretend    to    bo    who   would 
undertake  to  predict  in  anything  like  de- 
tail.     I  should    think,   in  all  probability, 
nothing  very  marked,  decided,  or  striking  ; 
because  I  do  not  pretend  to  put  this  mat- 
ter forward  to  the  House  as  by  any  means 
a  panacea.     Though   not   yet  exactly  an 
old   man,  I  have   lived   long  enough   and 
have    had    experience   enough   of   life  to 
doubt  as  to  the  merits  of  what  is  called 
a  political  panacea.     Supposing  the  Reso- 
lutions of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  were  passed  to-night,  and  if  a 
measure  framed  on  them  could  be  made 
law  in  the  present  Session,  I  should  not 
be  much  disappointed   if  no  immediately 
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great  effect  were  wrought  io   the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland,  or  in  the  temper  and  feel- 
ings of  the  Irish  people.     It  is  the  vice 
of  political  controversy  that  measures  which 
become  the  subjects  of  it  are  exceedingly 
apt  to  have  their  immediate  value  and  prac- 
tical importance  extravagantly  exaggerated 
both  by  those  who  resist  and  by  those  who 
recommend  them.     And  it  is  one  of  the 
commonest  mistakes  of  youth  and  inexpe- 
rience to  expect  to  see  the  results  of  our 
labours — a  fault  which  a  few  added  years 
and    a    wider    acquaintance    with    affairs 
sternly  but  inevitably  correct.     We  learn 
in  time,  sorrowfully  but  surely,  how  little 
good  can  be  effected  by  the  highest  genius 
and   the  greatest  virtue  in   the  lapse  of 
even  the  longest  life  which  is  commonly 
accorded  to  mankind.     But  this  ought  to 
be  no  reason  to  us  for  a  dull  and  stupid 
acquiescence  in  a  state  of  things  which  is 
admitted  to  be  bad;  still  less  is  it  a  reason 
for  our  doubting  as  to  the  ultimate  triumph 
of  truth  and  right,  or  any  slackening  in 
our  own  efforts  to  advance  them.     To  as 
who    believe   in    the   Divine    Original  of 
Christianity,  and  who  remember  how  mys- 
teriously small  a  part   of  the   habitable 
globe  it  has  as  yet  affected,  and  how  in- 
adequate a   proportion  of  tbe  population 
of  even  Chirstian  countries  it  has  directly 
and  practically  converted — to  us  it  is  and 
can  be  no  kind  of  argument  at  all  against 
the   truth  and  justice  of  any  system,  that 
in  itself,  and  by  itself,  it  fails  to  work  any 
sudden  miracle  of  change.  Rather,  surely, 
if  wo  rightly  consider  it,  this  ought  to  be 
a  motive  to  us  for  unceasing  energy  and 
untiring  effort,  for  going  on — as  1  believe 
the  great  German  phrased  it — ••  unhnsting, 
unresting,*'  in  the  path  of  what  we  know 
or  believe  to  be  equity  and  uprightness  ; 
keeping  fresh — if  we  can  keep  them  fresh 
— that  earnestness  and   enthusiasm   with- 
out  which  nothing  really  great  was  ever 
yet    wrought    upon    the   stage   of  human 
affairs  ;  keeping  them  fresh  and    temper- 
ing, hut  not  quenching  them  with  common 
sense  and  reasonable  judgment ;  and  being 
content  to   cast   the   good  seed   into  the 
ground   in   faith,    and    to   leave    to  a  far 
higher  than  any  human   power  to  fix  the 
season  for  the  ripening  of  the  grain,  and  the 
time  for  reaping  and  gathering  into  barns. 
Mr.    BERESFORD    HOPE:     I    am 
conscious,  Sir,  that  I  am  rising  at  a  disad- 
vantage after  the  gorgeous  eloquence  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge);  still,  I  venture  to 
occupy  the  House  for  a  short  time  while  I 
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endetTonr  to  recall  it  to  some  practical 
considerations  of  common  senso,  which 
seem  to  me  to  hare  been  too  much  over- 
looked in  the  previous  portion  of  this  de- 
bate. Preceding  npeakers  have  approached 
the  subject  either  as  absolute  Englishmen 
or  absolute  Irishmen.  I  venture  to  do  so 
as  belonging  to  a  class  \»hich  may,  I 
hope,  multiply  every  year,  if  the  good  es- 
tate of  the  Commonwealth  is  to  be  main- 
tained— those  whose  affinities  are  partly 
English  and  partly  Irish,  and  who  can 
therefore  deal  with  the  question  as  them- 
selves sympathize  with  either  portion  of 
the  realm.  More  especially  can  I  claim  a 
personal  interest  in  both  branches  of  the 
United  Church,  identified  as  I  am  with  one 
of  the  chief  scats  of  education  for  the  Eng- 
lish Church,  and  also  as  representative  of 
an  illustrious  Relative  in  a  foundation 
created  for  the  benefit  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  by  his  thoughtful  munificence.  In 
the  name,  then,  of  our  common  country 
and  of  our  common  Christianity,  let  me  ask, 
what  is  the  use  of  ripping  up  those  miserable 
old  sores  connected  with  the  times  of 
Lord  Deputy  Sussex,  and  Watcrhouse,  and 
Oliver  Cromwell  ?  What  have  they  to  do 
with  the  Ireland  of  the  present  day — with 
Ireland  of  the  steamboat — Ireland  of  the 
railroad — Ireland  of  the  Incumbered  Es- 
states  Court  ?  Why  call  us  back  to  a 
cautionary  and  separatist  policy,  just  at  the 
moment  when  the  experiment  of  the  sub- 
ftend'a  amor  of  two  portions  of  the  king- 
dom can  really  be  tried  under  mutual  con- 
ditions which  never  before  existed  ?  The 
legislation  of  Parliament,  of  the  Parlia- 
ment in  which  Ireland  no  less  than  England 
fc  represented,  tends,  and  ought  to  tend,  to 
the  unification  and  consolidation  of  the 
Empire.  It  ought  to  be  based  on  what 
Grattan  would  call  the  *'  con-corporation  *' 
of  Ireland  with  England.  But  whenever 
an  Irish  grievance  rises  up,  Irish  patriots 
talk  as  if  Ireland  were  a  separate  country, 
with  interests  diverse  from  those  of  the  re- 
maining realm,  I  osk  those  Gentlemen, 
what  would  Ireland  gain  by  being  separated 
from  the  United  Kingdom  and  becoming — 
for  that  is  the  real  drift  of  their  agitation 
—a  separate  commonwealth,  whether  as 
kingdom  or  republic?  How  would  she 
stand  with  a  limit  set  by  the  sea  on  all 
■idea,  with  little  scope  for  manufactures 
from  the  absence  of  coal,  and  with  so  large 
a  portion  of  her  small  area  occupied  by 
noontains  and  bogs  ?  As  far  as  her  own 
meana  of  adfanoement  carry  her,  would 
IrelftDd  fasTO  been  more  than  a  third-rate 


Power  of  Europe — something  no  better 
than,  if  so  good  as,  Denmark,  or  Portugal, 
or  Greece  ?  Instead  of  that  she  has  been 
consolidated  with  Great  Britain,  and  she 
has  taken  her  ample  part  in  all  the  in- 
ternal and  political  advantages  of  the  Em- 
pire. No  man  who  looks  over  the  list  of 
our  Colonial  officials  can  fail  to  have  been 
struck  with  the  prevalence  of  Irish  names 
upon  the  roll.  We  find  there  Irirth  Go- 
vernors, Irish  Judges,  and  Irish  Ministers. 
To  come  home  to  England  itself:  out  of 
our  twelve  puisne  Judges,  one-fourth  at 
this  moment  are  Irishmen.  A  hvr  months 
ago  Irishmen  formed  one  third  of  the 
members,  and  the  one  whom  we  have  lost 
was  a  member  of  that  Church  whose 
grievances  are  being  brought  so  promi- 
nently forward  on  this  occasion.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  at  this  instant  is  himself 
an  Irishman.  We  find  Irishmenconspicuous 
among  the  merchant  princes  of  Liverpool 
and  Manchester.  In  return  for  this  enor- 
mous balance  of  advantages  which  Ireland 
reaps  by  being  one  with  England,  we  have 
only  asked  it  to  concede  one  further  mark 
of  identity  —  the  unification  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  The  fact  being  that  the 
Monarchy  is  one,  the  Peerage  one,  and  the 
Parliament  one,  so  the  Established  Church 
should  be  one.  But  it  is  said  that  this 
would  be  an  intolerable  grievance.  I  ask, 
whoso  grievance  would  it  be  ?  It  must  be 
the  grievance  cither  of  the  educated  man, 
or  of  the  peasant,  or  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic priest.  I  have  disposed  of  the  educated 
man.  As  to  the  peasant — supposing  for  him 
to  he  aggrieved — where  would  the  aggra- 
vation be  ?  It  must  be  fonnd  in  some- 
thing  which  pretty  continually  forces  itself 
upon  his  perception.  Well,  then,  it  can 
hardly  arise  from  the  presence  each  Ses- 
sion in  the  House  of  Lords  of  a  Archbishop 
and  of  three  Bishops  of  whose  names  he 
bus  probably  never  heard,  and  of  whose 
existence  he  is  not  likely  to  be  reminded 
once  in  ten  years.  No  one  would  be  ab- 
surd enough  to  contend  this,  although  the 
Peerage  of  the  Irish  Episcopate  is  a  main 
element  of  the  Establishment.  His  griev- 
ance, if  any,  will  bo  found  in  what  he  sees 
— the  superior  standing  and  comfort  of  the 
Protestant  clergy  with  their  houses  and 
glebes,  and  churches  over  that  of  their 
priests — or  of  the  Presbyteiian  Ministers. 
But  this  is  just  the  point  which  the  propo- 
sal before  the  House  will  not  touch;  for  my 
right  hen.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire — and  herein  alone  do  I  agree 
with    him  —  purposes    to    reserTO    those 
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loliurcbes  and  glebes  for  their  present  oc* 
jcupantfl.     There  remains  the  grievance  of 
the  Eoman   Catholic  clergy — and  that  I 
desire  to  treat  with  nil  respect.     lean  un- 
derstand their  feeling   aggrieved   because 
thej  do  not  occupy  the  position  of  social 
comfort  and  independence  to  which,  as  the 
clergy   of  so  large  a  portion  of  the  Irish 
community,  they  have  an  equitable  right  to 
expect.    I  admit  their  grievance  so  far.   It 
is  to  be  regretted  that  they  cannot  enter 
into  possession  of  parsonages  and  glebes. 
But  what  has  that  to  do  with  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church  ?     Supposing 
that  they  were  claimants  for  its  endow- 
ments I  should  understand  the  argument ; 
Ibut  they  do  not  demand  to  be  raised  to  the 
Iposition  now  occupied   by    the  clergy   of 
Ithe   Established   Church ;  they  prefer  no 
Iclaims  for  its  revenues — they  merely  de- 
Imand  that  the  Church  should  be  disestab- 
lished, and  then  that  all  the  tithe  and  other 
Irevenues  should   be  appropriated  by  the 
JGovernment,  returned  to  the  landlords,  or 
lotherwise  disposed  of  not  to  their    own 
jbenefit.  How  can  the  House,  so  long  as  the 
^oman  Catholic  clergy  are  in  this  mind, 
take  cognizance  of  their  opposition  to  the 
existence  of  the  Establishment  as  a  serious 
jargument  for  its  downfall,  when,  by  their 
»wn  confession,  their  feelings  are  only  those 
|of  disgust  at  seeing  other  people  in  a  better 
losition  than  themselves,  without  a  purpose 
►f  bettering   their   own   condition   by  the 
injury  of  their  neighbours  ?   Still,  it  may  be 
largued   that,  in  reality,  they  would  not  be 
Icoy  about  accepting  the  glebes  and  resi- 
Idcnccs  when  the  offer  comes  to  be  actually 
Imade,  and  the  corollary  is  that  these  can 
lonly  be  provided  out  of  the  resources  of  the 
lEstablidhnicnt.       Against   this    dictum    I 
leniphatically    protest.     It   is    absurd    and 
|unworthy  to  contend    that   a  great  coun- 
try  like   ours   is   unable    to    do    one   act 
lof  justice    towards    n    handful    of    clergy 
I —  some    hundreds,    and    these    celibates, 
and  therefore  easier  to  deal  with,  for  their 
Irequiroments    must    be    smaller — without 
Iplundering    somebody    else    in    the    pro- 
Icess.     Why,  in  the  fervour  of  the  first  Re- 
formed Parliament,  we  were  able  to  find 
j£20,000,000    to    compensate   the   slave- 
jowners  in  the  West  Indies,  and  yet  we  now 
laggle  over  the  smaller  sum  which  will  be 
lecessary   to  placo    the    Romon  Catholic 
ilcrgy  of  Ireland  in  that  position  of  com- 
parative  ease  and  comfort  to  which   they 
ire  certainly  entitled  at  our  hands.     But 
it   is  urged  that  there  is  no  necessity  for 
[seeking  the  money  elsewhere,  since  it  can 
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be  80  easily  obtained  by  despoiling  the 
Irish  Church.  But  besides  the  patent  in- 
justice of  this  proposal,  there  is  a  fatal 
practical  objection  to  it.  If  we  succeed  in 
contenting  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  by 
this  plan,  we  do  it  at  a  cost  which  will  far 
outweigh  its  political  advantages ;  for  we 
shall  equally  succeed  in  discontenting  the 
Protestant  minority  in  Ireland,  while  we 
shall  excite  and  terrify  the  whole  Protes- 
tant population  of  England.  We  shall  do 
all  this  mischief  owing  to  the  manner  in 
which  we  provide  a  small  scintilla  of  en- 
dowment which  might,  with  the  greatest 
ease,  be  procured  from  other  sources.  It  is 
said,  however,  that  the  disendowment  will 
content  the  larger  part  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  make  them  evermore  loyal,  and  this 
assertion  stands  for  all  argument.  But  is 
this  the  fact  ?  Has  it  not  been  made  ap- 
parent that  those  who  are  most  clamo- 
rous for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  are  also  those  who  are  most 
clamorous  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union, 
and  who  regard  the  one  change  as  the 
stepping-stone  to  the  other — and  both,  it 
may  be,  as  contributions  to  the  dismember- 
ment of  the  Empire.  So  the  coDcession 
which  we  are  asked  to  make,  will  be  a 
concession  made  to  that  rery  class  of  the 
Irish  population  who  wilfully  shot  their 
eyes  to  the  advantages  of  the  incorpora- 
tion of  the  two  countries,  who  prefer  mu- 
nicipal to  Imperial  considerations,  and  who 
rather  chose  to  regard  themselves  ns  mem- 
bers of  a  conquered  race,  than  of  a 
triumphant  and  united  Empire.  If  by  such 
means  we  contributed  to  the  contentment 
of  any,  it  would  be  to  that  of  the  very 
class  whose  contentment  is  most  dangerous 
to  the  common  weal,  because  it  means 
separation  from  England.  But  the  advo- 
cates of  disestablishment  have  recourse  to 
abstract  arguments,  and  plead  that  no 
comparison  can  be  instituted  between  the 
Church  of  England  and  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  because,  while  the  former  is  the 
Church  of  the  majority,  the  latter  is  the 
Church  of  tho  minority.  But,  if  the 
Churches  united,  considerations  of  com- 
parative numbers  become  local  questions, 
and  should  be  treated  as  municipal  matters 
with  a  view  to  the  varying  circumstances 
of  each  district.  The  Church  of  Munster 
is  not  the  Church  of  Leinstcr,  nor  is  that 
again  tho  Church  of  Ulster,  as  none  of 
them  is  the  Church  of  Middlesex  or  Surrey. 
Let  the  Church  of  Munster,  then,  be  con- 
sidered with  a  view  to  the  spiritual  benefit 
of   Munster,   and   the   Church  of   Ulster 
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with  one  to  that  of  Ulstor.  The  propor- 
tion of  Chnrchmen  to  NonconformiBts 
Tsries  in  eferj  part  of  England  and  Ire- 
land ;  hut  the  IriBh  Church  is  a  part  of  the 
United  Empire,  and  if  we  permit  it  to  he 
dttestahliahed,  what  guarantee  have  we 
for  the  safety  of  the  Estahlishment  in 
those  parts  of  England  where  the  Church 
happens  to  be  unpopular  or  out- numbered? 
The  hen.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield, 
in  his  pleasant  way,  pointed  to  the  analogy 
between  Ireland  and  Wales  as  both  con- 
quered countries.  But,  as  in  Ireland,  so 
in  Wales,  the  Anglican  communion  is  not 
in  the  majority.  It  may  be  said  that  the 
unpopularity  of  the  Irish  Church  had 
arisen  from  its  having  been  of  yore  too 
aristocratic,  and  having  too  exclusively 
drawn  its  supply  of  ministers  from  the 
opper  classes;  while  the  weakness  of  the 
Welsh  Church  proceeded  from  a  totally 
different  cause — namely,  the  peasant  ex- 
traction, the  insufficient  education,  and  the 
too  homely  ways  of  the  clergy,  which  had 
prevented  their  acquiring  the  influence 
which  a  higher  rank  of  men  would  have 
done  as  the  recognized  leaders  of  public  re- 
ligious opinion.  But  from  different  causes 
like  erents  have  accrued.  The  over-aris- 
tocratic Irish  and  the  over- peasant  Church 
of  Wales  had  both  been  distanced  during 
former  generations,  and  now  that  both 
have  awakened  to  a  better  future,  each  is 
threatened  with  vexatious  punishment  for 
the  shortcomings  of  past  days.  The  gene- 
ral praise  accorded  to  the  actual  energy  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Irish  Established  Church 
shows,  I  repeat,  that,  if  they  suffer,  it  will 
be  for  the  faults  of  their  predecessors. 
What  safeguard,  then,  was  to  be  found,  that 
at  no  distant  time  the  Welsh  Church  will 
not  be  called  to  a  similar  account.  The 
day  the  Irish  Establishment  has  gone,  the 
Welsh  Chnroh  will  be  trembling  in  the 
balance  ;  and  after  the  disappearance  of 
the  Establishment  from  Wales,  how  long 
does  the  House  think  that  the  English 
Chnroh  will  be  able  to  withstand  the  as- 
saults of  her  enemies?  Eager  eyes  are 
already  scanning  the  comparative  statistics 
of  Churchmanship  and  Dissent  in  such 
counties  as  Cornwall  and  Lancashire.  1 
utter  this  warning  more  as  a  son  of  the 
Church  than  as  a  member  of  the  Estab- 
lishment. I  should  belong  to  the  Church 
of  England  even  if  she  ceased  to  bo  estab- 
lished, AS  I  should  belong  to  the  Episcopal 
Church  of  Scotland,  in  communion  with 
the  Chnroh  of  England,  if  I  were  a  resi- 
dent in  that  eountry.    I  am  attached  to 


the  Church  of  England  apart  from  all 
question  of  Establishment,  because  of  her 
apostolic  orders  and  her  reverence  for  the 
antique  traditions  of  pure  and  primitive 
Christianity.  I  shall  belong  to  her  bo- 
cause  I  venerate  and  love  her  beautiful 
form  of  service  by  which  sho  pleads 
her  kinship  to  the  Universal  Church.  But, 
because  my  attachment  to  the  Church 
of  England  is  independent  of  her  being 
established,  I  am  the  more  convinced 
that,  as  she  possesses  that  great  advan- 
tage, all  who  love  should  be  ready  to 
make  every  sacrifice  in  order  to  maintain 
it.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  whole 
question  of  Establishments  will  soon  be 
ripped  open.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Calno  (Mr.  Lowe)  has  con- 
tended that  the  defenders  of  the  Irish 
Church  were  arguing  in  a  circle,  and  had 
brought  forward  no  argument  which  ought 
to  convince  a  Roman  Catholic.  I  now 
venture  to  produce  one  which  has  not  been 
used  before,  and  which  I  think  ought  to 
carry  conviction  to  Roman  Catholics.  I 
appeal  to  their  own  regard  for  their  safety; 
and  I  desire  to  remind  them  that  they  may 
be  pulling  about  their  ears  more  than  they 
expect  when  they  assail  the  Church  of 
England.  Christendom  has,  unhappily, 
shaped  itself  into  many  organizations—- 
some  of  them  more  or  less  aristocratic  or 
despotic,  and  others  of  a  more  or  less 
democratic  complexion.  The  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  represents  most  completely 
the  aristocratic  or  despotic  form  of  Church 
organization  ;  while  the  Presbyterians, 
and,  to  a  still  greater  degree,  other  Dis- 
senting Protestant  bodies,  are  democratic. 
The  Church  of  England,  however,  while 
partaking  of  both  characters,  pursues  a 
middle  path,  happily  removed  from  either 
extreme.  A  very  distinguished,  and  cer- 
tainly devoted,  Roman  Catholic  writer  on 
ecclesiastical  matters — Do  Maistre — in  the 
early  part  of  this  century  dwelt  upon  this 
characteristic  in  a  striking  passage,  which 
was  once  quoted  by  my  riglit  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  in  one 
of  his  pamphlets  on  Church  questions. 
His  assertion  was  in  effect  that  the  Church 
of  England  was,  so  to  speak,  the  general 
pacificator — the  middle  term  among  the 
different  Christianities  of  the  world  ;  and 
that  if  ever  Christendom  was  happily  to  be 
restored  to  unity,  it  must  be  by  the  agency 
of  the  English  Church.  Weaken,  then, 
that  communion — disestablish  the  Church 
of  Ireland — what  do  you  leave  ?  There 
would  be  several  hundred  thousand  discon- 
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pemma  let  loo^  from  %\^^  bond  of 
fotion  which  their  eoonection  wit|i  the 
ite  htm  created.    Do  jou  pvppoae  that 
theae  people  weald  again  volnntarilj 
in  a  moderate  episcopal  eomm«| 
npoQ  the  well-balanced  traditionary 
Form  of  the  Church  of  England  ?    At 
times  the  pre-fer? id  Celtic  intellect  is 
apt  to  run  into  extremes,  particularlj 
face  to  face  with  such  a  grievance  aa 
Proteatanta  would  undoubtedlj  pos- 
Is  there,  then,  no  risk  that  many  of 
will,  from  antagonism  to  Rome,  rush 
some  development  of  strong  demo- 
0    Christianity,   white   a   fresh    and 
lous  "  No  Popery*'  cry  from  a  mass  of 
chained  partiaana  may  teach  the  Roman 
tholica  that  they  had  done  an  unwise 
in  iMTging  on  the  demolition  of  the 
Bstahlishment  for  the  sake  of  a  fleet- 
political  adfanta|;e!    When  the  in- 
^sate  animosity  against  those  dioceses  of 
Established  Church  which  happen  to 
id  on  the  other  aide  of  the  Channel  has 
lomplished  its  purpose,  the  Roman  Ca- 
klica  of  England,  aa  well  aa  of  Ireland, 
|l  he  gricfous  sufferers;  for  they  will 
hroken  the  breakwater  which  standa 
Iween  them  and  the  ezeeaaea  of  popular 

?*udices.    I  warn  them  in  time  that  Uiey 
,    to  their  cost  sobstitote  the  rampant 
To  Popery**  crv  for  the  dignified  mobila- 
of  the  Anglican  Church.    For  these 
)ns  I  intend  to  vote  against  the  Motion 
going -into  Committee  in  any  form  ;  for 
lave  no  wish   whatever  to  discuss  the 
Isolutions  of  the  rif;ht  hon.  Member  for 
luth  Lancashire.     If  the  House  shall  go 
|o  Committee  and  consider  those  Resolu- 
is,  I  will  say  <*No"  to  them.   If  by  any 
ince  the  ambiguous  and  unsatisfactory 
^lendment  of  the  noble  Lord  should  be- 
te the  Main  Question,  nothing  whatever 
|l  induce  me  to  vote  for  it. 

(B.  STANSFELD  thought  the  issue 
;weeu  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
imselves  had  by  this  time  become  suffi- 
jntly  clear.  It  was  true  the  right  hon. 
[ronet,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
'  some  of  his  Colleagues,  alluded  to  the 
[solutions  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  as 
^ue  and  unsatisfactory ;  and  if  he  re- 
^mbered  rightly,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
so  far  as  to  say  that  those  Resolu- 
18  proposed  the  minimum  of  that  which 
be  sufficient  if  they  were  success- 
to  oust  the  Government,  and  intimated 
leathedrd  that  to  oust  the  Government 
im  office  was  the  first  and  great  ob- 
\i  of  those  Resolutions.     Now,  he  (Mr. 
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Stansfeld)  did  not  midfntand  how  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  could  put  himself  forwara  aa 
able  impartially  to  decide  that .  the  main 
object  of  those  Resolutions  was  to  ouat  the 
Qovemment  from  office  ;  and,  in  his  (ICr. 
Stansfeld'a)  opinion,  if  these  Resolutions, 
and  the  action  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  in 
propounding  them  to  the  House  had  one 
characteristic  more  than  another,  it  was 
that  they  were  specific,  atraightforward» 
and  definite,  and,  as  far  as  time  and  the 
practical  competence  of  thia  Pariiamenl 
admitted,  they  were  Resolutions  of  a  prao- 
tical  character.    The  Reaolutifms,  in  the 
first  instance,  laid  down  the  pincipie  tfcatt 
for  great  reasons  of  pdicyp  it  waa  Deoec- 
sary    to   disestablish    the  Irish    Cbnrah. 
Members  of  the  GoTcmment  had  ebfl^  to 
confound  disestablishment  and  jwil^ow- 
ment ;  but  the. House  perflBOtlf  «|^4^^^ 
that  it  waa  with  the  political  qviiatifA  of 
disestablishment  that  tncT  had  in  tbci  frat 
instance  to  deaf^  and  uiat,  aa  hi|  ben. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Nottingham  (itr. 
Bernal  Osborne)  had  said,  the  qooatifMi  of 
the  application  of  the  ftmds  which  miglii  he 
at  the  disposal  of  the  State  if  tba  SpMlah 
tions  were  adopted,  was  oeoondafy  aadtavb- 
ordinate.   The  purport  of  thf  AmaiijflP^ill^ 
too,  had  become  clear,  if  it  wff  not  ^ 
ori^nally.    The  Amendmeat  n||e(rM  dia 
notion  of  action;  and  ao  fiur  it  farmeq  iba 
one  little  hit  of  common  slippery  graaai 
upon  which  the  Foreign  Secretary  and  the 
Home    Secretary  had  been  struggling  for 
foothold  before  the  House.  But  it  did  more 
— it  not  only  rejected  action — it  refused  dis- 
cussion.    It  was  an  Amendment  which,  if 
adopted,  would  have  the  effect  of  preventing 
the  Resolutions  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  be- 
ing read  at  that  table,  nor  would  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  have  been  able  to  record 
his  vote  in  respect  to  any  one  of  theae  Reao- 
lutions.     And  yet,  though  it  waa  not,  ap- 
parently, for  this  moribund  Parliament  to 
have  an    Irish   policy,  or  to  expreaa  an 
opinion  on  the  Irish  Church  Establishment. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  an  Irish 
policy,  and  that  Irish  policy  they  had  pro- 
pounded  before   these    Resolutions    were 
tabled  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.     And  in 
spite  of  the  appearance  of  suspended  ani- 
mation in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire,  he 
thought  he  might  say  that  the  Irish  policy 
of  Uer  Majesty's  Government  had  been  re- 
vived.    Now,  what  was  that  policy?    Aa 
fnr  as  ho  could  judge,  from  the  statementa 
made  by  different  Membera  of  the  QoTem- 
ment,  it  might  be  described  in  theae  few 
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words,  "  Catholio  endowment  u  the  pur- 
chase money  of  ProteBtant  ascendancy.*'  | 
If  that  description  was  not  correct,  he  knew  ] 
not  wliat  meaning  to  attach  to  the  words,  | 
**  le? elliog  up.*'     Besides  this,  there  was  ! 
notliing  hut  some  poor   manipulation »  for 
the  henefit  of  the  Protestant  State  Church 
in  Irelsnd,  of  the  funds  and  revenues  of 
that  Church.      The  announcemeut  of  that 

Klioy  was  followed  by  the  now  notorious 
trtmouth  letter — a  cry  on  the  part  of 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  appeal- 
ing to  all    the   old   bigotries    and   buried 
leotarian  frenaies  of  the  country  to  sup- 
port the  Government  in  perpetuating,  if 
they  should   he  able,  the  injustice  of  the 
Protestant   State   Established  Church   in 
Ireland.     When  hon.  Qentlemen  voted  to- 
night they  would  vote  upon  a  distinct  issue. 
Those  who  voted  for  the  Resolutions  would 
do  so  beoause  they  were  convinced  that, 
whatever  uses  might  afterwards  be  found 
for  her  revenues,  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church  was  a  great  measure  of 
politioal  justice  and  of  urgent  necessity  ; 
and  because  they  were  determined — and  he 
trusted  no  others  would  record  their  votes 
in  favour  of  the  Resolutions — that,  as  far  as 
their  influence  went,  this  Parliament  should 
not  pass  away  until  they  had  recorded  tho 
expression    of  that  conviction  as  well  as 
a  pledge  of  their  sincerity  in  entertaining  it. 
In  order  to  justify  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  bringing   forward    those   Resolu- 
tions it  was  necessary  to  satisfy  themselves 
in  tlie  first  place  of  the  justice  and  the 
wisdom,  and   he  might  even   go   further 
and  say  the  urgent  and  immediate  neces- 
sity of  the  proposals  he  had  brought  for- 
wm;   and    in   the   second   place,  it  was 
noeoasary  to  justify  the  method  and  occa- 
sion of  the  presentation   of  those  propo- 
sals to  the  House.     The  first  of  those 
^oestions  was  not  only  the  prior  but  the 
larger  question.     The  policy  of  disestab- 
lishment was  a  policy  of  justice.     As  had 
bsen  said  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge)  the 
Protestant  State  Church  in  Ireland  was  an 
institution   indefensible  in   argument.     It 
fslfilled  none  of  the  essentials  of  a  State 
Chnreh.     He  oould.  he  hoped,  understand 
ind  appreciate  the  feelings  and  sympathies 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  tho  University  of 
Canbridge  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope),  when  he 
ipoke  of  his  attachment  to  the  principle 
sf  a  State  Church,  to  which   the   noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford  (Viscount 
Cranbome)  had  the  other  night  so  feelingly 
•iprasted  hia  devotion.    Ue  (Mr  Stansfeld) 
ttMght^  howofOTi  that  he  could  aay  aomo- 


thing  which  might  more  or  less  relieve  the 
minds  of  the  noble  Lord  and  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge.  It  seemed  to  him  that  so 
far  from  their  principle  of  an  Established 
Church  being  at  stake  in  the  case  of  the 
Establishment  in  Ireland  all  their  argu- 
ments were  so  many  condemnations  of 
that  Establishment.  Statistics  in  detail 
were  impertinent  upon  such  a  question,  and 
inquiries  as  to  the  appropriation  of  the 
revenues  were  utterly  irrelevant  in  presence 
of  the  fact  that  the  Church  in  Ireland  was 
the  Church  of  a  wealthy  minority  of  about 
one-ninth  of  the  population.  In  virtuo  of 
that  broad  fact  the  Irish  Establishment 
was  doomed.  If  there  were  a  theory  upon 
which,  in  these  days,  they  could  justify  an 
Established  Church,  what  could  it  be  but 
this,  that  in  some  sufficient  sense  the 
Church  summed  up  the  collective  faith, 
and  ministered  to  the  religious  needs  of  a 
community.  Tried  by  that  test  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  stood  condemned. 
There  could  no  longer  be  a  perpetuation 
of  churches  without  congregation**,  and 
cures  without  souls.  It  was  said  that  if  the 
Church  of  Ireland  were  disestablished  the 
Church  of  England  would  be  in  danger  ; 
but  in  reference  to  the  English  Church 
there  were  two  things  which  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say.  In  his  opinion  the  im» 
mediate  future  of  the  Church  of  England 
would  depend  upon  what  took  place  with- 
in, and  not  upon  what  took  place  without 
her  pale  ;  save  that  if  those  who  resisted  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church  should 
succeed  in  raking  up  the  old  embers  of 
sectarian  and  of  race  enmity,  in  making  of 
this  a  prolonged,  a  painful,  and  a  severe 
struggle,  then  he  thought  it  was  possible 
that  they  might  achieve  that  which  they 
had  before  this  achieved  ;  that  they  might 
conduct  their  defence  in  such  a  manner, 
and  for  such  a  time,  as  to  bring  down  ul- 
timately ruin  upon  the  principle  and  tho 
institutions  which  they  most  valued,  as  well 
as  upon  themselves.  Disestablishment  was 
not  only  a  policy  of  justice,  but  of  absolute 
and  of  urgent  necessity,  because  it  became 
a  part  of  the  largo  and  dominant,  and,  to 
the  Irish,  all-embracing  question — the  con- 
dition of  Ireland.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  asked  the 
other  night,  completing  the  quotation  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire, if  they  could  "  minister  to  a  mind 
diseased  ;*'  and  there  was  some  truth  in 
tho  statement  that  Ireland  was  in  a  morbid 
condition.  But  what  was  the  malady  of 
Ireland ;  for,  whatever  it  was,  they  must 
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mnember  that  tbay  were  boand  over  in 
the  heeTiett  reeogniaanees  to  find  a  cure 
for  it.  It  wai  impossible  to  allow  Ireland 
to  be  what  she  had  been  called— the  Po- 
land of  the  West ;  and  there  were  onlj 
two  eoarses,  absolntelj  direrse  and  direr- 
gent,  open  which  thej  conid  proceed  in 
dealing  with  the  malady  of  Ireland.  The 
one  was  that  of  entire  snppretsion  ;  while 
the  other  waa  diligent,  impartial,  and  un- 
tiring seareh  after  what  should  be  a  com- 
plete remedy  for  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
people.  It  waa  said  that  the  Irish  were  an 
unsatisfied  nationality.  He  ought  to  know 
something  upon  the  subject  of  unsatisfied 
nationalities,  and  he  beliered  it  was  quite 
possible  from  present  appearances,  and,  in 
spite  of  eiisting  dissatisfaction,  to  briuff 
the  promise  of  future  peace  and  union.  It 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  when  symp- 
toms of  the  spirit  of  nationality  arose  they 
must  mdier  succeed  in  sumnressing  them, 
or  else  must  gi? e  them  full  sway,  and 
allow  them  to  lead  to  absolute  separation 
and  independence.  What  was  nationality 
hul  indif  iduality  f  We  might  respect  the 
individuality  without  having  to  sever  our- 
selvea  from  the  nation.  We  had  done  so 
in  the  case  of  Wales  and  Scotland.  We 
fired  in  harmony  with  the  Welsh  and 
Scotch,  because  we  had  not  imposed  our 
Ohureh  on  Wales  or  Scotland.  And  if  we 
followed  the  same  plan  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land, we  might  expect  a  similar  result  to 
follow  in  the  course  of  time.  In  the  elo- 
quent speech  of  the  Home  Secretary  the 
other  night,  he  had  said — 

"  If  I  oould  do  anything  to  bring  back  love  and 
oonoord,  Ileavea  knows  how  many  Baorifloes  I 
ihoold  be  ready  to  make  to  attain  so  desirable  an 
object.  If  justice  required  that  I  should  gi?e  up 
my  dearest  prepossessions,  and  I  saw  any  cer- 
tainty of  arriving  at  suooess,  I  would  stand 
aside." 

Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  know 
that  the  Irish  nation  had  asked  this  mea- 
sure of  justice  at  their  hands,  and  he 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Colleagues  would  consider 
whether  the  time  had  not  come  when  the 
concession  should  be  made  —  when  they 
should  remove  their  restraining  hand,  and 
allow  the  people  of  Ireland  to  do  that 
which  they  would  do  for  themselves  if  they 
had  the  power — namely,  get  rid  of  an  Esta- 
blishment which,  if  Ireland  were  a  separate 
nation,  there  was  no  sane  man  who  could 
defend.  It  was  urged  that,  if  they  removed 
the  Establishment,  they  would  run  tho  risk 
of  losing  the   attachment  of  that  small 
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minority  of  the  people  who  supported 
them.  If  there  was  that  risk,  it  must  be 
encountered  ;  for  they  must  remember  that, 
as  the  right  hen.  Member  for  Calne  (Mr. 
Lowe)  had  said  on  the  previous  evening, 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
was  a  canMHo  iine  qud  non  to  the  loyalty 
and  satisfaction  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  could  understand  that 
the  small  minority  who  had  enjoyed  privi- 
leges at  the  expense  of  their  fellow-coun- 
trymen might  be  reluctant  that  the  latter 
should  be  put  on  a  footing  of  equality  with 
themselves,  and  that  religious  ascendancy 
should  cease;  but  the  Imperial Pariiament 
ought  not  to  be  actuated  by  a  considera- 
tion of  that  feeling,  if  it  existed.  He  be- 
lieved that,  when  the  temporary  irritation 
iuTolved  in  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  had  passed  away,  we  should 
have  the  whole  population  of  Ireland  re- 
conciled to  onr  rme,  and  the  two  eoontfiea 
would  he  made  one,  in  fact  and  deed,  aa 
well  as  in  name.  Of  the  motives  attribnted 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  fbr 
Sotfth  Lraoashire  (Mr.  Gladstone^  he  would 
say  nothing  in  his  presence;  mit  would 
apply  himself  to  the  objeotikm  which  had 
been  made  as  to  the  time  of  bringing  for- 
ward this  Motion.  The  Motion  waa  broi^^t 
forward  now  because  the  times  were  npa 
for  it.  Events  in  America  and  Ireland 
had  pressed  the  subject  upon  their  minda 
— showing  them  their  danger,  pointing  out 
their  duty,  and  giving  them  an  additional 
motive  for  endeavouring  to  ful61  it.  Re- 
cent events  in  this  country  had  also  done 
much  to  forward  the  question.  Within 
the  last  few  years,  tho  minds  of  most  men 
on  political  questions  had  advanced  half  a 
generation ;  and  the  present  Prime  Minister 
was  the  first  to  reveal  to  them  the  hollow- 
ness  of  Conservative  resistance,  and  there- 
by to  stimulate  the  hopes  and  oourage 
and  consciousness  of  power  of  "  truly  Li- 
beral "  politicians.  But  more  than  that— 
a  consequence  not  contemplated  as  within 
the  range  of  probability  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  —  he  had  raised  and  stimula- 
ted the  conscience  of  the  country,  which, 
when  appealed  to,  would  not  respond  to 
the  old  Shibboleths  of  party,  or  sectarian, 
or  race  antagonism,  but  would  be  true  to 
the  simple  ideas  of  justice  and  of  the 
equality  and  brotherhood  of  the  Irish 
people.  Another  reason  for  their  bring- 
ing the  subject  forward  was,  that  they  had 
been  challenged  to  do  so  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  for  they  were  told  before  these  Re- 
solutions were  laid  on  the  table  that  Go* 
yernment  had  an  Irish  poli ^  0f  tfifir  owBf 
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diatinctly  opposed  to  the  principle  of  dis- 
eBtablisliment,  and  he  did  not  see  why  they 
were  to  be  precluded  from  challenginpf  that 
policy.  He  had  desired  to  see  the  euflfrago 
increased  to  a  largo  extent;  but  he  should 
be  sorry  to  say  that  the  last  Parliament 
under  the  Constitution  of  1832  was  not 
competent  to  deal  with  this  question  as  far 
as  time  would  permit.  If  the  Amendment 
should  be  carried,  they  would  pronounce 
their  own  incompetence  even  to  leave  the 
legacy  of  their  convictions  to  the  next  Par- 
liament. When  his  right  lion.  Friend 
read  at  the  table  the  words  of  his  Resolu- 
tions, ho  spoke  the  doom  of  the  Protestant 
Establishment  in  Ireland,  and  gavo  the 
assurance  of  future  peace,  concord,  and 
union.  Every  Irishman — whether  dwelling 
in  Ireland,  in  tho  homesteads  of  Canada, 
or  in  the  Western  States  of  America- 
would  feel  that  the  day  of  justice  too  long 
delayed  had  dawned  at  last  for  tho  country 
of  liii  birth,  and  that  a  great  and  crying 
injustice  and  persistent  evil,  the  last  relic 
of  centuries  of  oppression  and  misrule,  was 
about  to  pass  away. 

TnE  Earl  of  MAYO :  The  language 
with  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  concluded  his  speech,  is  the 
same  as  was  uttered  tliirty-threo  years  ago 
in  this  House  on  the  same  subject.  Then, 
as  now,  this  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
had  become  a  great  party  cry  ;  then,  as 
DOW,  the  parties  in  the  State  were  ranged 
00  either  side,  and  the  same  words  were 
used  as  now — namely,  that  the  Irish  Church 
is  doomed.  Since  then  the  party  opposite 
have  been  for  a  long  time— during  twenty- 
eight  years  —  in  Office,  with  majorities 
sometimes  large,  sometimes  moderate  ; 
but,  either  from  a  disinclination  to  inter- 
fere with  the  niatter,  or  from  a  feeling 
that  the  line  laid  down  and  the  principle 
adopted  in  1835  were  untenable,  no  action 
has  been  taken  in  the  matter.  I  am  rather 
reluctant  to  prophecy,  but  I  believe  it  will 
be  found  in  future  times,  when  this  ques- 
tion comes  to  be  discussed  and  better 
known  than  it  is  now,  tho  same  result  will 
follow  ;  and  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
]and»  though  it  may  be  reformed,  improved, 
and  amended,  and  rendered  much  more  in 
harmony  with  the  requirements  of  the 
country  and  the  feelings  of  the  people,  will 
nefcrtheiess  remain  in  its  strength  and  in 
its  purity.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wh»  has  just  sat  down  did  not  repeat  in 
tlie  same  terms  the  charges  of  inconsis- 
tency which  have  been  brought  against  the 
Go? emment  by  former  speakers.  He  seemed 
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to  admit  what  I  think  must  now  be  patent, 
to  all,  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
on  this  question  is  clear  and  defined,  and 
that  they  believe  it  to  be  consistent  with 
their  duty,  with  the  principles  they  profess, 
and  with  what  they  think  useful  and  good 
for  the  country,  that  they  should  oppose 
any  proposition  for  the  disestablishment  or 
disenduwment  of  the  Irish  Church.  I  heard, 
with  somo  surprise,  one  of  the  ablest  dia- 
lecticians in  this  House  endeavour  last 
night,  apparently  with  great  pains  and  la- 
bour, to  fasten  upon  tlie  Government  the 
charge  of  inconsistency  in  this  matter.  He 
argued  that  our  course  had  been  uncertain 
and  vacillating.  From  the  various  speeches 
delivered  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
he  tried  to  argue  that  the  Government  had 
put  forth  an  uncertain  sound.  No^v,  I  am 
not  going  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tho  jirlomber  for  Caliio  (Mr.  Lowe) 
through  all  the  various  events,  speeches, 
and  circumstances  to  which  he  referred  ; 
but  I  maintain  that  ho  utterly  failed  in 
proving  that  thero  was  tho  smallest  par- 
ticle of  inconsistency  in  tho  courso  adopted 
by  the  Government  sinco  the  question  wos 
first  mooted  in  public  last  year,  when  the 
Earl  of  Derby,  in  tho  other  IIouso  of  Par- 
liament, resisted  tho  addition  proposed  by 
Earl  Russell  to  his  Resolution  in  favour  of 
a  Commission.  Sinco  then  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  hns  been  invariably  the 
same,  and  they  havo  never  lost  an  oppor- 
tunity of  declaring  that  it  was  their  duty 
to  maintain  the  Church  of  Ireland  as  nn 
Establishment,  and  to  resist  all  attempts 
to  disendow  it.  As  a  proof  that  they  en- 
tertained this  opinion,  I  will  adduce  tho 
fact  that  the  noble  Lord  lately  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  agreed  to  tho  Commis- 
sion moved  for  by  Earl  Russell,  in  tho 
other  House,  on  tho  distinct  ground  that 
the  Commission  was  to  inquire  into  the 
position  and  revenues  of  the  Establishment, 
with  a  view  to  see  how  any  anomalies  and 
inequalities  could  bo  removed,  and  how  tho 
property  of  the  Church  could  be  made 
more  beneficial  than  it  is  at  present.  With 
that  view  n  Commission  was  appointed, 
which,  notwithstanding  all  that  has  been 
said  against  it,  is,  1  think,  a  perfectly  im- 
partial one.  Nobody,  I  imagine,  supposes 
thst  we  ought  to  have  selected  to  servo 
upon  it  avowed  enetnies  of  the  Establish- 
ment, and  gentlemen  who  had  strongly  de- 
clared their  adherence  to  the  voluntary 
system.  That  would  have  been  directly  in 
opposition  to  tho  principles  on  which  tho 
Commission  was  appointed.     So  the  Com- 
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Srofpsaing  Conienrative  opintoniy  and  four 
fentlemeti  professing  Liberal  opinions,  all 
I  of  whom  htd  then  a  eonsiderable  interest 
in  the  qoestion,  and  all  of  whom,  I  beliere, 
lire  perfeotlj  competent  to  deal  with  it. 
Bir»  I  feel  eon? ineed  that  the  Report  of 
that  Commission,  in  its  amplitude,  in  its 
importance,  and  its  interest,  will  bardlj 
OTor  have  been  excelled  bj  the  Report  of  any 
Royal  Comtnission  that  Her  Majesty  has 
erer  appointed ;  and,  I  belioTe,  that  all 
that  has  been  said  with  regard  to  the  suf- 
^eieney  of  the  Information  now  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  House  upon  this  snbfsct  is  an 
entire  mistake,  and  that  you  will  find  in 
the  Report  of  this  Commission  an  amount 
of  iufbrmation,  and  a  number  of  facts 
which  are  perfectly  new,  and  which  I  main- 
tain this  Hoose  ought  to  be  in  possession 
of,  and  have  time  to  consider  before  they 
can  possibly  proceed  even  to  deliberate 
upon  this  important  question.  The  next 
•Tent  which  took  plac*  was  the  speech 
which  I  made,  and  the  words — imperfect 
Words,  I  admit,  but  admitted  to  b^  quit6 
sufficient  for  their  purpose-^nsed  by  me 
when  the  Motion  or  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cork  was  before  ns.  I 
then  showed  distinctly  that,  not  only  my 
own  opinion,  but  the  opinion  of  the  Go* 
vemment,  was  in  faTour  of  maintaining 
the  Irish  Church,  and  that  it  was  part  of 
our  policy  nnd  principles  to  resist  any  Mo- 
tion for  disendowment.  I  strictly  guarded 
myself  against  opposing  reforms  or  sltera- 
tions  which  might  tend  to  the  improvement 
of  the  Establishment,  or  to  a  more  useful 
application  of  its  revenues;  but  I  distinctly 
stated,  with  the  assent,  I  believe,  of  every 
one  of  ray  Colleagues,  that  we  should  resist 
any  attempt  to  interfere  with  the  funda- 
mental principle  of  the  Establishment.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  the  allegations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  were  entirely  contra- 
dicted by  his  own  words.  He  said,  **  Your 
conduct  was  vacillating ;  *'  yet,  he  adds, 
that  my  words  seemed  to  challenge  the 
step  now  taken  by  the  party  opposite. 
Now,  what  I  said  was  not  meant  as  a  chal- 
lenge ;  but,  if  it  was  to  be  taken  as  a 
challenge,  and  as  an  expression  of  opinion, 
which  it  was  the  duty  of  the  party  oppo- 
site immediately  to  controvert,  and  obtain 
the  judgment  of  the  House  upon,  surely, 
it  cannot  be  described  as  in  any  respect 
vacillating  or  uncertain.  Well,  a  Notice 
of  Motion  was  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
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shire  (Mr.  Gladstoihe),  It  wu  mill  by  att 
Amendment  #hinh,  as  I  thhik,  wu  fw* 
fectly  dear  and  intelligible.  That  Amend- 
ment embodies  a  statement  which,  I  thinki 
nobody  will  be  aU^  to  eoiltrov^rl,  which, 
I  believe,  events  will  prove  to  be  trne-* 
namely,  that  it  Is  tiot  only  improper  b«l 
impossible  that  the  present  Parliament 
can  deal  with  the  question.  Surely*  no 
one  cati  say  that  such  an  Amendmeiit  la 
proof  of  Tacillation.  Well,  then*  I  oMM 
to  th«  kpeech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  fiia 
Secretary  of  StAte  for  the  Rome  IHpcn- 
ment,  which,  if  anybody  covid  haf e  bad 
th6  BttiallMt  doubt  on  the  rabjett,  waA 
quite  sufficient  to  eonvinco  «ny  ciBilid 
mind  what  the  opinions  of  the  OottraiMnt 
are  upon  this  question.  I  *ltt  Mirry  thut 
the  right  hon.  Ointleniitn  the  Mtaiber  fisr 
Calne  (Mr  Lowe)  ts  not  hi  Ml  fttaeei  b*- 
canse,  when  he  makes  thein  enftifgei  «f 
Inconsisteiiey,  I  cAnnot  but  MMleM  thalii 
while  he  hatf  been  londtet  in  hb  iferotestj^ 
tions  agdnst  everything  b  th«  8li*|M  sf 
Parliamentary  Befonn,  b«  yet  Mt  Itt  t#e 
sncceuive  Governments  whish  WMw  pieig^i 
to  the  jirineipto  df  Refofm*^-ttay,  Mra^ 
which  were  always  brittKiag  in  nfisMMMlM 
Reform  Bills ;  andi  I  aantH^  b«t  MMUMt 
too,  thai  white  he  bis  alt»M  tetaiwi 
himself  a  strong  enemy  or  ^  IriA 
Church,  be  still  was,  fbr  maay  ymtfa»  ft 
Member  of  Governments,  one  of  whose 
cardinal  points  of  policy,  as  regards  Ire- 
land, was  invariable  resistance  to  the  over* 
throw  of  the  Irish  Church.  I  say,  then, 
that  it  comes  with  an  extremely  bad  grace 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he 
tries  to  fasten  upon  the  Government  an 
inconsistency  which  does  not  exist ;  whilo, 
looking  back  upon  his  career,  we  see  in  it 
an  amount  of  inconsistency  which  can 
hardly  be  attributed  to  any  other  public 
man.  There  is  only  one  other  point  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
the  other  night,  and  I  will  notice  it  in  a 
few  words.  He  stated  that  there  was  a 
gross  inconsistency  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Government;  because,  while  resisting  the 
attempt  to  overthrow  the  Irish  Church,  wa 
propose  to  grant  a  charter  to  a  Bomao 
Catholic  University.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman gave  a  description  of  that  charter 
wholly  contrary  to  the  facts.  He  said  that 
the  Government  proposed  to  place  At  tha 
disposal  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Biabopa 
the  whole  education  of  the  Roman  Cathoue 
laity  in  Ireland.  Now,  I  contend  that  my 
proposition  bears  no  resemblance  what- 
ever to  the  description  iMe  given  of  it 


S69  EatallUM  Church  {Apbil  3,  1868) 


{Ireland), 


870 


bjr  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  verj 
easy  to  describe  a  thing  as  it  is  not  ;  to 
state  a  thing  as  it  was  ne?cr  intended  to  be, 
and  then  proceed  to  demolish  it.  That  is 
precisely  What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did.  The  proposal  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  one  to  establish  a  University  in 
which  the  lay  element  would  not  be  only 
strong  but  preponderant;  in  which  the  only 
ecclesiastical  element  was  to  bo  four  pre- 
lates ;  and  I  mast  say  that  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  paid  a  very  bad  com- 
pliment (o  the  independence  and  intelli- 
gence of  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  of 
Ireland  if  he  thought  that,  because  four  I 
Roman  Catholic  Rishops  wcro  placed  upon 
a  certain  body,  therefore  the  whole  educa- 
tion of  the  Catholic  laity  was  to  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Catholic  prelates.  I 
repeat,  therefore,  that  the  description  of 
the  institution  which  we  proposed  to  found, 
IB  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was 
an  entire  misrepresentation,  and  that  no- 
thing of  the  kind  was  intended  nnder  this 
charter.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  to- 
night as  to  the  power  of  Parliament  to  deal 
with  the  present  question  ;  and  in  the 
eloquent  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge)  I 
think  a  great  deal  of  time  was — I  will  not 
say  wasted,  because  no  time  can  be 
wasted  in  listening  to  anything  which  falls 
from  him — but  at  all  events,  I  think  he 
expended  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary  force 
in  proving  that  Parliament  had  the  power 
of  dealing  with  the  Irish  Church.  Now 
that  power,  as  I  understand,  has  never  been 
denied  ;  hot  we  do  say  that  the  proposal 
now  made  is  one  greater,  perhaps,  than  any 
that  has  ever  been  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment. When  we  remember  that  it  is  now 
proposed  for  the  first  timo  to  leave  a  con- 
atderable  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom 
without  an  Established  Church  ;  that  it  is 
proposed,  in  addition,  to  confiscate  property 
and  revenues  which  for  300  years,  at  the 
Tory  least,  have  been  in  the  possession  of 
this  body ;  when  we  remember  that  these 
revenues  have  been  guaranteed  to  the  Irish 
Choreh  in  a  manner  more  solemn,  I  believe, 
than  that  in  wliioh  property  has  ever  been 
guaranteed  to  any  other  body  corporate  or 
any  other  private  individual  in  this  country  ; 
when  we  see  that  this  Establishment  has 
been  guaranteed  by  the  Oath  of  the  Sove- 
reign, by  Acts  of  Parliament  spread  over 
the  whole  course  of  the  statute-book,  by 
eontraeta  made,  and  repeatedly  made, 
with  leaders  of  great  political  parties  on 
groat  pelitieal  emergencies ;  remembering 


all  this  we  say  that  a  proposal  to  confiscate 
property  and  disestablish  an  institution 
guaranteed  and  sanctioned  by  all  these 
securities  is,  perhaps,  the  most  momentous 
Rtep  ever  taken  by  the  English  Parliament. 
Without  denying  the  ri^rht  of  Parliament 
to  deal  with  tho  question,  wo  say  that  it  is 
a  doty  which,  though  not  beyond  its  powers, 
will  tax  those  powers  to  the  very  utmost. 
One  word  now  as  to  the  mode  in  which  this 
proposal  is  to  be  carried  out.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  certainly  claims  for  a  Com- 
mittee  of  this  House  greater  power,  and 
wishes  to  impose  on  it  Inrgor  duties,  than 
ever  before  were  entrusted  to  it.  Ilis  first 
Resolution,  as  I  have  said,  embodies  a  pro- 
posal which,  in  its  fundamental  principles, 
subverts  the  Constitution  of  tho  country. 
Now,  if  the  Constitution  of  the  country  is  to 
be  subverted,  perhaps  a  preliminary  Reso- 
lution is  as  good  a  modo  of  effecting  that 
object  as  any  other.  As  to  tho  second 
Resolution,  however,  though  1  am  no  law- 
yer, and  do  not  feel  competent  to  discuss 
it,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  hear  some 
Gentleman  of  the  long  robe  get  up  and  tell 
us  how  a  Resolution  of  a  Committee  of  this 
House  can  control  and  prevent  the  exerciso 
of  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown.  As  to  the 
third  Resolution,  it  is  the  first  time  that 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  has  ever  been 
invited  to  put  a  Motion  for  an  Address  to 
the  Crown  from  the  table ;  and  I  think  if 
the  Resolutions  were  carried  it  would  puzzle 
you.  Sir,  to  know  how  to  deal  with  it. 
These,  however,  are  points  of  compara- 
tively slight  importance.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  besides  the  disestablish- 
ment of  tho  Church,  proposes  at  once  to 
establish  the  voluntary  principle  in  Ireland. 
Now,  I  maintain  that  the  voluntary  system 
does  not  exist  in  Ireland  in  any  shape  or 
form,  and  that  the  three  Churches  there— 
the  Established,  the  Roman  Catholic,  and 
the  Presbyterian — are  to  a  great  extent  in 
receipt  of  endowments  from  the  State.  Tho 
Established  Church  is  fully  endowed.  If 
the  Gofernment  had  not  thought  somo 
alteration  in  respect  of  her  endowments 
necessary,  they  would  not  have  consented 
to  an  inquiry.  The  Presbyterian  Church 
is  also  endowed  to  a  considerable  extent 
by  monies  voted  by  this  House,  ond  the 
Consolidated  Fund  bore  a  largo  portion,  if 
not  the  whole,  of  the  cost  of  tho  education 
of  those  who  are  destined  for  tho  priest- 
hood in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  of 
Ireland.  Now,  I  believe  it  was  very  much 
at  tho  desiro  of  tho  members  both  of  tho 
Presbyterian  and  Roman  Catholic  Churches 
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that  money  was  granted  out  of  the  Con- 
Isolidated  Fund  and  voted  in  this  House 
For  the  purposes  of  both  these  Churches, 
md  therefore  it  does  not  lie  in  the  mouths 
|of  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  desire  now  to  ad- 
rocate  the  voluntary  system  as  the  rule  for 
jlreland,  to  try  to  weaken   the  principle  of 
mdowments.     But  I  will  go  further,  and 
jsay  that  the  voluntary  system,  as  applied 
to  religious  purposes,  is  most  unsuited  to 
the  state  of  things  in  Ireland.     I  am  sure 
no  hon.  Gentleman  will  attempt  to  contra- 
lict  me  when   I  say  thnt,  of  all  Christian 
people  on  the  face  of  the  globe,  the  people 
>f  Ireland  are  the  most  religious,  and  tliat 
there    are   none    among   whom    religious 
feeling   and    religious    observances   enter 
lore  deeply  into  the  habits  of  their  daily 
life.     There  is  no  coldness  or  want  of  zeal 
imong  them.     It  is  always  stated  by  the 
idvocates  of   the  voluntary    system    that 
there  is  nothing  which  so  much  promotes 
religious  leal,  but  the  voluntary  system  is 
lot  likely  to  be  wanted  in  Ireland  on  that 
iccount.     On  the  contrary,  I  believe  that 
iny  system  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
iringing   before   the   minds  of   the  Irish 
>eople  peculiarities  of  doctrinal   teaching 
ind  controversy  would  not  have  a  good 
tffect  upon  the  peace  of  the  country ;  and 
if  you  establish  the  voluntary  system  in 
Treland,  so  far  from  promoting  the  inte- 
'ests  of  true  religion  you  will  do  nothing 
lut  increase  religious  rancour  and  strife, 
ind  mnke  doctrinal   differences   a   grenter 
mbject  of  controversy  than  they  have  been 
hitherto.      Sir.  we  wnnt  nothing  in  Ireland 
'hich  will  increase  the  violence  of  contro- 
versy.    What  we  want  is  a  system,  both 
in  religion  and  Government,  that  will  soften 
those  asperities  and  heal  those  animosities 
rhich  have  so  long  prevailed.     I  believe 
that  there  is  nothing  which  would  so  much 
tend  to  intensify  all  the   prejudices  which 
\x\st  and  increase  all  the  animosities  which 
^e  deplore  as  the  establishment  of  a  com- 
)leto  voluntary  system.     The  hon.   Mem- 
ber for  Halifax   (Mr.    Stansfeld)  the  other 
light  quoted  a  very  high  authority  on  this 
lubject,  and  I  would  advise  hon.  Gentlemen 
rho  doubt  the  truth  of  my  remarks  to  turn 
to  one  of  the  ablest  books  which  has  been 
Titten  on  the  Irish  Church — namely,  the 
'ork  of  Sir  George  Lewis — and   he  will 
ind  there  the  same  opinion  put  forward  in 
language  far  more  powerful  and  eloquent 
than  I  could  command.  I  do  not  remember 
|iis  exact  words,  but  they  como  to  this — 
that  the  tendency  of  the  voluntary  system 
Is  to  reflect  on  the  clergy  the  prejudices 
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f  and  antipathies  of  the  most  violent  of  their 
congregation  ;  that  in  every  country  where 
it  has  been  tried  it  has  had  this  eflPect,  that 
it  has  produced  in  the  Protestant  fanati- 
cism,  in  the  Catholic  superstition,  and  in- 
tolerance in  both.  And  the  same  opinions 
have  been  most  ably  advanced  by  Deao 
Stanley  iti  a  work  published  not  long  ago. 
I  would  remind  the  House  that  this  volun- 
tary principle,  which  it  is  contemplated  to 
extend  to  Ireland,  is  sanctioned  by  no  ex- 
perience or  authority  whatsoever.  It  does 
not  exist  at  this  moment  to  any  extent  in 
any  country  in  Europe.  It  is  quito  true 
that  it  does  exist  to  some  extent  in  Ame* 
rica,  and  that,  no  doubt,  will  be  quoted  aa 
a  precedent  against  me.  But  I  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  voluntary  system 
there  was  coincident  and  coexistent  with 
republican  institutions;  it  grew  up  with 
them,  and  became  part  and  parcel  of  them. 
But  because  it  has  succeeded  in  America, 
that  is  no  reason  why  it  is  likely  to  succeed 
here.  I  would  ask  Roman  Catholic  Gen* 
tiemen  whether  the  voluntary  system,  ai 
far  as  regards  the  payment  of  their  paro* 
chial  clergy,  has  been  altogether  aatisfac- 
tory  or  successful  ?  I  should  be  sorry  to 
give  any  opinion  of  my  own  on  this  point ; 
but  I  have  often  spoken  to  Roman  Catbolio 
gentlemen  of  high  authority,  and  they  have 
constantly  admitted  that  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem in  one  respect  has  not  worked  well. 
The  fact  is  thnt  the  parochial  clergy  in 
Ireland  nro  entirely  drawn  from  one  par- 
ticular class  of  people.  Now,  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  say  that  a  clergy  taken  from 
the  lower  ranks  of  the  people  are  not 
as  useful,  as  devoted,  and  as  pious  as  those 
drawn  from  a  higher  rank ;  but  this  I 
do  say,  I  should  think  it  a  very  great 
misfortune  if  the  clergy  of  my  own  Church 
were  to  come  from  one  class,  and  one  class 
alone,  and  if  there  were  not  to  be  found  in 
its  ranks  representatives  of  all  classes.  In 
Ireland  the  clergy  are  recruited  principally 
from  the  sons  of  small  farmers,  small  mer- 
chants, and  traders  in  towns  ;  and  if  the 
son  of  a  Roman  Catholic  gentleman  takes 
orders  ho  is  almost  always  to  be  found  in 
the  ranks  of  the  regular  clergy.  Now,  that 
which  is  admitted  to  be  an  evil  by  almost 
all  Roman  Catholics  is,  I  believe,  to  be 
attributed  to  the  voluntary  system  ;  and  if 
you  had  a  system  of  endowments  you  would 
find  men  sprung  from  a  higher  class  in  the 
ranks  of  the  parochial  and  secular  clergy. 
But  when  Roman  Catholic  Gentlemen  and 
those  who  profess  to  speak  for  them  stand 
up  in  this  House  and  profeit  tbemselvea^ 
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in  eloquent  and  almost  violent  terras,  strong 
advocates  of  the  voluntary  principle,  I  con- 
fess I  listen  to  tliem  with,  astonishment, 
because  I  cannot  conceive  how  anyone  who 
has  made  himself  acquainted  with  the  his- 
tory of  the   Roman  Catholic  Church  can 
imagine  for  a  moment  that  the  voluntary 
principle  forms  any  part  of  the  fundamental 
system  upon  which  that  Church  has  been 
established.  Sir,  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  the    Roman   Catholic   Church    is  a 
Church  of  costly  rite  and  gorgeous  cere- 
monial; a  Church  whose  votaries  and  dis- 
ciples have  thought  it  their  duty  to  give 
to  their  religious  worship  everything  that 
wealth  could  bestow  or  art  devise.  A  Church 
of  gorgeous   and   stately  ceremonial   can 
never  be  a  purely  voluntary  Church,  and 
I  believe  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  Ireland  is  in  a  totally  exceptional  posi- 
tion.    I  believe  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  has  been  a  Church  especially  of 
endowments.     What  has  been  the  course 
of  this  Church  in  Ireland  with  regard  to 
this  particular  question   of  endowments  ? 
Everybody  knows  that,  at    this   moment, 
that  Church  is  acquiring  property  with  a 
rapidity  I  believe  uuezompled  in  her  his- 
tory, and  perhaps   in  the   history  of   the 
world.    We  Protestants  cannot  but  admire 
the  piety  and  devotion  which,  in  many  in- 
stances, have  tlius  been  shown,  but  I  would 
warn  Roman  Catholic  Gentlemen  and  those 
who  profess   to   speak   the   sentiments  of 
their  Church,  that  they  are  running  some 
danger  in  advocating  principles  of  dises- 
tablishment  and   confiscation   as    they  do 
now.     I   look   forward    to  the   day  when 
the  Irish  Roman   Catholic  Church,  if  she 
goes  on  amassing  property  for   tlie  next 
100  as  she  has  done  in  the  last  fifty  years, 
will   be   endowed   and    gifted    with  great 
wealth  ;  and  if  that  takes  place  is  it  not 
probable  that  those  great  riches  and  en- 
dowments may  at  some  not  distant  time 
attract  the  jealousy  of  a  large  and  power- 
ful party  in  this  country,  whose  assistance 
you  are  now  asking  for  the  disendowment 
of  the  Irish  Protestant  Church,  and  who 
have  always  been  the  first  to  advocate  and 
uphold  the  confiscation  of  Church  property? 
I  cannot  conceive  anything  more  probable 
than  that,  at  a  time  not  very  remote,  not 
only  the  possessions  of  the  English  Church 
may  prove  very  attractive    grounds    for 
putting  in  practice  the  principles  of  that 
party,  but  that  they  will  also  be  applied 
to  the  possessions  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland.     We  shall  then  hear 
precisely  the  same  arguments — that  these 


endowments  are  dangerous  to  the  State ; 
that  they  are  in  the  hands  of  men  who  do 
not  use  them  for  the  good  of  the  people  ; 
and,  therefore,  that  Parliament  has  a  right 
to  step  in  and  do  what  is  called  an  act  of 
justice  in  order  to  make  a  better  disposi- 
tion of  their  funds.  Sir,  I  am  not  ashamed 
in  this  House  to  advocate  the  principle  of 
religious  endowments.     In  that  respect  I 
follow  in  the  footsteps  of  Mr.  Pitt,  Lord 
Plunket,    Mr.   Grattan,   Earl   Grey,    Sir 
Robert  Peel,  and  Earl  Russell.    Every  one 
of   these  advocated  the   principle   of  re- 
ligious endowments  in  Ireland,  as  specialty 
required  by  the  circumstances  of  that  coun- 
try. Every  one  of  them  constantly  opposed 
the  extension  of  the  voluntary  system  to 
Ireland.    That  was  admitted  in  the  Appro- 
priation Clause  and  in  every  great  scheme 
ever  broujsht  under  the  attention  of  this 
House.     Having  thus  stated  my  opinion  as 
to  the  utter  unsuitableness  of  the  voluntary 
system  to  Ireland,  I  would  ask  your  at- 
tention to  the  proposal  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemon  has  made.     I  admit  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  speech  stated 
he  did  not  think  himself  bound  to  submit 
to  Parliament  any  detailed  plan  by  which 
his  proposals  should  be  carried  out ;  but 
he  did  to  a  certain   extent  shadow  forth 
what,  in  his  opinion,  that  plan  should  be. 
There  was  one  particular,  however  —  an 
essential  one— on  which  he  gafe  us  no  in- 
formation.    He  did  not  state  what  would 
be  the  proximate  amount  of   the   surplus 
on  which  ho  calculated.     Now,  it  always 
struck  me  that  in  proposing  ond  ogitating 
this  great  scheme  of  confiscation  those  who 
advocated  it  are  bound  in  the  first  instance 
to  show  the  disposition  they  intend  to  make 
of  the  enormous  property  it  involves.  This 
has  been  valued  at  a   sum  ranging  from 
£10,000,000  to  £14.000.000 ;  and  they 
are  bound  to  make  a  disposition  of  it  more 
useful  and   likely  to  do  more  good  than 
the  present  arrangement.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  vouchsafed  to  us  his 
opinion  on  that  subject ;  but  we  have  had 
various  opinions  put  forward.     According 
to  some  this  surplus  should  go  to  educa- 
tion   in   Ireland.      Now,   if   there  is  one 
thing   more  likely  than   another  to  raise 
bitter  and  violent  contention  in  that  coun- 
try it  would  be  the  throwing  down  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  be  scrambled  for  under 
the  head  of  education.     The  battle  that 
would  take  place  for  this  snrplus  to  be  de- 
voted to  education  would  in  intensity  and 
acerbity  be  fifty  times  greater  than  now 
exists  in  regard  to  the  Church.     There  is 
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10  subject  on  ivlnch  there  is  a  greater  dif- 
[erence  of  opinion,  or  on  which  that  dif- 
Percnce  has  been  expressed  with  more  ac- 
[imony,    than    that   of    public    education. 

hen  it  has  been  suggested  that  the  money 
(hould  be  devoted  to  the  police  of  the  coun- 
;ry;  but  I  apprehend  tliat  such  a  proposal 
[yould  hardly  be  seriously  entertained.  The 
lezt  proposal  is  to  give  it  in  aid  of  the 
boor  rates,  and  that  would  relievo  local 
jaxation  to  a  certain  extent.  Another  pro- 
losal  put  forward  by  some  of  the  clergy  of 
iho  Roman  Catholic  Church  is  that  these 
funds  should  be  capitalized  and  given  to 
clergy  of  various  denominations  to  be  dis- 
posed of  in  what  they  call  alms.  I  cannot 
conceive  any  proposal  that  would  be  more 
["atal  to  everything  we  desire  to  esteem  or 
(reserve  in  Ireland  than  such  a  proposal, 
^hen  another  proposal  was  made,  I  think, 
>y  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
irl'Cullagh  Torrens)  that  this  large  sum 
should  be  disposed  of  in  the  improvement 
)i  land  ;  and  this  seemed  to  meet  the  ap- 
proval of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster 
Mr.  Stuart  Mill) — that  a  large  sum  should 
»e  laid  out  in  the  purchase  of  estates,  to  be 
kfterwards  cut  up  into  farms  —  that  they 
(hould  be  improved,  and  the  loss  should 
»e  borne  by  funds  to  be  derived  from  the 
*evenues  of  the  Established  Church.     The 

lovernment  was  to  enter  into  a  large  spe- 
culative scheme  connected  with  the  land, 
md  it  was  admitted  at  the  outset  that  it 
ikvould    prove    very    unproductive.      These 

ere  the  various  schemes  wliich  have  been 
iroaclied;  nnd  I  believe  that  everv  one  of 
:hern  would  create  more  heart-buiniritr  and 
Ill-will  tiian  the  existence  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  is  alleged  to  have  produced, 
^he  Echeir.e  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
►pposito  (Mr.  Gladstone),  though  rather 
[lazily  shadowed  forth,  was  still  sufficiently 
>rcci.se  to  enable  us  to  understand  itsnicau- 
Ing,  and  it  really  is  nothing  more  nor  less 
[han  a  great  scheme  of  confiscation.  The 
iffect  of  the  plan  would  be  to  leave  two- 
Ihirds  or  three- fifths  of  the  property  to  the 
rish  Church.  That  would  not  be  less  than 
18, 000,000.  By  whom  was  this  great  sum 
lo  be  disposed  of?  Under  whose  care  was 
t  to  bo  placed  ?  Was  it  to  be  allocated 
jo  the  parishes  or  put  into  the  hands  of 
lommissionors?  Or  was  it  to  be  distributed 
imong  the  clergy  of  the  Church  ?  If  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  leaves  £8,000,000 
the  hands  of  the  clergy,  what  becomes 
if  his  principle  of  equality  ?  There  is  ano- 
jher  question  on  which  great  anxiety  must 
»6  felt  by  those   who  wish  to  know  how  I 
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this  scheme  of  confisoation  is  to  be  carried 
out.  If  instantaneous  in  its  operation, 
the  compensation  to  living  interests  must 
swallow  up  the  great  portion  of  the  reve- 
nues. If  you  are  to  allow  existing  interests 
to  dio  out  and  to  effect  changes  on  the 
death  of  those  who  now  hold  office,  by  then 
sequestering  the  property  of  the  Church, 
you  will  get  into  almost  greater  difficulty. 
You  profess  to  begin  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple in  Ireland,  and  allow,  the  members  of 
the  Protestant  Church  to  make  such  ar- 
rangements as  they  may  see  fit  for  the 
celebration  of  worship  ;  but,  at  the  same 
tin^e,  you  allow  revenues  to  go  to  incum- 
bents during  their  life-time,  and  so  yoo  ren- 
der impossible  any  voluntary  arrangement, 
because  that  necessitates  a  large  consolida- 
tion of  parishes.  It  would  be  perfectly 
impossible,  according  to  the  proposal  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  this 
voluntary  arrangement  could  be  earned 
out;  for  it  would  be  impossible  in  the  mtny 
districts  where  the  number  of  Protestants 
is  small,  to  secure  clergymen  of  the  cha- 
racter and  education  they  desire.  There- 
fore, it  appears  to  me  that,  in  this  respecty 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  plan  is  not  only 
cruel,  but  most  ill-advised,  and  would  pre- 
vent the  coming  on  of  that  voluntary  ayt- 
tem  of  which  he  is  the  advocate.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  scheme  also  contemplates 
a  large  system  of  compensation  ;  and  ex- 
perience has  taught  the  House  to  look  with 
suspicion  upon  these  great  systems  of  com* 
pensution.  I  quite  admit  that  if  this 
scheme  is  carried  you  must  propose  com- 
pensntion,  otherwise  you  would  do  the 
grossest  injustice.  Let  me  remind  the 
House  what  this  compensation  will  amount 
to.  There  are  about  450  curates,  most  of 
them  young  men,  who  ought  to  be  compen- 
sated for  the  loss  of  their  future  prospects. 
The  lay  advowsons  are  neorly  one-sixth  of 
the  whole  number  of  livings  in  the  Church, 
and  include  some  of  the  richest;  and  these 
would  swell  the  compensation  to  an  enor- 
mous sum.  On  what  principle  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  reconcile  compensating 
the  lay  proprietors  of  livings  with  forgetting 
the  interests  of  the  Church  at  large,  I  can- 
not understand.  If  the  Church  of  Ireland 
is  to  be  got  rid  of,  on  every  principle  of 
justice  you  are  bound  to  get  rid  of  it  at 
once.  If  you  do  not  make  the  members  of 
the  Church  at  once  enter  into  voluntary 
arrangements,  you  will  commit  the  greatest 
possible  injustice.  As  a  member  of  that 
Church,  I  say,  if  you  are  determined  to 
destroy  it,  it  would   be    much   better  to 
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exocate  it  at  onee  tban  to  put  it  to  death 
bj  a  lingering  prooesa.    I  bavo  never  used 
the  ''garrison  "  argument,  and  have  never 
treated  the  Church  as  a  garrison  in  the 
midst  of  the  people.     On  the  contrary,  I 
beliefo  that  it  is  a  position  it  has  never 
attumed  ;    it  is  one   it   never   ought    to 
aasomo  ;  but  the  overthrow  of  tlie  Church 
will  In  many  districts  eradicate  everything 
ID  the  shape  of  Protestantism.     No  doubt 
that  result  would    recommend    itself    to 
many  hon.  Members,  and  to  many  people 
in  Ireland  ;   but  who  are  the  Protestant 
population  ?     They  are  few,  but  tliey  be- 
JODg  to  a  peculiar  class — one  or  two  squires 
ana  a  few  large  farmers  in  each  district. 
These  men  are  not  able  out  of  their  own 
means  to  establish  the  voluntary  system, 
and  the  effect  will  be  that  these  men  will 
withdraw  themselves  from  the  country,  and 
will  abandon  their  estates.    We  have  heard 
much  of  the  evils  of  absenteeism;  but  the 
immediate  effect  of  disendowment  and  dis- 
establishment will  be  to   create  such  an 
amount  of  absenteeism  as  never  has  been 
seen  before.    Landowners  will  not  sell  their 
estates,  because  they  will  not  for  many  years 
sell  at  their  nominal  value,  which  will  be 
further  depreciated  by  this  change ;   but 
they  will  leave  them  to  be  managed  by 
agents.     They  have  families  to  bring  up, 
and  they  have  settled  in  those  districts  on 
the  faith  that  Parliament  would  maintain 
the  Cburch  that  has  been  established  so 
long  ;  and  those  who  know  thorn  best  sny 
that  they  would  almost  immediately  with- 
draw from  their  estates.     This  class  above 
all  others  is  on  terms  of  amity  and  good-will 
with  the  Roman  Catholic  population.    The 
moat  ardent  Catholic  will  not  say  that  these 
men  have  in   any  way  made   themselves 
offenaive  to  the  mass  of  the  population. 
On  the  contrary,  their  influence  has  been 
aalntary  and  good,  and   they  have  done 
more  than  any  other  class  to  reconcile  the 
people  to  British   rule.     The  removal  of 
this  class  under  the    proposed    arrnnge- 
menta  must  inevitably   result  in   serious 
Ofil.     The  other  day  a  dinner  was  giyen  to 
the  right  hen.  Member  for  Lewes  (Mr. 
Brand),  in  testimony  to  a  course  of  conduct 
in  this  House  which,  I  am  sure,  everyone 
on  thia  aide  of  the  House  highly  appreciates, 
and  on  that   occasion    the   hon.  Member 
spoke  about  the  Irish  Church.     I  quote  it 
aa  a  specimen  of  the  extraordinary  miscon- 
eeptiona  which  prevail  in  this  country  on 
this  anbjeet.    Describing  the  Irish  Church, 
be  aaid — 
"It  la  established  against  the  will  of  the  great 


body  of  the  people  ;  it  is  mainly  supported  by  the 
labour  of  the  many,  who  are  poor,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  few  who  are  rich.  It  has  no  parallel,  so  far 
as  I  know,  in  the  history  of  the  world." 


I  ohallege  the  hon.  Member  to  show  that 
the  labour  of  a  single  poor  man  in  Ireland 
is  charged  a  single  halfpenny  for  the  sup* 
port  of  the  Irish  Church.     The  property 
of  the  Church  is  not  the  property  of  the 
clergy  or  of  the  laity,  but  of  the  Church 
at  large.     It  is  derived  entirely  from  the 
estates  of  the  rich,  and  if  the  Irish  Church 
were  taken  away  to-morrow  not  a  single 
tenant    in   Ireland    would   have   his   land 
cheaper,  and  not  a  single  labourer  would 
be  called  upon  to  pay  a  penny  less  than  he 
does  now.      The   hon.  Member  also  said 
the  Irish  Church  has  no   parallel   in  the 
history  of  the  world.     I  suppose  he  means 
it  has  no  parallel   because  it   is  not  the 
Church  of  the  majority  ;  but  in  Wales  a 
precisely  similar  state  of  things  prevails. 
The  hon.  Member's  third  statement  is  that 
until  this  question  has  been   settled,  dis- 
affection will  continue  to  oxist  in  Ireland, 
and  the  country  will  remain  in  a  chronic 
state    of    insurrection.      [Mr.    Monsell  : 
Hear,  hear  !  ]  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  county  of  Limerick  cheers  that  state- 
ment.    No  one  knows  the  present  state  of 
the  country  better  than  I  do,  and  I  main- 
tain that  Ireland  is  not  in  a  state  of  chronic 
insurrection.     Insurrection  has  been  tried, 
and  has  utterly  failed.     There  is  no  sym- 
pnthy  with  actual  insurrection.      I  believe 
it  will    be  impossible  to    prove  that  that 
amount  of  disaffection  and  discontent  which 
I  admit  does  exist  to  a  great  extent  among 
certain  classes  of  people  can  be  traced   to 
the  existence  of  tho  Irish  Church.     The 
opinion  that  it  can  has   been  challenged 
over  and  over  again  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  and   no    one   has  taken   up   that 
challenge.    No  one  has  attempted  to  prove 
that  Fenianism  and  disaffection  have  any 
connection  with  the  Irish  Church,  although 
there  have  been  man}'  repetitions  of  the 
assertion  that  such  is  the  case.     No  one 
has  attempted  to  connect  Oie  Irish  Church 
with  Fenianism  ;  for  the  latter  comes  from 
America.     If  you  take  the  speeches  of  the 
Fenians  you  find  that  strong  feelings  of  na- 
tionality pervade  them  all  ;  the  past  wrongs 
of  Ireland  and  the  neglect  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  eloquently  and  forcibly  described ; 
Republican  sentiments  and   principles  are 
put  forward ;    hatred    to   England  is  ex- 
pressed in  every  shape  and  form,  and  even 
war  with  England  is  enforced  as  a  duty. 
But  it  is  nowhere  declared  that  the  demo- 
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iition  of  the  Irish  Church  is  one  of  their 

lobjects,  or  that  its  existence  was  one  of 

their  grievances.     I  would  merely  refer  to 

la  remarkable  document  which  was  issued 

Iby  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  the  county 

lof  Mcath,  and  in  which  it  is  declared  that 

Itho  Church  question    is  not  so  important 

las   the    land    question  —  that    the    Irish 

IChurch  might  be  useful  for  a  party  ma- 

jnceufre,  or  for  displacing  a  Government, 

>ut  that  as  for    thinking    that   the  Irish 

IChurch  was  one  of  the  standing  grievances 

|of  Ireland,  it  was  an  entire  mistake.     It 

las  been  said  during  this  debate  that  the 

ixistence  of  the  Established  Church  is  a 

itanding  grievance  to  the  Roman  Catholics, 

jinasmuch  ns  it  brings  to  the  recollection  of 

the  Irish  the  times  of  the  penal  laws,  and 

^hen  oppression  reigned  from  one  end  of 

the  country  to  the  other.      But  let  us  see 

rhat  Mr.  Mitchell  says — 

*'  But  this,  also,  is  nil  past  and  over.     The  very 
>enal  laws,  last  relics  of  tliat  bloody  business,  aro 
rlth  tho  dajs  before  the  Flood.     And,  though  it 
)e  true  tliat  tho  mode  of  planting  this  Established 
'hurch    of  Ireland  —  first  enthroning   a  whole 
lierarchy  of  Archbishops  and  Bishops  and  then 
importing  clergy  for  the  Bishops,  and  parishioners 
^or   tho   clergy  —  vras  of  ail  recorded   apostolic 
lissions  tho   most  preposterous ;  though  tlie  ra- 
)acity  of  those  missionaries  was  too  exorbitant 
ind  their  methods  of  con  version  too  sanguinary  ; 
ret  now,  among  tho  national  institutions,  among 
the  existing  forces  that  make  up  what  we  call  an 
Irish  nation,  tlio  Church,  so  f'lr  as  it  is  a  spiritual 
feacher,  must  positively  be  reckoned.     Its  altars, 
["or  generations,  have  been  served  by  a  devoted 
jody  of  clergy  :    its  sanctuaries  llironged  by  our 
'ountrymen  ;  its  prelates,  tho  successors  of  those 
I'cry  Queen's  iJisliops,  have  been  among  the  most 
[earned    and  pious   ornaments    of  the    Christian 
)!iurch.     Tlieir  stories  are  twined  with  our  his- 
|ory,  their  dust  is  Irish  earth,  and  tlieir  memories 
ire  Ireland's   for  ever.     In   the  little   church  of 
homore,  hard    by    tho    murmuring    Lagan,    lie 
mried  the  bones  of  Jeremy  Taylor  ;  would  Iro- 
Lmd  bo  richer  without  that  grave  ?  In  any  gallery 
»r  illustrious    Irishmen,  Usher   and    Swift   shall 
jot  be   fcMgotten  ;    Derry   and    Cloyno    will  not 
joon    let    tiie    name  of   lierkeley    die  ;    and    tho 
►nely  tower  of  Clongh  Onghter  is  hardly  more 
[iiteresling   to  an  Irishman    as  tho  place  where 
'wen    Roe  breathed    his  last  sigh  than    by    tho 
iprisonment  within    its  walls  of   tho  mild    and 
[xeellent  Bishop  of  Kilmoro.  Sit  mea  aiiima  cum 
^fdello  !     When  Irishmen  consent  to  let  the  past 
lecomo  indeed    history,  not    party   politics,    and 
|egin  to  learn  from  it  the  lessons  of  nmtual  re- 
)ect  and  tolerance,  instead  of  endless  bitterness 
|nd  enmity,  then,  at    last,  this    distracted    land 
lall  see  tho  dawn  of  hope  and  peace,  and  begin 
renew    her  youth  and    rear    her  head  among 
|ie  proudest  of  the  nations." 

ow,  Sir,  we  aro  told  this  proposal  is  made 
tho    interests    of    peace.       Tho    whole 
jountry  sighs — members  of  all  classes  and 
all  creeds  —  for  nothing  so  much    as 
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peace ;  and  I  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend   the  Secretary  of    State   for  the 
Home  Department  that  there  is  no  sacri- 
fice of  opinion  that  he,  or  I,  or  any  Mcni< 
her  of  tho  Government  would  not  be  pre- 
pared to  make,  short  of  an  nhsolute  abne« 
gntion  of  principle,  to  secure  even  partially 
a  result  so  much  desired.      But  we  do  not 
believe  that  these  Resolutions  arc  calcu- 
lated to  carry  peace  to  Ireland.     I  believe 
that  the   struggle   which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  initiated  in  renouncing  all 
his  former  opinions  will  be  both  fierce  and 
long.    I  believe  that  no  one  will  benefit  by 
it  hut  the  bitterest  enemies  of  Ireland  ; 
and  that  its  effect  will  be  to  divide  the 
country  into  two  hostile  camps.      It  will 
tend  rather  to  the  oggravation  of  the  ani- 
mosities, ill-feeling,  and  religious  rancour 
which  are  already  too  rife,  than  to  the  pro- 
motion of  contentment  and   peace.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  hour 
has  arrived,  and  that  he  is  only  obeying  the 
call  of  duty.     I  can  only  say  that  it  is 
most  unfortunate  that   that  call   of  doty 
should  have  sounded  at  the  precise  moment 
when  of  all  others,  for  tho  first  time  during 
thirty-five  years,  it  is  physically  impossible 
that  any  advance  can  be  made  in  dealing 
with  the  question.      There  has   been   no 
moment,   perhaps,  in    our   Parliamentary 
history  when,  it  was  so  entirely  impossible 
to  deal  with  the  Irish  Church.     There  is 
already  so  much  business  before  the  House, 
business  that  must  be  transacted,  if  at  the 
early  part  of  next  year  you  wish  to  appeal 
to   tlio   now    constituencies,   that  there  is 
scarcely   sufficient  time  left  for  us  to  get 
through   it.     Nor  can  I  believe  that  this 
Parliament,  which  is  so  scon  to  cease  to 
exist,  is  ft  body  that  can  satisfactorily  deal 
with  this  question.      I  do  not  deny  that  it 
possesses  the  right ;   but  I  maintain  that 
tho  lime  is  most  inopportune,  and  it  will 
be    impossible  for    a    Parlianjent   with    so 
much  already  to  do  to  deal  with  a  question 
of  this  sort  with  any  probability  of  success. 
A  question  of  such  magnitude  cannot  be 
settled   without  an   appeal   to  the  people, 
and  your  expression  of  opinion  will  in  no 
way  be  binding  on  the  next  Parliament.    I 
oppose  this  Motion  because  I  believo  it  to 
be  premature,  because  I  think  it  will  lead 
to  much  strife,  and  because  I  know  that 
you  have  not  tho  information  necessary  for 
tho  discussion  of  a  subject  which,  in  my 
opinion,  could  not  in  any  case  bo  satisfac- 
torily settled  during  tho  present  Session, 
I  feel  it  my   duty,  therefore,  in  common 
with  my  Colleagues,  to  give  mj  opposition 
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to  Resolatious  which  I  cannot  but  regard 
M  factious  and  mischievous. 

Colonel  GRBVILLE-NUGENT  said, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  proposals  of  the 
Oofernmcnt  were  nt  all  adequate  to  meet 
the  serious  state  of  things  that  existed. 
The  great  evil  in  Ireland  was  the  religious 
ascendancy  of  a  small  minority  over  the 
rest  of  the  nation.  The  only  cure  was  the 
establishment  of  religious  equality.  When 
it  was  stated  that  the  existence  of  the 
Irish  Church  was  not  regarded  by  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  population  as  a  grievance, 
and  when  it  was  sought  to  prove  this  asser- 
tion by  showing  that  there  was  not  much 
complaint  made  in  Ireland  agninst  the 
Establishment,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  Irish  people  had  not  forgotten 
what  took  place  thirty  years  ago,  when 
tliey  attempted  to  agitate  the  question. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  Irish  people  be- 
lieved that  if  they  agitated  they  would  be 
punished  ;  and  though  they  also  knew  that 
if  they  remained  quiet  their  attitude  would 
be  construed  into  indifference,  they  pre- 
ferred the  latter  alternative  to  the  former. 
The  Church  Estahlishmcnt  in  Ireland  vio- 
lated the  very  principle  of  an  Establishment, 
for  it  had  nothing  in  common  with  the 
great  body  of  the  people,  who  refused  to 
receive  its  teaching.  It  had  not  answered 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  intended.  It 
had  not  converted  the  Irish  people  to  the 
religion  which  it  taught;  but  it  had  the 
effect  of  alienating  their  minds  from  the 
State,  and  from  the  belief  which  was  sup- 
ported by  the  aid  of  the  State.  In  fact, 
while  it  had  not  made  them  Protestants,  it 
had  made  them  bad  citizens.  The  noble 
Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (the 
Earl  of  Mayo)  had  said  that  they  must  be- 
ware lest  they  alienated  an  influential  class, 
bound  to  this  country  by  a  sacred  tie ;  but 
he  should  like  to  know  what  peculiar  tie 
bound  that  class  more  than  any  other  to 
this  eoontry  ?  It  appeared  to  him  that  if 
the  Government  evinced  a  disposition  to  do 
justice  to  all  parties,  they  would  hear  few 
eoiDplaints  from  Ireland.  Lord  Corn wal lis, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Union,  had 
left  on  record  his  opinion  of  the  party 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  said  had  such 
peculiar  claims  on  the  country.  Lord 
Cornwallis's  opinion  was,  that  if  the  Minis- 
ter of  tlie  Crown  mistook  that  violent  and 
prejudieed  party  for  the  people,  and  threw 
himself  into  tlieir  hands,  no  advantage 
would  be  derived  from  the  Union.  Justice 
inut  1m  done  to  all,  and  no  one  bad  a  right 


to  complain  when  equality  alone  was  asked 
for.  In  the  Quarterly  Review  of  January 
there  appeared  an  article  upon  Ireland, 
one  passage  in  which  made  a  great  im- 
pression upon  him.  The  writer  observed 
that  Ireland  was  the  problem  of  problems 
to  the  English  statesmen.  In  its  future, 
the  future  of  our  Empire,  of  our  race,  of 
our  civilization  was  wrapped  up ;  and  it 
was  to  be  feared  we  did  not  sufficiently 
estimate  the  enormous  interval  between 
our  relations  to  Ireland  and  those  towards 
the  dearest  and  most  favoured  dependency 
of  the  British  Crown.  What  Parliament 
had  refused  to  Ireland  it  had  fully  granted 
to  Canada.  The  Irish  Church  was  an  in- 
stitution for  the  preservation  of  which  the 
penal  laws  had  been  enacted,  and  it  was 
consequently  associated  in  the  eyes  of  the 
people  with  oppression  :  and  as  long  as  that 
Church  remained  it  was  impossible  for  them 
to  turn  their  backs  on  the  past — which  they 
all  desired  to  forget » or  look  with  hopo 
to  the  future.  The  postponement  of  Par- 
liamentary Reform  for  Ireland  would  be  a 
misfortune ;  but  to  postpone  dealing  with 
the  question  of  the  Irish  Church  would  ho 
a  calamity  ;  for  such  a  course  would  con- 
vinco  the  Irish  people  of  the  insincerity  of 
British  statesmen  and  of  the  indisposition 
of  that  House  to  do  them  justice.  It  would 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  enemies  of 
England,  add  to  the  hopes  of  those  whose 
eyes  were  turned  towards  the  West,  and 
increase  ten-fold  the  difficulties  of  those  who 
had  some  influence  ^ith  the  people,  and 
who  endeavoured  to  keep  them  within  the 
lines  of  the  Constitution,  and  to  persuade 
them  to  look  to  that  House  for  the  redress 
of  grievances.  It  was  necessary  that  the 
House  should  act  in  this  matter  now ;  for 
unless  something  was  done  in  the  present 
Session  the  people  of  Ireland  would  not  be 
convinced  of  the  determination  of  the 
House  to  do  them  justice.  It  had  been 
said  that  there  were  Leaders  in  that  House 
*'  who  would  not  lead,  and  followers  who 
would  not  follow  ;"  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
had  shown  himself  to  be  a  Leader  who  would 
lead,  and  he  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  find  the  greot  party  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  to  be  fol- 
lowers who  would  follow.  But  if  that  were 
not  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  any 
rate,  would  in  the  next  Parliament,  elected 
by  the  new  constituencies,  be  supported  by 
a  large  majority,  who  would  triumphantly 
carry  this  question  of  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church  to  a  successful  issue. 
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Sir  CHARLES  LANTON  said,  he  was 
unable  to  express  to  the  House  with  what 
indignntion  the  Resolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  been  received  by  his  con- 
stituents, and  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
I  generally.  Belfast  had  long  been  remark- 
able for  its  loyalty  and  its  endeavours  to 
put  down  sedition.  Could  it  be  that  the 
House  would  recompense  that  attachment 
to  the  Throne  by  the  destruction  of  that 
which  those  loyal  people  valued  so  highly  ? 
I  Viewing  the  question  without  the  violent 
political  prejudices  of  some  persons,  he  sin- 
Icerely  believed  it  was  merely  a  sentimental 
I  grievance.  The  Resolutions  would  substi- 
tute for  it  a  substantial  grievance.  The 
I  destruction  of  tho  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland  was  merely  another  step  gained  in 
the  ladder  of  Roman  Catholic  ascendancy, 
and  would  be  followed  by  other  agitations. 
In  1826  Dr.  Doyle  said  that,  if  Roman 
Catholic  Emancipation  were  conceded,  Ire- 
land would  become  contented  and  happy; 
but  what  had  been  the  history  of  the 
country  ever  since  ?  What  did  the  famous 
Limerick  Declaration  say  ?  He  could  not 
jrefrain  from  reading  one  or  two  extracts — 

''A  land  tenure  will  accomplish  something' 
■removal  of  the  Protestant  ascendancy,  bj  placing 
Itho  Protestant  Church  iu  the  same  position  before 
Ithe  State  as  tho  Catholic  Church,  will  accomplish 
Imuch  ;  equality  in  education,  and  the  removal  of 
Ithe  anomaly  of  giving;  a  freedom  of  education  on 
Ithe  condition  of  people  giving  up  freedom,  will  do 
lits  Rharo,  and  we  will  hail  any  and  all  of  them 
[with  thankfulness  ;  but  wo  feel  bound  to  say  that, 
Iwhen  all  of  them  have  been  granted,  safety  from 
Iforeign  danger,  perfect  development  of  home  re- 
Isources,  and  we  repeat,  above  all,  the  heart  of  this 
[country  will  require  nationality." 

The  explanation  of  that  nationality 
Iwns  given  in  a  concluding  paragraph,  as 
Ifoliows  : — 

"  The  very  nature  of  the  remedies  required  to 
Imakc  Ireland  rich  and  contented  renders  it  im- 
Ipossible  for  a  British  Parlinment  to  adopt  and  ap- 
Iply  them  ;  and,  besides  that,  homo  aspirations 
land  the  plea  for  Irish  intervention  from  abroad 
lean  never  be  met  unless  by  restoring  Ireland  her 
Inationality,  re-establishing  the  Sovereign  and  the 
JLords  and  Commons  of  Ireland." 

No  concessions,  he  maintained,  would 
Isntisfy  Ireland  except  the  granting  of  this 
nationality.  In  1826  tho  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy  declared  on  their  oaths  that  they 
would  not  exercise  any  privilege  to  which 
they  were  or  might  become  entitled  to 
weaken  or  disturb  tho  Protestant  religion 
and  Government  establibhcd  in  Ireland  ; 
but  now  their  Bishops  demanded  the  disen- 
|dowment  of  the  Established  Church  of 
Colonel  GrevilU-Nugmt 


that  country  as  an  indispensable  condition 
of  '*  social  peace  and  stability,"  Could 
any  one  doubt  that  the  result  of  passing 
the  Resolutions  now  before  the  House 
must  be  the  repeal  of  the  Union  between 
England  and  Ireland  ?  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances, was  it  well  to  destroy  the 
*'  garrison  ''  that  had  been  so  often  referred 
to,  and  which  had  hitherto  succeeded 
against  all  assaults  iu  maintaining  inviolate 
that  Union  between  the  two  countries,  on 
which  their  prosperity  depended.  Earl 
Russell  said  it  would  be  politically  injurious 
to  destroy  the  Established  Church,  because 
it  would  alienate  from  England  many  of 
the  most  loyal  men,  who  were  fondly  at- 
tached to  that  Institution.  It  was  often 
urged  that  the  feelings  of  the  majority 
should  regulate  the  action  of  that  House, 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  a  very 
large  majority  of  Protestants  existed  in 
the  North  of  Ireland.  In  the  oouniieB  of 
Antrim,  Armagh,  Down,  Tyrone,  Fer- 
manogh,  and  Derry  alone,  which  formed 
the  principal  portion  pf  Ulster,  there  were 
1,400,000  inhabitants,  of  whom  825,000 
were  Protestants  and  575,000  Roman 
Catholics  ;•  so  that  in  those  six  counties 
the  former  were  45  per  cent  in  excess  of 
the  latter.  He  admitted  that  many  of 
these  Protestants  were  Presbyterians;  but 
they  sympathized  with  the  Episcopalians, 
and  were  as  much  interested  as  they  were 
in  the  present  Resolutions.  Having  quoted 
the  opinion  of  the  late  Mr.  Justice  Shee, 
a  Roman  Catholic,  in  support  of  the  rights 
and  position  of  tho  Established  Church, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  next  cited  the  authority 
of  Lord  Plunket,  the  greatest  Whig  lawyer 
that  Ireland  ever  produced,  and  the  able 
advocate  of  the  Emancipation  Act.  Lord 
Plunket  said — 

"If  tho  Protestant  Establishment  of  Ireland 
were  destroyed,  the  very  foundations  of  public  m- 
curity  would  be  shaken,  the  connections  lH:tween 
England  and  Ireland  dissolved,  and  the  an- 
nihilation of  private  property  must  follow  the 
ruin  of  the  property  ot  the  Church.  The 
two  countries  must  be  separated  before  the  Es- 
tablishment can  be  abandoned." 

Again  he  said — 

"  I  consider  the  safety  of  the  State  as  essentially 
interwoven  with  the  integrity  of  the  Establish- 
ment. Uho  Established  religion  is  the  child  of 
freedom.  Our  civil  and  religious  liberties  would 
each  of  them  lose  much  of  their  security  if  they 
wore  not  so  deeply  indented  each  with  the  other. 
The  Church  need  not  be  apprehensive.  It  is  a 
plant,  the  growth  of  300  years ;  it  has  struck  its 
roots  into  the  centre  of  the  State,  and  notbiag 
short  of  a  political  earthquake  can  overtorn  it. 
While  the  State  is  safe,  it  must  be  so.     The  Pre 
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tfliUnt  nligion  in  Ireland  was  perpetuallj  incor-  ' 
pornted  at  the  Union.  It  forms  a  part  of  the 
randamental,  unalterable  law  of  the  Empire.  The 
pouessionB  of  the  Protestant  clergy  are  their  ab- 
•olate  property,  secured  to  them  as  sacredly  as 
the  private  possessions  of  any  individual  are  se- 
cured to  him.  To  subvert  the  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment is  to  subvert  the  State.  I  will  maintain 
that  the  property  of  the  Church  is  as  sacred  as 
any  other/' 


»» 


The  hoD.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Captain 
White)  the  other  night  attributed  to  the 
atceDclaney  of  the  Irish  Church  the  riots 
which  he  snid  periodically  made  the  streets 
of  Belfast  flow  with  Irish  blood  ;  but  that 
was  B  great  exaggeration,  and  the  true 
cause  of  those  disturbances  was  the  partial 
administration  of  the  law  by  Liberal  Go- 
fernments.  Let  him  contrast  the  expense 
incurred  in  maintaining  the  peace  in  two 
conn  ties  of  nearly  equal  population,  the 
one  situated  in  the  North,  the  other  in  the 
South  of  Ireland.  He  would  refer  to  the 
county  of  Down  with  237,000  inhabitants, 
and  the  county  of  Tipperary,  with  249,000. 
In  the  first- named  county  there  wore  262 
constabulary,  who  were  maintained  at  an 
annual  charge  of  £15,000,  whereas  in 
Tipperary  the  number  of  constabulary  was 
1,009,  and  the  sum  required  to  support 
tbem  was  £50,000  per  nnnum.  He  so- 
lemnly trusted  that,  for  the  honour  of  the 
country,  no  such  injustice  would  be  inflicted 
upon  the  Protestants  as  was  proposed  in 
the  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Lanco8hire« 

Sir  THOMAS  LLOYD  said,  that  he  did 
not  regard  this  question  as  one  of  party, 
and  no  party  consideration  would  influence 
his  Tote.  It  was  an  undoubted  fact  that  the 
Irish  Church  was  felt  in  Ireland  as  a 
grief ance;  and  if  ho  did  not  believe  that 
Mr.  Gladstone's  Resolutions  met  that 
grie? ance  or  thought  that  they  were  framed 
to  attain  personal  objects,  he  would  not 
fote  for  them.  An  analogy  had  been  at- 
tempted to  be  drawn  between  the  Irish 
Established  Church  and  the  Established 
Church  in  Wales,  but,  speaking  from  his 
own  experience,  he  could  inform  the  House 
that  no  such  analogy  existed,  because  in 
bit  part  of  the  kingdom  the  Nonconformists 
SQpported  their  own  churches  only,  and 
those  who  belonged  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land were  content  to  worship  in  chapels 
which  they  built  themseWes.  The  Non- 
confonnists  were  very  numerous  in  Wales, 
bat  the  Church  of  England  was  respected 
by  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  that 
eoiiDtry;  moreofert  the  Established  Church 
■Bd  tlM  Diiaenten  were  connected  by  the 


bond  of  a  common  reformed  Faith.    With 
respect  to  the  observations  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men that  the  existence  of  the  Irish  Church 
was  a  sentimental  grievance,  he  reminded 
the  House  that  nothing  was  stronger  than 
a  sentiment  of  nationality;  and  they  had 
recently  seen  in  foreign  countries  peoples 
who  had  been  ground  down  for  centuries, 
animated  by  a  spirit  of  nationality,  rise  and 
assert  the  independence  of  their  country. 
As  a  Welshman,  he  felt  he  owed  a  debt  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.     It  was  from  Mil- 
ford   Haven  in  Pembrokeshire — a  county 
with  which  he  was  specially  connected  by 
property  and   ancestry — that  Strongbow, 
Earl  of  Pembroke,  started  upon  the  con- 
quest of  Ireland.      The  badge  of  conquest 
would,  he  hoped,  to-night  be  effaced.      He 
would  say  to  the  people  of  Ireland  "  Let 
there  be  no  strife  between  you  and  us,  for 
we  be  brethren."     In  his  opinion,  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Irish  Church  would 
be  a  concession  which  would  be  gratefully 
received  in  Ireland  ;  and  on  that  ground  he 
should  vote  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Viscount  HAMILTON  said,  that  with 
a  few  words  by   way  of  explanation,  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs.      The  time   was   inopportune  for 
any  such  a  measure  as  was  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Gladstone).    A  Commission  of  Inquiry  was 
at  present  sitting  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Irish  Church.     The  Report  of  that  Com- 
mission was  anxiously  looked  forward  to, 
and  would  shortly  be  before  the   House ; 
and    to  such   modifications   and   improve- 
ments as  were  suggested  by  the  Commis- 
sioners he  would  be  prepared  to  give  his 
most   earnest  consideration.      He    would, 
however,   listen  to  no  suggestion  for  the 
destruction  of  one  of  our  most  venerable 
institutions.      Whether  he  looked  at  the 
time  or  the  circumstances,  the  matter  or 
the  furm,  the  spirit  or  intention  of  the  Re- 
solutions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
should  give  them  his  inflexible  opposition. 
The  question  was  one  of  universal  impor- 
tance to  Ireland  ;  but  connected,   as   he 
was,  by  property,  residence,   and   feeling 
with  the  North  of   Ireland,  he  might  be 
excused  if  he  confined  his  observations  to 
the  province  of  Ulster.      He  asserted  that 
the  English  Church  in  Ireland  was  a  bless- 
ing to  the  community  at  large,  and  an  ad- 
vantage, instead  of  an  injury,  to  the  Roman 
Catholics.      That  this   was  their  opinion 
was  proved  by  the  cordiality  and  good- will 
which  the  warm-hearted  peaaantry  of  that 
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>untrj — e?ei]  the  poorest  man  in  the  land 

•Bhowed  to  the  clergy  of  the  Protestant 

|hurch.     It  had  heen  argued  that  Protes- 

intism  was  a  failure  in  Ireland ;  hut  facts 

[roved  the  very  reverse.     Hon.  Members 

light  remember  in  the  last  chapter  of  Mr. 

'roude's  History  of  England  a  picture  of 

he  state  of  Ulster  at  the  period  to  which 

|is  history  referred — the  savage  manners 

id  barbarous  condition  of  the  people,  the 

lloody  feuds  of  rival  chieftains,   and  the 

leneral  insecurity   of   life    and    property. 

he  regeneration   which  had  taken  place 

lad  been  the  result  of  the  beneficent  in- 

[iience  of  Protestantism.     It  was  untruly 

lid  that  England  instituted  one   set   of 

IW8  for  herself  and  another  for  Ireland. 

'he  first  Parliament  summoned  by  James 

If  Scotland  consisted  of  220  members,  100 

If  whom  were  Roman  Catholic  Gentlemen. 

[ow  did  the  Church  of  Ulster  obtain  the 

Julk  of  the  property  which  formed  its  glebes 

|nd  estates  ?      By  the  same  grants    and 

itlO'deeds  by  which  the  nobility  and  gentry 

If  Ireland   obtained  their  property.     The 

itter  would  consider  this  assault  on  the 

lights  of  the  Church  as  a  direct   attack 

]pon  their  own  property  and  rights.     All 

ne  conditions   imposed  by  the    Commis- 

lioners  for  the  plantation  of  Ulster  had 

)een  fulfilled.     Houses  had  been  built,  the 

md  had  been  cultivated,  and  the  Gospel 

lad  been  preached.     The  country  did  not 

Ihen  possess  more  than  fifty  civilians  ;  it 

lupported    at    the    present    moment   more 

ban  200,000  industrious  people.     By  what 

light  or  law  did  the  rijjht  hon.  Gentleman 

►ropose  to  seize  the  property  of  the  Church? 

'or  himself,  he  would  make  common  cause 

ith  the  people  and  gentry  of  the  North  of 

Ireland  in  resisting  so  revolutionary  a  pro- 

losal.     At  the  same  time  he  was  ready  to 

;ive  to  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  the  same 

idvantages  in  regard  to  glebes  which  the 

'rotestant  clergy   possessed.      The  right 

lion.  Member  for  Lewes  (Mr.  Brand)  was 

peported  to  have  said,  on  a  recent  occasion 

elsewhere,  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  was 

^he  Church  of  an  insignificant  minority.  If 

the  right    hon.    Gentleman   had  read   the 

[listory  of  Ireland,   he  would   have  found 

^hat    this  insignificant    minority    included 

len  who  had  ruled  in  the  Councils  of  the 

itate,  who  had   led  armies  to  battle,  and 

;urned  battles  into  victories.     A  great  deal 

had  been  said  about  the  Act  of  Union,  and 

|ie  wished  to  add  something  about  the  Act 

\{  Settlement.      In  the  great  conflict  in 

rhich  Strafford  was  concerned,  the  Roman 

latholics  combined  with  the  Puritans  for 

Vucount  HamiUon 


the  purpose  of  impeaching  Strafford.    The 
Puritans  and  the  Roman  Catholics  after- 
wards quarrelled,  and  Cromwell,  who  over- 
threw the   State  and  the  Church,  crushed 
the  Roman  Catholics  to  the  earth.     Their 
nobility   were   turned   out  of  Parliament, 
were  banished,  and  became  wanderers  over 
the  face  of  the  earth.     The  Protestants 
passed  the  Act  of  Settlement,  and  these 
expatriated  Roman  Catholic  noblemen  were 
restored   to  their  properties  by    the  first 
Cavalier  of  the   day,  and  the  staunobest 
Protestant   in   the  land  —  the   Dake    of 
Ormond.     And  while  the  properties  of  in- 
dividuals were   restored,  the   property  of 
the  Church  was  also  replaced.     The  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the   Member  for   South 
Lancashire  now  proposed  to  do  what  no 
revolutionist  had  yet  succeeded  in  doing — 
to  repeal  the  Act  of  Union,  to  break  down 
the  Act  of  Settlement,  and  to  oproot  the 
plantation   of    Ulster.      That    plantation 
could  not  be  charged  with  failure.     The 
towns  there  had  never  lost  their  popula- 
tion, though  in  other  parts  of  the  country 
the  population,  unhappily,  had  fallen  off. 
And  yet  it  was  from  these  successful  dis- 
tricts that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  take  away  a  cherished  institution.     Fe- 
nianism  had  existed  in  Ireland  for  the  last 
four  years;  but  it  found  no  congenial  aoil 
in   Ulster.     The  loyalty  and  quietude  of 
the  population  there  enabled  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  away  both  troops  and  police, 
and  send    them   South  to  the   disaffected 
districts.      And  what  had  been  their  re- 
ward ?     Why,    the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
basing  his  proposals  upon  the  existence  of 
this    very   Fcnianism,    proposed   to  strike 
down  the  Church  to  which  those  loyal  men 
were  so  deeply  attached.     Our  policy  for 
Ireland  should   be,  not  to  destroy,  but  to 
build  up.     We  should  not  inflame  and  en- 
rage the  minds  of  one  section  of  the  com- 
munity against  another.     He  trusted  that 
the  commotion  that  had  been  excited  would 
soon  cease  ;  that  one  party  would  vie  with 
another  for  their  country*s  good  ;  that  rich 
absentees  would  return  to  the  land  which 
nourished  them  ;  and  that  we  should  hear 
no  more  of  absentee  landlords.     He  hoped 
that  the  coming  auspicious  visit  would  be 
the  commencement  of  a  new  era,  and  that 
we   might  soon  find   Ireland   united  and 
happy,  and  forming  as  contented  a  people 
as  could  be  found  in  any  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  :  At  a  much  earlier 
period  of  this  debate,  Sir,  I  should  have 
attempted  to  catch  your  ejOi  and|  with 
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the  permission  of  the  House,  to  hare  put 
forward   some  arguments    on   this   great 
and  most  important  subject.     I  was  pre- 
TOnted,  however,  by  one   of   those  acci- 
dents  to   wliich   we  are   all    liable,   and 
which  makes  it  impossible  now  that  I  can 
long    trespass  on   the    attention    of    the 
House.     But,  having  had  the  privilege  of 
taking  some  part  in  the  government  and 
administration  of  the  aflfairs  of  Ireland,  I 
feel  that  I  should  be  wanting  in  what  a 
tense  of  duty  prescribes  to  me  if  I  were 
not  to  express  briefly  the  opinions  which  I 
entertain  upon  this  question.     I  am  anx- 
ious, also,  with  the  permission  of  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  opposite,  to  address   to 
him  a  few  observations.      In  the  recent 
ipeeeh  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  he  called  upon  us 
fery  emphatically  to  join  in  putting  a  clear 
and  intelligible  issue  before  the  body  of 
our  countrymen  who  will  have  the  decision 
of  this  question  in  their  hands  at  the  hust- 
ings ;  I  am  most  desirous  to  close  with  that 
proposol  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.     But  if 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  been 
present  when  the  powerful  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr. 
Coleridge)  was  delivered,  he  would   have 
heard  in  the  most  perspicuous  form  from 
him,    whati   indeed,   he  could    not    have 
failed  to  gather  from  some  speeches  upon 
his  own  side  of   the  House  as   well   as 
onrtv  that  there  is  something  wanting  in 
tliia  debate,  in  order  that  the  now  constitu- 
eney — to  whom,  we  are  told  this  question 
is  to  be  relegated — may  have  before  them 
a  clear  and  decisive  issue  upon  which  they 
ean  pronoooce.     We  had  the  pleasure,  in 
this  debate,  of  hearing  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs, 
and  likewise — to  me  it  was  a  great  plea- 
sure— of  hearing  from  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Seeretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, arguments  and  sentiments  which, 
though  I  differ  from  his  conclusions,  and 
disaent  from  his  arguments,  I  yet  rejoiced 
to  hear  expressed  with  all  the  eloquence 
whieh  aineere  conviction  imparts,  in  lan- 
guage of  clearness,  of  spirit,  and  of  power. 
We  have  also  heard  a  speech   from  my 
noble  Friend  who  is  principally  responsible 
for  the  government  of  Irelaud,  to  which 
we  listened  with  the  respect  and  attention 
that  belong  to  his  high  character,  and  to 
the  ofBee  which  he  holds.     Well,  have  we 
gathered  from  these  three  voices  any  clear 
and  intelligible  issue  ?     From   n\j  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affair*  we  understood  that  the  policy  of 


the  Government  consisted  in  the  re-distri- 
bution of  the  funds  of  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland,  not  within  the  circle  of 
the  Established  Church,  but  beyond  and 
outside  of  it.  We  understood  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  in  that  clear 
and  emphatic  language  which  he  possesseSi 
that  he,  at  least,  would  not  consent  to  any- 
thing but  re<distribution  within  the  circle 
of  the  Established  Church  ;  while,  from 
the  noble  Earl,  who  is  chiefly  responsible 
for  the  Irish  Government,  we  understood 
that  the  Government  have  a  policy  which 
consists  in  **  levelling  upwards."  The  pre- 
cise meaning  of  that  phrase  I  do  not  un- 
derstand ;  but  I  presume  it  means  the  pre- 
servation to  the  Church  of  all  its  existing 
property,  and  the  application  to  other 
sources — and  those,  I  presume,  the  Ufual 
sources — for  the  funds  out  of  which  other 
endowments  are  to  bo  provided.  Now, 
these  three  statements  are  irreconcilnble 
with  each  other;  and  I  venture  to  place 
them  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
order  that  before  the  debate  closes,  we 
may  have  the  advantage  of  a  statement 
from  the  highest  authority  as  to  what  is 
the  real  policy  and  view  of  the  Government. 
In  an  earlier  debate,  which  we  had  upon 
this  subject,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  al- 
though he  did  not  adhere  to  the  language 
of  his  memorable  speech  in  ]  844,  yet  de- 
clared that  he  adhered  to  the  general  senti- 
ments which  that  speech  expressed.  I  was 
glad  to  hear  that  expression;  for  that  speech 
contains  sentiments  in  which  we  cordially 
concur,  and  shall  be  delighted,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  adheres  to  them,  to  give 
him  all  the  support  and  assistance  in  our 
power.  But  that  speech  appears  to  me 
to  bo  directly  at  variance  with  the  recent 
letter  addressed  by  the  ri/;ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  noble  Earl,  who  is  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Constitutional  Association,  and 
we,  therefore,  think  we  have  a  right  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  favour  us, 
in  the  remarks  he  is  about  to  make,  with  a 
clear  and  intelligible  statement  as  to  what 
really  are  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. If  the  House  will  allow  me,  I  will 
very  briefly  indicate  the  view  which  I  am 
desirous  of  giving  effect  to.  I  think  that 
no  one  can  take  any  part  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  affairs  in  Ireland,  if  he  has 
before  been  a  stranger  to  that  country, 
without  feeling  that  the  moment  he  crosses 
the  Channel,  he  is  placed  in  circumstances 
for  which  all  his  acquaintance  with  Eng- 
land|  and  it  may  be  with  Scotland,  leaves 
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atittrelj  tliiMpifsd.      Whether  his 
\ij  be  the  oonoiiet  of  pablie  affaire,  or 
lether  he  iniiei  ie  prirate  eoeiety,  there 
the  broadest  contrast  between  what  he 
behind  him  and  what  he  finds  in  Ire- 
id.    The  Rhone  and  the  Ar?e  are  not 
Ire  marked  iA  their  ehannel  by  the  bine 
Iters  of  the  one,  and  the  snow-coloured 
Uers  of  the  other,  than  are  the  Ro- 
\Tk  Catliolie  and  Protestant  populations 
Ireland.     Do  what  yon  will  yon  can- 
ft  fuse  them ;  and  if  yon  will  aik  yonr- 
Ifes  what  is  the  eanse  of  this  differ- 
|ee,  yon  immediately  pereeire  that  to 
lioh  yon  are  perfeet  strangers  in  this 
mtry  —  an  vneasy  sense  of  saperiority 
ffore   the   law  on   the   one  lide,  and 
equally  uneasy  sense  of  inferiority  on 
other.    Does  this  arise  from  the  pos- 
ksion  of  property  f    Ton  hsTe  Catholic 
idlords  and  Protestant  landlords,  Oatholic 
lants  and  Protestant  tenantSi  Catholic 
irohants  and  Protestant  merchants.  The 
rerence,  then,  does  not  arise  from  any 
rision  in  the  orditiarjr  pursuits  of  life, 
it  arise  from  any  determination  on 
part  of  the  Qofemment  to  show  fafour 
the  one  and  withhold  it  from  the  other  f 
I  I  folly  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
nte  (the  Earl  of  Mayo)  that  the  pre- 
it  Lord  Lieutenant  is  a  popular  Lord 
leutentanttf  and  that  his  administration  is 
te  from  partiality.     I  do  not  charge  on 
mtlemen  opposite  any  more  than  I  should 
|cept  such  a  charge  with  regard  to  us, 
it  favour  is  shown  to  the  Protestants  at 
expense  of  the  Catholics.    What,  then, 
Ithe  cause  ?     Trace  it  back  to  its  origin, 
|d   you  will   find   that   the   Established 
lurch  of  Ireland  is  at  once  the  symbol 
Id   cause  of    the  division.      It  was  es- 
Hished   as  a    mark   of    superiority  by 
mry  VIII.    Protestant  historians  record 
it,  at  that  time,  it  was  regarded  by  the 
;her  classes  as  a  mark  of  the  invaders' 
[periority,  while  by  the  lower  classes  it 
\%  regarded  as  anti  national.    Proteslant- 
I,  in  defiance  of  one  of  its  first  and  mo9t 
[portent  principles,  offered  its  ministra- 
ms  to  the  people  in  a  language  they  could 
It   understand.      Then,  in    the   time  of 
[izubeth,  the  Church  was  established  by 
Parliament  in  which  the  Catholic  Peers, 
10  were  in  the  majority  in   the  Upper 
lamber,    were  overcome   by  Protestant 
Ishops  ;  while  in  the  Lower  House  we 
Id    representatives    summoned    for    ten 
junties  only.     The  rest,  which  made  up 
number  seventy-six,  being  citizens  and 
[rgesses  of  those  towns  in  which  the 
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Royal  authority  was  preddiiiteitti  That 
being  its  origin,  what  has  been  its  coarse 
and  history  f  It  has  had  able  and  emi- 
nent ttieti ;  and  of  late  years,  I  freely 
admit,  for  I  have  the  honour  of  an  ac- 
quaintance with  many  6f  them,  nothing 
eonid  exceed  the  virtue  and  eieellenee  of 
their  charaoter.  But  whether  in  the  etil 
time,  or  whether  in  the  time  when  a  tiiere 
active  spirit  has  pr^ailed  amonf  the  oleivyi 
its  history  is  one  and  the  dame— if  reinams 
the  Church  of  the  few  for  #hoiii  it  was  estab- 
lished, and  the  many  who  were  without  its 
pale  at  the  commencement  are  without  it 
still.  le  this  just,  or  politic,  or  neeeesaiy  t 
Semi-persecution  cannot  be  wise  |  real  per- 
secution, however  odiouf  and  leteatable* 
may  aeeomplish  its  objedt.  It  haa  hMted 
out  Proteltantism  A«m  SiMiili  iki  c^ber 
countries,  aad  by  that  eonre*  yetf  ndght 
succeed.  But  is  it  reasbnable  to  atfppoi^ 
that  you  ean  admit  Roman  Oithelietf  te 
the  highest  offices  of  the  8tate«  fbal  yitt 
ean  eonduet  the  GtovemmeDt  threugk  Re- 
man Catholics  as  well  as  PMeaMitij  tlttki 
Roman  Catholid  Judges  and  JA;M«i  itiy 
administer  the  law,  and  yet  ^Batli  tk| 
most  important  respeet  of  iMs  ftfi  Aw  !#• 
fuse  them  the  privilege  of  eqittfitjr  ?  Wh^v 
the  thing  is  impossible.  If  Ml  kMi  eiW- 
quently  asked  whether  wi  abetdd  asbmlt 
to  it,  or  whether  any  of  odr  Moniei  inNM 
do  so  f  Now,  we  have  a  ease  in  point  la 
our  most  important  colony.  There  was 
a  Church  Establishment  in  Canada,  and 
when  you  gave  Canada  a  free  Government 
you  endeavoured  to  retain  that  Bstablish« 
ment.  Did  you  succeed?  No;  after  a 
very  few  years  you  were  compelled  to  make 
over  to  Canada  the  power  of  dealing  aa 
tliey  pleased  with  the  provision  for  thcnr 
clergy.  Tlien  we  hear  arguments  about 
the  Act  of  Union.  Now,  what  is  that  but 
to  tell  Ireland  how  much  better  it  wonld  be 
if  she  were  a  colony  ;  for  then  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Church  would  be  made  over  to 
her  ?  Who  can  doubt  that  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment elected  by  such  a  constituency  aa  yon 
have  given  to  Canada  and  Australia  would 
soon  put  an  end  to  this  institution  f  Are 
you  prepared  to  tell  Ireland  that  by  virtue 
of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  that  alone,  this  in* 
stitution  is  maintained  ?  Wonld  Scotland 
endure  it?  Remember  the  eloquent  lan- 
guage in  which  Lord  Macanlay  desoribea 
the  effect  of  the  Union  with  Scotland. 
He  tells  you  that  if  you  had  carried  into 
Scotland  the  principle  you  adopted  in  Ire- 
laud,  the  Union,  instead  of  being  a  aonroe 
of  strength,  would  have  Vmi  a  mmm  ef 
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weaknesii  and  thAt  the  power  whieh  Scot- 
land postessed  would  have  been  not  an 
addition  to  the  power  of  England,  but  a 
dedaetion  from  it ;  in  which  case  England 
woold  not  hate  held  hor  present  higli  place 
in  the  eatimation  of  the  world.  He  closes 
with  these  memorable  words, — "  One  such 
Chnreh  "  (as  the  Irish)  '*  is  enough  for 
the  energies  of  any  Empire.  "  I  think  it 
was  not  right  to  raise  this  question  until 
the  time  had  arriyed  when  there  was  a 
poBsibilitj  of  arriving  at  a  satisfoctory  con- 
elasion,  and  I  believe  there  is  now  that 
possibilitj.  The  noble  Earl  the  Chief  So- 
eretary  for  Ireland  said  there  was  never 
an  occasion  since  the  Reform  Bill  when 
there  was  so  little  prospect  of  bringing  a 
qveition  of  this  kind  to  a  satisfactory  con- 
closion.  I  venture  to  differ  from  him. 
We  are  told,  if  not  that  we  are  not  com- 
petent to  settle  it,  that  at  least  wo  ought 
not  to  settle  it,  because  the  constituencies 
were  not  alive  to  it  when  we  were  elected. 
Bat  what  we  are  now  debating  is  whether 
we  shall  haTO  a  clear  and  intelligible  issue. 
Let  vi  go  into  the  Lobby  on  a  clear  issue, 
10  that  the  constituencies  may  know  what 
are  the  sentiments  of  each  party.  We 
think  it  is  oor  duty  not  only  to  express  our 
Opinions  in  this  Parliament;  but  also  to 
take  the  stops  necessary  to  secure  to  our 
saeeetsora  a  complete  jurisdiction  over  the 
snbjeet  in  the  state  in  which  we  find  it. 
We  all  agree  that  the  final  and  permanent 
settlement  of  the  question  is  to  bo  referred 
to  a  new  Parliament  and  the  new  consti- 
tneneiea.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  told  us  recently 
that  he  had  spent  half  his  life  within  the 
walla  of  the  House  of  Commons,  having 
entered  this  House  in  1838.  Many  of  us 
haTO  had  the  same  privilege  and  honour, 
and  it  is  no  small  honour,  for  no  other 
Legislative  Assembly  npon  record  has  in- 
scribed on  its  roll  so  many  great  measures 
as  those  which  we  have  passed  during  the 
last  thirty  years.  The  first  of  those  mea- 
sarea  was  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  every 

rirt  of  the  dominions  of  the  Crown,  and 
earnestly  hope  that  the  last  will  be  a  de- 
eisive  step  in  the  course  of  that  legislation 
whieh  will  tell  the  Queen's  Irish  subjects 
that,  whether  they  be  Catholic,  Presby- 
terian, or  members  of  the  Anglican  Church, 
they  ihall  for  the  future  be  equal  in  the 
eye  of  their  Sorereign  and  of  the  Law. 

Ifn.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire baa  moved  that  we  should  go  into 
CMuaittee  of  the  Whole  House  upon  the 


subject  of  the  Irish  Church,  in  order  that 
he  may  propose  Resolutions  which  \ie  has 
placed  upon  the  table.  We  have  not  at 
present  to  discuss  those  Resolutions,  which 
would  lead  us  into  matters  of  great  detail, 
of  constitutional  interest,  nnd  of  legal  diffi- 
culty, which  might  divert  us  from  the 
general  topic  which  now  engages  our  atten- 
tion. I  apprehend  that,  so  far  ns  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  concerned,  there  is  no 
mistake  as  to  his  general  meaning ;  for, 
although  he  has  not  yet  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  moving  his  Resolutions,  he  has  ex- 
pressed the  outline  of  the  policy  which  he 
proposes  that  this  IIoiiRe  and  the  country 
should  adopt.  I  apprehend  that  I  am  not 
in  any  way  misrepresenting  his  meaning, 
or  misinterpreting  his  expressions — a  thing 
most  foreign  from  my  intention — when  I 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  terminate  the  connection  between 
the  State  and  the  Church,  so  far  as  Ireland 
is  concerned,  which,  in  neological  phrase, 
is  styled  disestablishment ;  and  that  he 
proposes  a  policy,  which  first  partially,  and 
in  the  end  completely,  would  accomplish 
the  disendowment  of  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land. I  believe  I  have  correctly  expressed 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated 
— or  rather  intimated — and  what,  if  oppor- 
tunity offered,  he  would  in  more  detail 
bring  under  our  consideration.  Well,  Sir, 
this  question  having  been  brought  before 
the  House  and  the  country  somewhat  sud- 
denly, as  all  will  admit,  the  Government 
had  to  consider  what  was  the  proper  mode 
in  which  to  encounter  it.  ^  They  might 
have  moved  the  '*  Previous  Question  "  to 
the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee. 
That  is  a  course  which  upon  the  same 
subject  was,  I  believe,  adopted  by  our  pre- 
decessors three  years  ago,  and  it  is  a 
course  which  is  much  approved  by  those 
who  have  experience  of  Parliamentary  life 
when  they  deal  with  difficult  questions.  It 
might  have  been  prudent  three  years  ajvo 
to  meet  this  Motion  by  moving  the  Pre- 
vious Question  ;  but  I  think  myself,  consi- 
dering the  circumstances  under  which  this 
question  is  now  brought  forward,  not  by 
an  isolated  and  independent  Member  of 
Parliament,  but  by  a  party  of  considerable 
power,  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
this  House,  and  under  circumstances,  as  it 
appears  to  us,  of  precipitation,  and,  conse- 
quently, being  a  question  which  attracts, 
and  even  alarms,  the  public  and  the  House 
— it  would  have  been  unwise  of  us  to  have 
taken  refuge  in  a  course  at  all  times  ambi- 
guous, and   not   altogether   satisfactory. 
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Well,  Sir,  a  Motion  to  consider  the  con- 
dition  of   the   Irish  Church,   or,    strictly 
speaking,  to  go   into  Cominittee  for  that 
purpose,  we  might   have    met  with  a  di- 
rect negative  ;  but  what  would  have  been 
the  inevitable  inference  which  would  have 
been  drawn  from  such  a  course  on   our 
part?     It  would  have  been  said  we  were 
of  opinion  that  no  change,  no  improvement, 
no  niodificatiouy  was  necessary,  expedient, 
or  desirable,  in  the  condition  of  the  Church 
I  in  Ireland.     That  was  not  the  conclusion 
we  wished  to  express  ;  that  was  not  our 
opinion ;  and  I  will  meet  in  due  course  the 
demand  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
I  has  just  sat  down  on  this  subject  that,  so 
far  as  we  are  concerned,  there  shall  be  a 
clear  and  intelligible  issue.    But,  if  it  were 
{our    opinion    that    the    condition   of    the 
Church  in  Ireland  was  susceptible  of  bene- 
Ificinl  changes,  how  could  we,  without  ex- 
posing ourselves  to  the  grossest  misrepre- 
sentation of  our  views,  have  met  the  Motion 
with  a  direct  negative?     Who  can  doubt 
what  would  have  been  the  inference  drawn  ? 
In  their  speeches,  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
have  asked,  *'  Is  the  old  reign  of  bigotry 
never  to  cease  ?     Are  you  resolved  to  op- 
pose all  improvements  ?    Are  you  prepared 
to  deny  that  there  are  any  anomalies  to  be 
corrected    in    arrangements    which    were 
Isomewhat  hastily  settled    at  a  period  of 
Igreat  political  excitement  forty  years  ago  ? 
lAre  you  doggedly  determined   to  say  that 
Ithcre  is  no  poasible  room  for  improvement 
lin   the    condition  of  the    Irish   Church  ?  '' 
IWe  know  that  that  would  have  been  the 
[general    tenoi'   of    the   speeches   of    hon. 
jGentlemen  opposite ;    and,    Sir,   not    only 
to  avoid  those  reproaches,  but  because  we 
ire  of  opinion  that  considerable  modifica- 
tions   may    be  made  in    tlie  temporalities 
>f  that  Church,  highly  to    the   advantage 
>f  the  Church  herself,  we  could  not  take 
^he   course    of  meeting   a  Motion  of  this 
kind   with  a  direct  negative.     What  was 
;he  third  means  open  to  us  ?     To  move  an 
.mendment.     An   Amendment   has   been 
lOved  by  my  noble  Friend  the   Secretary 
>f  State  for  Foreign    Affairs,  which  has 
»een  tho  object  of  much  criticism,  as  has 
>cen  every  Amendment  moved  since  I  have 
lat  in  this  House  ;    but  I  am  prepared  to 
laintain  that  this  Amendment  is  drawn  in 
itrict  accordance  with  Parliamentary  expe- 
I'ienco    and    precedent.       Wo    took    that 
course,  acting  on  the  example  of  the  most 
inunent  men  that  ever  guided  the  delibe- 
*ations  of  tho  House  of  Commons ;  and  we 
took  it  believing  that  it  was  the  one  most 
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advantageous  to  the  public  interests.  Now, 
Sir,  when  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  tho  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  of  that  long  Opposition 
— the  Opposition  of  seven  jears — a  ••seven 
years'  war  " — when  the  circumstances  of 
tho  House  were  not  very  different  from 
those  which  now  prevail  —  when  there 
was,  as  there  has  now  been  for  many  years 
in  this  House,  a  balanced  state  of  par- 
ties ;  and  when  every  year  there  was 
not  one  but  more  than  one  struggle  for 
power  between  the  great  parties  —  on 
any  occasion  when,  as  on  the  present 
occasion,  a  Motion  was  to  be  met  by 
an  Amendment,  the  invariable  advice  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel  was  this: — "If  you  are 
obliged  to  have  an  Amendment,  never  at- 
tempt to  express  your  policy  in  an  Amend- 
ment. If  you  attempt  to  express  it  fully, 
you  will  produce  a  long  and  cumbroua 
document,  which  will  open  an  immense 
number  of  issues,  and  which  must  bring 
about  very  protracted  discussions.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  you  adopt  concinnity  of 
expression  and  condensation,  you  will  be 
accused  of  ambiguity  and  equivocation. 
The  province  of  a  party  is  to  express  and 
vindicate  its  policy  in  debate.  Your 
Amendment  should  never  be  inconsistent 
with  your  policy  ;  but  you  should  fix  on 
some  practical  point  which,  if  carried,  would 
defeat  the  Motion  of  your  opponent. "  Now, 
Sir,  I  think  that  very  sound  advice,  and  it 
has  been  invariably  followed,  not  only  by 
Sir  Robert  Peel's  fiicnds.  but  by  his  dis- 
tinguished opponents.  If  you  look  to  all 
the  Amendments  drawn  Tip  upon  all  great 
occasions  bv  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  his 
party,  and  by  Earl  Russell  and  his  party, 
you  will  find  that  that  rule  has  been  invari- 
ably observed.  Well,  with  this  view,  in 
drawing  the  Amendment,  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  fixed  on  two  points,  which  they 
thought  essentially  practical — which,  if  the 
Houso  accepted  them,  would  defeat  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
which  are  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
policy  which  I  am  prepared  to  explain,  ex- 
pound, and  uphold.  These  two  points  had 
already  been  mentioned  to  the  House 
in  the  observations  which  I  took  the 
liberty  of  making  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguire)  brought  for- 
ward his  Motion  on  the  State  of  Ire- 
land. I  mentioned  then  that  in  our  opi- 
nion, no  far  as  the  Church  in  Ireland  was 
concerned  it  was  most  expedient  that  we 
should  await  tho  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission which  has  been  recently  appointed, 
and  which  has  been  extremely  industrioas. 
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M  we  hftTe  reaion  to  believe,  in  its  laboors. 
That  Report  we  beHe?ed  would  be  in  our 
poMoasion,  I  will  not  Bay  in  an  early  part 
of  the  Seesion,  but  in  the  spring  of  this 
year.  That  was  one  position  I  took  up. 
There  was  another :  I  denied  the  moral 
eoinpetence  of  this  House  of  Commons  to 
enter  on  a  discussion  of  this  question  with 
a  view  to  its  settlement.  I  did  not,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  the  other 
night  stated — I  did  not  resist  the  Motion  on 
tho  ground  that  this  was  what  he  called  a 
moribund  Parliament.  Nothing  of  the  kind  ; 
Although  this  might  be  the  last  Session  of 
the  present  Parliament ;  and  although  when 
an  election  takes  place  for  a  future  Parlia- 
ment the  appeal  may  be  made  to  a  larger 
constituency,  I  do  not  for  a  moment  bring 
forward  those  circumstances  as  the  basis  of 
tlie  argument  that  this  House  was  not 
morally  competent  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion. I  rested  it  precisely  on  onother  rea- 
son. I  said  that  when  a  fundamental  law 
of  the  country  was  called  into  question — 
though  technically  and  le^rally  this  House 
had  a  right  to  do  anything  within  the 
sphere  of  the  House  of  Commons*-it  was 
not  morally  competent  to  decide  such  a 
question,  if  those  who  had  elected  it  had 
not,  in  the  constitutional  course  of  our 
publio  life,  received  some  intimation  that 
such  a  question  was  to  come  before  it. 
That  ia  what  I  said.  It  is  very  different 
from  the  misrepresentation — unintentional 
of  course — of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  London.  Well,  now  I  ask, 
had  the  country  the  slightest  intimation 
during  the  last  few  years — previous  to  or 
during  the  period  of  the  political  existence 
of  thia  House — has  it  had  the  slightest  in- 
timation that  this  important,  this  all  im- 
portant question — not  only  from  its  specific 
natare  but  also  from  the  ulterior  conse- 
qnenees  which  it  may  induce — would  be 
brought  under  discussion  in  Parliament  ?  I 
appeal  to  the  programme  of  tho  Prime 
Minister  of  the  time,  which  recommended 
a  diaaolution  of  Parliament  and  explained 
bis  policy  to  the  country.  There  is  not 
the  slightest  allusion  to  the  state  of  the 
Irish  Church  in  that  programme.  We 
know  Tory  well  from  the  correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  between  a  prelate 
of  the  Irish  Church — himself  a  man  of 
eminent  abilities  and  accomplishments'— 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — although 
the  letter  appeared  to  take  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bj  surprise  the  other  night — 
wa  know  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
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the  time  of  the  dissolution  had  not  the  re- 
motest idea  tjiat  the  Irish  Church  would 
become  a  great  subject  of  discussion. 
Sir,  it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  sincere  in  any- 
thing which  he  writes  at  the  moment  he 
writes  it,  and  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  that  was  as  honest  a  letter  as  even 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ever  wrote.  I  do 
not  throw  the  slightest  suspicion  on  that 
letter.  But,  after  all,  what  was  the  cha- 
racter of  it  ?  Is  it  not  a  record  of  the  fact 
that  only  three  years  ago  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  treated  the  question  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  as  one  which  was  totally 
without  the  pale  of  modern  politics — that 
he  thought  it  could  never  be  revived  or 
restored  ;  that,  if  it  were,  he  saw  the  im- 
mense difficulties  arising  from  the  Articles 
of  Union  ;  but  that  if  it  were  revived  or 
restored,  and  if  these  difficulties  were 
mooted,  his  imagination  could  not  conceive 
the  possibility  that  in  such  a  subject  he 
should  be  mixed  up.  Well,  that  is  evidence 
of  what  our  leading  men — men  who  guided 
the  opinion  not  of  their  party  only  but  of 
the  country — thought  of  this  great  ques- 
tion. If  that  is  not  complete  evidence  of 
the  view  taken  by  Lord  Palmerston  and 
one  of  his  chief  Ministers  in  this  House 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland  and  its  political  position,  I  i»ay  that 
no  evidence  can  satisfy  any  person.  Notwith- 
standing all  this,  the  question  is  suddenly 
brought  before  us.  Now,  Sir,  1  take  no  ex- 
aggerated view  of  even  the  Articles  of  Union. 
I  have  not  for  a  moment  protended  that  the 
Articles  of  Union  between  the  two  nations 
are  irreversible.  I  have  not  for  a  moment 
pretended  that  the  Articles  of  Union  and 
the  great  Acts  of  Parliament  which  were 
passed  to  carry  them  into  effect  cannot  by 
the  consent  of  the  Sovereign  and  of  the 
Estates  of  the  Realm  be  changed  or  modi- 
fied. But  this  I  will  venture  to  say,  that 
the  Articles  of  Union  and  the  great  Acts 
of  Parliament  which  were  passed  to  corry 
them  into  effect  are,  as  I  think  all  must 
acknowledge,  among  the  mo^tt  solemn  mu- 
niments of  the  nation  ;  and  I  do  say  that 
it  is  preposterous  that  we  should  be  asked 
to  reverse  such  solemn  muniments  at  eight 
days'  notice.  In  the  course  of  this  debate 
I  have  heard  hon.  Gentlemen,  referring  to 
the  Articles  of  Union  and  these  Acts  of 
Parliament,  make  remarks  which  seemed 
to  me  to  strike  at  the  root  of  all  social  se- 
curity and  political  stability.  We  have 
been  told  that  these  Articles  were  nego- 
tiated between  a  Protestant  Parliament  in 
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iblin  and  a  Protestant  Parliament  in 
mdon.  Sir,  we  cannot  trifle  with  the 
itory  of  our  country  in  that  way.  What 
18  the  Bill  of  Rights  ?  Are  jou  prepared 
give  up  the  Bill  of  Rights  because  it 
IB  passed  by  a  Parliament  of  borough- 
mgers  ?     If  yoo  adopt  the  principle  of 

jalyzing  so  finely  the  constituent  elements 
the  public  bodies  that  have  negotiated 

|d  agreed  to  the  great  documents  which 
the  eharters  of  the  people's  rights,  you 
ly  invalidate  our  prime  liberties  and  level 
»low  against  the  security  of  property  and 
ler,  which  has  hitherto  been  the  pride 

|d  the  boast  of  this  country.  Well, 
;ing  these  two  points  we  endeavoured 
comprise  them  in  the  Amendment.    We 

jpressed  in  the  Amendment  the  opinion 
it,  until  we  had  the  Report  of  the  Royal 

^mmission,  it  would  be  inexpedient  for  the 
»u8e  to  enter  into  the  consideration  of 
Church  in  Ireland  ;  and,  at  the  same 
le,  we  expressed  our  opinion  that  the  de-* 

[ion  upon  these  great  points  should  be 

lerved  for  the  new  Parliamentr  And 
m  we  are  told  that  because  we  used  the 

[rd  *•  reserve" — a  strictly  Parliamentary 

ird — we  invited  the  next  Parliament  to 
ter  into  a  discussion  of  this  question. 
»Wy  you  may  depend  upon  it  that  the 
:t  Parliament  will  not  much  care  for 
invitation.     If  we  think  we  are  going 

jhookwink  or  lend  the  next  Parliament, 
to  deprive  it  of  its  fair  privileges  or 
jrogntives,  we  shall  commit  one  of  the 
?atest  blunders  ever  committed  by  man. 
Iiy,   Sir,  in  the  free  and  frank   expres- 

In  of  Parliamentary  language,  it  is  per- 

jtly  open  to  me  or  to  anyone  else  to 
itest  the  moral  competence  of  this  House 

Jdo  a  particular  act  ;    but  surely   hon. 

jntlemen  would  hardly  have  such  lan- 
ige  used  in  a  formal  Resolution.    Thcre- 

|e,  in  that  Amendment,  we  did  not  state 
it  the  House  was  not  competent  to  enter 

lo  the  discussion   of    this   matter ;  but, 
tead  of  using  such  explicit  language  we 
it  in  a  quieter   and  softer  phrase,  and 

Id   that  the  discussion   ought  to  be  re- 
ived   for   a   future  Parliament.      These 
the  two  points   which  were  intended  to 

|conveyed  in  this  Amendment.     Accord- 
to  all  Parliamentary  rule  and  prece- 
it  nothing  can,   to  my  mind,   be  more 

justifiable  in  argument  than  the  captious 
ticism  which  has  been  directed  against 
Amendment — criticism  founded  on  an 

iumption  which  no  one  had  a  right  to 

ini. 

^Vcll,   Sir,  tho  right  hon.   Gentleman, 
Mr,  Disraeli 


in  his  opening  speech,  anticipated  some 
of  those  criticisms,  which  it  is  unneces- 
sary for  me  to  notice.  Perhaps  I  ought 
to  notice  the  remarks  which  were  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stam- 
ford. The  noble  Lord  saw  in  this  Amend- 
ment, of  which  I  have  given  the  House 
the  plain  history  —  I  say  the  plain  and 
true  history  —  the  noble  Lord  saw  in 
the  language  of  the  Amendment  great 
cause  for  mistrust  and  want  of  confidence. 
He  saw  immcdiatelj  that  we  were  about 
to  betray  the  trust  with  which  he  deems 
us  to  be  invested.  The  noble  Lord  ia 
at  no  time  wanting  in  imputing  to  na 
being  influenced  by  not  the  most  amiable 
motives  that  can  regulate  the  eonduci 
of  public  men.  I  do  not  qnarrel  with 
the  invective  of  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  is  a  man  of  great  talent, 
and  he  has  vigour  in  his  language.  There 
is  great  vigour  in  his  invective,  and  no 
want  of  vindictiveness.  I  admit  that  now 
speaking  as  a  critic,  and  perhaps  not 
as  an  impartial  one,  I  must  saj  1  think 
it  wants  finish.  Considering  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  studied  the  iobject,  and 
that  he  has  written  anonymona  artielei 
against  me  before  and  since  I  was  hia 
Colleague  —  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
wrote  them  when  I  was  his  Colleagne— I 
think  it  might  haye  been  accomplished 
more  ad  unguem.  There  is  one  thing 
which  tho  noble  Lord  never  pardons,  and 
that  is  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act  of 
last  year.  But  I  put  it  to  the  House  what 
would  have  been  the  general  state  of  affairs 
if  the  counsels  of  the  noble  Lord  upon  that 
subject  had  prevailed,  instead  of  the  sug' 
^raiions  which  I  made  and  which  the 
House  adopted  ?  Now  that  we  are  free 
from  the  heat  and  tho  great  difficulties  and 
perplexities  of  the  last  Session,  and  can 
take,  I  hope,  a  fair  view  of  what  occurred, 
1  would  express  my  opinion — and  I  think 
it  is  not  peculiar  to  myself — that  we  passed 
last  year  a  most  beneficent  and  noble 
Act.  I  have  not  the  slightest  apprehen- 
sion—and 1  do  not  speak  of  my  personal 
connection  with  the  matter— but  aa  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  I  look  with 
no  apprehension  whatever  to  the  appeal 
that  will  be  made  to  the  people  under  the 
provisions  of  that  Act.  I  believe  you  will 
have  a  Parliament  returned  to  this  House 
full  of  patriotic  feeling  and  national  senti- 
ment, whoso  decision  will  add  spirit  to  the 
community  and  strength  to  the  State.  Sir, 
tho  only  objection  which  I  have  to  these 
attacks  of  the  noble  Lord  is  that  they  in- 
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Tiriablj  produce  an  echo  from  the  other 
tide.  That,  it  seems  to  me,  is  now  almost 
a  Parliamentary  law.  When  the  bark  is 
heard  from  this  BJde  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  emerges,  I  will 
not  saj  from  his  caVo,  but,  perhaps,  from 
a  more  cynical  habitation.  He  joins  im- 
mediately in  the  chorus  of  reciprocal  ma- 

Hgnity— 

**  And^hails  with  horrid  melodjr  the  moon." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  ez' 
tremely  analytical  upon  the  Amendment  of 
my  noble  Friend — the  Amendment,  that  is, 
of  the  Government,  moved  by  my  noble 
Friend  ;  and  his  "  zig-zag  "  commentary, 
founded  on  the  assumption  of  circumstances 
that  never  occurred,  and  motives  that 
never  influenced  us,  was  amusing  at  the 
moment.  But  how  far  does  that  commen- 
tary agree  with  the  statement — tho  reol 
statement  —  which  I  have  given  of  the 
cause  and  origin  of  this  Amendment.^  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  extremely  exu- 
berant in  his  comments  upon  my  character 
and  career.  I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
with  a  defence  of  that  character  and  career. 
I  have  lived  in  this  House  more  than  thirty 
years,  and  can  truly  say  that  during  that 
time  comments  upon  my  character  and 
eareer  have  been  tolerably  free  and  plain. 
But  the  House  has  been  the  jury  of  my  life, 
and  it  allows  me  now  hero  to  address  it, 
and  therefore  here  is  not  the  place  in  which 
I  think  it  necessary  to  vindicate  myself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Calne  is  a  very  remarkable  man.  He 
it  a  learned  man,  though  he  despises 
history.  He  can  chop  logic  like  Dean 
Aldrich  ;  but  what  is  more  remarkable  than 
his  learning  and  his  logic  is  that  power  of 
apontaneons  aversion  which  particularly 
eharateriies  him.  There  is  nothing  that 
he  likes,  and  almost  everything  that  he 
hates.  He  hates  tho  working  classes  of 
England.  He  hates  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland.  He  hates  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland.  He  hates  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. And  until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  placed 
hit  hand  upon  the  ark,  he  seemed  almost 
to  hate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire.  But  now  all  is 
changed.  Now  we  have  the  hour  and  the 
man.  But  I  believe  the  clock  goes  wrong, 
and  the  man  is  mistaken. 

Let  mo  now  ask  the  attention  of  tho 
House  to  the  pretent  'proposition  before  us. 
If  I  hare  for  a  moment  trespassed  upon 
their  attention  they  will  allow  me  to  say 
thai  it  baa  been  in  fair  telf-defenoe.    I 


have  never  attacked  anyone  in  my  life— > 
iLoud  cries  of  "  Oh  !"  and  "  Peel  "]  — 
unless  I  was  first  assailed.  Now,  Sir,  no 
one  can  deny  this,  that  the  propositions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  very  consider- 
able propositions.  They  are  vast  and  vio- 
lent. All  will  admit  that.  ["No,  no  !"] 
Well,  hon.  Gentlemen  say,  ''No  ;"  but  to 
disestablish  an  institution  that  has  existed 
300  years ;  that  is  in  the  possession  of  pro- 
perty; that  is  certainly  supported  by  the 
sympathies  of  a  great  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country — surely  to  propose  to 
subvert  such  an  institution — without  now 
going  into  the  merits  of  the  case — surely 
that  ia  a  vast  and  violent  change.  Well 
then,  the  first  question  I  will  ask  is, 
*'  Why  this  change  ?"  and  upon  that  point 
we  have  had  no  satisfactory  answer.  We 
are  told  that  there  is  a  crisis  in  Ireland, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright)  the  other  night,  with,  I  must 
say,  one  of  those  characteristics  which  he 
invariably  displays,  but  in  an  agreeable 
manner,  that  of  misrepresentation,  said 
that  I  denied  that  there  was  anything 
critical  in  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  that 
Ireland  was,  so  far  as  my  opinion  was  con- 
cerned, in  a  perfectly  satisfactory  state. 
Why,  Sir,  I  never  said  that  Ireland  was  in 
a  satisfactory  state.  In  a  great  debate 
like  this  the  House  will,  I  am  sure,  be  in- 
dulgent tome  if  I  touch  upon  some  of  these 
topics.  I  denied  that  there  was  an  Irish 
crisis  according  to  the  interpretation  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire. 
Tho  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman,  when  the  late 
Parliament  was  dissolved  not  four  years  ago, 
was  of  opinion  that  the  Irish  Church  was 
a  question  totally  out  of  tho  pale  of  modern 
politics.  He  seemed  to  shrink  from  the 
profanation  of  the  idea  that  he  or  any 
human  being  could  ever  disturb  it  ;  and  yet 
he  is  tho  man  who  now  comes  forward  to 
abolish  that  institution.  Well,  I  must  look 
to  the  grounds  upon  which  ho  founds  such 
a  violent  proceeding.  He  said  there  was  a 
crisis  in  Ireland  ;  and,  as  I  thought  at  the 
time,  with  dangerous  candour,  he  analyzed 
that  crisis  and  gave  its  causes  and  its  ele- 
ments. And  what  were  they  ?  Fenian- 
ism  was  one.  Fenianism  when  he  was 
a  Minister  was  rampant  and  mysterious, 
and  tho  more  dangerous  because  it  was 
mysterious.  Fenianism  now  is  not  ram- 
pant ;  I  think  we  have  gauged  its  lowest 
depths,  and  we  are  not  afraid  of  it.  That 
is  one  of  the  evidences  and  elements  of 
his  crisis.  Does  it  not  seem  rather  strange 
that  though    Fenianism   was   so  critical 
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len  he  was  a  Minister  we  beard  nothing 
the  crisis  ;  but  when  I  am  a  Minister, 

Fenianism  is  so  subdued,  it  is  made 

principal  argument    for  a  revolution. 
)\],   what   was   the  second   element  of 

right  hon.  Gentleman?     He  said  there 

a  startling  and  dangerous  emigration 

|m  the  country.     I  never  liked  tlie  emi- 

ition  from  Ireland.     1  have  deplored  it. 

;now  that  the  finest  elements  of  political 

rer  are  men  ;  and  therefore  I  have  not 

ipathized  with  the  political  economists 
lo  would  substitute  entirely  for  men 
jmals  of  a  lower  organization.  I  never 
ird  an  opinion  of  that  kind  from  the 
Iht  hon.  Gentleman.  I  have  alirays  un- 
[Stood  that  the  right    hon.    Gentleman 

his  friends  looked  on   "  the  depletion" 
j Ireland  not  without  satisfaction.      But 
Is  I  know,  that  the  emigration  from  Ire- 
Id  has  lasted  now  for  a  considerable  num- 
of  years,  during  most  of  which  the  right 
I.  Gentleman  was   a   leading   Minister 
I  the  Crown,  and  yet  be  never  said  that 
consequence  of  that  emigration  the  state 
!reland  wos  critical.     And  I  know  that 
when    I   have  the   honour   to  be  a 
lister  of  the  Crown,  and  view  still  with 
[iety  the  emigration  from  that  country — 
»ugh  I  have  the   satisfaction  of  seeing 
it  it  is  reduced — the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
|n  says   this  also  is  an  element  in  the 
lis  of  Ireland.     Well,  then,  how  am  I 
inderstond  that  the  second  element  of 

crisis  18  one  which  can  really  be  ad- 

iced    AS    an    argument  in    fnvour  of  a 

jat  revolution  ?     Then,  Sir,  another  ele- 

Int  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wos  edu- 

lion.      The  people  of  Ireland    were    so 

jicnted  that  you  must  destroy  the  Irish 

irch.     Well,  the  people  of  Ireland  have 

in  educated  a  great  number  of    years, 

Ink  God  !   and  I  wish  tho  people  of  Eng- 

|d  had  been  educated  as  well  during  tlmt 

liod.     I  am  not  aware  that  the  education 

|the  Irish  people  during  tho  two  short 

irs  we  have    sat  upon  this  Bench    has 

ded  the  Irish  crisis.      I  believe  that  the 

ication  of  the  Irish  people  has  been  \ery 

[antageous    to    them  ;    and    I   am    not 

ire  that  I  have  been  one  of  the  Members 

this  House  who  have  done  anything  to 

^rict  that  education,     As  for  the  fourth 

Ise  of  the  crisis,  I  should  have  thought 

t  having  passed  a  Reform  Bill  last  year, 

|t  was  a  reason  why  we  should  have  lost 

Lime  in  passing  a  Reform  Bill  for  Ire- 

Instead    of   doing  that   we  are  to 

|nowledgo  a  crisis.     I  say,  under  these 

(umstances,  I  was  certainly  justified  in 

Mr,  Disraeli 


utterly  repudiating  the  principle  upon 
which  the  whole  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  founded — namely,  that  there 
is  a  crisis  in  Ireland  ;  but  the  bon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  is  not  justi- 
fied in  saying,  from  my  adoption  of  that 
argument,  that  I  assert  that  the  state  of 
Ireland  is  perfectly  satisfactory,  that  no- 
thing need  be  done,  and  that  the  whole 
agitation  is  a  delusion.  As  I  cannot  admit 
that  there  is  a  crisis  in  Ireland,  according 
to  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  I  will 
state  my  view  of  tho  condition  of  Ireland, 
I  do  not  think  there  is  an  Irish  crisis  ;  but 
if  there  be  one,  it  is  not  occasioned  by  any 
of  the  causes  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  I  say,  and  I  have  said  it 
very  often,  that  the  condition  of  Ireland 
is,  on  the  whole,  not  entirely  Batisfactory. 
The  general  proposition  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  placed  before  us  is  the 
foundation  of  what  I  look  upon  as  a  great 
change,  and  I  may  say  a  revolotion  in  oar 
policy  ;  and  the  circumstances  on  which 
lie  based  it  ranged  over  700  years.  The 
premises  from  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman drew  his  deductions  were  700 
years.  Well,  how  can  we,  when  a  great 
statesman  comes  forward  on  a  sudden,  like 
a  thief  in  the  night,  and  recommends  a 
course  so  vast  and  violent  that  as  jet  we 
have  got  as  it  were  only  into  the  ante* 
chamber  of  the  great  discussion  it  will  in- 
volve— I  say  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man brings  forward  such  vast  premises, 
and  draws  his  conclusions  from  them,  what 
can  we  do,  in  the  first  instance,  at  least, 
but  take  general  views  ?  If  a  man  tells 
mo  that  my  country  is  in  a  critical  state, 
in  consequence  of  the  misgovernment  of 
700  years,  as  a  sensible  and  prudent  man 
I  must  take  general  views  ;  but  I  form 
those  general  views  within  a  limited  range. 
I  do  not  take  for  comparison  the  state  of 
Ireland  and  its  people  when  they  were  un- 
der the  tender  mercies  of  Fits- Stephen's 
knights,  or  of  those  other  ancient,  historical 
characters,  whom  I  may  have  to  touch 
upon,  with  the  permission  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Calne  ;  but  I  take  a  more 
limited  and  practical  view.  Is  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Irish  people  now  worse  than  it 
was  before  the  Union  ?  So  far  as  my  re- 
searches inform  me,  I  find  the  people  of 
Ireland  arc  in  a  much  better  position.  They 
arc  in  the  cnjoyment*of  social  and  political 
rif^hts  they  did  not  then  possess  ;  they  are 
better  fed,  better  clothed,  and  better  paid 
than  they  were.    So  much  for  the  working 
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population.  The  middle  class  are  more 
wealthy,  and  more  enterprising  ;  and  the 
landlords,  upon  whom  such  attacks  are 
made,  hate  an  advantage  which  English 
landlords  do  not  always  ha?e — they  get 
their  rents  paid.  Is  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land worse  at  this  moment,  when  we  are 
called  upon  precipitately  to  take  this  se- 
rioua  step,  than  it  was  during  the  revolu- 
tionary war  ?  Were  the  people,  then,  better 
elothed  and  better  fed  ?  Were  their  wages 
higher  or  as  high  ?  We  know  they  were 
not.  Take  the  time  when  the  tithc-proc- 
tora  were  fighting  the  people.  Was  the 
condition  of  Ireland  then  to  be  at  all  com- 
pared with  its  condition  now  ?  Is  it  not 
an  absolute  fact  that  the  population  of 
all  classes  in  Ireland  at  this  moment  are 
more  prosperous,  wealthier,  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  political  and  social  rights  which 
their  ancestors  and  predecessors  did  not 
enjoy  fifty  years  ago  ?  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  working  population  are  at  this  moment 
in  the  enjoyment  of  a  higher  rate  of 
wag^a,  and  consequently  in  a  higher  state 
of  social  enjoyment,  than  at  any  previous 
period  of  their  history?  Well,  Sir,  that 
Las  been  urged  —  it  has  never  been  an- 
swered. The  Chief  Secretary  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  in  a  statement  full  of 
aecurate  information  and  weighty  argu- 
ment, placed  that  before  the  House,  and 
not  a  single  Gentleman  opposite,  for  a  mo- 
ment, impugned  the  accuracy  of  his  facts, 
or  the  soundness  of  his  conclusions.  Well, 
bow  are  we  met?  A  statesman  who,  in 
Uiia  position  of  affairs,  makes  the  enor- 
moua  sacrifice  of  all  the  convictions  of  his 
life,  tells  us  that  the  state  of  Ireland 
ia  ao  critical  that  be  must  do  that  which, 
only  three  years  ago,  when  mentioned, 
atrnck  bim  with  such  inexpressible  horror, 
be  aaid  the  question  was  without  the  pale 
of  political  debate.  I  want  to  know  on 
what  ground  he  does  this.  The  candid 
ingenuity  of  several  Gentlemen  opposite 
ffivea  ut  the  ground-^the  evils  of  Ireland. 
We  have  proved  that  the  country  is  richer, 
the  people  more  prosperous,  the  land- 
lords have  their  rents,  the  middle  class  are 
perpetually  engaging  in  speculation  and 
abares,  and  the  working  population  have 
doubled  their  wages.    Since  that  has  been 

Srofed  and  acknowledged  even,  by  hon. 
fcntlenien  oppositOi  because  it  could  no 
longer  be  denied,  the  whole  thing,  this 
wide-spread  discontent,  this  constant  disaf- 
fection, and  the  perilous  position  of  the 
Cbareb  in  Ireland,  is  explained  by  the  fact, 
the  teoant  diaooveryy  that  tho  evils  of  Ire- 


land are  not  material  evils^that  they  are 
moral  evils,  that  they  are  sentimental  evils. 
We  are  called  upon  now  to  argue  the  ques- 
tion not  as,  in  recent  times,  when  we  had  to 
discuss  the  political  and  material  condition 
of  Ireland,  but  we  are  asked  to  take  a  vast 
and  violent  step,  because  the  people  of  Ire- 
land are  suffering  under  a  moral,  or,  as  it 
has  been  styled,  a  sentimental  grievance. 
Well,  Sir,  I  am  not  the  man  to  despise  a 
sentimentol  grievance.  I  think  he  takes 
a  very  contracted  view  of  life  and  of  human 
nature  who  despises  the  sentimental  griev- 
ances of  a  nation  ;  but  when  we  have  to 
deal  with  sentimental  grievances,  and  when, 
in  consequence  of  sentimental  grievances, 
we  are  asked  to  make  very  material  changes, 
I  think  every  candid  mind  will  ogree  that 
we  ought  to  proceed  with  caution.  Though 
we  may  he  ready  to  make  great  sacri- 
fices to  soothe  the  pride  and  gratify  the 
feeling  of  race,  still  to  take  some  precipi- 
tate step  and  fail  in  accomplishing  our  de- 
sire would  be  disastrous  to  the  State  and 
humiliating  to  the  statesman.  Now,  what 
are  those  sentimental  grievances  of  the 
Irish  people  ?  I  am  not  conscious  that  I 
have  ever  been  deficient  in  sympathy  for 
the  Irish  people.  They  have  engaging 
qualities,  which  I  think  every  man  who  has 
any  heart  must  regard.  But  I  must  say 
nothing  surprises  me  more  than  the  general 
conduct  of  the  Irish  people  on  this  subject 
of  sentimental  grievances.  Tliey  are  a 
race  who  are  certainly  among  the  bravest 
of  the  brave,  most  ingenious,  witty,  very 
imaginative,  and  therefore  very  sanguine  ; 
but  for  them  to  go  about  the  world  an- 
nouncing that  they  are  a  conquered  race 
does  appear  to  mo  the  most  extraordinary 
thing  in  the  world.  Every  one  of  us,  nations 
and  individuals,  are  said  to  have  a  skeleton 
in  the  house.  I  do  not  say  that  I  have  not 
one — I  hope  I  have  not.  But  if  I  had  I 
would  turn  the  key  upon  him.  But  for 
tho  Irish  ostentatiously  to  declare  that  they 
aro  a  conquered  race  is  very  strange.  If 
they  really  are  a  conquered  race,  they  are 
not  the  peoplo  who  ought  to  announce 
it.  It  is  tho  conquerors  from  whom  we 
should  learn  the  fact ;  for  it  is  not  the  con- 
quered who  should  go  about  the  world  and 
announco  their  shamo  and  humiliation. 
But  I  entirely  deny  that  the  Irish  are  a 
conquered  race.  I  deny  that  they  are 
more  a  conquered  race  than  the  people  of 
any  other  nation.  Therefore,  I  cannot  see 
that  there  is  any  real  ground  for  the  dole- 
ful tone  in  which  they  complain  that  they 
are  the  most  disgraced  of  men,  and  make 
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it  the  foundation  for  the  most  unrea- 
jahle  requeBtB.     Ireland  is  not  one  whit 
|re  conquered  than  England.     They  are 
'Ays  telling  us  that  the  Normans  cen- 
tred Ireland.     Well,  I  have  heard  that 
Normans  conquered  England  too,  and 
only  difference  between  the  two  con- 
)8ts  is  that,  while  the  conquest  of  Ireland 
the  Normans  was  only  partial  that  of 
;lnnd  was  complete.    But  then  tiicy  tell 
that  was  a  long  time  ago,  but  since  then 
Ire  was  that  dreadful  conquest  by  Crom- 
|l,  when   Cromwell  not  only  conquered 
people  but  confiscated  their   estates. 
Cromwell  conquered  England.  Hecon- 
Ired  the  House  of  Commons.     He  or- 
sd  "  that  bauble  "  to  be  taken  away,  in 
Isequence  of  which  an  hon.  Member,  I 
eve  of  very  advanced  Liberal  opinions, 
other  night  proposed  that  we  should  raise 
|atue  to  his  memory.    But  Cromwell  not 
conquered  us,  but  he  forfeited   and 
lestrated   estates   in  every   county  in 
;land.     Well,  Sir,  then  we  are  told  that 
Dutch   conquered    Ireland,    but,   un- 
lunately,  they  conquered  England  too. 
)y  marched  from  Devonshire  to  London 
)ugh  the  midst  of  a  sullen  population, 
at  least  this  must  be  said  for  the  Irish 
fought  like  gentlemen  for  their  So- 
}ign ;  there  is  no  disgrace  in  the  battle 
the  Boyne,  nor  does  any  shame  attach 
|he  sword  of  Sarsfield.     I  wish  I  could 
as  much  for  the  con<luct  of  the  Englisli 
lers  at  that  time.     Therefore,  the  habit 
he  Irish  coming  forward  on  all  occasions 
|ny  that  they  arc  a  conquered  race,  and, 
jonsequence  of  their  beinj^  a  conquered 
5,  they  must  destroy  the  English  institu- 
13,  is  a  most  monstrous  thing.      Then 
are   told  that   the  Church  in  Ireland 
badge     of    this     conquest.       Well, 
I  will  not  go  into  the  question  as  to 
origin  of   the   Irish   Church.     I  hope 
notliing  shall  induce  mc  to  enter  into 
lontroversy   as  to  whether    St.    Patrick 
a  Protestant  or  not.     But  I  ask  this 
|n  question  from  this  conquered  race — 
attain  an   eminent  position   in  every 
htry  where  wars   are   successful — why 
he  Church  of  Ireland  more  a  badge  of 
[uest   to   the  Roman  Catholics  of  that 
[try  than  the  Church  of  England  is  to 
|Dissenter3  ?       There  is  this  difference, 
t,  according  to  their  own  story,  count- 
generations  almost  have  elapsed  since 
Roman  Catholics  were  in  possession  of 
je  churches  in  Ireland,  while  in  England 
je  was  a  great  change  within  compara- 
|ly  modern  times  ;  the  fact  being  that 
Mr,  Disraeli 


one  may  meet  almo&t  any  day  in  England 
the  descendants  of  some  one  or  other  of 
the  ejected  ministers  ;  but  we  never  meet  a 
burly  Nonconformist  who  tells  us  that  he 
is  a  member  of  a  conquered  race,  and  that 
he  regards  the  Church  of  England  as  a 
badge  of  conquest.  The  Dissenter  disap- 
proves of  the  Church,  and  he  hopes  some 
day  to  terminate  its  existence  as  an  Estab- 
lishment, but  he  considers  himself  to  be 
on  perfectly  equal  terms.  As  far  as  their 
relation  to  the  Church  Establishment  is 
concerned,  what  difference  is  there  between 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  and  the 
Nonconformists  of  this  country,  who  are 
among  the  most  wealthy,  influential,  and 
intelligent  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  scores 
of  whom,  moreover,  occupy  seats  in  this 
House  at  the  present  moment  ?  If  there 
is  any  difference,  the  feelings  of  the  Eng- 
lish Dissenter  ought  to  be  more  bitter  than 
those  of  the  Roman  Catholio.  That  is, 
therefore,  another  point — namely,  to  far  as 
sentimental  grievances  are  concerned,  of 
which  I  really  do  hope  we  shall  hear  no 
more. 

Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  a  more  practical 
part  of  the  question.  [OheeriJ\  I  un- 
derstand that  cheer.  But  we  shall  never 
come  to  a  solution  of  any  of  these  questions 
unless  we  first  arrive  at  clear  ideas  of  what 
we  mean.  You  wish  to  convey  in  that 
cheer  that  I  have  been  speaking  on  sub- 
jects not  germane  to  the  question  in 
hand.  My  answer  is  that  it  is  impossible 
for  anyone  to  grapple  with  the  real  points 
before  us  unless  we  clear  the  atmos- 
phere of  these  nebulous  illusions.  Unless 
we  get  rid  of  **  conquered  races,"  of 
**  badges  of  conquest,*'  and  things  of  that 
kind  we  cannot  realize  what  it  is  we  have 
to  do.  Wo  must  bo  very  cautious  in  re- 
spect to  the  great  question  now  before  the 
IIousc  and  the  country  when  we  find  it 
started  by  a  man  so  eminent  as  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  on 
premises  so  utterly  and  absurdly  fallacious. 
I  say  that  it  is  not  right  to  disestablish  the 
Irish  Church  \  and  of  this  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain that  it  never  can  be  right  to  argue 
that  question  on  an  assumed  and  fallacious 
crisis,  which  any  man  who  has  any  know- 
ledge of  lifo  knows  has  no  existence.  I 
have  brought  the  discussion  to  this  pointf 
and  I  want  now  to  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider how  we  who  sit  on  this  Bench  have 

'  dealt  with  those  grievances  of  Ireland  on 
which  I  have  touched.      I  say  that  during 

:  the  period  when  I  hare  had  any  lead  in 
public  life — now,  I  am  sorry  to  say  more 
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than  twent/  years  ago — I  liaye  acted  con- 
•cientioaBl/  on  one  principle  aloue,  and 
there  lias  not  been  a  Gentleman  on  this 
Beneh,  or  on  tlie  opposite  Bench,  when  we 
were  Opposition,  but  gave  me  on  that 
point  unswenrinj;  and  complete  sympathy 
and  adhesion.  In  what  I  recommended  to 
be  done  I  had  the  sanction  and  support  of 
all  my  Colleagues  now  in  the  present  Cabi- 
net, of  all  who  sat  in  a  responsible  position 
on  the  Bench  opposite,  and,  I  can  say,  oven 
the  sanction  of  the  noble  Viscount  the 
Member  for  Stamford  (Viscount  Cran borne). 
What  was  the  policy  we  pursued  with  re- 
spect to  Ireland  ?  Our  policy  was  one  of 
coiioiliation.  Most  of  us  entered  public 
life  when  there  had  been  the  fiercest 
acrimony  between  Irish  parties.  Some 
hon.  Gentleman  now  sitting  in  this  House 
oan  hardly  realize  the  sentiments  then 
entertained  towards  one  another  by  Irish 
Members  of  different  religions,  and  English 
Members  of  different  parties  who  sympa- 
thised with  tlieir  co-religionists.  But  about 
twenty-fi?e  years  ago  English  statesmen 
had  arrived  at  a  conclusion,  advantageous 
both  for  England  and  Ireland,  that  we 
should  have  a  policy  of  conciliation,  and 
that  we  should  endeaTour,  as  far  as  we  could, 
to  remove  anomalies,  soften  asperities,  and 
encourage  between  the  two  religions  and 
races  a  more  living  and  direct  sympathy. 
The  principles  of  our  policy  were,  first, 
m  Ireland  to  create  and  not  to  destroy  ; 
and*  secondly,  to  acknowledge  that  you 
eonld  not  strengthen  the  Protestont  in- 
terest in  any  more  effectual  way  than 
by  doing  justice  to  the  Roman  Catholics. 
On  those  principles  we  acted.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Huntingdon  (General  Peel)  in  a  speech 
whieh  he  made  last  night,  and  which  the 
Hoase  beard  with  that  interest  with  which 
it  always  welcomes  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  alluded  with  pride, 
and  with  justifiable  pride,  to  what  ho  had 
done  with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Roman  Catholic  ohaplains  m  the  army. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
thoQgfa  he  took  that  course  spontaneously,  [ 
did  so  entirely  with  the  sympathy  of  his 
CoUeagnea.  The  House  will  remember  that 
mach  discussion  occurred  on  a  recent  oc- 
eaaion  respecting  the  appointment  of  Ro- 
man Catholic  chaplains  in  gaols.  That 
meaaare  was  not  proposed  by  us,  but  the 
Gofemment  of  that  day  were  in  great 
atreaa  eonceming  it ;  and  we  supported 
then  ahhoagh  they  were  opposed  by  many 
of  their  own  party,  and  although  many  on 


this  side  of  the  House  disapproved  the 
course  they  took.  We,  however,  were  con- 
vinced that  course  was  based  on  right 
principles,  and  it  would  not  have  been 
adopted  but  for  our  assistance,  to  which  a 
speech  of  unrivalled  power  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley) 
largely  contributed.  On  a  subsequent  oc- 
casion we  had  before  us  the  oath  to  be  taken 
by  the  Roman  Catholics.  I  have  seldom 
considered  a  question  which  occasioned  me 
more  anxiety  and  pain ;  but  it  was  brought 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  greatly  by  the 
influence  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  these 
Benches  ;  and  the  oath  which  was  ulti- 
mately adopted,  with  slight  variations,  by 
Porliamcnt  was  drawn  by  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  of  England,  who,  I  believe  was 
never  suspected  of  being  false  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  Protestantism.  Through  all  these 
endeavours  to  carry  out  a  policy  of  concilia- 
tion I  have  invariably  been  supported  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  In  the  same 
spirit  we  have  brought  forward  a  proposition 
to  grant  a  charter  to  a  Romau  Catholio 
University.  I  need  not  comment  upon  the 
"  zigzag  "  criticisms  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  ;  but  I  understand  our  propo- 
sal has  been  commented  upon  during  my 
absence  this  evening.  Sir,  I  believe  that 
proposal  was  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
principle  we  have  laid  down  that  in  Ireland 
the  wise  policy  is  to  create  and  not  to  de- 
stroy, and  to  strengthen  Protestant  institu- 
tions by  being  just  to  the  Roman  Catholics. 
Sir,  I  believe  the  proposal  to  grant  a  char- 
ter to  a  Roman  Catholic  University  was 
conceived  entirely  in  that  spirit.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  say  ''  Take  hold  of 
Trinity  College;  appropriate  its  property, 
destroy  its  constitution,  tear  its  charters  to 
shreds :  that  is  the  way  to  conciliate  the 
people,  that  is  the  way  to  reconcile  parties 
and  creeds  in  Ireland."  But  that  is  not 
the  policy  which  I  and  my  Colleagues  con- 
ceived. We  have  determined  to  create  and 
never  to  destroy  in  Ireland.  There  has 
been  too  much  destruction,  I  say  ;  there- 
fore, we  shall  maintain  all  we  have  said 
in  supporting  our  proposition  for  a  charter. 
I  do  not  wish  to  conceal  that  it  is  one 
which  I  believe  responds  to  the  legiti- 
mate demands  of  the  Roman  Catholics. 
It  will,  at  the  same  time,  maintain  that 
great  University  of  Dublin,  which  is  one 
of  the  greatest  Universities  in  the  coun- 
try. No  one  will  question  for  one  mo- 
ment but  that  there  is  a  want  of  edu- 
cational means  for  the  higher  classea  of 
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Roman  Catholic  population  in  Ireland, 

lough  people  may  di£fer  as  to  the  way  by 

lich  it  should  be  satisfied.     I  say  it  is 

|so  to  satisfy  that  want  by  a  mode  which 

iates  and  does  not  destroy.     That  is  in 

!ordance  with  our  uniform  policy,  and  in 

jnformity  also  with  the  policy  which  hon. 

mtlemen  opposite  have  hitherto  pursued 

|th  the  same  integrity  of  purpose  and  sin- 

'ity  of  feeling  ns  we  believe  wo  are  able 

claim  for  ourselves.  And  why  have  hon. 

tntlemen  opposite  pursued  this  policy  with 

?    Because  the  experience  of  the  past 

Is  taught  us  that  it  was  wise  to  do  that 

lich  would  of  all  things  tend  to  effect  a  re- 

iciliation  between  creeds  and  classes,  and 

an  end  to  the  unsatisfactory  state  of 
sling  in   Ireland.     We  have  been  sub- 
ited  to  the  usual  taunts  ;  nothing  is  so 
ly  as  to  say  that  we  do  this   thing  to 
|in  the  Catholic  vote,  that  we  do  another 
obtain  a  majority  or  maintain  a  posi- 
|n.     But    whether  in   Office  or   in   Op- 
lition  it  has  been  the  same  ;  and  these 
|jnt8  pass    by  us  without   the  slightest 
ict  upon  our  course.     The  same  taunts, 
leed  have  been  levelled  at  our  opponents. 
It  never  by  me.     Well,  let  us  look  at  this 
licy  as  applied  to  the  Church  in   Ire- 
id,  which  is  the  question  before  us.     We 
re  attempted  to  conciliate  creeds.     We 
|ve  endeavoured   to  bring  about  a  state 
society  by  which  every  man  in  Ireland 
mid  feel  that  he  was  in  a  position  of  the 
[no  equality  as  he  would   enjoy  in  En;^- 
id.     Whether   the   measures   were  pro- 
led    and   passed    by  us    or  by  our   op- 
hcnts,   I   do   not  think    that   policy   has 
llierto    been    unsuccessful.      There    has 
!u  a  difference  in  tlie   tone   even  of  the 
smbers  of  this  House  as  compared  with 
jat  it   was  a  quarter   of  a  century  ago. 
|t  of  this  House  there  has   been  a  very 
;at  change.     But  what  is  the  policy  of 

right  hon.  Gentleman  ?     He  conies  for- 

jrd   to   propose  a  change  which   will   at 

;e  outrage  the  feelings,  and  touch  in  their 

irest   sentiments   and   interests  a   large 

very  influential  portion  of  tiie  popula- 

of  Ireland.     Year  after  year  we  have 
Ithis  House  endeavoured  to  secure  to  the 
man    Catholics,    and   especially   to    the 
|man  Catholics  of  Ireland,  the  full  and 

exercise  of   their  religion.     There  is 

a  Gentleman  opposite,  however  he  may 

le,  who  does  not  in  his  heart  know  that 

Itrue.     I  am  not  referring  to  a  Session, 

|ni  not  referring  to  a  Parliament  ;   but  I 

referring  to  the  long,  and  patient,  and 

Ltinuous  policy  which  we  haye  pursued 

Mr*  Disraeli 


even  under  the  unfayourable  circumBtances 
and  discouragements  of  Opposition  —  the 
policy  that  the  Eoman  Catholics  should 
have  a  full  and  free  exercise  of  their  re- 
ligion ;  and  although  it  entailed  upon  us 
much  prejudice  and  misapprehension  among 
friends  whom  we  respected  and  regarded, 
wo  were  firm  to  that  policy,  because  we  be- 
lieved it  to  be  right  and  wise,  and  that  it 
would  lead  to  that  general  sympathy  and 
conciliation  to  which  I  have  adverted.  But 
what  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
pose ?  Have  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  no 
interest  in  their  faith  ?  Have  they  no  re- 
gard for  their  Church  ?  Has  their  history 
not  identified  them  with  that  institution  ? 
Have  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  no  sen- 
timental feelings  which  are  to  be  re- 
garded ?  And  what  are  we  to  think  of 
the  statesman  who,  having,  as  I  suppose, 
sanctioned  the  policy  which  I  have  indi- 
cated, comes  forward  at  this  moment  to  in- 
troduce to  us  not  merely  a  measure  but  a 
policy  which  must  restore  all  the  acrimony 
of  which  we  had  hoped  to  get  rid — which 
must  revive  all  those  inveterate  and 
rancorous  feelings  which  we  have  Bought 
to  eradicate  —  which  places  all  clasaei 
and  creeds  in  an  adverse  position,  and 
renders  that  country  again  the  scene  of 
every  hostile  passion,  of  every  sentiment 
which  is  opposed  to  that  political  tran- 
quillity which  all  great  statesmen  have 
striven  to  produce  ?  Now,  I  say  with  re- 
gard to  the  Church  in  Ireland,  that  if  this 
policy  of  conciliation  had  been  pursued,  I 
cannot  doubt  that  we  might  have  come  to 
conclusions  which  would  have  greatly  facili- 
tated the  objects  that  we  wished  to  accom- 
plish. The  reform  in  the  Irish  Church, 
which  took  place  in  the  year  1833,  was 
effected  by  the  Earl  of  Derby.  It  has  been 
criticized  of  late  years  as  a  measure  the  ar- 
rangements of  which  were  deficient  in  com* 
picteness.  But  in  my  mind  it  was  a  mea- 
sure which  showed  the  vigour  and  determi- 
nation of  a  real  statesman.  When  we 
consider  the  state  of  affairs  at  that  time  as 
regards  the  Church  in  Ireland  with  which 
Lord  Derby  had  to  deal,  I  think  we  must 
admire  the  determination  and  the  grasp  of 
his  conception.  But  there  is  no  doubt  that 
some  forty  years  have  elapsed  since  that 
period,  and  those  forty  years  have  brought 
not  only  with  reference  to  the  Church  in 
Ireland  but  to  the  Church  in  England  and 
many  other  institutions,  very  instructive 
results.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Calue  the  other  night— I  just 
mention  this  in  passing — said  there  waa 
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an  ineoniistenej  —  that  was  the  graTOBt 
charge  which  he  hrought  against  ray  noble 
Friend — an  inconsistency  between  my  noble 
Friend's  Amendment  and  bis  speech,  be- 
cause my  noble  Friend  stated  that  he  was 
ready  to  alter,  or  was  prepared  to  consider 
the  alteration  of,  the  status  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland.  I  was  informed  to-day  by  a 
Friend  ^hat  when  Lord  Derby  proposed 
his  great  change  for  the  reformation 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland  it  was  opposed, 
because  it  was  said  he  had  altered  the 
status  of  the  Church  in  Ireland.  But  now 
we  know  better  than  they  did  forty  years 
ago.  We  know  that  Lord  Derby  never 
in  that  sense  altered  the  status  of  the 
Church.  The  Church,  as  an  Established 
Church,  was  not  at  all  a£Fected  by  the 
legislation  of  Lord  Derby  ;  and,  therefore, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe) 
will  just  remember  that  the  use  of  tho 
word  status  may  be  such  os  he  might  not 
adopt.  I  myself  said  the  other  night, 
as  I  say  now,  that  1  think  you  might  ete- 
?ate  the  status  of  the  unendowed  clergy  of 
Ireland.  But  I  do  not  mean  by  elevating 
their  status  that  revolution  in  their  position 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  chooses  to 
fix  upon  my  noble  Friend.  My  opinion  is 
that  if  this  system  of  conciliation,  founded 
on  the  principle  that  in  Ireland  you  ought 
to  create  and  not  to  destroy,  had  been  pur- 
soedv  you  might  have  elevated  the  Irish 
Church  greatly  to  its  advantage.  You  might 
have  rendered  it  infinitely  more  useful — you 
might  have  removed  circumstances  which 
are  not  favourable  to  its  reputation  ;  and,  at 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  think  it  impossible 
thai  you  might  have  introduced  measures 
which  would  have  elevated  the  status  of 
the  unendowed  clergy  of  Ireland,  and  so 
softened  and  terminated  those  feelings  of 
inequality  which  now  exist,  so  that  you 
might  have  had  the  same  equality  in  tho 
State  In  Ireland  which  you  have  in  Eng- 
land.  There  is  perfect  equality  in  the  state 
of  the  Dissenter  in  England,  although  his 
IS  not  an  Established  Church.  That  state 
of  things  might  exist  in  Ireland  if  you  had 
taken  measures  which  would,  among  a  sen- 
aitive  people,  have  prevented  a  sentiment  of 
bnmiliation.  Saying  thus  much,  allow  me 
to  add  that  the  policy  recommended  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  involves  issues  in  my 
mind  much  more  important  than  the  go- 
Yemment  of  Ireland.  And  I  would  ask 
the  House  for  a  moment  to  consider  what 
would  bo  tho  effect  of  the  proposal  of  the 
right  boo.  Qentloman  upon  the  property  of 


the  country  ?  Now,  I  am  not  going  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  the  importance  of 
respecting  a  prescriptive  title  of  300  years. 
I  recognize  fully  that  there  is  a  difference, 
so  far  as  the  State  is  concerned,  between 
public  and  private  property.  But  tho  va- 
rious shades  between  them,  although  they 
are  numerous,  blend,  and  dangerously 
blend ;  and  it  is  of  much  importance  that 
when  you  deal  even  with  public  property 
you  should  deal  with  it  in  a  manner  so 
thoughtful,  so  learnod,  and  so  wise  that 
you  should  not  endanger  the  principle  of 
private  property.  All  that  I  pass  aside, 
and  I  leave  it  to  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
well  to  weigh  what  may  be  the  conse- 
quences of  interfering  with  a  prescriptive 
title  of  300  years.  What  effect  it  may 
have  on  the  estates  of  the  great  City  com- 
panies I  stop  not  to  inquire.  What  effect 
the  principle  by  which  it  is  recommended 
in  Ireland  may  have  even  upon  the  estates 
of  private  individuals  whose  property  has 
arisen  from  the  plunder  of  the  Church  I 
stop  not  to  ask.  I  believe  there  are  abbeys 
in  Ireland,  ond  there  are  many  in  England, 
that  are  no  longer  enjoyed  by  abbots.  I 
do  not  dwell  upon  these  things.  I  remind 
the  House  on  the  general  consideration  not 
to  forget  them.  I  view  with  great  jealousy 
the  plunder  of  a  Church  ;  because,  so  far 
as  history  can  guide  me,  I  have  never 
found  that  Churches  are  plundered  except 
to  establish  or  enrich  oligarchies ;  and 
although  it  may  be  a  very  Liberal  move- 
ment to  ottack  an  ecclesiastical  institution, 
I  have  never  found  that  the  consequences 
were  in  favour  of  liberty  or  enlightened 
feeling.  But  what  I  want  to  impress  upon 
the  House  is  this — that  there  is  a  new  view 
of  the  case  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
property  in  the  course  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  principle  of  pro- 
perty is  contested  in  the  age  in  which  we 
live.  I  am  not  alarmed  by  that,  because  I 
think  the  principle  of  property  may  be  es- 
tablished on  the  strongest  and  soundest 
arguments  that  the  human  intellect  can 
conceive.  But  we  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
calls  **  the  spirit  of  the  age,*'  and  which 
entirely  influences  him  in  the  advice  which 
he  gives  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire.  In  the 
present  day  the  principle  of  property,  even 
of  private  property,  has  been  contested, 
and  Ireland,  unfortunately,  is  not  an  ex- 
ception to  the  countries  in  which  that  poli- 
tical dogma  has  been  promulgated.  Ob- 
serve what  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
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fentleman  inyolyes.     I  can  understand  a 
lan,  for  example,  taking  up  tliis  position 

"Three  hundred  years  ago  the  Churches 
|f  Ireland  were  ministered  by  priests  of 
le  Roman  Catholic  faith,  and  were  filled 
ly  communicants  of  the  Koman  Catholic 
Ireed.  You  ejected  our  ministers  300  years 
Igo  ;  you  expelled  our  congregations  and 
jrove  them  to  a  distant  part  of  the  island 

now  our  opportunity  is  come,  the  hour 

|nd  the  man  have  both  arrived  ;  now  we 

^ill  regain  what  we  have    lost,  and  the 

Votestant  populations  and  the  Protestant 

linisters  shall  leave  the  churches."  That, 

Indoubtedly,  would  be  a  violation  of  pro- 

erty,  the  prescription  of  the  Protestant 

ppulation    of   three  centuries*    duration 

jould  be  violated  ;  and  to  that  degree  the 

jrinciplc  of  property  would  be  outraged. 

(ut,  then,  the  principle  of  property  would 

|e  vindicated  in  a  much  higher  degree  by 

te  principle  of  restitution,  and  so  it  might 

le  contended  that  there  was  no  violation  of 

jroperty  at  all.    These  persons  might  say. 

We  are  only  restoring  property  to  the 
'iginal  owners,  and  we   announce   it   as 

principle  so  sacred  that  even  300  years 

abuse  shall  not  prevent  us  from  ac- 
Inowledging  its  sacredness."  But  the 
jght  hon.  Gentleman  does  nothing  of  the 
|ind.     He  goes  to  the  Church  of  Ireland, 

takes  all  its  property,  and  he  does  not 
>1I  us  what  he  is  going  to  do  with  it 
'here  is  no  restitution  to  palliate  or  cxcuso 
|io  proceeding  ;  it  is  slieer  confiscation, 
.nd,  therefore,  I  say  that  the  principle 
|ioposeil  for  your  sanction  in  this  scheme, 

which  tho  right  hon.    Gentleman   can 
lunce  upon  all  the  property  of  tho  Church 

Ireland,  and  not    tell  you    what  he  is 
ling  to  do  with    it,  is    an    outrage  and 

violation  of  tho   principle  of   property, 

|mn  which  nothing  greater  or  more  enor- 

lous  can  be  conceived.      In  a  parenthesis 

|io  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  the 

•operty  would  be  preserved  and  only  used 

)v   Irish    purposes.     Well,  as    was   truly 

lid   by  my  right  hon.   Friend,  what  are 

loso  Irish  purposes  ?      Reduction  of  the 

ities    upon    whisky    would    be    an    Irish 

irpose  ;    is    that   what    he    means  ?      I 

»po  the  House  of  Commons  will  not  con- 

int  to  move  in  tho  dark  on  such  an  im- 

»rtant  subject  as  this.      I    say  that  the 

'oposition  of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 

plained  in  his  speech  does  involve  an  at- 

[ck  on   tho  principle  of  property,  which 

fver  yet  has  been — I  will  not  say  mooted 

Parliament,  but  which  has  scarcely  found 

jplace  in  the  speculations  of  the  most  ab- 

Mr,  Disraeli 


stract  philosophers.  For,  althoagh  there 
have  been  propositions  before  now  to  at- 
tack the  property  of  national  institutions, 
no  proposition  of  this  kind  has  ever  been 
made  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  or  one 
standing  in  the  responsible  position  of 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  ;  no  one  has 
ever  yet  attempted  to  attack  the  public 
property  of  this  country,  who  hat  not  at 
the  same  time  indicated  to  the  country 
with  what  intention  he  lays  hands  upon 
the  property  which  he  was  thus  appro- 
priating. Knowing  what  we  all  know,  that 
the  plunder  of  Churches,  which  are  the 
property  of  the  people,  has  never  yet  pro* 
duced  anything  for  the  people,  I  say  that 
we  ought  to  look  carefully  at  this  proposi- 
tion, which  leaves  us  entirely  in  the  dark. 
I  say  we  ought  to  look  with  the  greatest 
jealousy  on  such  a  proposition.  I  cannot 
under  any  circumstances — whatever  you 
may  do  with  the  property  of  the  Chorch  of 
Ireland,  which  I  hope  we  shall  succeed  in 
preventing  your  touching  at  all — I  cannot 
under  any  circumstances  agree  that  it 
should  be  appropriated  to  what  in  Liberal 
language  is  called  a  secular  purpose.  A 
"  secular  purpose  "  is  always  a  job.  Choreh 
property  is  the  property  of  the  people,  set 
apart  for  a  speciflc  purpose — namely,  their 
spiritual  instruction.  There  ia  a  great  laok 
of  funds  for  spiritual  instruction.  The  re- 
ligious education  of  the  people  has  been 
much  neglected  in  this  country,  owing  to 
the  great  plunder  of  the  Church,  and  the 
plunder  of  tho  Church  has  invariably  been 
the  appropriation  of  public  property  to 
private  individuals.  I  trust,  therefore,  thot 
we  shall  hear  no  more  of  that. 

There  is  another  subject  to  which  before 
I  sit  down  I  must  call  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  tho  House.  I  feel  that  I 
have  unfortunately  somewhat  trespassed 
upon  thoir  attention  ;  but  the  House  is 
generous,  and  it  feels  that  this  is  an  oc- 
casion on  which  it  is  scarcely  an  intru- 
sion on  my  part  to  crave  their  indulgence. 
I  have  to  place  before  them  one  of  the 
greatest  issues  ever  offered  to  their  con- 
sideration, and  that  somewhat  suddenly. 
The  conflict  has  come  upon  us  when  we 
little  expected  it,  and  it  is  necessary  that 
the  House  and  the  country  should  un- 
derstand what  they  have  to  decide.  The 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded  roe 
(Mr.  Card  well)  was  nervously  alive  up^ 
on  that  subject.  Ho  said,  '*We  must 
have  a  clear  and  intelligible  issue  before 
the  country.''  Well,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, the  issue  shall  be  clear  and  intelli- 
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gible.  I  hare  toaebed  upon  this  qnestion 
with  renrd  to  IrelaDd  by  itself,  and  I  have 
■howD  now  completely  contrary  to  the  po- 
licy which  the  wisest  statesmen  have  pur- 
■aad,  eren  at  great  personal  sacrifice,  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century  is  the  policy  suddenly 
recommended  to  us  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashire. 
No  more  conciliation  ;  no  more  hope  of 
reooDciling  creeds  and  classes;  no  more 
hope,  by  pmdent  arrangement,  of  securing 
in  a  country  of  anomalies,  no  doubt,  and 
fall  of  historical  difficulties,  what  I  thought 
we  were  arriTing  at,  by  achieving  that 
equality  in  the  State  which  the  subjects  of 
the  Queen  enjoy  in  England.  All  that  is 
past.  The  great  philosophers  and  physi- 
cians of  the  State  are  of  opinion  that  such 
equality  can  only  be  accomplished  by  out- 
raging the  dearest  feelings  and  invading 
the  interests  of  a  population  not  inconsi- 
derable, Tory  influential,  and  the  most  im- 
portant portion  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
policy  of  conciliation,  sanctioned  by  Peel, 
iQpported  with  admirable  eloquence  by 
Graham,  from  which  Palmerston  did  not 
reeoily  to  which  Lord  Russell  gave  his  ad- 
hesion, and  in  which  I  once  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  have 
worked  with  me — it  is  gone.  For  Pro- 
testant ascendancy,  which  really  no  longer 
aiisted,  is  to  be  substituted,  I  suppose. 
Papal  anpremacy.  All  that  we  have  at- 
tempted for  years  to  accomplish  is  to  bo 
obliterated,  and  Ireland  is  still  to  be  the 
scene  of  faction — is  still  to  be  the  difficulty 
of  England.  That  is  what  you  are  bring- 
ing aboat  at  a  moment  when  we  seemed  on 
the  verge   of  accomplishing  what   for   a 

Jjiiarter  of  a  century  we  have  been  labouring 
or.  I  have  asked  the  House  to  consider 
the  altered  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
I  have  begged  the  House  to  reflect  for  a 
moment  on  what  might  be  the  influence  on 
property  of  the  policy  recommended  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  now  come  to  an- 
other and  more  important  ulterior  conse- 
qnenee.  If  that  policy  is  carried  into  effect, 
the  eonneetion  between  the  State  and  the 
Chareh  in  Ireland  ceases  ;  the  Government 
of  Ireland  is  divorced  from  the  principle  of 
rcltgionp  which  hitherto  has  been  acknow- 
ledged aa  a  part  of  our  national  policy. 
How,  what  ia  meant  by  the  union  between 
Chureh  and  State  f  In  this  crisis,  I  say, 
it  ia  of  great  importance  that  we  should 
fbllj  undoratand  what  we  mean  by  a  con- 
Beetioo  between  Ghnrob  and  State.  I  will 
give  mj  Toraion  of  it.  I  nnderstand  by  it 
that  avlh«»it7  ia  to  be  not  merely  political; 


that  Government  is  to  be  not  merely  an 
affair  of  force,  but  is  to  recognize  its  re- 
sponsibility to  the  Divine  Power.  Sir,  we 
have  discarded  the  divine  right  of  Kings, 
and  properly  discarded  it,  because  the 
divine  right  of  Kings  led  to  the  abuse  of 
supernatural  power  by  individuals ;  but  an 
intelligent  age  will  never  discard  the  divino 
right  of  Government.  If  Government  ia 
not  divine,  it  is  nothing.  It  is  a  mere  affair 
of  the  police-office,  of  the  tax-gatherer,  of 
the  guard-room.  Now,  Sir,  any  man  who 
has  had  any  experience  of  affairs  knows 
this — that  every  year  Government  becomes 
more  difficult.  It  is  its  connection  with  the 
religious  principle  —  it  is  not  the  guard- 
room, it  is  not  the  police-office,  it  is  not 
the  tax-gatherer — which  enables  it  to  rule 
the  nation.  You  must  educate  the  people; 
you  must  reform  the  criminal  ;  you  must 
establish  asylums  to  meet  all  the  wants  of 
injured  and  suffering  society.  These  are 
the  duties  of  Government.  In  their  per- 
formance, the  Government  is  perpetually 
applied  to,  is  perpetually  called  upon,  and 
how  are  we  to  perform  those  offices  unless 
we  are  in  connection  with  religious  bodies? 
It  is  the  priuciple  of  religion  which  makes 
a  Government  sensible  and  conscious  that 
it  has  to  perform  these  duties,  and,  hav- 
ing to  perform  these  duties,  it  requires 
an  agency  by  which  it  can  accomplish 
them.  I  am  totally  at  a  loss  to  see  how 
we  can  connect  Government  with  religion 
except  by  sn  Establishment.  One  of  the 
things  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  preceded  me  wanted  was  an  intelli- 
gible issue.  I  give  him  a  clear  and  intelli- 
gible issue.  I  want  to  know  how  we  can 
connect  the  Government  with  religion  ex- 
cept by  an  Establishment.  It  is  very  true 
that,  in  a  country  like  England,  where  we 
have  the  advantage  of  complete  toleration, 
we  may  have  an  Establishment  which  is 
not  the  Church  that  represents  the  entire 
majority  of  the  country :  but  we  cannot 
judge  of  the  influence  of  an  Established 
Church  by  the  mere  influence  of  its  minis- 
ters or  by  the  number  of  those  in  com- 
munion with  it.  We  must  recollect  the 
influence  which  the  existence  of  such  an 
Establishment  has  on  those  who  are  not 
communicants  with  that  Church.  The 
great  sectarian  parties  of  this  country,  so 
full  of  learning  and  spirit,  so  highly  disci- 
plined and  organized — what  would  they 
have  been  without  the  Church  of  England, 
the  archetype  which  produced  that  great 
competition  of  charity  which  is  the  charac- 
teristic of  the  age  and  the  centoif  in  which 
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I  we  lire  ?  Well,  if  you  admit  ibis  principle 
lyou  ought  to  hesitate  yerj  much  as  to  the 
Icourse  you  are  taking.  What  are  you 
doing  as  regards  Ireland  ?  Are  you  pre- 
pared to  say  that  the  Government  in  Ire- 
land shall  be  a  Government  disconnected 
from  tlie  principle  of  religion !  Are  you 
prepared  to  say  that  ?  If  you  are  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that,  how  is  Government  in 
Ireland  to  be  connected  with  the  principle 
lof  religion  ?  Tell  me  that.  Will  you  endow 
Ithe  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland  ?  Why, 
lall  the  objections  which  you  allege  against 
the  Anglican  Church  will  equally  apply 
to  the  Presbyterian  Church.  Its  popula- 
Ition  is  not  more  considerable.  Well,  will 
lyou  connect  with  the  State  the  Roman 
Church?  ['*No!"]  You  say  -No!''  We 
Iknow  there  are  some  persons  who  say 
P'Yes!"  But  you  are  right  in  saying 
I"  No."  There  is  no  doubt  it  is  utterly 
impracticable.  The  United  Kingdom  is  a 
Protestant  kingdom.  The  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom  are  a  Protestant  people. 
They  defend  and  cherish  a  Protestant 
Throne ;  and  any  attempt  in  Ireland  to  es- 
tablish a  Roman  Church  in  connection  with 
the  State  is  a  dream  which  no  practical 
man  would  allow  himself  to  indulge  in. 
Well,  if  you  cannot  establish  the  Kirk, 
if  you  cannot  establish  the  Church  of 
Rome,  then,  if  you  are  going  to  destroy 
the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  you  come 
to  this  point — ^you  will  have  a  Government 
in  Ireland  that  is  not  connected  with  the 
religious  principle.  This  appears  to  nic  to 
Ibe  a  lot^ical  consequence  ;  and,  at  this  mo- 
Iment,  if  you  helieve  with  me  that  the  union 
Ibetwecn  Church  and  State  is  a  great  secu- 
Irity  for  civilization  and  for  religious  liberty 
[*'  No  ! "]  I  say  if  you  agree  with  me  in  this 
I — I  am  only  trying  to  do  as  the  right  hon. 
Mcnjber  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Card  well)  asked, 
Ito  arrive  at  a  clear  and  intelligible  issue — 
lyou  must  acknowledge  that  there  is  no 
Ipossible  means  by  which  you  can  maintain 
Itlmt  union  but  by  maintaining  the  Church  in 
llreland.  Reform  or  modify  her  if  you  will, 
Iniako  her  more  efficient  if  you  can,  but  nn- 
lless  you  are  prepared  to  give  up  the  con- 
Inection  between  Church  and  State,  which 
lis  the  connection  of  authority  tempered  by 
Ithe  civilizing  power  of  religion,  you  must 
Iniaintain  the  Church.  You  cannot  stir 
Ifrom  that  position;  you  must  accept  one  of 
ihese  two  alternatives.  Sir, — in  connection 
jwith  the  point—comments  were  made  in  the 
Icourse  of  this  varied  debate,  by,  as  I  undcr- 
jstand,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Ixeter   (^r.   Coleridge)   to-night,   by  the 

Mr,  Disraeli 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Calne,  and  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  who  sits 
opposite  me,  to  a  letter  which  1  wrote,  and 
to  which  I  will  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House,  if  it  will  permit  me.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  said  I  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  clergy,  telling  them  that  the 
Church  was  in  danger  ;  they  have  all 
preached  in  consequence,  and  this  has  pro- 
duced a  considerable  effect.  Now,  there 
was  a  letter  written  once  by  a  Prime  Min- 
ister to  a  clergyman.  He  did  not  say  the 
Church  was  in  danger.  The  letter  was 
written  to  the  Dean  of  Durham,  and  it 
called  out  *<No  Popery."  I  think  that 
must  have  misled  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. My  letter  was  not  written  to  a 
clergyman,  but  to  a  layman.  It  was  not 
sent  to  The  Times  newspaper,  as  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Calne  said,  nor  to  any 
other  newspaper. 

Mr.  LOWE  :  The  Member  for  Calne 
never  said  so. 

Mu.  DISRAELI :  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Calne  said  it  was  sent  to  I%6 
TimeSf  and  that  he  read  it  in  The  Hmss, 

Mr.  LOWE  :  I  said  it  appeared  in  The 
Times,  I  never  said  that  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  sent  it  to  The  Times. 

Mb.  DISKAELI  :  No ;  you  only  said 
that  it  appeared  there  the  same  rooming 
as  the  Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend. 

Mr.  LOWE  :  I  did  not  say  that.  On 
the  contrary,  I  said  it  appeared  the  morn- 
ing before  the  Amendment  appeared. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  You  mis-dated  the 
letter,  you  mis-quoted  the  letter,  and  you 
misconceived  the  letter.  I  am  now  speaking 
upon  the  connection  between  Church  and 
State.  That  letter  exactly  expresses  the 
feelings  which  influence  me  at  this  moment; 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Calne  says  that  I  wrote  a  letter 
trying  to  excite  the  Protestant  feelings  of 
the  country,  let  the  letter  be  judged  by  what 
it  contains,  and  by  nothing  more.  What 
was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
totally  inconsistent  with  what  was  said  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter 
respecting  this  letter.  There  is  nothing 
about  Protestant  feeling  in  it  ;  and  with 
regard  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
City,  who  says  I  wrote  a  letter  declaring 
that  the  Church  was  in  danger — the  City 
churches  may  be  in  danger — but  he  totally 
misunderstood  what  I  wrote.  I  did  not  say 
that  the  Church  was  in  danger.  I  said  the 
State  was  in  danger.  Terminate  the  con* 
nection  between  the  State  and  the  Church; 
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divoreo  aaihority  from  the  religious  prin- 
eiple ;  joa  will  find  the  State  in  danger, 
not  the  Ghureh,  when  it  thus  loaes  the  high 
•Miction  and  the  high  influences  which 
animate  a  nation.  I  ask  again,  is  it  or  is 
not  tme  that  if  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  adopted  jou  terminate  the 
eonneotion  in  Ireland  between  Qovernment 
and  the  Church  ?  Is  it  or  is  it  not  true  ? 
Let  08  have  a  dear  answer  to  that.  [Op- 
poritum  ChMT9.'\  You  admit  it.  Can  you 
resist  the  consequences  of  your  admission. 
[CWm  of  "  Hear,  hear !  '^  from  the  Oppo- 
itttOA.]  Tour'"  Hear,  hear  !"  will  some 
day  be  remembered  by  yourselves  with 
Mtonishmentand  perhaps  remorse.  There 
is  more  in  that  "  Hear,  hear!"  than  you,  or 
than  England  conceiTCS.  You  will  termi- 
nate the  connection  between  Church  and 
State  in  Ireland  ; — why  should  you  stop 
there  ?  If  the  "  hear-hearers  "  are  to  have 
their  way,  I  can  completely  understand  the 

rdiey  that  is  brought  before  us.  But  what 
want  is  that  the  House  of  Commons  and 
England  should  understand  what  is  the 
clear  and  intelligible  issue  the  right  lion. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Oxford  is  so 
inxions  to  ascertain.  Well,  if  you  adopt 
the  principle  of  separation  between  Church 
tnd  State  in  Ireland,  there  is  no  reason 
vhj  yon  should  not  adopt  it  in  Scotland. 
[Mr.  Cbaufurd  :  Hear,  hear  !]  I  like  to 
Bear  that  cheer.  There  is  nothing  that 
idtanees  discussion  more  than  the  sponta- 
neoaa  ayropathy  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
lite.  The  Church  of  Scotland  has  in  its 
eommunion  only  a  minority  of  the  people  ; 
and  I  want  to  know  upon  what  principle 
yon  ean  maintain  the  Kirk  in  Scotland  if 
Ton  do  not  maintain  the  Church  in  Ireland  ; 
Well,  then,  it  is  admitted  that  themojority 
not  being  within  the  pale  of  the  Scottish 
Bjrk,  Scotland  also  may  follow  the  policy 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lauca* 
•hire.  Why  stop  at  Scotland  ?  Are  you 
prepared  for  the  ulterior  consequences  of 
thia  poliey  t  That  is  what  I  want  to  have 
thoroughly  understood  by  the  people  of 
thia  eonntry.  Let  there  be,  as  the  right 
htm.  Member  for  Oxford  says,  "  a  clear 
and  intelligible  issue. ^  Well,  the  Church 
ialla  in  Irdand,  it  falls  in  Scotland  ;  but  it 
ii  Deter  to  fall  in  England,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  there  are  mil- 
liona  upon  millions  of  Churchmen  in  Eng- 
land. That  is  rhetoric,  it  is  not  reason. 
Whj,  iba  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
that  great  master  of  the  mind  of  the  right 
bon.  Maoibar  for  South  Lancashire*— we 
bara  beard  of  *' aduoating,"  why  he,  too. 


can  educate — that  hon.  Gentleman  will  take 
the  Census  Returns,  and  with  that  analysis 
which  his  shrewd  intellect  is  so  well  able 
to  regulate  and  control  he  will  prove  that 
it  is  a  very  clear  conclusion  from  the  statis- 
tical documents  in  his  hand  that  the  union 
between  Church  and  State — that  union  be* 
tween  authority  and  religion  which  has 
humanized  authority,  civilized  this  coun- 
try, and  secured  to  us  civil  and  religious 
liberty  —  cannot  be  maintained.  I  am 
sure  that  hon.  Members  will  not  object 
to  my  stating  at  some  length  my  opinion 
upon  this  subject.  The  question  is  only 
now  at  its  commencement.  Years  will 
elapse  before  it  is  decided.  It  is  very 
easy  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pro- 
pose Resolutions  ;  but  he  must  allow  us 
to  try,  especially  as  I  was  challenged  on 
the  subject  to-night,  that  a  clear  issue 
should  be  put  before  the  people  of  England. 
Now  let  us  look  at  the  case  of  England. 
Here  I  have  a  letter  written  to  me  by  a 
dignitary  of  the  Welsh  Church,  a  proctor 
in  Convocation,  one  who  I  think  must  be 
a  respectable  and  cultivated  gentlemen, 
because  he  is  a  friend  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire.  He  has 
been  a  great  supporter  of  the  right  hon.' 
Gentleman  at  Oxford  and  in  a  county  with 
which  he  is  intimately  connected,  and, 
though  in  a  state  of  great  distress  on  ac- 
count of  the  state  of  affairs,  he  still  re- 
gards the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  feel- 
ings of  affection.  In  this  communication 
he  begs  to  call  my  attention  to  the  imme- 
diate effects  of  the  policy  of  that  distin- 
guished statesman,  whom  he  still  regards 
with  feelings  of  personal  affection.  He  begs 
to  call  my  attention  to  a  Wulrth  Reform 
meeting— [Crw*  of  "Where?"]— held  in 
Hope  Hall,  Liverpool,  attended  by  dele- 
gates from  twenty-two  places.  ["  Oh, 
oh  r*  and  a  laugh.']  Oh  !  I  assure  you 
it  was  a  real  meeting.  It  was  a  Liberal 
meeting — perhaps  on  that  account  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  doubts  whether  it  could 
be  a  real  one — and  it  was  numerously  at- 
tended. The  writer  of  the  letter  is  a  dig- 
nitary of  the  Welsh  Church,  a  most  re- 
spectable man,  an  M.A,  [*'NAnie!**] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  have  the 
name  ;  but  in  discussion^we  have  agreed  not 
to  give  the  name  of  every  gentleman  who 
sends  us  information.  The  meeting  was 
called  in  consequence  of  the  new  policy, 
and  the  chairman,  Mr.  Owen  Williams,  in 
the  course  of  his  speech,  maintains  that 
the  Welsh  have  a  grievance  to  be  redressed 
almost  as  great  as  this  of  the  Irish  Church. 
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''  It  WM  ftbiolntolj  neoetMryy*^  he  Mid—) 

^  Tbftt  tbej  ■hotild  atvp  mfid«  and  (brni  a  wriid 

It    Tbej  bad  a  Gbaroh  qoMtion  to  diNd  with 

well  at  the  Irifh  people  ;   and  he  did  not  aee 

rhj  Walei  shoald  be  contented  any  longer  to  carry 

!ie  burden  pat  npon  her.    The  Welsh  had  their 

Iborob  qnettion  alio ;  and  H  would  be  impossible 

r"  myself,  "  Mr.  Gladstone,  or  Mr.  Bright  to 

ktle  the  Irish  Church  question  without  feeling  at 

B  same  time  that  the  present  state  of  things  in 

Tales  eonld  no  longer  exist." 

[e  eodt  ia  this  way—"  The  Welsh  had 

to  deal  with  a  land  question."    This 

ihows  the  progreBS  of  the  public  mind — 

**  It  was  idmost  impossible  to  obtain  freehold 
id  in  Wales,  where  the  population  had  doubled 
lelf  during  the  last  thirty  years.  He  coold  see 
Justice  in  that  state  of  things.  He  could  not 
why  the  great  landowners  shouhi  become  the 

I  of  aU  the  improTcments  effected  by 

>,  industry,  and  skill." 

i  the  close  of  an  excellent  speech*  the 
shairmaa  intimated  it  was  probable  the 
lest  meeting  wonid  be  addressed  by  the 
Ight  hen.  Member  for  Sonth  Lancashire. 
?his  was  the  letter  sent  to  me.    I  will 
pass  it  ofcr  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
lan  beoanse  he  had  one  handed  to  him  the 
ither  evening,  and  he  will  not  desire  ano- 
ler.     I  ha? e  quoted  it  to  show  you  the 
jnences  of  the  new  policy,     w  hether 
le  policy  is  right  or  wrong  is  another 
[neation ;  hat  do  not  let  the  House  mis- 
moeive    the  crisis   which    has    arrived, 
^ell,  then,  we  come  to  the  qaostion  of 
ingland.     I  believe  in  Wales  there  nre 
rcry   few   benefices  in  which   there  is  a 
lajority  of  Churchmen  ;   and   I   ask  the 
louse,  on  what  principle  can  you  refuse 
to  apply  to  Scotland  and  to  Wales  the 
lamo  principle  jou  are  applying  to  Ireland  ? 
ask  you,  how  can  you  meet  the  question 
(f    England?      Let    not    hon.    Members 
iround  me  say  there  are  millions  and  mil- 
lions in  England  who  are  members  of  the 
Sstablished  Church.     That  docs  not  au* 
Iswer  the  stern  conclusion  from  the  Census 
Returns — namely,  that  in  England  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  are  not  members  of 
Ithe  Church.     Well,  then,  are  you  prepared 
to  say,  notwithstanding  that,  that  the  civil 
luthority  shall  not  be  divorced  from  rcli- 
Igion }     I  know  very  well  the   difficulties 
Iwe  have  to  contend  with  now.      I  know 
jvery  well  what  are  the  powers  that  are 
low,  and  have  been  for  some  time,  meeting 
together  and  joining  to  produce  the  conse- 
Iquences  which  some  anticipate,  and  which 
ll  hope  may  yet  be  defeated.     No  mon  can 
Ihave  watched   what   has  taken   place   in 
jthis  country  during  the  last  ten  years  with- 
|oat  being  prepared^  if  he  be  of  a  thoughtful 
Mr.  JDifraeU 


mind,  for  th«  crisis  of  tUa  tomtiy.  I 
repeat  the  eipressioii  that  I  ased  in  mj 
letter  to  my  Lord  Dartmonthy  that  the 
crisis  of  England  is  now  fast  arrivinif. 
High  Church  Ritualists  and  the  Irish  fol- 
lowers of  the  Pope  have  been  long  in 
secret  combination,  and  are  now  in  open 
confederacy.  [_LaughUr.l  Tes,  but  it  is 
a  fact.  It  is  confessed  by  those  who  at* 
tempted  to  prevent  this  eombiiiation»  to 
mitigate  the  oecurreneOv  to  avoid  the  eon- 
juncture  which  we  always  felt  would  be 
most  dangerous  to  the  oountry.  They 
have  combined  to  destroy  {hat  great  bles- 
sing of  conciliation  which  both  partiea  in 
the  State  for  the  last  quarter  of  a  eeotury 
have  laboured  to  effect.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  of  the  great  difBeahiea  that  we  have 
to  encounter.  I  know  the  almoel  superhu- 
man power  of  this  oembinatioa.  They  hata 
their  hand  almost  upon  the  realm  of  Bng- 
land.  Under  the  guise  of  Liberalia:a« 
under  the  pretence  of  legislating  in  the 
spirit  of  the  age»  ther  are»  aa  they  think, 
about  to  seiie  upon  the  supreme  Mrthori^ 
of  the  realm.  But  this  I  ean  aay.  that  so 
long  asi  by  the  fafonr  of  the  Qaeeii«  I 
stand  hercy  I  will  oppose  to  the  vtmoat 
of  my  ahili^  the  attempt  they  aiw  making. 
I  believe  the  policy  of  the  right  hefe.  Gea* 
tleman  who  is  their  repreaentativ^  if  eiis* 
cessftti,  will  chance  the  oharaeter  of  lUa 
country.  It  will  deprive  the  anbjeets  of 
Her  Mojesty  of  some  of  their  most  pre- 
cious privileges,  and  it  will  dangerously 
touch  even  the  tenure  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
cannot  help.  Sir,  making  the  obsenration 
— and  I  trust  it  is  one  at  least  as  much 
within  the  bounds  of  Parliamentary  eonr- 
tcsy  as  some  to  which  we  have  recently 
listened — that  there  are  portions  of  the  dis- 
cursive speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  which,  with  every  effort  on  mr  part*  I 
fail  to  discern  the  relevancy;  and  that  there 
are  other  portions  of  it  of  which  it  does 
not  seem  to  me  a  severe  judgment  to  say 
that  they  appear  to  he  due  to  the  influence 
of  a  heated  imagination.  Sir,  I  can  assure 
the  House  that,  at  this  hour  of  the  morn- 
ing, I  shall  endeavour  to  confine  myself  to 
the  main  issue,  and  shall  dismiss  with  a 
very  few  words  of  obsenration  subjects 
that  in  the  treatment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  occupied  a  considerable  time. 
His  elaborate  justification  of  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  by  reference  to  preeedentSy 
I  think,  does  not  call  for  detailed  reply,  ]n« 
asmuch  as  he  was  mistaken  in  all  the  re- 
ferences that  he  made.    He  isJd  it  WM  in- 
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tolerable  to  meet  e  Motion  on  the  Irish 
Choroh  by  the  ProTious  Question,  but  he 
forgets  that  he  nuet  it  so  himself  last  year. 
And  when  he  eaid  it  had  been  met  in  that 
manner  on  the  part  of  his  predecessors  he 
forgot  that»  on  the  three  successiTO  occa- 
tiona  on  which,  during  the  Government  of 
Lord  Palmereton,  the  Irish  Church  ques- 
was  advanced  it  was  met  by  that  Govern- 
ment eoncnrring  in  the  preeept  of  the  right 
Hon.  Oentleman,  but  avoiding  his  practice 
—by  the  direct  negative  which  he  seeks  to 
avoid.     I  will  not  enter  either  into  the 
elaborate  personal   invective  delivered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against  the  no- 
Ue  Lord  (Viscount  Cranborne)  and  against 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Calne.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  hia  pacific  character  is  well  estab- 
lished, and  that  he  never  in  his  life  at- 
tseked  a  man  by  whom  he  had  not  been 
attacked  before.     Sir,  I  leave  these  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
speak  for  themselves,  and  I  do  not  for  one 
moment  envy  him  whatever  benefit  he  can 
derive  from  them.     Then,  Sir,  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  has  an  extensive  know- 
ledge  of  history ;  but  the  whole  of  the  his- 
torieal  portion  of  his  speech  I  shall  sue- 
eintly  and  enrsorily  dismiss,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  deals  in  such  propo- 
sitions as  this — that  the  Norman  conquest 
of  England  was  similar  in  its  operation  and 
effeet  to  the  English  conquest  of  Ireland  ; 
and  not  this  only,  but  likewise  that  as  Ire- 
land was  conquered  after  the  Revolution 
of  1688y  so  England  itself  was  conquered 
in  order  to  bring  about  that  Revolution.    It 
would  be  an   unpardonable  abuse  of  the 
time  of  the  House  if  I  were  to  suppose  it 
eeald  be  necessary  to  enter  for  one  mo- 
ment into  a  detailed  analysis  and  confuta- 
tien  of  a  statement  like  that.     Before  I 
proeeed  to  co-operate  with  the  right  hon. 
mntlemant  as  I  shall  most  cheerfully  do, 
in  endeavouring  to  attain  that  clear  and 
satisfisetory  issue  which  he  so  much  de- 
sireo.  and  to  which  I  will  try  a  little  to 
eonliibote«  I  will  say  a  few  words  with 
referenea   to  what   has   occurred  in  the 
•onrse  of  the  debate.     I  am  bound  to  ad- 
mit the  general  fairness  and  moderation 
with  whieh  the  debate  has  been  conducted. 
I  think  that  I  who  appear  here  as  what  is 
ealM  the  assailant  of  the  Irish  Church, 
afler  baring  in  my  early  days  held  opinions 
■trongly  in  favour  of  its  maintenance,  can- 
not in  fairness  do  less  than  allow  that, 
with  the  eieeption  perhaps  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Bute  for  the  Home  Department, 


who  threw  a  few  stones  at  me  ont  of  the 
glass  house  in  which  he  '  dwells,  nothing 
could  give  less  ground  for  complaint  than 
the  tone  which  hon.  Gentlemen  have  adop- 
ted in  referring  to  the  inconsistency  of  my 
present   as  contrasted  with    my  previous 
career.      Naturally,   however,   there    has 
been  criticisu)  upon  the  Resolutions,  and 
in  the  debate  one  point  in  particular  has 
been  dwelt  upon  on  which  I  conceive  that 
I  ought  to  have  previously  given  an  ex- 
planation, brief,  but  important  in  its  na- 
ture.     In  the  speech  that  I  made  in  pro- 
posing that  the  House  should  resolve  itself 
immediately  into  a  Committee,  I  ventured 
to  express  an  opinion  that  so  far  as  I  could 
forecast  the  shape  which  a  measure  for  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church  was 
likely  to  take,  it  would  issue  in  something 
like  this  : — that  of  the  total  actual  present 
value  of  the  entire  property  of  that  Church 
at  the  moment  when  the  change  took  place 
no  less  than  three- fifths,  and  possibly  be- 
tween that  proportion  and  two-thirds,  would 
remain  in  the  hands  of  the  members  of  the 
Communion  now  established  by  law  in  Ire- 
land, and  would  remain  in  their  hands  with 
the  perfect  good-will  of  the  whole  of  those 
among  whom  they  dwelt.    Now,  Sir,  if  the 
House  will  forgive  me,  I  will  give  in  a  very 
words  the  sort  of  rough  computation  upon 
which  I  founded  that  statement.     These 
will  not  be  supposed  to  be  official  figures. 
Official  figures  do  not  exist ;  and  although  I 
do  not  possess  tho  means  of  comparatively 
accurate  investigation  which  are  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Government,  still  in  dealing 
with  these  large  sums  I  have  availed  my- 
self of  data  which  I  believe  are  worthy  of 
credit.     I  believe   that  the   value  of  the 
whole  capitolized    revenue  of  the   whole 
Established  Church  may  be  not  unfairly 
stated  at  £13,000,000  ;  that  the  value  of 
the  outstanding  perpetuities  not  yet  pur- 
chased up  by  the  lessees  would  be  about 
£600,000  ;  and  that  a  fair  estimate  of  the 
value  of  churches  and  parsonages,  with  the 
immediate  appendages,  would  be  no  less 
than  £2,500,000.    If  that  be  so,  it  gives  a 
total  of  £16,100.000  of  which  three-fifths 
would  be  £9,600.000.     Now,  Sir,  if  the 
clerical  life  interests  were  recognized,  that,  I 
believe,  could  not  be  done  at  a  chorgo  of 
less  thnn  half  of  the  capitalized  revenue, 
or  £6,500,000.     I  ought  to  have  stated 
that  by  clerical  life  interests  I  refer  to 
incumbents,  to  beneficed  clergymen,  inas- 
much as  there  are  life  interests  of  a  minor 
character  which  would    have  to  be  con- 
sidered.   There  are  many  lay  interests  of 
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a  minor  kind,  such  as  those  of  organists, 
clerks  in  possession  of  freeholds,  and  so 
on,  which  would  not  he  extravagantly  es- 
timated at  £500,000.  The  price  of  ad- 
Towsons  belonging  to  members  of  the 
Church  might  be  fairly  taken  at  another 
£500,000;  and  if  the  churches  and  par- 
sonages were  left — although  it  is  not  part 
of  my  duty  to  propose  anything  on  the 
subject — in  the  hands  of  the  present  pos- 
sessors, that  would  be  £3.500.000  more, 
making  a  total  of  £10,000,000,  which 
would  be  £400,000  more  than  three-fiftlis 
of  the  whole  value  of  the  property.  1 
have  said  this  to  show  that  I  did  not  speak 
altogether  without  consideration.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  threatens  me,  when  we  get  into 
Committee,  with  an  indefinite  number  of 
Iwhat  he  calls  categorical  questions.  My 
Iright  hon.  Friend  is  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
Iput  to  me  as  large  a  number  of  those 
questions  as  he  pleases  ;  only,  I  hope  he 
will  allow  me  to  exercise  a  certain  amount 
of  discretion,  as  to  the  answers  I  will  give 
him.  It  appears  to  me  that  I  have  gone 
far  in  the  declaration  I  have  made,  and 
further  I  do  not  intend  to  go.  But  it  is 
requested  that  I  should  make  an  explana- 
tion on  a  point  which  has  been  misunder- 
stood in  a  manner  which  appears  to  be 
singular  —  I  mean  the  nature  of  the  third 
Resolution.  The  strange  construction 
Inppears  to  have  been  put,  and  put  even  by 
IGentlemcn  in  office,  on  these  Resolutions, 
thnt  they  were  intended,  by  the  sole  act 
lof  the  House  of  Commons,  to  arrest  the 
action  of  constituted  legal  powers,  such 
as  those  which  the  Irish  Church  Commis- 
sioners exercise,  and  such,  above  all,  as 
the  Crown  makes  use  of  in  the  exercise  of 
its  patronage.  Now,  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  take  the  pains  to  refer  to  the  Irish 
Church  Temporalities  Act  of  1833,  they 
will  find  that  my  third  Resolution  is  little 
more  than  a  copy  of  words  there  used  ;  but 
on  account  of  my  determination  to  proceed 
in  the  most  scrupulous  and  respectful 
manner,  it  is  not  simply  a  copy,  but  an 
expansion  of  the  words  contained  in  that 
Act,  and  which  recite  the  surrender  by  the 
Crown  of  its  interest  and  pntronnge  as 
being  the  ground  on  which  Parliament 
proceeded  to  enact  the  suppression  of 
several  bishoprics.  Therefore,  admiring 
as  I  do  the  salutary  rule  and  practice  of 
this  House — to  decline  entertaining  Bills 

I  o 

affecting  even  to  the  extent  of  a  hair- 
breadth, the  interest  and  Prerogatives  of 
|the  Crown,  withont  the  Crown's  coBsent ; 

Mr.  Gladftons 


I,  on  that  account,  proposed  a  Resolution, 
which  forms,  as  I  conceive,  the  only  man- 
ner in  which  I,  as  a  Member  of  the  House, 
could  constitutionally  signify  my  respect 
for  the  Crown,  and  which  invites  the  House 
to  address  the  Crown  to  give  that  consent, 
without  which  we  do  not  and  cannot,  under 
our  salutary  rules,  act  in  our  legislative 
capacity  in  matters  afiPectiug  the  Crown's 
interest  and  Prerogatives.  The  third  Re* 
solution  is  simply  a  preliminary  to  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Bill,  and  nothing  else  in 
the  world  except  such  preliminary.  A 
complaint  was  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  which  surprised  me  ;  for  he  said  I 
had  not  stated  what  whould  be  the  legal 
condition,  except  as  to  property,  of  the 
Irish  Church,  if  the  plan  I  propose  were 
adopted.  I  certainly  did  say,  in  terms  the 
most  definite  that  I  could  nse,  that  the 
Established  Church  of  Ireland  was  to  be 
placed  in  a  state  of  freedom  as  entire  and 
absolute  for  the  regulation  of  its  own  reli- 
gious concerns  as  any  Dissenting  body.  I 
hope  that  that  explanation  is  satisfactory 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  not  hav- 
ing heard  any  observations  on  that  point, 
gave  Tent  to  his  imagination,  and  suppos- 
ing that  something  of  the  kind  was  meant, 
called  attention  to  the  horrible  conse- 
quences which  would  follow  such  a  state  of 
freedom.  '*  What  a  state  of  things  will 
follow,''  said  he,  if  there  be  no  Royal  su- 
premacy, no  jurisdiction  of  the  Crown  or  of 
the  Courts,  these  people  will  actually,  if 
they  think  fit,  alter  their  own  articles  of 
belief."  But  that  was  not  all,  and  I  call 
the  particular  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  follows,  because  I  think  it  is  one  of 
the  most  striking  parts  of  the  whole  debate. 
My  right  hun.  Friend  said  that  if  the  peo- 
ple of  England,  now  members  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  and  under  the  coercion 
of  the  State,  could  only  get  sight  of  the 
Irishmen  altering  their  articles  of  belief, 
the  desire  to  do  the  same  would  become  so 
violently  infedious  that  all  the  members  of 
the  English  Church  would  be  crying  out  to 
be  disestablished  that  they  might  follow 
the  example  of  the  Irish  Church.  [Sir 
Stafford  Noutiicote  was  understood  to 
dissent  from  this.]  My  right  hon.  Friend  at 
least  said  that  enough  of  them  would  fol- 
low the  example  to  cause  the  ruin  and  fall 
of  the  Established  Church  in  England. 
The  ancient  poets  have  represented  that 
when  the  followers  of  the  god  Bacchus,  in 
a  state  of  violent  excitement,  went  dancing 
into  a  country,  the  whole  of  the  population 
were  invariably  smitten  with  the  contagioDi 
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■ad  began  dancing  too.  Now,  it  appears 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  afraid  tlint  all 
the  Irish  Churchmen  will  immediately  bo- 
gm  to  eat  tlieir  capers  by  making  new 
Chareh  eonstitutions ;  and  so  deliglitful 
will  thia  process  be  found  that  the  English 
people,  with  all  the  substantial  advantages 
of  Bstablishmenty  will  not  be  able  to  resist 
the  aoft  infection,  and  in  this  way  it  ap- 
pears my  Motion  is  to  lead  to  the  downfall 
of  the  English  Establishment.  I  think  that 
argument  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  sufB- 
eientlj  answers  itself.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  think  the  Irish  Protestant  Church- 
men have  been  exceedingly  ill-used  in  this 
debate,  and,  worst  of  all,  they  have  been 
most  ill-used  by  their  friends.  The  noble 
Lord  who  spoke  last  night  (Lord  Claud  John 
Hamilton)  said  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
were  now  loyal,  but  if  their  Church  were 
disestablished  there  was  no  saying  what 
they  might  do.  Their  loyalty,  then,  is  a 
conditional  loyalty,  dependent  on  posses- 
lion  of  special  and  exclusive  privileges. 
That  is  the  loyalty  of  the  Irish  Protestants, 
ts  deseribed  not  by  me  but  by  their  friends  ; 
hot.  Sir,  I  must  not  say  all  their  Friends, 
for  I  feel  bound  to  make  an  exception  in 
lisToar  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gcn- 
tlemsn  opposito  (the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland),  who  asserted  the  direct  contrary, 
and  said  the  loyalty  of  the  Protestants 
would  continue,  no  matter  what  befell. 
Perhaps  wo  may  take  this  as  a  sign  that 
the  eontagion  imagined  by  the  right  hon. 
Bsronet  is  not  as  catching  as  he  sup- 
posed. Still,  we  are  tuld  by  some  of  the 
Friends  of  Irish  Protestants  that  if  they 
are  pot  on  an  equality  with  their  Roman 
Catliolio  fellow-countrymen  in  matters  of 
religion  we  are  not  to  count  on  their 
lojalcj.  My  answer  to  that  allegation, 
argument,  imputation,  calumny,  or  call  it 
what  you  like,  is  simply  this :  I  do  not 
believe  it,  I  am  bound  not  to  believe  it — 
eonrtesy  permits  and  justice  compels  me 
to  state  with  plainness  my  utter  disbelief 
in  it.  Sir,  the  true  answer  to  these  ap- 
prehensions of  my  right  hon.  Friend  is 
thIa— that  there  are  in  the  world,  known 
to  bistory,  knowji  to  experience,  known  to 
every  roan  of  common  sense,  plenty  of 
those  bodies  who  have  undergone  the  pru- 
eesa  of  disestablishment.  There  are  the 
Episcopalians  in  Scotland,  there  are  the 
Bpiaeopalians  in  America,  there  are  the 
Bpiseopalians  in  all,  or  nearly  all,  our 
cciontea,  who,  strange  to  say,  have  gone 
tbfongh  all  these  horrors  which  are  de- 
seribed to  na  in  such  lively  terms.     "  Dis- 
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establishment !  a  portentous  word,  de- 
scribing a  thing  still  more  portentous  !  " 
says  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Yes  ; 
and  what'is  ho  doing  in  Jamaica?  Why, 
his  Government  is  under  a  pledge  nt  this 
moment  to  introilnce  a  Bill  to  Parlia" 
ment  for  the  purpose  of  disestablishing,  as 
far  as  depends  on  tho  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, the  Church  now  established  in  Ja- 
maica. Such  disestablished  bodies  not 
only  now  exist,  but  they  exist  in  comfort, 
they  exist  in  prosperity  ;  they  pursue  their 
way  calmly  and  peaceably  ;  thoy  meet 
their  religious  controversies  and  difficulties 
not  as  well  as  wo  do,  for  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  last  flight  of  his  imagi- 
nation, has  given  us  one  of  the  most  doleful 
descriptions  of  tho  Church  of  England 
which  I  ever  heard  in  all  my  life,  with  his 
"combination  between  High  Church  Ritu- 
alists and  Roman  Catholics."  I  here  will 
say  that  I  must  retort  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  charge  that  our  arguments 
and  our  statements  are  dangerous  to  the 
Church  of  England  ;  for  if  tho  result  of 
the  Establishment  of  tho  Church  of  Eng- 
land is  that  she  is  at  this  moment  in  the 
position  which  he  pictured  in  that  last 
most  highly-coloured  passage  of  his  speech, 
I  must  »ay,  I  think,  that  a  stronger  argu- 
ment for  her  disestablishing  and  for  send- 
ing her  forth  into  the  free  air  of  tho  wil- 
derness of  voluntaryism  cannot  possibly  be 
conceived.  It  is  tho  Government,  there- 
fore, who,  by  their  arguments,  are  throw- 
ing doubts  on  the  principle  of  religious 
Establishments.  Then,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  there  is  no  crisis  at  all  in 
Ireland  ;  that  there  is  nothing  at  all  to 
warrant  special  action  at  this  time  ;  and, 
by  tho  way,  there  is  one  doctrine  of  his 
which,  although  it  touches  history,  I  can- 
not pass  by  without  notice,  and  that  is  his 
doctrine  of  fundamental  laws,  lie  says 
that  when  an  alteration  of  a  fundamental 
law  is  submitted  to  Parliament,  then  it  is 
necessary  that  it  should  first  go  to  the 
people — that  is  to  say,  that  there  should 
be  a  dissolution — in  order  that  a  new  Par- 
liament may  bo  elected  with  tho  subject  of 
that  fundamental  law  in  its  view.  Well,  I 
believe.  Sir,  that  the  fashionable  phrase  to 
describe  the  party  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who,  a  few  years  ago,  were  Protec- 
tionists, who  since  then  have  been  Conaer- 
vatives,  who,  during  our  first  Reform  Bill, 
were  Tories,  and  who,  last  year,  were,  I 
think,  neither  Tories,  Protectionists,  nor 
Conservatives— I  believe  that  the  fashion- 
able name  for  them  this  year  is  **  Consti- 
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ItionalifitB,"  and  it  is  under  that  name  the 

jht  hon.  Gentleman  produces  tins  most 

[trnonlinnry  doctrine.     I  recommend  the 

rht  lion.  Gentleman,  in  liis  Irish  studies, 

rcod  the  debates  on  the  Act  of  Union 

|th  Ireland,  and  he   will   find  that  Mr. 

leridan  vehemently  opposed   the  Act  of 

lion,    and    set    up   this   doctrine  :     he 

lid,  *'  You  have  no  right  in  entering  into 

jUnion  with  another  country  to  alter  the 

idamental  laws ;"   and  he  got  a  pretty 

tting  down  from  Mr.  Pitt.      I  wish  it 

ire  in  my  power,  but  the  lateness  of  the 

[ur   prevents  me,  to  eihibit  in  its  true 

lours   the   ultra-democratic  —  the   more 

in  democratic — the  anarchical  nature  of 

doctrine.     The  First  Minister  of  the 

I'own  asserts  that  subjects  of  secondary 

ignitude  may  be  dealt  with  by  Parlia- 

^nt,  but  tliat  when  there  is  any  subject 

|iich  touches  the  fundamental  laws,  then 

is  their  duty  to  go  back  to  the  people 

Ifore  they  have  the  moral   authority  to 

|al  with  it.     I  do  not  think  it  necessary 

dwell  upon  that  statement  of  the  right 

In.  Gentleman.     I  was  sorrj  to  hear  it 

ce  in  the  speech  of  a  Prime  Minister — 

lice,  I  am  sure,  it  will  nerer  be.     [Mr. 

Israeli  :  I  said  it  before.]    Yes  ;  but  I 

|d  not  the  opportunity  of  following  the 

;ht   hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion, 

iause,  unfortunately,  he  followed  me,  or 

rould  hnve  done  the  very  limited  justice 

his   opinion   which   I   have  now  endca- 

ired  to  do.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

'8  that   there  is  nothing  distinct  in  tlie 

iscnt  political  condition  of  Ireland  at  the 

^sent  moment  in  a  sense  and  of  a  nature 

justify  the  Motion  which  I  have  made. 

|hen  I  presented  to  the  mind  of  the  right 

I.  Gentleman,  and  to  the  mind  of  the 

mse,  that  aggregate  and  combination  of 

Icunistances  which,  taken  altogether,  con- 

jtuted  the  political  situation  of  Ireland, 

right  hon.  Gentleman  pursued  the  pro- 

(8  of    pulling   them   asunder,  and   then 

[uing  from  each  singly  that  it  does  not 

[istitutc  a  cHbIb,  leaving  it  to  be  inferred 

it  nothing  in  the  nature  of  a  crisis  cnn 

>ult  from  their  combination.     He  says, 

:h  regard  to  Fenianiam,  •*  Why,  did  you 

deal  with  this  crisis  in  1866,  when  you 

Ire  in  the  Government  ?     That  reminds 

that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 

liberal   to  me  in  the  historical  notice 

iich  he  has  given  the  House  of  nty  life. 

stated,  not  very  long  ago,  that  for  a 

irter  of  a  century  during  which   I   had 

sn  in  power,  and  in  power  for  the  pur- 

je  of  dealing  with  the  Church  in  Ireland, 

Mr.  Gladstone 


I  did  nothing  towards  that  objeot.  Well, 
for  nine  years  out  of  the  last  twenty -three, 
I  held  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  during  one  only  of  those  nine 
years — namely,  in  1866, 1  had  the  responsi- 
bility  of  being  the  Leader  of  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  **  Why  did 
you  not  deal  with  the  Irish  Church  in  1866, 
when  you  asked  for  the  anspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act?"  My  answer  is, 
**  For  a  perfectly  plain  and  simple  reason.*' 
In  the  first  place,  circumstances  were  not 
ripe  then  as  they  are  now.  \^Iranieal  ekeert 
from  the  Ministerial  Binehet.]  Circum- 
stances, I  repeat,  were  not  ripe,  in  so  far 
as  we  did  not  then  know  so  maeh  as  we 
know  now  with  respect  to  the  intensity  of 
Fenianism.  Nor  was  there  any  Member 
of  that  Government  who  would  have  been 
for  one  moment  justified  in  giving  the  offi* 
cisl  account  of  Fenianism  which  has  been 
given  within  the  hearing  of  ns  all  during 
the  last  few  weeka  by  the  noble  Earl  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Bat  while 
that  was  the  first  reason,  it  was  not  our 
only  reason.  A  second  was,  that  we  were 
occupied  with  the  Reform  Bill.  ['*  Ob, 
oh!" J  I  say  it  was  totally  impossible  for 
us,  situated  as  we  were  in  reapect  to  Re- 
form of  the  Constitution  of  ParlismeDi,  to 
apply  ourselves  to  a  consideration  of  the 
Irish  Church.  And  not  only  was  it  totally 
impossible,  but  it  would  have  been  an  in- 
sult to  the  common  sense  of  the  noble 
Lord,  who  seems  to  jeer  at  that  statement, 
if  we  had  requested  him,  even  with  his 
great  capacity  of  mind,  to  apply  himself 
at  the  same  time  to  the  question  of  Reform 
and  to  that  of  the  Irish  Church.  The 
situation  of  Ireland  is  this.  We  haye  had 
the  guarantees  for  personal  liberty  sus- 
pended for  three  years ;  and  the  country 
is  in  the  occupation  of  an  army  and  of  a 
police  organized  as  an  army  with  reference 
to  that  suspension.  Now,  that  is  a  state 
of  things  which,  in  itself  constitutes  and 
proves  the  existence  of  this  critical  con- 
dition. It  is  a  state  of  things  which, 
as  1  have  heard  said,  is  next  to  war; 
and  in  which  the  enormous  power  oJP 
this  country  keeps  down  and  suppresses 
the  elements  of  disaffection.  What 
those  elements  are  I  take  from  the  state- 
ment of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  who 
represents  the  Irish  Department.  I  have 
not  added  one  syllable  to  them  ;  I  have 
not  sought  to  colour  them.  But  if  the 
power  from  without  keeps  down  the  prin- 
ciple of  disaffection,  sedition,  and  disloyalty 
in  Ireland,  I  want  to  know  whether  that  is 
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a  oondition  in  which  it  is  safe  for  this  eoun- 
trj  to  continue  ?  Tho  riglit  hon.  Gentle- 
msD  BRyB,  "  Oh,  but  their  material  condi- 
tion is  improTod/'  Certainly,  their  mate- 
rial condition  is  improved  ;  and  it  is  tlie 
?crj  feet  that,  while  their  material  condi- 
tion has  improyed  to  such  a  degree  that  it 
•an  bo  perceived — I  do  not  say  to  a  great 
degree,  but  to  a  sensible  degree— the  poli- 
tical diaaffectiun  wliich  lies  beneatii  has 
become  more  deeply  rooted  and  more  widely 
eilended  among  the  classes  described  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland; 
it  is  this  very  fact,  I  say,  which  makes  the 
pietare  of  Ireland  so  formidable,  and  which 
imposes  upon  Parliament  the  duty  of  no 
longer  flinching  from  looking  the  circum- 
stances in  the  face,  and  meeting  them. 
When  we  examine  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, what  do  we  see  ?  We  see  the  reli- 
gionists of  the  country  divided  into  three 
classes.  There  are  the  ministers  of  the 
Established  Church,  who  have,  not  for 
their  fault  but  their  misfortune,  much  pay 
and  little  work  ;  there  are  the  ministers  of 
the  Presbyterians,  who  have  little  pay  and 
much  work;  there  are,  lastly,  the  ministers 
of  the  Roman  Catholics,  and  of  the  minor 
Protestant  sects,  who  stand  in  precisely 
the  same  category,  and  these  have  no  pay 
at  all  and  much  work.  That  is  the  reli- 
gions oondition  of  Ireland.  Is  that  a  sa- 
tisfaotory  state  of  things?  Are  we  pre- 
pared to  take  the  political  chances  of  the 
intura  with  that  state  of  things  staring  us 
in  the  face?  Of  course,  if  a  Gentleman 
has  a  conscientious  belief  that  the  mainten- 
ance of  a  certain  Church  Establishment  is, 
■nder  all  circumstances,  an  unconditional 
matter  of  duty,  to  him  I  do  not  address 
myself.  But  that  is  not  the  belief  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  House.  The  great 
majority  of  the  House  believe,  I  appre- 
hend, that  the  connection  of  the  State 
with  religion  is  necessarily  modified  by  the 
Tarying  condition  of  men's  minds  from  time 
to  time  and  from  age  to  age,  both  as  re- 
gards the  advantage  of  the  Connection, 
and  likewise  as  regards  the  divisions  of 
religioos  belief.  And  it  is,  in  my  opi- 
nion^  impossible  to  justify  the  mainten- 
ance of  an  Establishment  which  we 
have  ceased  to  maintain  as  the  exclusive 
representative  of  religion,  and  which  we 
maintain  now,  I  fear,  on  the  far  narrower 
ground  of  a  kind  of  traditional  monopoly 
that  never  ean  be  understood,  and  that 
always  will  be  resented  by  the  people  of 
Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  I  want  to  know  how 
tiM  Oofemment  propose  to  meet  this  seri- 


ous wrong,  as  I  am  sure  the  large  mnjority 
of  the  Houee  believe  it  to  be.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  for  a  clear  and  in- 
telligible issue.  Now,  I  will  first  take  the 
side  of  the  picture  presented  to  us  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  before  showing  tho 
reverse  of  the  picture.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  terrifies  us  by  pointing  out  thot 
if  we  disestablish  the  Church  in  Irclond 
we  shall  dissociate  the  State  from  the 
principle  of  religion,  oml  lead  to  disestab- 
lishment in  Scotland,  in  Wales — as  ho  as- 
surer us  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Owen 
Williams— and  lastly  in  England.  Now, 
there  is  no  concealment  about  our  inten- 
tion. We  do  propose  to  sever  tlie  Estab- 
lishment from  the  State ;  but  if  I  am 
asked  whether  wo  shall  thereby  sever  the 
principle  of  religion  from  the  State,  my 
answer  is,  that  when  you  have  a  state  of 
things  such  as  that  existing  in  Ireland,  an 
Establishment  cannot  be  maintained  with- 
out a  violation  of  what  the  bulk  of  the 
people  believe  to  be  the  principles  of  civil 
justice,  and  that  in  that  case  the  extinction 
of  the  Establishment  and  not  its  extension 
is  the  way  to  give  a  true  religious  character 
to  a  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
threatens  us  with  the  progress  of  this  de- 
vastating principle  in  other  countries,  but 
my  answer  is  that  we  must  judge  the  case 
of  each  country  upon  its  own  merits.  We 
do  not  say — and  I  certainly  do  not  think — 
that  the  cases  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  in  substance  analogous  to 
the  case  of  the  Irish  Church.  No  argu- 
ment from  a  country  where  the  mainten- 
ance of  an  Establishment  seems  to  be  just 
can  for  a  moment  avail  to  warrant  it  in  a 
country  where  it  is  unjust  ;  and  I  believe 
the  worst  enemy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, or  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  or  of 
the  Church  in  Wales,  could  not  suggest  a 
course  more  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
those  Establishments  than  the  line  of  argu- 
ment taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends,  who  really  seem  prepared, 
if  the  Irish  Church  is  disestablished,  forth- 
with to  lead  an  attack  against  Established 
Churches  elsewhere.  Such  is  my  answer, 
and  I  hope  it  is  a  clear  one  to  the  objec- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  now 
proceed  to  ask  what,  in  the  face  of  this 
state  of  things,  is  the  position  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ?  And  this  is  open 
to  manifold  constructions ;  fur,  judging 
from  the  speeches  of  Gentlemen  oiiposite^ 
there  is  an  appearance  of  considerable  dis- 
crepancy. Let  me  first,  however,  refer  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre* 
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ry  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 

[lied    a   letter   of   mine,    which   he    was 

inf>ed  to  read.     Sir,  I  have  done  my  hcst 

obtain  the  original  of  that  letter  from 
liich  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
[tract.  The  editor  of  the  newspaper  ( The 
toming  Herald)  to  whom  it  was  ad- 
lessed  has,  in  a  most  courteous  nionner, 
jne  what  he  could ;  but  I  am  sorry  to 
ite  that  he  has  not  yet  been  able  to  send 

the  letter.  All  I  can  now  say  is,  that 
Jdoes  appear  to  me  to  have  been  rash  of 
|e  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  trust  himself 
found  a  Parliamentary  attack  on  a  few 
|es  extracted  from  a  letter,  he  himself 
[ver  having  seen  that  letter,  and  having 

opportunity  of  judging  of  the  rest  of  its 
Intents.  As  to  the  matter  of  the  letter, 
jwill  simplj  say  that  the  portion  of  it 
liich  refers  to  the  Act  of  Union  has  refer- 
|ce  also  to  an  idea  which  I  did  entertain 

the  time  it  was  written,  and  only  aban- 
Ined  with  reluctance.  It  was  not  the  idea 
lich  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  suppose, 
jiose  hon.  Gentlemen — if  they  will  for- 
re  me  the  expression — appear  to  be 
|der  a  ^ross  delusion  as  to  the  Act  of 
lion.  They  always  talk  of  it  as  if  it  as- 
|red  to  the  Irish  Church  the  possession  of 

property  ;  but  there  is  not  a  syllable 
|out  property  in  the  Act  of  Union.   I  had 

my  mind — I  am  not  ashamed  to  con- 
is  it — the  last  fragment  of  the  Irish 
lurch  which  I  was  inclined  to  preserve. 
»twithstanding  the  sneer  pronounced  by 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Meni- 
|r  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  on  ec- 
jsiastical  Establishments — and  I  think 
TC  was  truth  in  it — I  am   not   ashamed 

avow  that  I  regretted  the  diminution 
the  House  of  Lords  of  the  number  of 
>se  who  were  there  by  merit — some  of 

friends  now  near    me  know  that  such 
IS  my  feeling — and  I  did   think  it  would 
desirable  to  keep  in  that  House  a  cer- 
|n  number  of  the  Irish  Bishops.    If  asked 
len  the  Irish   question  would  assume  the 
Iportance   it  has  now  assumed,  I  would 
Ive   said,   perhaps   not  for  five,   perhaps 
It  for  ten  years.     Therefore,  though  this 
lestion  had  not  then  entered  tho  domain 
politics,  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  give 
|tice    to    my   constituents    of   my    feel- 
on  the  matter.     Was  the   right  hon. 
Mitlenian  tho  Home  Secretary  prepared 
Igive  notice  in  1865  of  his  sentiments  on 
jothcr  subject  ?     [Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
ide  some  observation    across  the   table 
lich  was  inaudible  in  the  Gallery.]     The 
;ht  hon.   Gentleman  says  he  has  been 

Mr,  GladHon^ 


elected  since.  That  is  perfectly  true,  and 
let  him  take  tho  benefit  of  it.  [Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardt  made  another  observa- 
tion, which  also  was  inaudible  in  the  Gal- 
lery.] That  is  a  matter  which  I  think 
would  admit  of  some  little  discussion  ;  but 
if  he  says  that  he  thinks  be  could  have 
been  elected  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
in  1865  as  the  advocate  of  household  suf- 
frage, with  my  knowledge  of  that  constitu- 
ency during  a  period  of  sixteen  years,  I 
must  say  that  such  a  supposition  is  con* 
trary  to  my  experience.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  it  is  the  glory  and  the 
privilege  of  the  State  to  maintain  the  light 
of  the  Reformation  in  Ireland.  That  sounds 
all  very  fine,  but  that  is  not  the  only  glory 
and  privilege  of  the  State,  because  we  are 
paying  some  £30,000  a  year  for  the  main- 
tenance of  Maynooth  College,  whence 
something  like  100  priests  are  sent  forth 
annually  to  teach  the  people  that  the  Re* 
formation  is  no  glory  and  no  light,  but 
that  all  tho  glory  and  the  light  are  in  the 
Roman  fold  and  the  Roman  pastor.  The 
anxiety  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
maintain  this  glory  and  privilege  of  exhi- 
biting the  light  of  the  Reformation  is  not 
in  the  slightest  degree  incompatible  with 
his  seeking  another  glory  and  privilege  in 
1868  by  proposing  to  endow  from  the  parse 
of  the  people  of  this  country  a  Roman 
Catholic  University  in  Ireland.  There  are 
considerable  deductions  from  that  kind  of 
glory  and  privilege  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  described.  However,  glory 
and  privilege  is  the  motto  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  but  what  is  the  motto  of  the 
Prime  Minister  ?  I  must  refer  to  that 
which  was  pointedly  brought  into  view  by 
my  riffht  hon.  Friend  near  me,  the  Member 
for  Oxford  (Mr.  Card  well),  and  which  was, 
I  will  not  say  sedulously,  but  unfortunately 
and  accidentally  avoided  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  his  speech.  There  is  no  injustice 
at  all  in  referring  to  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister  in  1844.  for  the  plain  and 
simple  reason  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  think  with  great  courage,  consider- 
ing by  whom  he  is  surrounded,  has  dis- 
tinctly stated  twice  over  in  1868,  in  the 
midst  of  many  apologetic  expressions,  that 
the  sentiment  of  that  speech  was  right. 
Now,  what  was  the  sentiment  of  that 
speech  ?  I  have  read  it  lately,  and  have 
not  forgotten  it.  Many  hon.  Members  may 
Imvo  read  it,  but  those  who  have  not  have 
a  treat  to  enjoy.  I  speak  seriously.  The 
right  hon. Gentleman  disparaged  the  speech; 
but  a  more  closely  woven  tissue  of  arga- 
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mant  and  obserration  has  seldom  been 
known  in  ibe  debates  of  ibis  House ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  now 
shrink  from  the  substance  of  it.  I  will  not 
quote  from  the  speech,  but  I  will  describe 
it  in  a  single  word.  Tho  whole  of  that 
speech  referable  to  the  Church  of  Ireland 
inajr  be  fairly  summed  up  in  the  single 
word  ''Destruction."  Now,  I  appeal  to 
any  man,  and  to  any  of  the  Colleagues  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  they  have 
tliat  speech  in  their  memory,  whether  that 
is  not  a  fair  description  of  it.  Here,  then, 
are  two  undoubtedly  important  declarations 
separated  by  an  immeasurable  interval;  but 
there  is  also  a  third.  There  was  the  de- 
claration of  the  noblo  Earl  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  he  said  in  his  official 
statement  on  behalf  of  the  Government — 

"There  would  not,  I  believe,  be  any  objection 
to  moke  all  Cbarches  equal ;  but  the  result  must 
be  aeeared  bjr  elevation  nnd  not  by  confiscation." 

Therefore,  in  the  midst  of  glory  and  privi- 
lege, on  the  one  side,  aud  destruction  on 
the  other,  there  comes  the  equality  of 
Chnrehea  by  elevotion.  In  my  desire  to 
contribute,  to  this  plain  and  intelligible 
iuna,  I  should  like  to  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  for  a  few  moments  to 
the  meaning  of  that  word  *'  elevation.'' 
Then  oame  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  who,  apply- 
ing ice  from  Wenham  Lake  to  the  senti- 
ments which,  like  lava  from  Vesuvius, 
flowed  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  surveyed  us  mortals 
from  Epicurean  heights,  nnd  described, 
with  the  most  perfect  absence  of  passion — 
I  will  not  say  of  enthusiasm  —  the  des- 
tinies, one  more  deplorable  than  the  other, 
which  might  befall  the  Irish  Church.  Per- 
hap*  tho  noble  Lord,  when  we  come  to  dis- 
cuss the  first  Resolution  in  Committee,  will 
mora  fully  develop  his  views.  But  there 
is  a  mode  of  harmonising  the  three  state- 
nenta  which  have  been  made  upon  this 
question,  though  they  are  apparently  re- 
mote from  one  another.  The  tight  hon. 
Gentleman  is  enigmotic ;  but,  like  the 
bieroglyphica  and  cuneiform  inscriptions  on 
aneient  monuments,  his  meaning  yields  to 
faithful  comparison  and  research.  To- 
night the  right  hon.  Gentleman  discusses 
the  principles  on  which  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment haa  been  carried  on,  and  by  which 
it  appcara  be  was  about  to  obtain  some 
aatoniahing  result,  if  he  had  not  been 
•topped  by  ray  Motion,  and  by  a  conspi- 
racy, I  think  he  made  out,  between  tho 
High  Church    Ritualists  and   the  Pope. 


The  principle  is  this— to  strengthen  Pro- 
testants by  doing  justice  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics. He  quotes  as  an  instance  of  his 
anxiety  to  assist  in  this  work  tho  pacing 
of  the  Roman  .Catholic  Onths  Bill  in  1865. 
IIo  did  not  prevent  the  passing  of  the 
Bill.  No;  and  I  am  glad  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  that  year  repented  of 
what  he  had  previously  done.  It  was  a 
tardy  eoncession  after  long  and  repeated  re- 
sifitance  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Friends  ;  and  now,  forsooth,  they  claim 
some  special  credit  for  the  passing  of  a 
measure  with  regard  to  which  all  that  can 
be  said  is  that,  at  a  given  moment,  they 
ceased  to  resist  it.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  our  measure  is  destruc- 
tive, and  that  he  wishA  to  create.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  us  to  trans- 
lute  into  plain  and  simple  language  the 
whole  of  these  dark  and  ambiguous  decla- 
rations, in  order  that  wo  may  place  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Government  besido  ours,  and  upon  that 
juxtaposition  we  may  raise  the  satisfactory 
issue  so  much  desired  ?  There  was  a  prin- 
ciple which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  once 
called  "the  Pantheistic  principle."  In 
the  Rpeech  in  which  that  expression  occurs 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said— < 

"  You  and  your  Erastinn  principles  are  crum- 
bling into  duat.  >Yill  you  adopt  the  Pantheistic 
principle  ?  I  have  unfaltering  conflilrnce  in  tlie 
stability  of  the  Church  ;  but  the  dani-^cr  which 
threatens  it  is— What  ?  Nonconformity  ?  No. 
It  is  the  connection  between  tho  Church  and  the 
State.  This  places  it  under  the  control  of  ths 
House  of  Commons,  which  is  not  necessarily  of 
the  same  communion.  Leave  the  Church  to  it« 
self,  and  it  will  shrink  from  no  contest." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — 

"  I  bolicve  the  question  to  be.  Will  you  sever 
tho  Church  from  the  State,  or  will  you  endow  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  ?  For  my  own  part,  I 
believe  tho  Protcstnnts  of  Ireland  would  say, 
'Sever  the  connection  between  Church  and  State, 
and  do  not  endow  the  Roman  Catholics.' " 

**  Then  wo  come,"  says  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  "  tu  this  further  consideration 
— are  wo  to  recognize  the  Pantheistic  prin- 
ciple?" It  is  fair  to  interpret  a  man's 
language  bj  other  language  of  his  own, 
nnd  what  I  understand  tlie  right  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  to  mean  when  he  says  he  wants  to 
create,  and  not  to  destroy,  is  that  he 
wants  Parliament  to  adopt  tho  Pantheistic 
principle.  That  is  a  very  hard  word  for 
some  uf  our  constituents;  but  its  meaning 
is  clear,  beyond  dispute.  The  intention 
and  desire  of  the  Government,  including 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemon  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, who  stands  up  so  strongly  for  tho 
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[oryand  pmilej^oof  defending  the  Church, 
to  set  up  niongside  of  tho  Efitoblishment 
Iher  EstAblislied  Churches  —  Preaby- 
Irinns  and  Roman  Catholics,  and  lesser 
»dies,  all  endowed  out  of  the  Consolidated 
md.  That  is  the  only  intelligible  policy 
can  ascribe  to  the  Government,  and  I 
|k,  Is  the  country  prepared  for  such  a 
»ltcy  ?  Something  of  this  kind  might 
ive  done  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Pitt,  or  even 

a  later  period.     It  was  earnestly  desired 

tho  Liberal  policians  of  that  day.  But 
»k  at  the  singular  fact  that  seems  to 
ing  to  the  party  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tman — that  they  always  endeavoured  to 
lopt  and  wear  the  cast-off  robes  of  the 
beral  party.  That  which  the  Liberal 
rty  desired  and  'strove  for  a  generation 
0,  and  that  which  they  prevented  that 
[rty  from  passing,  they  afterwards  took 

and  strove  for  when  it  had  been  aban* 

jned  by   the    Liberal   party  and  by  the 

opie.     That  policy  of  the  Government  is 

le  that  cannot  and  will  not  be  adopted  by 

|e  people  of  this  country.     It  is  detested 

Scotland;  it  is  not  desired  by  England; 

is    repelled   and    rojected   by    Ireland. 

[ere  we  to  join  him  in  giving  effect  to 

|ch  a  policy,  the  only  result  would  be, 

it  we,  in  common  with  them,  should  be 

rolved    in   the    shipwreck   of   the   plan. 

ic  sentiments  and  convictions  of  the  Three 

ingdoms  are  so  opposed  to  it  that  it  is  a 

|in  scheme,  to  be  entirely  dismissed.    This 

the  point  at  issue — that  the  Church  in 

'lauJ  shall  cease  to  exist  as  an  Establish- 

'iit,  tliough  with  every  softening  measure 

t  a  due  regard  to  proprietary  and  vested 
[erests,  and  I  would  add  even  to  feel- 
;8,  can  suggest.  It  is  totally  impossible 
proceed  only  by  way  of  internal  reforrus, 
lich  may  diminish  abuse,  but  will  really 
;rcaf»o  the  great  abuse.  Tho  hon.  and 
irned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck) 
ike  of  the  value  of  the  clergy  to  Ireland 
la  resident  gentry.  But  supposing  that 
le,  such  arc  the  essentially  fulse  elements 
the  position  of  tho  Irish  Church  radi- 
lly  considered  that  efforts  at  reform  will 
y  deteriorate  in  one  8en«e  what  they  may 


and    the    hon.    Member  for  Nottingham 
(Mr.    Osborne)    allow    me  to   offer   them 
some  apology  for  the  eondnct  of  the  Liberal 
party  on  this  question  ?     They  have  hardly 
done  justice  to   the  Liberal   Government 
and  themselves,  and  those  who  have  acted 
with  them.     The  Liberal  party  did  make 
one   very   limited,   but  very   serious  and 
earnest  effort  to  deal  with  the  Irish  Church. 
It  was  on  an  exceedingly  narrow  issue — that 
of  the  Appropriation  Clause ;  but  narrow  aa 
it  was  it  was  too  wide  not  merely  for  their 
Parliamentary  interests,  but  for  the  then 
feeling  of  the  country.      Let  ua  consider 
what  happened  from  1834  to  1838.     They 
fought  that  question  steadily.     It  is  quite 
true  that  they  put  Sir  Robert  Peel  out  of 
Office  because  he  would  not  adopt  it ;  but  it 
is  not  true  that  they  dropped  it  in  oonae- 
quence  of  obtaining  his  place.     The  very 
first  effect  of  their  taking  up  that  question 
was  the  secession  of  a  powerful  section  of 
the  Cabinet.       Their  opponents    in    this 
Douse,  of  whom  I  was  one,  were  tustained 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  and  not  only  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  by  the  constituenciea. 
Therefore,  in  that  they  were  fairly  beaten, 
and,  having  been  fairly  beaten  they  are  not 
justly  to  be  blamed  because  they  have  not 
incessantly  renewed  the  agitation  of   that 
question.     But  we  agree  that  the  memory 
of  that  defeat  should  make  us  cautioue  in 
airain  taking  to  so  serious  an  engagement. 
I  quite  agree  with  my  hon.  and    learned 
friend  (Mr.  Roebuck)  that  it  is  of  vital  im- 
portance that,  entering  into   this  matter, 
we    should   to    the  best  of  our  power   go 
through   with  it.     I  quite  agree  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  that  the  great  question  should  not  be 
huddled  up  into  the  form  of  an  abstract 
Resolution  ;   and  if  he  and  also  my  learned 
Friend  reply  to  me  as  he  may  justly,  that 
mere  words  are  but  light  and  trivial  and 
may  well  beget  suspicion  rather  than  re- 
move it,  I  point  to  tho  second  and  third 
Resolutions    as    unequivocal    proofs    and 
guarantees  that  as  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
and  80  far  as  those  with  whom  I  have  had  the 


honour  and  privilege  to  communicate  are 

nd  in  another.     I  recollect  the  solemn  |  concerned,  it  is  our  intention  not  to  mock 

eal  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem-    the  people  of  Ireland  with  idle  words,  but, 

while  avoiding  any  unreasonable  demand 
on  a  Parlian)ent  which  has  but  limited  time 
at  its  disposal,  we  do  ask  from  that  Parlia- 
nient  so  much  at  least  of  action  as  shall 
servo  to  show  its  sincerity  by  practical 
proof,  by  clearing  the  ground  for  decisive 
action  in  the  next.  That  is  my  answer  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  reply  to  a 


fur  Sheffield,  and  I  have  not  striven 
my  way  to  depreciate  the  gravity  of  tho 
tstion.     It  is  impossible  that  any  person 

having  official  responsibility  can  take 
•n  him>elf  a  greater  charge  than  when 
presumes  to  recommend  to  the  House  a 
mge  such  as  this.  Will  the  hon.  and 
rned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck) 

Mr,  Ghdstme 
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quMtioD  whieh  I  admit  to  be  jast  and  war- 
ranted by  the  circumstances— an  answer 
wbieb  I  hope  he  will  appreciate.  I  am 
mjaelf  jealous  of  all  profesBions  in  this 
matter  which  cannot  be  accompanied  bj 
that  which  ahall  be  a  Buhstantial  earnest  of 
my  intentions.  So  Tiewing  the  proposal, 
so  avowing  that  we  think  that  the  time  has 
come  for  this  great  and  beneficial  change 
to  be  brought  about  in  Ireland,  wo  com- 
mend It  most  earnestly  to  the  acceptance 
of  this  House,  at  a  step  that  is  alike  needed 
for  the  honour  of  Parliament,  for  the  satis- 
faction and  contentment  of  Ireland  ;  and 
even  if  Ireland  were  likely  to  be  satisfied 
and  contented  without  it  yet  required  for 
the  purpose  of  removing  a  stain  from  the 
name  and  good  fame  of  the  State,  of  the 
Law,  and  of  the  people  of  this  country. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  stated  that  he 
should  vote  against  going  into  Committee. 
He  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he 
would  not  consent  to  the  transfer  of  any 

Crtion   of  the  Church   property   for  the 
neflt  of  any  other  religious  body. 

Question  put.  The  House  divided  ;— 
Ayes  330  ;  Noes  270  :  Majority  60. 

[DiTidon  Lilt  No.  10  oontaioi  331  Names  of 
Mwiibcrs  who  voted  with  the  Ajrei.] 

AYES. 

Aeland,  T.  D.  Bright,  Sir  C.  T. 

Adair,  U.  E.  Bright,  J.  (Manoheiter) 

Agar> Ellis,  ha.  L.  O.  F.    Bright,  J. (Birmingham) 


Af  new.  Sir  A. 
Akrojd,  E. 
Allen,  W.  8. 
Amberlej,  Viteoaat 
Andover,  Viaeount 
AnioD,  hon.  Mijor 
Anstrother,  Sir  B. 
AnnstroDf ,  R. 
Ayrton,  A.  S* 
AyUMin,  R.  S. 
Bagwell,  J. 
BaiBM,E. 
Barclay,  A.  C. 
Barnes,  T. 
Bany,  A*  a*  b« 
Barry,  G.  R. 
Bass,  A. 
B«M,M.  T. 
Baiter,  W.  B. 
Bailey,  T. 
Benvmont,  tl.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Biddalph,  If. 
Biddolph,  Cd.  B.  M. 
Biagkan,  Lord 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blenoerbaawtt,  Sir  R. 
Booham-Oarter,  J. 
BoBveno,  rt«  dod.  £•  P 
Bowyer,  Sir  O. 
Bndy.J. 
Beaad,  rt.  hoo.  H. 


Browne,  Lord  J.  T. 
Bruoe,  Lord  G. 
*  Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Brace,  rt.  hon.  U.  A. 
Bryan,  G.  L. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R. 
Boiler,  Sir  A.  W. 
Boiler,  Sir  E.  M. 
Burke,  Viicoant 
Butler,  C.  8. 
Butler^ohnstone,  H.  A. 
Boston,  C. 
Buxton,  Sir  T.  F. 
Caloraft,  J.  H.  M. 
CMlthorpe,hn.F.Ii.W.G. 
Candlish,  J. 
Cnrdwell,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Carnegie,  hon.  0. 
Carter,  S. 

Castlerotse,  Viscount 
Cave,  T. 

Cavendish,  Lord  £. 
Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Carendish,  Lord  G. 
Chnrobers,  M. 
Chambers,  T. 
Cheetham,  J. 
Childers,  U.  C.  E. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  M.  J. 
Clay.  J. 
Clement,  W.  J. 
Clinton,  Lord  A.  P. 


Clinton,  Lord  £.  P. 
Clive,  G. 

Cogan,  rt.  hon.W.H.F. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £. 
Coleridge,  J.  D. 
Collier,  Sir  R.  P. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Corbally,  M.  £. 
Co  wen,  J. 

Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W.  F. 
Craufurd,  E.H.J. 
Crawford,  R.  W. 
Crossley,  Sir  F. 
Dalglish,  R. 
Davey,  R. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
De  La  Poer,  £. 
Denman,  hon.  G. 
Dent,  J.  D. 
Dering,  Sir  E.  C. 
Devereux,  R.  J. 
Dilke,  Sir  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon,  G. 
Dodson,  J.  G. 
Doulton,  F. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 
Duff.  R.  W. 
Earle,  R.  A. 
Edwards,  C. 
Edwards,  H. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Ellice.  E. 
Enfield,  Visoonnt 
Erskine,  Vice.-Ad.  J.  E. 
Esmonde,  J. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  W. 

Ewing,  H.  E.  Crnm- 
E>  kyn, R. 
Fawcett,  H. 
Fiides,  J. 
FitzGcrald,  rt.hn.  Lord 

O.  A. 
FitzPatrick,rt.hn.J.W. 
Fltiwilliam,  hn.C.W.W. 
Foley,  II.  W. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Foniyce,  W,  D. 
Forster,  C. 
Forstcr,  W.£. 
Fortescae,  rt.  hn.  C.  S. 
Fortescue,  hon.  D.  F. 
Foster,  W.  0. 
French,  rt.  hon.  Coloael 
Gaselee,  Serjeant  S. 
Gavin,  Major 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gilpin,  C. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  Vf.  E. 
Gladstone,  W.  IL 
Goldsmid,  Sir  F.  11. 
Goiichen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gower,  hon.  F.  L. 
Gower,  Lord  R. 
Graham,  W. 
Gregory,  W.  II. 
Grenrell,  H.  R. 
Greville-Nugent,  A.  W. 

F. 
Greville-Nugent,  Col. 
Gray,  Sir  J. 


Grosvenor,  Earl 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Grosvenor,  Capt.  R.  W, 
Grove,  T.  F. 
Gurney,  S. 
Hadfleld,  G. 
Hamilton,  £.  W.  T. 
Hankey,  T. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Harris,  J.  1). 
Ilartington,  Marq.  of 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hay,  Lord  W.  "M. 
Hayter,  A.  D. 
Ileadlam,  rt.hon.  T.  £• 
Henderson,  J. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henley,  Lord 
Uerhort,  H.  A. 
Hihbert,J.T. 
Hodgkinson,  G. 
Hodgson,  K.  D. 
Holdcn,  I. 
Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G, 
Howard,  Ix>rd  E. 
Hughes,  T. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Ilutt,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Ingham,  R. 
Jervoisu,  Sir  J.  C. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Kcarsley,  Captain  R. 
Kennedy,  T. 
Kinjr,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Kinglake,  A.  W. 
Kinglake,  J.  A. 
Kingscotp,  Colonel 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Knatchbull-Hugesaen,E 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 
]>amont,  J. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lawson,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 
Laynrd,  A.  U. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatliam,  W.  H. 
Lee,  W. 
I^eeman,  G. 
Lerevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lewis,  H. 
Lloyd,  Sir  T.  D. 
Locke,  J. 

I^rne,  Marquees  of 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Lusk,  A. 
MacEvoy,  E. 
Mneuire,  J.  F. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.N. 
M'LnVen,  D. 
Marjoribanks,  Sir  D.  0. 
Marsh,  M.  U. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Matheson,  A. 
Mclly,  G. 
Merry,  J, 
Milbauk,  F.  A. 
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Sklomont,  Mr.  AU. 
Samudii.J.D-A. 
SmnudanD,  B. 
Soott.  Sir  W. 
SctXf,  C. 

Shnfto,  R.  b. 


Sheridan,  R.  B. 
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B««oToft,  O.  S. 
Rtntinck,  O.  C. 
B»njon,  R. 
BtTtntari,  Ckpt.  D.  1 

Puck- 
Brrnh!ird,hn.Col.n.] 
Eiitiil,,  Sir  R.G. 
Bourne,  Colonel 
~      en,  J.  B, 
.    ..I.SirW    B. 
Bridgeii,  SirB.  W. 
"  ■  coe,  J.  I. 


Spein.  A.  A. 
Stncpoole,  W. 
StHiiley,  bOD.  W.  0. 
SUn»tBld,  J. 
Stock,  0. 
Stone,  W.  n. 
Stunrt,  Col.  CHobton- 

Sultirnn.  E. 
Sjke>,  Colonel  W.  H. 
Synnn.  E.  J. 
Talbot,  0.  K.  M. 
Tnjlor,  P.  A. 
Thompion,  M.  W. 
Tomlino,  G. 
Torrena,  W.  T,  M'C. 
Tracj,  hon.   0.   R.  D. 

Han  bury* 
t  Traili,  G. 
Travelran,  G.  O. 
Vnnderlyl.  P. 
Vernoy,  Sir  H. 
V«rnon,  U.  F. 
Villicn,  rl.  boo.  0.  P. 
VirUn.  I{.  H. 
Viiijin,C»pt.hn.J.C.W, 
WntilegnTe-Letlie,  hoD. 


Buckler,  E- 
Cspper,  C, 
Cartvright,  CoIohI 
~     e,  rLhonS. 

il,Ur(IE.H.B,  G. 

B,  l.t.'Col.hn.  G.W. 
Cobbold.  J,  C. 
Coohrano,  A.D.R.W.B. 
Cole,  hon.  U. 
-Die,  hon,  J.  L. 
oniiollj.  T. 

C.O[MT.  E.    [!. 

Corntnee,  F.  S. 
CoiTji,  rt.  hon.  U.  L. 

Counenoj.  Viicount 
C..^.  W.  T. 
Cremorne,  Lord 
Cubitt,  G. 
Cunoo,  ViBcount 
Dnlkcali.E-irlof 

inpoit,  W.  B. 

ion,  R.  P. 
Dick,  F. 

SOD,  Mejor  A.  Q. 


Whitu,  hon.C»pt.  C. 
WhiW,  J. 
"■■■   Forth,  B. 
Wintcrboibam,  H.  S.  P. 
Woods,  11. 
n  L.do     Wyiill,  M. 
inM.de    Vouiig,  G. 
ilhscbild,  N,  M,  de        Touog,  R. 


BntcKi 
Bnihurat,  A.  A. 
Brach.  Sir  M.  II. 
Be.ich.  W,  W.B. 
Beotive,  EarL  of 


Goddard,A.L. 
Goldnej,  O. 
Gooeh.  Sir  D. 
Goodaon,  J. 
Gordon,  rt.  bon.  E.  S. 
Gore,  J.  R.  O. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Gont,  J.  E. 
Cr«nt,  A. 
Gravel.  S.  B. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Graj.  Lieat,-CoIoB*l 
Grej,  bon.  T.  da 
GrliBlb,  C.  D. 
Guinneai,  Sir  B.   L 
Gurnf..Ti,bon.  R. 

Gwjn,  a. 

HnmiltOD,  Lord  0. 
Baniillon,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
UamilioD,  ViaMmnt 
Hardy,  rt.boD.  O. 
llanly,  J. 
llartlej,  J. 
Uartopp,  e.  B. 
Uurtof,  a.  B. 
HarTBT,  R.  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Ueatbcoie,  Sir  W. 
Henlef,  rt.  bon.  J.  W. 
Hennikor-Blajor,  boa ,  t, 

Herbert,  rt.  hn.  Oen.  P. 
Ilervey   Lord  A.  H.  0. 
UMketb,  Sir  T.  G. 
Hergale,  Sir  F.  W. 
Illldrard.T.  B.  T. 
Uodgion,  W.  N. 

Lt,-Colone[  J.ll. 


lloiloii 

Holi 


l.  S. 
-adale,  Vise 


Dowdciwell,  W.  E, 

liu  C-inc,  C.  iiope,  a.  j.  b.  u 

^lion.  Adml.  Hornby.  W.U. 

■,  hon.  Colonel  llorsEiii,  T.  B. 

t,  hon.  General  Hoibnm,  Lord 


.  Pre,  C.  G. 
Dutton.  hon.  R.  U. 
-  ■  0,  W.  II. 


t'uide.  Colonel 
For^ter.  rt.  bon.  Qe 

iciliflcid,  C.  K. 

Inlw.ij,  Viwount 

■;illw,^».  SirW.P. 

i:irih.R. 
Gettj,  .S.  C. 
Gilpin,  Oolonal 


Uowea,  E. 
Hubbard,  J.  G. 
Ihiddlcslon,  J.  W. 
Innes.  A.  C. 
Jcrvia.  Mnjor 
Jolhffo,  bon.  U.  H. 
KursLiko,  E.K. 


Koighilej,  SirB. 
Knox,  Colonel 
Knoi,  bun,  CoIomI  5. 
Lacon,  Sir  E. 


LaHwIls*.  bn.  E.  W. 
l.echmere,  iur  E.  A.  I 

Legh,  uijor  C. 
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Lmimc,  Lord  O.  G. 
LenDox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Utlio.  C,  P. 
Lindfay,  hon.  Col.  C. 
LindMy,  Col.  R.  L. 
Lopn,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  Colonol 
Lowther,  J. 
Lowther,  W. 
t  M*LiigiiD,  P. 
MainwAring,  T. 
Malcolm,  J.  W. 
'  Ifaonert,  Lord  G.  J. 
Hanoert,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Iilatbeton.  Sir  J. 
Haswrll.  W.  H. 
lla.TO.  Earl  of 
Meller,  Colonel 
Mitibrd,  W.  T. 
Montagu,  rt.hn.  Lord  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  C. 
Morgan,  hon.  Major 
Morjran,  0. 

Mowbraj,  rt.  hn.  J.  R. 
Keeld,  Sir  J. 
Ne? ille-GrenTille,  R. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visooant 
Koel,  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S. 

II. 
O'Neill.  E. 
Pafeet.  R.  H. 
Palk.  Sir  L. 
Paiker,  Mnjor  W. 
Patten,  rt.  hon.  Col.  W. 
Panll,  U. 

Peel,  rt.  hon.  General 
Pennnnt,  hon.  G.  D. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Pogh,  D. 
Read.  C.  S. 
Repton,G.  W.  J. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Robertson,  P.  F. 
Rojaton,  Vitcoonl 
Roiaell.  Sir  0. 
Saanderson,  E. 
Sohreiber.  C. 
Selator-Booth,  G. 
Seoarfleld,  J.  H. 
Selwin-Ibbeteon,  H.  J. 
Sertme,  J.  E. 


Sejmonr,  G.  H. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  Colonel 
Somerset,  £.  A. 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stanley,  hon.  F 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stirling-Mazwell|  SirW. 
Stopford,  S.  G. 
Stronge,  Sir  J.  M. 
Stuart,  Lieut.-Col.  W. 
Stucley,  Sir  G.  S. 
Sturt,  U.  G. 
Sturt,  Lieut.-Col.  N. 
Surtees,  C.  F. 
Surtees,  U.  E. 
Sykes.  C. 

Thorold,  Sir  J.  n. 
Thynne,  Lord  il.  F. 
Torrens,  K. 

Tottenham,  Lt.-Col.C.G. 
Treeby,  J.  W. 
Trevor,  Lord  A.  E.  Ilill- 
Trollope.rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Turner,  C. 
Vance,  J. 
Verner,  E.  W. 
Vcrner,  Sir  W. 
Walcott,  Admiral 
Walker,  Major  G.  G. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 
Walrond,  J.  W. 
WatUh,  A. 
WaUh,  Sir  J. 
Wnrrvn,  rt.  hon.  R.  R. 
Waterhouse,  S. 
Welby,  W.  E. 
Williams,  Colonel 
Williams,  F.  M. 
Wise,  li.  C. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wyld,  J. 

Wyndham,  hon.  II. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn.  Sir  W.  W. 
Wynne,  W.  R.  M. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TXLLIR8. 

Taylor,  Colonel 
Whitmere,  J. 


Main  Qaettion  pot. 

The  House  divided : — Ajes  328 ;    Noes 
272 :  Hajoritj  56. 


*  Lord  Emet t  Bruce,  *  Sir  Robert  Peel— Voted 
with  tho  Ayes  on  Question,  -'That  the  words, 
4e.  f*  dhl  not  vote  on  Main  Question. 

*  Lord  Elcho— Voted  with  the  Noes  on  Ques- 
tioD,  ••That,  dM.  ,*"  did  not  TOte  on  Main  Ques- 
tion. 

t  Mr.  William  Miller,  f  Mr.  George  Tmill— 
Toted  with  the  Ayet  on  Question,  *•  That,  Ac. ;" 
TOlod  with  tho  Noet  on  Main  Question. 

t  Mr.  Peter  M*Lagmn— Voted  with  the  Noes  on 
QvceUoB,  '«Thftl»  4e.  ^  voted  with  tho  Ayes  on 


Viscount  Cranbome,  Mr.  G.M.  W.  Sandford* 
Did  not  vote  on  Question,  "  That,  Ac. ;"  voted 
with  the  Noes  on  Main  Question. 

Mr.  Whitmore — Was  Teller  for  tho  Noes  on 
Question.  "  That,  Ac. ;"  voted  with  the  Noes  on 
Miin  Question. 

Hon.  G.  J.  Noel — Voted  with  the  Noes  on 
Question.  "  That,  Ac.  ;"  was  Teller  for  tho  Noes 
on  Main  Question. 


Acts  eoriiidered  in  Committeai 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  27th  April. 

ENTAIL  AXENDICENT   (sCOTLAITD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Tho  Loan  AnvocATa.  Bill  to 
amend  in  several  particulars  the  Law  of  Entail  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lord 
Advocatx,  Sir  Jambs  Fxbousson,  and  Mr.  Secre- 
tary Gathorkb  IIardt. 
Bill  preterUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  86.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

Three  o'clock  till  Monday, 

20th  AprU. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS,. 
Monday^  April  20,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Nxw  Writs  Issubd— /Vir  Cocker- 
mouth,  V.  John  Steel,  esquire,  deceased  ;  far 
the  Parts  of  Kesteven  and  Holland,  in  the 
County  of  Lincoln,  v.  Sir  John  Trollope,  ba* 
ronet,  called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers ;  for 
Kent  (Eastern  Division),  v.  Sir  Brooke  Willtam 
Bridges,  baronet,  called  up  to  the  House  of 
Peers  ;  /or  RAdnorshire,  v.  Sir  John  Benn 
WaUh.  baronet,  called  up  to  the  House  of 
Peers ;  for  Leominster,  v.  Hon.  Arthur  Walsh, 
Manor  of  Northstead. 

Niw  Mxmbirs  Sworr  —  Hon.  William  Henry 
Peregrine  Carington, /or  Chipping  Wycombe; 
Henry  Charles  Lopes,  esquire, /or  Launceston. 

Supply — contidered  in  CommitUe^^CiyiL  Sxrvicr 
EsTiMATis — Class  L 

Public  Bills  —  Second  Reading  —  Boundary 
781;  Titles  to  Land  Consolidation  (Scotland)  * 
57]  ;  Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebet 
(Scotland)*  [58]. 

CammiUee — Petty  Sessions  and  Lock-up  Houses  * 
[75]  ;  Prisons  (Compensation  to  Officers)*  [801 

Report — Petty  Sessions  and  Lock-up  Houses^ 
[75]  ;  Prisons  (Compensation  to  Ofiloers)  *  [80]. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.*' 

INDIA— IRRIGATION  OF  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

RRSOLUnONS. 

Mr.  SMOLLETT  said,  he  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fery 
ansatisfnetory  manner  in  which  certain 
joiut-stook    companiea    bad,  for  the  Uat 
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eight  yean,  performed  the  funetions  en- 
trnirted  to  them  of  stippljing  irrigation  to 
public  lands  in  India  —  from  their  own 
funds— BO  far  as  the  pecuniary  results  of 
their  operations  had  been  communicated  to 
Parliament.  The  Question  he  had  to 
laubmit  to  the  House  was.  Whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  ought  to  be 
{permitted  to  adrance  to  private  adventurers 
enormous  grants  of  public  money  for  the 
prosecution  of  schemes  which  were  hope- 
lessly discountenanced  by  all  financial 
societies  and  bankers?  He  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  in  the  two  in- 
stances to  which  he  would  refer  thot,  while 
schemes  inTolving  an  outlay  of  something 
pike  £4,000,000  had  been  undertaken  by 
private  adventurers  within  the  last  few 
years,  for  their  sole  pro6t,  these  works  had 
been  aided  by  profuse  grants  of  public  money 
without  any  sufficient  security  for  ultimate 
re-payment.  This  course  had  been  pursued, 
|too,  at  a  time  when  the  Financial  Secretaries 
rhoin  we  had  sent  out  to  India  during  the 
llast  few  years  had  been  cudgelling  their 
brains  to  devise  new  taxes  to  impose  upon 
the  people  of  India,  and  although  the  Go< 
yernor  General  had  protested  in  the  most 
emphatic  manner  against  those  adventurers 
being  assisted  in  enterpriiea  which  created 
great  complications,  and  embarrassed  the 
general  policy  of  the  Government.  The 
House  would  recollect  that,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  he  (Mr.  Smollett) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  whe- 
ther he  was  a  party  to  the  offer  to  purchase 
the  stock  of  a  company  called  the  East  India 
Irrigation  Company  at  par,  with  the  full 
knowledge  that  that  stock  had  for  the  last 
two  years  stood  at  25  per  cent  discount, 
and  had  become  almost  unmarketable. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  gave  him  an  eva- 
sive answer,  stating  that  an  offer  some- 
what in  the  terms  indicated  had  been 
made,  but  that  he  could  not  then  tell  pre- 
cisely whot  it  was.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Iman  further  said,  upon  that  occasion,  that 
Ithe  offer  could  not  have  been  an  exorbitant 
one,  inasmuch  as  it  had  been  declined. 
He  (Mr.  Smollett)  demurred  to  the  opinion 
that  the  offer  could  not  have  been  ex- 
orbitant because  it  was  declined.  He 
admitted  that  the  offer  was  refused  ;  but 
Iwhy,  he  asked,  was  it  refused  ?  Be- 
Icause  certain  astute  gentlemen  in  the  City 
lof  London  were  prone  to  regard  the  Se- 
Icretary  of  Stale  as  being  made  of  very 
l&oft  and  squecezabic  materials,  when  they 
found  him  offering  a  high  price  for  stock 
jwhich   was   practically  unsaleable   in    the 

Mr.  Smollett 


market.  Those  astute  gentlemen  were  not 
deceived.  The  Answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  very  evasive;  because  he  forgot 
to  mention  the  fact  that  he  had  been  for 
two  months  negotiating  a  large  loan  of  the 
public  money  to  those  adventurers.  Now, 
as  he  was  one  of  those  who  considered 
that  to  lend  the  public  money  to  such  per- 
sons was  a  muob  greater  act  of  impropriety 
than  if  the  Government  had  purchased  the 
whole  concern  outright,  he  had  felt  con- 
strained to  bring  the  matter  forward  and, 
if  he  did  not  obtain  a  satisfactory  expla- 
nation upon  this  matter,  he  was  determinedi 
if  that  moribund  House  would  give  him 
any  support,  to  press  the  Motion  he  waa 
about  to  make  to  a  division.  The  prin- 
ciple of  conceding  to  private  adventnrers 
the  public  duty  of  carrying  out  improve- 
ments on  the  lands  of  the  Government  in 
India  was  one  which  had  only  been  admit- 
ted  in  recent  times.  About  fourteen  yeara 
ago,  some  unseropulous  adventarers  at 
Bombay  proposed  to  embark  in  works  of 
this  nature,  but  the  Marquess  of  DalboQsie, 
the  then  Governor  General  of  India,  aet 
his  face  against  the  project.  Indeed  it  was 
the  opinion  of  all  practical  men,  exeepting 
some  scheming  engineers,  that  eonceasiont 
to  private  adventurers  for  the  carrying  out 
of  works  of  this  character  were  simplj 
mischievous,  and  should  always  be  dis- 
countenanced. No  one  had  enunciated 
this  proposition  more  forcibly  or  more  fre- 
quently than  Sir  John  Lawrence.  If  he 
(Mr.  Smollett)  were  permitted  to  give  his 
own  opinion  upon  the  matter,  having  had 
some  experience  of  suhc  works,  he  would 
say  it  was  absolutely  impossible  for  any 
company  of  adventurers  of  the  City  of 
London  to  carry  on  enterprizes  of  this 
character  to  a  successful  issue.  The  ne- 
cessary arrangements  which  they  involved 
could  only  be  made  by  the  Government 
establishments  on  the  spot,  actinc:  under 
definite  rules  and  definite  powers.  From  his 
own  experience  of  the  country,  he  felt 
certain  that  it  was  impossible  for  any  body 
of  men  in  London  to  organize  a  collection 
of  water-rates  or  water-cesses  from  500.000 
or  600.000  poor  cultivators  in  India.  That 
collection  conid  only  be  made  by  a  Govern- 
ment establishment  armed  with  adequate 
authority.  But  he  would  not  argue  this 
point  at  length  ;  for  the  experiment  had 
been  tried  on  a  large  scale,  under  the  most 
favourable  auspices,  and  it  had  proved  a 
gigantic  failure,  and  would,  he  believed, 
never  be  repeated.  An  impulse  was  given  to 
the  adventures  of  these  joint-stock  com- 
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paniet  bj  the  pablioation,  io  1854,  of  a 
'  Ifadrat  blae   book,  purporting  to  be  the 
Report  of  the  Public  Works  CommiRsioncrs 
at  Mndraii.    That  book  was  composed  very 
much  in  the  style  of  a  romance,  and  in 
fact  it  was  a  romance.  The  Commissioners 
reported  on  all  the  irrigation  works  which 
the  Madras  Government  had  been  engsged 
in  during  the  previous  twelve  years,  and 
asserted  that,  though  some  of  thom  were 
failares,  they  had  in  the  aggregate  given 
an  average  retnm  of  100  per  cent  from 
the  date,  not  of  their  completion,  but  of 
their  commencement.     They  selected  for 
special  laudation  the  prosperity  of  the  irri- 
gation works  ^  the  Oodavery,  and  stated 
that,  although  they  had  cost  £200,000, 
and  took   four  years  to  construct,  they 
had  yielded  a  return  of  £300,000,  in  some 
mysterious  manner,  during  the  process  of 
eonstruction  and  before  irrigation  was  ap- 
plied to  the  soil,  thus  re-paying  the  cost  of 
eonstruction  and  placing  £100,000  in  the 
Government  Exchequer.    But  the  Commis- 
sioners went  on  to  state  of  this  work  that 
if  the  Government  only  charged  one-tenth 
of  the  value  of  the  water  it  supplied  for 
irrigation  purposes,  it  would  continue  to 
receive  a  profit  of  £300,000  per  annum, 
upon  an  outlay  of  something  less  than  thnt 
sam ;  while  the  people  whose  lands  were 
irrigated  would  be  benefited  to  the  extent 
of  £3,320,000  per  annum  by  the  increosed 
value  of  their  produce.  When  calculations 
of  this  sort — calculations   not   merely  of 
grandeur,  but  approaching  to  sublimity — 
were  published  by  the  Madras  Government, 
it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  thnt  the  cu- 
pidity of  certain  gentlemen  in  London  was 
excited,  and  that  they  should  yearn  to  em- 
bark in  enterprizes  like  those  to  which  he 
had  referred,  which  seemed  to  offer  such 
stupendous  returns   from  a  comparatively 
insignificant  outlay.     But  the  Madras  Go- 
vernment, he  regretted  to  state,  continued 
to  publish  the  most  deceitful  statements  of 
profits  derived   from   irrigation  works   in 
India.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  Return  which 
bad  been  placed^  the  table  of  the  House 
at  the   instance  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  J.  B.  Smith)^a  Return  of 
the  Works  of  Irrigation  executed  in  the  Ma- 
dras Provinees  during  recent  years.    It  ap- 
peared, according  to  the  statement  contained 
therein,  that  the  whole  cost  of  one  of  these 
works  was  about  £23.000,  and  that  the 
Retoms  in  the  years  of  1858-9,  amounted 
to  £159,000,  beinff  a  net  prrifit  of  664 
per  cent,  and  in  1859-60,  £175.000,  or  at 
the  rate  of  720  per  eent  per  annum.  Now^ 


he  (Mr.   Smollett)    took  the  trouble  of 
sending  to  Madras  to  ascertain  whether 
thoae  Returns  were  true  or  false,  and,  in 
reply,  ho  was  furnished  with  oflScial  docu- 
ments, informing  him  that  they  were  en- 
tirely false  and  fallacious.     Without  pur- 
suing this  particular  subject,  the  unravel* 
ling  of  which  would  consume  much  time, 
he  should  pass  on  to  the  consideration  of 
j  those  particular  works  which  were  the  im- 
'  mediate  objects  of  his  Resolution.     These 
schemes,  although  they  were  both  under 
one  managemement,  coached  by  the  same 
financier,  yet,  as  the  accounts  were  kept 
separate,  he  should  treat  them  separately. 
The  first  of  those  works  was  the  Madras 
Irrigation  Works,  which  came  into  being 
in  the  following  way  : — At  the  end  of  the 
year  1858,  a   deputation  of   adventurers 
waited  upon  the  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  at  his  office  in  Cannon   Row; 
they  brought  a  prospectus  with  them,  which 
purported  to  show  that  the  proposed  works 
would   yield   at   least  100  per  cent   per 
annum,  and,  that  as  the  Government  were 
then  busily  engaged  in  the  effort  to  suppress 
the  rebellion  in  India,  and  therefore  could 
not  turn   their  attention  to  the  carrying 
out  of  those  works,  they  were   ready  to 
invest    £2,000,000    which    they   had   at 
their  command  in  their  execution.     This 
deputation  represented  that  before  spend- 
ing so  large  a  sum  of  money  for  such  a 
purpose    it   would    be    absolutely   neces- 
sary  that  they   should   obtain   a  conces- 
sion from  the  Government,  and  a  controct 
by  which   their  rights  would    be   defined. 
The   noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  (Lord  Stanley),  who  was  then  Secre- 
tary  of    State   fur   India,    received    that 
deputation  of  adventurers  with  great  unc- 
tion, and  lent  a  willing  ear  to  their  pro- 
posals.    Now,  if   Her  Majesty  had  been 
graciously   pleased   to   appoint   him    (Mr. 
Smollett)  Secretary  for  India — and  greater 
numskulls    than    he   was   had   been   ap- 
pointed  to    that  office  —  he   would  have 
treated  that  deputation  in  a  very  different 
way  from  that  in  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  had  dealt  with 
them.      He  would  have  told  them  that  if 
their  prospectus  wero  true,  and  that  by  an 
outlay  of  £2,000,000,  they  would  become 
the  greatest  millionaires  in   the   City  of 
London,  he  should  require  from  them  a 
very  large  bonus  indeed  for  the  concession 
which  was  to  place  them  in  that  condition. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  would  have  told 
them   if  their  prospectus  were  false  that 
the  matter  required  the  most  matore  eon* 
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lideration  of  the  speculators,  and  that  this 
juestion  should  be  well-considered  before 
they  again  npph'ed  for  aBsistnnco  to  the  Go- 
rernment.  That  would  hafe  been  business- 
like advice,  but  noble  Lords  and  right  lion. 

(aronets  were  not  men  of  business.  The 
loble  Lord  told  them  he  was  ready  to  use 
my  influence  he  possessed  to  get  them  the 
concession,  and  under  the  auspices  of  the 
loble  Lord  this  concession  was  granted 
;rntuitously,  and  tho  required  contract  was 
mtered  into.  According  to  the  terms 
igreed  upon,  the  Company  were  to  enjoy 
this  concession  for  a  period  of  twenty-five 
rears-^to  draw  and  enjoy  all  the  profits 
if  the  works  up  to  25  per  cent  per  annum, 

'he  Gofernment  were  kindly  permitted  to 
mjoy  any  profits  above  that  percentage, 
md  to  have  the  right  of  purchasing  back 
the  concession  at  the  end  of  the  twenty-five 
rears  by  buying  the  wholo  capital  stock 
if  the  Company  at  the  average  price  at 

rhich  the  shares  had  stood  for  one  year 
irevious  to  the  offer  of  the  purchase.  In 
addition,  the  Indian  Government  granted 

supplemental  concession,  by  which  they 
lad  charged  themselves  with  the  payment 
if  5  per  cent  upon  the  first  £1,000,000 
(pent  on  those  works,  and  this  was  not  to 
lontinue  merely  for  a  year  or  two,  but  was 
to  bo  continued  until  the  speculation  yielded 

tore  than  that  amount.  In  May  and  June, 

859.  Sir  Charles  Wood,  who  had  suc- 
?epded    the  noble   Lord  the    Member   for 

jnp;*s  Lynn,  as  Secretary  of  State  for 
[ndift,   went   even   further  than   the  noble 

lortl,  for  he  offered,  on   the  part  of  tlie 

ovcrnmcnt,  to  pay  interest  at  tlie  rnto 
>f  5  per  cent  on  the  first  £1,000,000 
^)ropo8ed  to  be  invested,  not  from  the  date 
if  its  being  spent  on  tlie  works,  but  from 
[he  date  at  which  it  was  paid  into  tlie 
>ubHc  Treasury.  Although,  up  to  that 
time  the  credit  of  tlie  adventurers  was 
►clow  zero,  yet  as  the  credit  of  the  Govern- 

lent  stood  high,  tho  whole  £1,000.000. 
ir  nearly  so,  was  in  a  short  period  paid 
into  the  public  Treasury,  and  the  Com- 
lany  then  broke  ground   in  the  district  of 

urnool,   in    tho    Presidency   of   Madras. 

mongst  the  first  works  executed  was 
that  of  a  stone  weir  across  the  river  Toom- 
loodra.  But  it  was  found  to  be  so  faultily 
jonstructed  that  the  Company  were  coni- 
lellcd  to  remove  it.  They  made  channels 
into  which  the  water  would  not  flow  ;  be- 
;ause  their  engineer  appeared  to  be  ignor- 
ant of  the  fact  that  water  would  not  run  up 
hill.  No  blunders  of  this  sort  were, 
lowever,  allowed   to  transpire.      On  the 
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contrary,  it  was  stated  from  the  Tery  com- 
mencement that  these  works  were  proceed- 
ing in  a  most  favourable  manner.  He  (Mr. 
Smollett)  had  long  taken  a  great  interest 
in  works  of  irrigation  in  India,  and  from 
the  beginning  he  had  not  hesitated  to  ex- 
press the  opinion  that  those  particular 
works  would  come  to  grief.  He  had  be- 
lieved that  the  project  was  a  great  swindle, 
and  he  now  knew  it.  On  the  22nd  Feb- 
ruary, 1865,  he  asked  Sir  Charles  Wood, 
the  then  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  how 
the  Company  was  progressing  ;  and  the 
reply  he  received  was  that  the  Company 
were  carrying  on  their  works  prosperously, 
having  expended  about  £7^,000,  and  dug 
channels  and  irrigation  works  extending 
sixty  or  seventy  miles.  Sir  Charles  Wood 
added,  however,  that  he  regretted  to  state 
that  as  yet  no  profits  had  accrued — there 
never  were  any  profits  from  this  sort  of 
works — but  that  he  still  had  every  expec- 
tation that  the  money  advanced  by  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  recovered,  for  he  was 
credibly  informed  that  there  were  10,000 
acres  of  land  then  under  irrigation.  In 
1866  Sir  Charles  Wood  was  pitehforked 
into  the  House  of  Lords*  and  hie  month- 
piece  in  this  House  was  the  hon.  Member 
for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  who  was  then 
Under  Secretary  for  India.  He  (Mr. 
Smollett),  put  a  number  of  questions  to 
the  Under  Secretary  upon  the  subject;  but 
when  a  man  had  a  very  shaky  case  he  was 
generally  very  taciturn  in  answering  Ques- 
tions ;  and  the  hon  Member  for  Halifax, 
who  was  ft  perfect  master  of  fence,  gave 
the  shortest  and  most  curt  replies.  On 
the  11th  May,  1866,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  the  works  were  going  on  suc- 
cessfully ;  that  £200,000  had  been  ad- 
vanced  by  Government  in  interest ;  that  the 
total  sum  expended  had  been  £1,214,000, 
but  that  there  had  been  no  profits.  The 
10,000  acres  of  land,  of  which  so  much 
had  been  said  fifteen  months  before,  had 
vanished.  From  the  terms  of  this  Answer 
he  felt  persuaded  that  something  was  in 
preparation,  and  he  was  |^t  deceived  ;  for, 
on  the  following  day,  a  notice  appeared 
in  The  Times*  City  orticle,  that  this  pro- 
sperous Company  had  entirely  collapsed. 
Astonished  at  the  announcement,  he  asked 
the  hon.  Member  on  the  15th  of  May  whe- 
ther the  statement  was  true,  and  he  re- 
plied that  it  was  perfectly  true.  The  Com- 
pany had  announced  that  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  advance  the  second  £  1  ,(X)0,000, 
on  the  faith  of  which  amount  being  forth- 
coming  the  Government   had   given    tho 
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goanntee  on  the  first  £1,000,000,  and 
that  tliey  oould  not  sell  a  single  share  in 
the  Citj.  Thej,  therefore,  requested  that 
thej  might  bo  nided  from  the  public  purse 
to  cnrrjr  on  their  joint-stock  speculation. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  findinp: 
himself  in  this  unpleasant  predicament  did 
the  best  he  could  under  the  circum- 
stances. He  offered,  in  lieu  of  a  guaranteed 
stoek,  to  ffife  the  holders  of  this  security 
£1,000.000  of  Government  paper,  with 
6  per  cent  interest,  if  the  Company  would 
hsnd  ofer  to  the  Government  of  India 
the  works  which  nominally  belonged  to 
them,  but  which  bad  really  been  eze- 
ented  with  public  money.  But  those 
crafty  gentlemen  declined  to  accept  that 
offer.  And  why?  Because  the  chair- 
man, the  directors,  and  the  secretary 
were  well-paid  officers,  and  they  knew  they 
would  have  lost  their  salaries  if  they  had 
assented  to  the  transfer.  They  therefore 
declined  to  do  anything  of  the  kind,  and 
again  demanded  to  be  subsidized  with  cash. 
The  Secretary  of  State  foolishly  yielded  to 
their  demand,  and  the  Under  Secretary  in- 
formed the  House  on  the  15th  May  that 
a  contract  had  been  signed  that  after- 
noon before  he  came  down  to  the  House, 
by  which  the  Government  undertook  to 
find  £600,000  of  the  public  money  for  the 
support  of  this  private  adventure,  from 
which  the  shareholders  were  to  derive  25 
per  eent  profit,  and  the  Government  to  get 
DDthiDg.  It  was  a  very  strange  proceeding, 
to  say  the  least  of  it.  The  money  was  to 
be  advanced  in  the  shape  of  debentures 
for  five  years,  at  5  per  cent  interest, 
leeored  upon  works  which  up  to  1865 
had  not  returned  It.  profit ;  which  had 
yielded  no  receipts  up  to  the  present  timo, 
and  which,  from  private  accounts  he  had 
reeeived  from  Madras,  he  believed  never 
would  return  a  profit.  He  would  un- 
dertake to  say  that  if  the  Secretary  of 
Bute  had  advanced  £600.000  on  de- 
bentures to  the  London,  Chatham,  and 
Dover  Company,  financed  by  Peto,  Betts, 
and  Co.,  he  would  have  made  a  better  spe- 
eulation  than  in  advancing  the  money  to 
the  Madras  Company.  The  reason  the 
Seeretary  of  State  for  India  was  able  to 
do  those  things  was  because  that  House 
took  DO  interest  in  the  finances  of  India. 
Those  things  were  done  in  seeresy  and 
iilence.  This  was  a  gross  job.  It  was 
perpetrated  on  the  very  day  the  Question 
was  to  be  put  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  it  waa  only  known  to  the  country 
when  tbe  jobbery  waa  coniummated.     By 


the  end  of  1871  no  less  a  sum  of  public 
money  than  £2,250,000  would  have  been 
advanced  upon  this  private  adventure. 
The  Government  had  become  repponaible 
for  £1,000,000  sterling.  They  were  pay- 
ing 5  per  cent,  interest  on  this  sum,  which 
would  amount  to  £600,000  at  the  end  of 
1871,  and  by  that  time  they  would  have 
besides  advanced  £600,000  on  debentures 
secured  on  works  that  do  not  yield  1«. 
profit.  The  Resolution  he  intended  to  pro* 
pose  would  stigmatize  that  transaction.  He 
would  now  turn  to  the  East  India  Irrigation 
Works,  the  twin  od venture  with  the  Madras 
Works.  The  East  India  Irrigation  Works 
were  certainly  in  a  better  category  than 
the  Madras,  because  some  effort  was  made 
to  start  it  on  the  principle  of  a  real  and  bond 
fide  joint-stock  company  ;  50,000  shares 
of  £20  oach  were  taken,  making  a  paid-up 
capital  of  £1,000,000.  Of  that  sum  about 
£740,000  had  been  expended  in  works,  and 
£150,000  had  been  spent  out  of  capital 
to  pay  interest  on  advances  for  calls  made 
to  carry  on  the  works.  It  was,  however, 
unguaranteed;  and  unguaranteed  works 
had  always  a  shady  look  on  the  Stock  Ez« 
change.  Honied  men  disliked  amnzingly 
enterprizes  which  it  was  said  would  yield 
100  per  cent  per  annum,  and  consO" 
quently  the  stock  had  always  been  at  a 
small  discount.  The  discredit  of  the  stock 
gradually  increased  till  1866,  when  it 
reached  25  per  cont,  at  which  price  he 
believed  it  was  in  the  market  in  May, 
1866.  On  the  15th  May— the  funds  of  the 
Company  exhausted  and  its  credit  shat- 
tered— he  (Mr.  Smollett)  enquired  of  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  what  arrange- 
ment he  proposed  to  make  with  the  ad- 
venturers? In  reply,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax  explicitly  stotod  that  there  was 
not  the  smallest  intention  on  thcr  part  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  either  to  purchase 
the  works  or  to  supplement  the  Com- 
pany with  Government  money,  and  for  the 
obvious  reason  that  it  was  an  unguaran- 
teed company.  From  the  terms  of  that 
Answer  he  believed  that  the  Company 
would  be  left  to  stand  or  fall  according  to 
its  own  resources,  or  he  should  have 
brought  the  matter  before  tlio  House,  but 
he  was  deluded  and  befooled.  Twelve 
months  after  there  was  a  new  Government, 
and  a  new  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
came  into  office,  who  was  as  unscrupulous 
in  dealing  with  the  finances  of  India  as  his 
predecessor.  lie  (.Mr.  Smollett)  found  that 
an  offer  was  made  by  the  Government  to 
purchase  the  works  ;  not  at  the  price  they 
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»ore  in  the  market,  but  at  25  per  cent 
ibove  it,  and  when  that  was  not  accepted, 
negotiation  was  entered  into  for  grant- 
ing a  8uni  of  money  to  this  Company,  in 
the  same  manner  that  was  adopted  in  the 
lase  of  the  Madras  Company.     The  offer 
^as  made  in  this  way.     It  appeared  that 
m  the  16th  of  May,   1867,  the  Governor 
feneral   wrote  from    Simla   a    despatch, 
'hich   was  signed   by    every   member  of 
lis  Government.      In   that  despatch    Sir 
^ohn  Lawrence  stated  that  he  liad  never 
concealed  the  fact  that  he  looked  on  con- 
cessions   granted  to    private    parties   for 
irrigation  purposes   as  mischievous  ;   that 
Lhey  gave  rise  to  the  greatest  complications, 
niess  the  Government  had  an  absolute 
rontrol,  it  was  impossible  to  carry  on  the 
rorks.     He  bad  supplied  the  Company,  he 
laid,  with  upwards  of  £100,000,  otherwise 
the  works  would  have  come  to  a  perfect 
litandstill,   and   the    establishments    have 
Ibeen    dispersed   oyer  the  country.      The 
Itime,  Sir  John  Lawrence  said,  had  arrived 
when   something  should  be   done   in  the 
Imstter  ;  and  as  the  Company  was  in  a  state 
if  otter  ruin,  having  no  credit  in  India  or 
Ingland,  he  thought  the  opportunity  was 
Pavourable  for  the  Government  to  propose 
lutually  advantageous  terms  with  them. 
ISir  John  Lawrence's  proposition  was  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  endeavour 
to  purchase  the  stock  at  par,  and  give  the 
lirectors   £50,000    by   way   of  bonus,    to 
mable  them  to  wind  up  creditably.     That, 
in  his  opinion,  was  a  munificent  offer.     It 
Iwas,  in  fact,  an  offer  to  put  £250,000  into 
|the    pockets    of    the    sharehulders,    with 
/50,000  more  if  they  accepted  the  offer, 
iThe  letter  containing  the  proposal  came  to 
Ithe  India  Office  towards  the  close  of  last 
lyear,   and  he  would  do  the  Secretary  for 
llndia  the  justice  to  say  that  he  appeared  to 
Ibavo  acted  with  a  great  deal  of  forethought 
land  honour  in  that  particular  instance.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  kept  tho  despatch  a  pro- 
found secret,  thus  preventing  the  jobbing 
Iwhich  might  have  occurred  on  the  Stock 
Exchange  (at  that  time  the  stock  was  at  25 
per  cent  discount),  and  he  only  commuui* 
Icated  the  offer  to  the  public  through  tho 
medium  of  The  Times  newspaper  on  the 
18ih  or  19th  of  November.  The  effect  was 
electric.     The  stock   immediately  jumped 
up  to  par,  which  was  tantamount  to  putting 
£250.000  into  the  pockets  of  these  adven- 
turers.    Surely  the  munificent  off^er  of  the 
Government  ought  to  have  been  accepted 
with  gratitude,   and  accepted  as  it  would 
jhave  been,  if  tho  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
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Secretary  of  State  for  India  had  had  the 
courage  of  a  mouse,  and  had  declined  to 
enter  into  negotiations  with  these  adven- 
turers— if  he  had  told  them,  "This  is  our 
offer  ;  it  is  the  only  one  we  will  make,  so 
you  may  make  up  your  mind."  Had  he 
done  this,  they  would  have  accepted  the 
offer.  But  Parliament  was  sitting  at  the 
time,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  en- 
tered, unfortunately,  into  negotiations  with 
the  directors.  Publio  and  private  inte« 
rests  were  brought  to  bear  upon  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  no  doubt  a  great  deal 
of  "lobbying"  went  on.  Afterwards  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  induced  to  give  way 
and  to  offer  other  terms  which  he  will  pos- 
sibly explain  to  the  House — terms  which 
the  Company  consider  more  advantageous 
to  their  interests  than  an  absolute  pur- 
chase. Independently  of  any  publio  or  pri- 
vate pressure,  letters  were  inserted  in  the 
public  prints  setting  forth  the  claims  of  the 
Company  to  compensation.  On  the  13th 
of  January  a  letter  appeared  in  The  Tim§s^ 
from  the  practised  pen  of  a  gentleman  who 
was  supposed  to  exercise  a  great  deal  of 
influence  in  Indian  matters,  and  who  was 
known  in  Manchester  as  a  great  authority 
upon  all  motters  connected  with  irrigation 
and  the  spending  of  money — he  meant 
General  Sir  Arthur  Cotton.  That  letter 
was  written  in  a  tone  of  arrogance  which 
deserved  exposure ;  and  he  would  endea- 
vour to  expose  it.  The  munificent  offer  of 
the  Government  was  actually  denounced 
by  General  Cotton  as  a  conspiracy  to  de- 
fraud the  noble  band  of  adventurers  of  the 
profits  to  which  they  were  legitimately 
entitled  —  as  a  plot,  boldly  contrived  to 
drive  away  all  interlopers  from  India,  and 
to  reverse  the  policy  inaugurated  by  Lord 
Canning.  Now,  who  was  the  arch  plotter; 
who  the  base  conspirator? — why,  the  Go- 
vernor General  of  India,  a  man  whom  Sir 
Arthur  Cotton  spoke  of  with  scorn,  de- 
scribing him  as  the  last  possible  Viceroy 
of  the  "  Old  Indian  School."  Sir  Arthur 
Cotton  proceeded  to  assail  the  Indian  Se- 
cretary and  his  Council  in  similar  terms  of 
abuse  ;  ho  spoke  of  them  as  worn-out  and 
contemptible  functionaries,  whose  existence 
could  not  be  prolonged  beyond  the  present 
spring  ;  men  who  must  be  forcibly  removed 
and  their  places  filled  by  gentlemen  whom 
he  almost  designated  gentlemen  of  the 
"  Yuung  Indian  School,"  men  who  looked 
up  to  Sir  Arthur  as  "  their  guide,  philo- 
sopher, and  friend."  God  protect  an  office 
filled  with  pupils  of  Sir  Arthur  Cotton ! 
And  why  was  all  this  yituperatioD  levelled 
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at  Sir  John  Lawrence?  Simply  becaote 
that  high  functionary  had  made  a  sugges- 
tion which  had  had  the  effect  of  putting 
£250.000  into  the  hands  of  the  share- 
fcoldert.  This  was  the  head  and  front  of 
his  offending.  But  Sir  Arthur  knew  well 
the  faint-heartedness  of  the  Home  Govern- 
ment of  India.  The  gentlemen  of  the 
India  Office  quailed  under  his  castigarion. 
They  kissed  the  rod  he  had  applied  so 
mercilessly  to  their  posteriors,  and  they 
gave  these  adventurers  better  terms  than 
the  Governor  General  had  proposed.  Acts 
ef  such  great  impropriety  and  injustice 
ought  not  to  be  tolerated.  He  had  shown 
that  works  that  were  brought  forward 
as  ealoolated  to  pay  cent  per  cent  had 
not  yielded  anything  for  the  last  five  or  six 
or  seven  years,  and  that  they  were  brou<;ht 
forward  in  the  first  instance  under  false 
pretences.  He  had  also  shown,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  that  the  first  works, 
which  were  declared  to  be  works  brought 
forward  by  private  enterpriie,  had  cost  the 
Ooternment  £2,250,000,  for  which  they 
had  no  security  but  the  works  themselves, 
which  were  either  valueless  or  were  works 
from  which,  if  they  should  ever  prove  re- 
munerative, the  private  adventurers  would 
receive  dividends  at  the  rate  of  25  per 
cent,  while  they  had  been  constructed  with- 
out the  expenditure  of  a  shilling  raised  at 
the  risk  of  the  speculators.  With  reference 
to  the  Eaat  India  Irrigation  Works  the 
effnr  to  purchase  stock  at  par  had  never 
been  withdrawn;  and  probably,  at  no  distant 
day  the  Government  would  take  the  works 
at  that  or  at  a  larger  price.  He  thought 
these  were  acts  of  great  impropriety,  and 
therefore  he  should  move  the  following 
Resolution — not  an  abstract  one,  but  one 
whieh  went  direct  to  the  point : — 

**  That,  In  the  opinion  of  this  Iloase,  the  ad- 
vance of  £600,000  of  publio  money  on  loan  to  a 
private  eompanj  ofadventuren  ityling  themselvee 
the  Ifadms  Irrigation  Companj,  granted  on  the 
If  tb  day  of  May  1866  for  their  sole  benefit,  and 
likawiM  the  oflisr  of  a  large  loan  on  limilar  terms 
aanonneed  by  the  Secreury  of  State  on  the  20th 
day  of  February  last  as  contemplated  to  be  given 
to  the  East  India  Irrigation  and  Canal  Company, 
are  nets  of  impropriety,  are  misohievous  in  policy, 
and  ahould  be  diaeontinued." 

He  oflfered  that  Resolution,  not  in  the  spirit 
of  party  or  of  faction,  but  in  the  interest 
of  honesty  and  straightforward  dealing,  of 
which  he  saw  very  little  in  the  conduct  of 
theea  adventurers.     He  offered  it  also  to 

Siotoet  the  just  power  of  the  Governor 
enoral  of  India,  whose  suggestions  and 
woommendatitma  had  been  aet  aside  to 


suit  the  private  policy  of  these  people  ; 
and  ho  proposed  it  in  the  true  interests  of 
the  India  Office,  which  was  surrounded  by 
jobbers,  from  whom  the  Council  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  were  unable  to  free 
themselves,  and  whose  importunities  they 
could  not  resist. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  word^  "  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  advance  of  £600,000 
of  publio  money  on  \oi\n  to  a  private  company  of 
adventurers  styling  themselves  the  Madras  Irri- 
gation Company,  granted  on  the  15th  day  of  May 
1866  for  their  sole  benefit,  and  likewise  the  offer 
of  A  large  loan  on  similar  terms  announced  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  the  20th  day  of  February 
last  as  contemplated  to  be  given  to  the  East  In- 
dia Irrigation  and  Canal  Company,  are  aots  of 
impropriety,  are  mischievous  in  policy,  and  should 
be  discontinued/' — {Mr,  Smollett,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'* 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
he  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
changed  the  terms  of  the  Resolution  he 
had  placed  on  the  Paper.  He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  done  so  with- 
out  giving  notice  of  his  intention  to  call 
attention  in  such  a  specific  manner  to  the 
transaction  which  he  had  in  the  first  in- 
stance referred  to — namely,  the  loan  of 
£600,000  to  the  Madras  Irrigation  Com* 
pany.  He  regretted  it  the  more  because 
the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
was  not  in  the  House,  and  he  had  some 
reason  to  believe  that  that  hon.  Gentleman 
was  under  the  impression  that  this  parti- 
cular transaction  was  not  to  be  called  ia 
question. 

Mb.  SMOLLETT  said,  he  had  ac- 
quainted the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  with 
his  intention  of  bringing  in  the  matter 
under  the  notice  of  tlie  House. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTIICOTE  said, 
that  if  that  were  so  it  was  not  his  hon. 
Friend's  fault  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax  was  absent.  He  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  could  only  say  that  he  was  less 
able  to  give  an  explanation  of  the  trans- 
action than  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax, 
under  whose  authority  and  that  of  Earl 
De  Grey  and  Ripon  tlie  loan  was  made ; 
but  he  believed  that  the  circumstances 
were  substantially  as  follows: — The  Ma- 
dras Irrigation  Company  was  originally 
established  as  a  company  guaranteed  by 
the  Government.    It  was  formed  for  the 
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purpose  of  undertaking  a  work  of  very 
great  importance  to  the  interests  of  India, 
and  the  House  should  bear  in  mind  that 
the  work  performed  bj  these  Irrigation 
Companies  ought  to  be  measured,  not  by 
the  amount  of  the  return  they  immediately 
produce,  but  by  the  amount  of  the  benefit 
they  confer  on  India  by  the  accomplish- 
ment of  works  of  an  important  kind  for 
the  improvement  of  agriculture  and  the 
better  suptentatioo  of  the  people.  That 
WAS  a  point  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumbartonshire  (Mr.  Smollett)  hnd  too 
much  overlooked.  Now,  looking  at  the 
matter  from  this  point  of  view,  it  was  not 
•o  necessary  for  the  Government  to  ask 
whether  this  or  that  work  would  be  imme- 
diately remunerative,  as  it  was  to  ask 
whether  it  was  a  work  which  it  would 
be  desirable  to  encourage,  for  the  general 
interests  of  the  country  committed  to  their 
caro.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  it 
would  have  been  well  worth  the  while  of 
the  Indian  Government  to  incur  consider- 
able loss  in  the  direct  pecuniary  expendi- 
ture, for  the  sake  of  accomplishing  great 
works  which  would  be  advantageous  to  the 
oountry.  No  one,  for  instance,  would 
have  found  fault  if  the  Government  of 
India  had  undertaken  to  construct  canals 
and  irrigation  works  out  of  the  public 
money,  in  the  same  way  that  they  had 
constructed  roads,  for  the  general  benefit 
of  the  country  :  and  no  one  could  doubt 
that  those  works  would,  in  the  long  run, 
be  extremely  remunerative  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  to  the  people  of  India,  though 
it  was  quite  possible  they  might  not  realize 
tho  sanguine  expectations  of  those  who 
undertook  them.  He  supposed,  however, 
that  the  House  had  no  desire  to  enter 
into  a  dif^cussion  of  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  works  of  irrigation  ;  for  he  believed  all 
who  had  paid  attention  to  the  subject  con- 
curred in  admitting  the  advantages  arising 
from  them.  The  only  question  for  con- 
sideration, therefore,  was  the  best  means 
of  carrying  out  such  works.  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumbartonshire  (Mr.  Smollett) 
had  truly  remarked,  this  Company  was  es- 
tablished in  1858,  under  the  auspices  of 
his  noble  Friend  the  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  ;  but  he  believed  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  system  dated  from  a 
somewhat  earlier  period,  and  that  it  was 
under  the  old  Court  of  Directors  that  the 
first  Resolution  was  passed  to  the  effect 
that  works  of  this  kind  might  bo  entrusted 
to  a  private  company.  As  the  House  was 
aware,   the  finances   of   India   were  fre- 
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quently  overburdened  by  the  claims  upon 
them,  and  great  difiiculty  was  experienced 
in  finding  money  out  of  the  taxation  of 
the  country  for  carrying  on  works  which 
were  not  likely  to  be  immediately  remune- 
rative ;  and  it  was  felt  that,  if  irrigation 
was  to  be  carried  on  on  a  really  satisfac- 
tory footing,  it  would  be  desirable  to  intro* 
duce  private  capital  and  private  enterprise 
into  India,  for  the  purpose  of  executing 
works,  which  would  certainly  be  advan- 
tac;eous  to  the  people,  and  which  might 
be  profitable  to  the  individuals  who  under- 
took them.  This  Company  waa  there- 
fore formed  by  gentlemen  who  looked, 
no  doubt,  to  a  large  remuneration  from 
the  capital  they  were  about  to  expend , 
but  who,  he  thought,  had  also  other 
and  higher  objects,  as  they  believed  they 
were  undertaking  a  work  which  would  tend 
to  the  advantage  of  a  most  important  por- 
tion of  the  population  of  India.  They 
advanced  a  sort  of  moral  claim  on  the  Go* 
vernment  for  such  assistance  as  the  Go- 
vernment could  give  them.  They  asked 
for  a  concession  and  for  a  guarantee.  It 
was  not  his  present  duty  to  discuss  whether 
the  Government  were  right  in  giving  them 
that  support  or  not.  Under  all  the  circnm- 
stances,  he  hardly  ought  to  say  that  the 
Government  were  wrong,  though  lie  con- 
fessed that  his  own  opinion,  formed  on  a 
good  deal  of  experience  during  the  last  few 
years,  was  decidedly  against  the  system  of 
granting  guarantees.  Under  such  a  sys- 
tem, if  the  works  turn  out  very  profitahle, 
the  company  have  all  the  advantage ;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  they  prove  unprofit- 
able, the  Guvernment  have  to  bear  the 
loss.  That  was  the  rationale  of  the  sys- 
tem of  guarantees,  which  he  should  ho  glad 
to  see  either  restricted  or  abolished.  When, 
however,  this  question  was  brought  forward 
in  1858,  experience  had  not  been  acquired 
in  respect  to  the  guarantee  system,  and  tho 
Government  had  then  to  consider  the  mode 
in  which  they  could  best  facilitate  the  ob- 
ject of  bringing  private  capital  and  enter- 
prise into  India.  They  were  told  that  if 
they  gave  a  guarantee  it  was  probable  that 
the  works  would  prove  so  profitable  that 
other  companies  would  follow  the  example 
of  this,  and  would,  without  guarantee, 
bring  private  money  into  India  and  be 
able  to  execute  these  great  works  of  irri- 
gation. In  this  respect  he  believed  the 
scheme  was  not  unsuccessful,  for  it  was  in 
consequence  of  this  Company  having  be- 
gun to  work,  and  having  at  first  held  out 
encouragement  to  the  publioi  that  the  se- 
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•ond  undertaking  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Gontleman  was  set  on  foot  without  any 
guarantee.  And  certainly  we  owed  to  the 
gentlemen  who  took  part  in  the  forma- 
tion and  promotion  of  the  twin  Com- 
paniea  a  debt  of  gratitude  for  the  exertions 
they  made  in  raising  a  sum  approaching 
JB1,000,000  of  capital  without  any  guaran- 
tee on  the  part  of  the  State.  We  are  also 
bound  to  acknowledge  our  obligations  to 
them  for  the  character  of  the  work  they 
had  accomplished  in  Orissa,  and,  he  be- 
liered,  in  the  Madras  Presidency  ;  for  the 
two  Companies  were,  in  fact,  one,  although 
it  had  two  distinct  and  unconnected  un- 
dertakings. After  the  Company  had  com- 
menced their  works  and  carried  them  on  to 
a  oertain  point,  they  made  the  unfortunate 
discofery  that  they  had  not  capital  enough 
to  carry  them  on  further  in  a  proper  man- 
oer,  whereupon  they  asked  Lord  Halifax 
(then  Sir  Charles  Wood)  for  assistance  ; 
hot  he  declined  to  sanction  an  alteration 
which  they  wished  to  introduce  into  the 
terms  of  the  guarantee.  Subsequently, 
however.  Lord  De  Grey  and  Ripon  con- 
sented to  advance  them  a  loan  on  the  se- 
earity  of  their  works,  which  were  admitted 
to  be  good  and  well-executed  works  as  far 
u  they  went.  In  taking  the  works  as  a 
security  the  Gofemment  were  of  opinion 
that  they  were  making  a  very  good  bar- 
gain. Indeed,  if  the  GoTcrnment  had  not 
done  io  they  would  have  been  placed  in  a 
position  of  great  difficulty.  They  had  un- 
dertaken to  guarantee  the  Company,  and 
were  paying  interest;  and  the  question  was  [ 
whether  they  were  to  be  relieved  from  the 
payment  of  that  interest.  It  was  clear  that 
the  Government  could  not  be  relieved  till 
the  Company  made  profits;  and  it  was  made 
dear  to  Lord  De  Grey  that  the  Company 
woald  not  make  any  profits  without  further 
auistanoe  from  the  State.  Lord  De  Grey 
therefore  thought  it  was  for  the  interest  of 
the  Government  that  he  should  advance 
the  loan.  On  this  point,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax  would  be  better  able 
than  he  to  give  an  explanation.  He  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  believed  Lord  de  Grey 
bad  exercised  a  sound  discretion  ;  and  he 
felt  sure  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbarton- 
shire did  not  mean  to  impute  anything  like 
jobbing  or  improper  conduct  to  his  Lord- 
ship or  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax. 
With  regard  to  the  other  undertaking,  and 
the  trmnsaction  in  which  he  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  had  been  himself  engaged,  it 
was  of  course  duo  to  the  House,  after  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he 
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should  offer  an  explanation.  The  second 
undertaking  was  di? isible  into  two.  There 
was  an  undertaking  by  the  Company,  called 
the  East  India  Irrigation  and  Cnnal  Com- 
pany, to  irrigate  a  portion  of  Orissa,  and 
there  was  the  further  undertaking  to  irrigate 
a  portion  of  Beliar.  Now,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  lost  sight  of  an  important  element 
in  one  part  of  the  transactions — namely,  the 
concessions  made  to  this  Company  with  re- 
gard to  the  irrigation  at  Behar.  While 
objecting  upon  principle  to  Government 
guarantees  generally,  he  particularly  ob- 
jected to  guarantees  in  the  matter  of  irri- 
gation works ;  because,  by  allowing  a 
company  to  undertake  them.  Government 
exposed  itself  to  difficulty  and  embarrass- 
ment, and  it  was  the  duty  of  Government 
to  keep  them  in  its  own  hands.  Otherwise, 
difficult  questions  bearing  upon  the  land 
revenue,  the  condition  of  districts  irrigated, 
and  the  relations  between  ryots  and  land- 
owners and  between  landowners  and  the 
Government,  were  infinitely  complicated  by 
the  obligation  of  Government  towards  an 
irrigation  company.  Any  one  who  would 
follow  up  the  matter  would  see  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  satisfactorily  to  work  a 
system  of  irrigation  in  a  large  district — es- 
pecially in  one  in  which  there  was  no  per- 
manent settlement  of  the  revenue — by 
means  of  a  company.  The  questions 
raised,  such  as  who  was  to  have  the  control 
of  the  water,  what  was  to  be  the  price  fixed, 
and  what  were  to  be  the  stipulations  with 
the  Zemindars  as  to  the  alteration  of  the  as- 
sessment, were  in  themselves  so  difficult 
and  involved  such  delicate  considerations, 
that  it  almost  amounted  to  a  dereliction  of 
of  duty  on  the  part  of  Government  to  give 
up  the  control  of  an  irrigation  system  to  a 
company,  and  particularly  to  a  guaranteed 
company.  He  meant  no  disrespect  to  the 
Company  in  question  by  expressing  these 
views  ;  and  his  great  regret  that  that  Com- 
pany had  obtained  the  concessions  and  the 
position  it  had  obtained  in  Orissa  and  in 
fiehar,  and  more  particularly  in  Behar,  be- 
cause the  Company  had  the  exclusive  right  to 
irrigate  a  very  important  district,  and  they 
had  not  the  means  of  doing  it.  They 
simply  kept  others  out,  and  prevented  the 
Government  from  undertaking  the  works. 
The  Company,  having  obtained  its  conces- 
sion, laid  out  a  large  sum  in  works  which 
hod  been  warmly  approved  by  the  autho- 
rities and  by  the  independent  investigators 
of  the  Orissa  famine,  which  was,  no  doubt, 
locally  mitigated  by  the  works,  while  the 
Company's  officers    behaved   with    great 
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i>ero1ity  and  did  much  to  alleviate  distress, 
{hose  facts,  and  the  necessity  of  finding 
»me  employment  for  the  people  of  Orissa, 

the  time  of  their  suffering,  were  the  oc- 
ision  of  the  advances  to  which  the  hon. 
[ember  referred.  Having  been  told  in  the 
[ouse  that  the  Company  was  not  to  be 
isisted,  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think 

had  been  deceived  by  the  Secretary  of 
|tate,  and  hig  council ;  and  he  seemed  to 
link  that  that  was  owing  to  some  proceed- 
|gB  on  his  Sir  (Stafford  Northcote's)  part, 
It  the  advances  were  made  by  the  Govcr- 
»r  General  in  India  without  consulting  the 
jecretary  of  State,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
lat  they  were  rightly  made,  seeing  that 
lere  was  a  means  of  profitably  expending 
le  money.  If  employment  had  not  been 
rovided  in  this  way  it  must  have  been  done 

setting  the  poor  to  dig  holes  one  day,  and 

II  them  up  the  next.     It  appeared  to  him 

lat  having  the  machinery  ready  to  hand 

[r  the  profitable  expenditure  of  money  the 

[overnment  were  quite  right  in  so  laying  it 

It.    Accordingly,  about  £120,000  was  ad- 

inced  on  the  understanding  to  which  he 

id  referred.      When  the  Company  were 

iked  to  undertake  the  work  they  said  they 

|ere  ready  enough  to  spend  the   money. 

It  they  did  not  wish  to  make  the   ad- 

[tional  outlay  on  their  own  account.    They, 

fact,  found  that  their  water  was  not  taken 

rapidly  as  they  expected,  and  that  their 

{orks   were  not  producing   a   profit;    and 

lercfore  it  was  not  in  their  power,  in  the 

leu  state  of  the  money  market,  to  go  on 

lith  their  works.      They,  therefore,  pro- 

»6ed  to  lie  on  their  oars,  and  wait  till  the 

|orks  which  they  had  executed  began  to 

profitable,  when  the  public  would  come 

»rwnrd  and  provide  the  funds  necessary  to 

»mplete    the    works.       The    Government 

bid  that  might  be  perfectly  legitimate  on 

le  part  of  a  company,  but  it  did  not  at 

lat  time  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Govern- 

jent,  who  could  not  wait ;  and  it  was  under 

kese  circumstances,  and    looking    to    the 

Ircumstanccs  he  hud  mentioned,  that  the 

|overnor  General   wrote  the  despatch  the 

m.  Member  had  referred  to.   This  brought 

the  history  to  the  point  at  which  it  be- 
ime  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in 

luncil  to  act.  The  Governor  General  had 
Iritten  an  elaborate  despatch,  pointing  out 
lat  the  Company  had  failed  to  realize  the 
'eat  profits  they  had  looked  forward  to, 
iferring  to  the  complications  that  had 
■isen  between  the  Company  and  the 
lovernment,  and  proposing  to  buy  up  tiie 
Iterests  of  the  Company,  not  at  par,  but 
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in  5  per  cent  stook,  which  was  then  at 
110,  terms  which  would  have  been  the 
means  of  increasing  the  value  of  the  Com- 
pany's stock  considerably  more  than  the 
25  per  cent  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  of.  That  despatch  came  into  his 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote'a)  hands,  and  the 
Council  decided  that  it  would  be  right  to 
offer  to  purchase  the  Company's  works ;  but 
that  conclusion  was  not  come  to  without 
much  hesitation,  and  after  full  eonsideration 
of  all  the  circumstances  he  had  stated. 
The  Government  felt  that  it  was  important 
for  India  that  these  works  should  be  carried 
on,  though  the  Company  had  not  the  means 
of  carrying  them  on  with  activity  and 
success ;  and  her  Majesty's  Government 
resolved  not  to  entertain  the  question  of  a 
guarantee.  There  was  such  great  force  in 
the  argument  of  the  Governor  General,  as 
it  related  to  the  works  that  were  not  com* 
pleted  in  Behar,  that  they  would  have  been 
prepared  to  offer  almost  any  terms  to  get 
I  them  into  the  hands  of  the  Government ; 
but  with  regard  to  Orissa  it  waa  of  less 
importance  to  the  Government  to  por- 
chase  the  Company's  rights  beoansea  eon- 
siderable  amount  of  work  had  been  aetuallj 
executed.  On  earofal  eonsideration  of  the 
whole  question,  tbey  eame  to  the  eonolosion 
that  the  terms  proposed  by  the  Governor 
General  were  excessive.  The  Hon.  Member 
had  said  that  the  Secretary  for  State  waa— 
he  would  not  repeat  the  elegant  expression 
of  the  lion.  Member — but  he  was  weak, 
and  his  council  was  at  the  mercy  of  jobbers 
and  speculators,  and  that  they  had  made  an 
extravagant  and  improvident  bargain.  But 
looking  to  the  Correspondence,  which  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  public,  he  could  see  no 
evidence  whatever  to  support  such  a  charge. 
The  Governor  General  proposed  the  pur- 
chase on  certain  terms.  The  Government 
determined  not  to  offer  those  terms  but 
lower  terms.  They  said,  ••  We  will  give 
you  the  amount  which  you  have  expended, 
and  £50,000  over.*'  It  was  said  that 
the  stock  of  the  Company  was  at  a 
large  discount,  and  that  those  terms  were 
therefore  unreasonably  high.  But  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Company  had 
baud  fide  raised  this  money,  that  they  had 
expended  it  in  good  work,  and  that,  though 
it  was  not  now  profitable,  the  Goremment 
had  reason  to  believe  that  when  the  system 
was  completed  it  would  become  profitable. 
They,  therefore,  thought  it  fair  to  give 
back  to  the  Company  the  whole  amount 
they  had  expended,  with  a  certain  sum  over 
and  above  to  compensate  them  for  any  in- 
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•MiTenienee  which  might  result  from  part> 
mg  with  a  portion  of  their  eetablishment, 
and  in  oonnideration  of  any  juBt  claims 
they  might  have  arising  from  the  expecta- 
tion of  fotare  profit.  There  was  no  duiibt 
that,  aa  far  as  they  had  gone,  the  Com- 
pany bad  done  a  good  work  for  India  ; 
thoagh  whether  they  had  done  a  good  work 
for  themselves  was  anotlier  qucBtion,  into 
which  he  woold  not  enter.  Having  made 
this  as  a  final  offer,  after  full  considera- 
tion, the  Government  thought  it  right  to 
make  known  on  the  same  day,  through 
the  public  Press,  before  even  the  directors 
had  received  the  official  communication, 
the  nature  of  the  offer  that  was  made. 
The  effect  was  that  the  shares,  which  had 
been  at  a  discount,  rose  to  par ;  but  he 
was  told  that  this  was  nothing  more  than  a 
nominal  quotation,  and  that,  pending  the 

Froeeedings,  little  or  no  business  was  done. 
t  had  been  stated  that  the  offer  of  the 
Government  was  not  favourably  received 
by  the  Company.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  had  been  refused  or  not;  but  he  had 
beard  that  the  offer  was  received  at  the 
meeting  of  shareholders  as  not  only  un- 
satisfactory but  insulting.  Indeed,  quite 
as  strong  language  as  had  been  applied  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Smollett) 
bad  been  applied  to  him  by  the  share- 
holders. He  had  received  letters  from 
varioDS  persons,  in  which  he  was  accused 
of  a  desire  to  ''rob*'  the  shareholders  ; 
tnd  he  did  not  know  what  motives  had  not 
been  imputed  to  him,  or  what  language 
bad  been  used  to  describe  his  "audacity" 
10  making  an  offer  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  fairly  admitted  to  be  very  liberal.  He 
waa  told,  "  Ton  know  the  position  of  the 
Company,  and  yon  are  going  to  take  the 
profica  oat  of  onr  mouths  and  transfer  them 
to  the  Government."  The  directors  had 
been  instmeted  to  ask  the  Government  to 
ilter  the  terms  ;  bnt  the  Government  had 
always  refused  to  do  so,  and  would  not  give 
a  gnarantee*  But  they  also  said  that  they 
Beitlier  had  the  means  nor  the  wish  to 
force  the  Company  to  sell  to  them  ;  that 
they  made  the  offer  from  no  feeling  of  ill- 
will  or  wish  to  disparage  what  had  been 
dona  by  the  Company.  There,  however, 
waa  thefaet — while  in  Orissa  the  Company 
had  done  a  good  deal,  in  Behar  they  had 
done  nothing  ;  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
flovemroent,  for  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  India,  to  carry  these  works  on  either 
themselveo  or  through  others.  If  the 
Cempanj  were  able  to  carry  on  these 
vorki^  let  tbom  do  so ;  if  they  were  not 


able,  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
complete  them,  and  it  was  their  duty  so  to 
do.  In  Orissa  the  Company  might  pos-^ 
sibly  be  able  to  carry  on  the  works  ;  but 
in  Behar  there  really  seemed  no  chance  of 
their  being  able  to  raise  money  and  corry 
on  the  works  for  a  long  time,  if  at  all. 
Meanwhile,  here  was  a  large  and  import- 
ant district  from  which  the  Government 
was  excluded  because  this  Company  had 
got  a  concession  which  they  could  not 
use.  Under  these  circumstances  the  Go- 
vernment said,  "  If  you  will  give  up  the 
Behar  works  we  will  make  no  further 
proposal  respecting  Orissa ;  but  wo  will 
assist  you  to  complete  these  works  by  lend- 
ing jou  £500,000,  at  5  per  cent,  upon 
the  security  of  the  works."  Now  the 
works  had  cost  £700,000  or  £800.000, 
and  it  would  be  a  condition  that  the  loan 
of  £500,000  should  be  further  expended 
upon  the  works.  If  the  Company  were  to 
make  default  in  payment  of  the  interest 
or  in  re-payment  of  the  principal,  the 
works  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  perfectly  good 
security  for  the  advance.  But,  so  far  as 
he  had  been  informed,  the  directors  did 
not  consider  these  terms  acceptable,  and 
thought  it  would  not  be  reasonable  that 
they  should  give  the  works  as  security  for 
the  loan.  In  that  case,  of  course,  it  was 
for  them  to  refuse  the  loan.  A  meeting 
was  tu  be  held  very  shortly,  and  then  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  would  be  con- 
sidered, and  they  would  receive  a  final 
answer.  Meanwhile,  it  was  right  that 
there  should  be  no  mistake.  The  Govern- 
ment had  made  an  offer  which  would 
still  hold  good  as  far  as  the  Indian  Council 
was  concerned  ;  they  had  never  varied  the 
terms  of  the  offer,  and  did  not  intend  to 
do  so.  It  would  be  for  the  Company  to 
consider  whether  these  terms  were  fair, 
and,  if  not,  what  course  they  would  take ; 
the  Government,  recognizing  in  them  fel- 
low-workers in  the  performance  of  a  most 
important  duty,  had.  no  wish  to  interfere 
with  any  fair  profits  they  might  derive 
from  works  which  they  undertook,  no 
doubt,  as  much  from  patriotic  motives  as 
from  a  wish  to  make  a  good  investment. 
But  he  was  sorry  that  the  Government 
had  ever  entered  into  engagements  with 
private  companies.  If  thev  had  kept  these 
works  of  irrigation  in  their  own  hands  they 
would  have  avoided  great  complicotions. 
For  a  length  of  time,  however,  the  Go- 
vernment had  great  difficulty  in  finding 
money  to  carry  on  such  works.  It  was 
not  easy  to  extend  taxation  in  Indiai  and 
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as  only  lately    that    tlie  Government ; 

adopted  a  decided  policy  in  borrowing 
Iney  for  works  of  this  kind.  Now, 
|ney  would  be  borrowed  freely  for  works 
ich  could  be  shown  to  be  of  a  good, 
»stantial,  and  profitable  character  ;  and 
{earnestly  hoped  that,  whether  through 
jir  own  agency  or  that  of  others,  this 
»at  and  important  field  of  labour  would 
properly  cultivated.  He  had  no  wish 
this  occasion  to  trespass  further  upon 

general  question  which  the  hon.  Mem- 

for  Perth  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  proposed  to 
)0  hereafter,  in  connection  with  works 
{irrigation.  He  would  only  say  with 
|ard  to  the  Motion  that  he  hoped  it  would 

be  pressed.     It  was  one  which  would 
{delusive  in  its  character,  and  probably 

object  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
iciently  attained  by  the  discussion  which 
'ould  elicit. 

[R.  KINNAIRD  said,  that  they  had 
m  accustomed  in  that  House  to  some 
I  the  older  Members,  such  as  the  late 
lonel  SibthorpCi  assuming  a  certain 
moe  of  speech,  and  using  sometimes 
uisive  expressions  in  which  none  of  the 
ler  Members  indulged.  But  he  was 
prised  at  the  repetition  of  this  by  the 
I.  Gentleman  opposite    (Mr.  Smollett), 

bad  employed  language  in  that  dis- 
[sion  which  it  was  hardly  proper  to  use 
that   House."     The   hon.    Gentleman 

talked  of  *' adventurers;*'  and  had  said 
[t  the  Madras  Irrigation  Company  was 

great  swindle.*'  Upon  reflection,  he 
lid,  he  was  sure,  regret  that  he  had 
m  led  into  the  use  of  such  language, 
hon.  Member  had    also    attacked  by 

le  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
ig*s  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley)  who  was  then 
jretary  of  State  for  India,  and  under 
|om  the  scheme  of  irrigation  had  been 
riod  out.  But  the  House  knew  very  well 
it  of  all  thoBO  who  were  engaged  in  the 
tduct  of  administrative  Departments  un- 

tl)e  Government  of  Lord  Derby  there 
|s  none  more  able  or  more  painstaking 
in  the  noble  Lord  who  was  then  Secretary 
I  State  for  India  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Kinnaird) 
lieved  that  the  noble  Lord  retained 
precisely  the  same  opinion^  which  he 
Id  when  in  office,  as  to  the  wisdom  and 
►priety  of  promoting  works  of  irrigation, 
le  immense  advantage  of  these  works 
LS  not  so  generally  admitted  at  that  time 

it  was  now,  and  therefore  the  noble 
)rd  deserved  the  greater  credit  for  what 

had  done.  Was  it  a  proper  thing, 
m   that   the   Gentlemen    who  had    for- 

Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU 


warded  these  works  should  be  accused 
of  'Mobbying?"  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  treat  those  who  had  done  such 
service  to  India  in'the  spirit  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  done,  And  were  they  going  to 
refuse  any  guarantees  for  irrigation  works, 
after  all  the  millions  that  had  been  ad- 
vanced in  spreading  railways  over  India, 
and  when  everyone  acknowledged  now  that 
under  no  other  system  than  that  of  guaran- 
tees could  India  have  been  so  effectually 
and  speedily  covered  with  those  great 
works  ?  The  hon  Member  had  read  an  ex- 
tract  from  a  deapa'tch  of  Sir  John  Lawrence, 
from  which  he  had  made  it  appear  that 
the  Governor  General  undervalued  the 
works  in  question  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Kinnaird) 
would  like  to  read  two  extracts  which 
would  show  that  the  contrary  was  the  case, 
and  that  in  the  frightful  famine  which  came 
upon  Orissa  it  was  the  Governor  General 
who  made  the  first  offer  to  the  Irrigation 
Company.  And  what  did  the  Coinmia- 
sionera'  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  cansea 
and  extent  of  the  late  famine  in  Oriasa 
report,  and  especially  Mr.  Campbell  f  They 
bore  testimony  to  the  admirable  nature  of 
the  Company's  works,  and  to  the  fact  that 
if  such  works  had  been  earlier  attended 
to,  the  loss  of  nearly  a  million  of  lives 
during  the  famine  would  never  hare  oe« 
cur  red.  The  Governor  General,  in  the 
despatch  to  which  he  had  referred,  said— 

"  You  are  aware  that,  notwithstanding  the 
strong  opinions  which  we  hold  as  to  the  incon- 
venience of  the  arrangement  that  has  been  entered 
into  with  the  Company,  it  has  been  our  earnest 
wish  to  do  all  in  our  power  to  facilitate  the  ope- 
rations of  the  Company,  and  to  act  fully  up  to  the 
spirit  of  any  actual,  or  implied  engacementi 
entered  into  with  them  in  past  years.  If  it  bo 
necessary  to  adduce  any  distinct  proof  of  this  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  Goveniment  of  India, 
we  would  refer  to  our  recent  resolutions  to  in- 
trust to  this  Company  the  execution  of  the  Soane 
Canal  project,  and  to  make  grants  of  money  to 
aid  in  the  construction  of  the  works  in  Cuttack, 
the  Company's  funds  having  proved  insufficient  to 
secure  their  prosecution  with  that  activity  which, 
in  the  altered  condition  of  this  province,  we  deem 
so  desirable.  And  we  may  assure  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  it  will  continue  to  be  ourdeiiro 
to  act  in  this  same  manner  so  long  as  the  present 
arrangements  between  the  Government  and  the 
Company  shall  be  maintained. 

"But  the  terrible  calamity  which  has  recently 
fallen  on  Orissa  and  Western  Bengal  hat  forced 
upon  us  the  consideration  of  the  question,  whether 
we  can  any  longer  with  propriety  permit  the  ex- 
isting arrangements  to  continue  in  force,  if  it  be 
possible  to  induce  the  Company  to  give  up  their 
right  under  their  contract. 

"  We  entirely  disclaim  the  intention  of  making 

any  reflection  on  the  Company  for  the  manner  in 

which  their  operations  have  been  hitherto  oarried 

[  out,  or  for  the  mode  in  which  they  have  raised  or 
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»pp1i«d  tbeir  oapiUl.  It  is  inoontostable  that  a 
lai^  ram  has  been  raised  and  spent,  and  it  is 
•▼en  probable  that  bad  the  Company  not  come 
forward,  the  Government  would,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  have  done  much  less  than  has  been  done 
towards  the  construction  of  irrigation  works  in 
Cuttaek.  But  the  position  of  the  Government 
with  relation  to  the  execution  of  irrigation  works 
has,  within  the  last  year,  become  entirely  changed, 
and  our  business  is  no  longer  with  the  past  but 
with  the  present,  and  the  immediate  future,  and  it 
is  impossible  for  us  to  avoid  the  conclusion  that, 
for  the  reasons  we  h<ive  above  given,  the  means 
of  the  Compaify  henceforth  will  not  only  bo  re- 
latively far  inferior  to  those  of  the  Government, 
but  absolutely  insufficient  for  the  real  necessities 
of  the  oonntry." 

And  as  to  the  nature  of  the  works  the 
Oovernor  General  said — 

"  We  may  mention,  however,  that  the  works 
have  been  visited  by  Colonel  Morton,  R.E.,  an 
oflBcer  of  great  experience  in  irrigation  works,  and 
also  by  Colonel  NichoUs,  R.E.,  the  Chief  Engineer 
of  Bengal.  Both  these  officers  and  also  Mr. 
Crommelin,  the  Superintending  Engineer  in  the 
service  of  the  Government  at  Cuttaek,  agree  in 
stating  that  the  works  are  good.  These  state- 
ments have  not  been  made  on  any  critical  ex- 
amination nor  in  any  official  Report ;  but  we  are 
satiafied  that,  in  a  general  way,  they  are  correct. 
In  the  same  way  we  learn  that  in  point  of  actual 
cost — that  is,  of  the  actual  outlay  upon  the  works 
themselves — they  are  cheap.  So  far,  then,  we 
have  some  grounds  for  believing  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  pay  any  extravagant  sum  in 
taking  over  the  works  as  proposed." 

The  Qovernor  Qeneral,  therefore,  it  would 
be  seen  had  spoken  highly  and  fairly  of 
the  Company's  acts,  and  on  the  authority 
of  two  engineers  had  stated  that  the  works 
were  cheap  ;  and  yet  the  hon.  Member  had 
thought  proper  to  denounce  them  in  the 
strongest  possible  language.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  surprised  that  at  a  time  of 
great  commercial  distress  an  enterprise  of 
this  kind  bad  not  paid,  and  he  seemed  to 
expect  thai  the  works  should  be  remunera- 
tire  the  first  year.  But  everyone  knew 
that  until  irrigation  works  were  complete 
thej  conld  not  fairly  be  expected  to  be 
ao«  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Stafford  Nortbcote)  knew  that  the  whole 
thing  was  done  openly  and  above-board. 
He  would  not  enter  upon  the  other  topics 
adferted  to  by  the  hon.  Member  except  as 
to  one  point.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  pleased  to  speak  in  a  way  which  was 
derogatory  to  Sir  Arthur  Cotton.  But  it 
waa  well  known  that  Sir  Arthur  Cotton 
waa  a  man  of  great  practical  ability,  as 
well  aa  that  be  had  great  enthusiasm  in 
the  work  of  irrigation ;  and  unless  great 
enterpriiea  were  taken  up  by  men  of  san- 

C'ne  eharacter   they  were  not  likely  at 
t  to  be  prosecuted   successfully.     Sir 


Arthur  Cotton  had  been  honoured  by  his 
Sorercign  for  having  been  one  of  the  first 
who  had  directed  attention  to  the  necessity 
existing  for  these  great  works  of  irriga- 
tion, and  the  House  would,  ho  was  sure, 
regret  if,  when  such  a  man  was  attacked, 
no  one  had  risen  to  defend  him  from  false 
aspersions.  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  was  per- 
fectly unconnected  with  the  company,  he 
did  not  hold  a  share  in  it,  and  if  he  took 
an  interest  in  works  of  irrigation  it  was 
solely  because  ho  was  sensible  of  their 
great  value  in  such  a  country  as  India. 

Mr.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Smollett)  in  his  views  on  the  subject  of  irri- 
gation. On  the  contrary,  he  believed  that 
such  works  would  be  alike  profitable  to  the 
Government  and  beneficial  to  the  people  of 
India.  He  had  always  contended  that 
works  of  irrigation  ought  to  be  undertaken 
solely  by  the  Government,  and  not  by  pri- 
vate individuals  or  companies.  His  reason 
for  holding  that  opinion  was  this : — The 
land  in  India  belonged  to  the  Government, 
and  the  number  of  tenants  on  the  land  to 
be  irrigated  was  very  great.  It  was  there- 
fore impossible  to  collect  the  water  rates 
except  by  the  instrumentality  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  as  these  works  yielded  great 
profit  the  Government  were  acting  as 
agents  for,  and  were  collecting  large  sums 
of  money  merely  to  hand  over  to  private  in- 
dividuals. What  he  had  long  complained 
of  was  the  dog-in-the-manger  policy  of  the 
Government  —  namely,  that  they  would 
neither  execute  the  great  irrigation  works, 
which  were  so  necessary  to  the  welfare  of 
India  themselves,  nor  allow  others  to  do  it. 
At  length,  however,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley) 
made  the  experiment  of  granting  a  great 
work  to  the  Madras  Irrigation  Company, 
and  he  was  disposed  to  think  that,  at  the 
time,  this  was  a  judicious  course,  as  it 
atforded  the  opportunity  of  comparing  the 
system  of  private  works  and  Government 
works.  He  congratulated  the  riglit  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
on  the  conclusions  at  which  he  had  arrived 
— namely,  that  the  construction  of  works 
of  irrigation  were  of  the  highest  value  and 
importance  to  the  people,  and  profitable  to 
the  Government  of  India — that  it  is  most 
advantageous  to  both  that  they  should  be 
executed  by  the  Government ;  and  that  for 
this  purpose  they  should  abandon  the  un- 
certain policy  hitherto  pursued  of  making 
reproductive  works  out  of  surplus  revenue 
instead   of  raising  public  loans  for  this 
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was  only  lately    that    tlie  Government . 
ad  adopted  a  decided  policy  in  borrowing 
oney   for   works    of    this   kind.      Now,  | 
oney  would  be  borrowed  freely  for  works  ■ 
hich  could  be  shown  to  be  of  a  good,  j 
bstantial,  and  profitable  character  ;  and  , 
earnestly  hoped  that,  whether  through  i 
eir  own  agency  or  that  of  others,  this  ! 
reat  and  important  field  of  labour  would 
e  properly  cultivated.      He  had  no  wish  . 
n  this  occasion  to  trespass  further  upon 
0  general  question  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Perth  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  proposed  to 
ise  hereafter,  in  connection  with  works 
irrigation.      Ho   would   only  say   with 
gard  to  the  Motion  that  he  hoped  it  would 
ot  be  pressed.     It  was  one  which  would 
e  delusive  in  its  character,  and  probably 
e  object  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
fficiently  attained  by  the  discussion  which 
would  elicit. 

Mr.  kinnaird  said,  that  they  had 

een  accustomed  in  that  House  to  some 

|f  the  older  Members,    such  as  the  late 

olonel    Sibthorpe,    assuming    a    certain 

oence  of  speech,   and   using   sometimes 

flpensive  expressions  in  which  none  of  the 

ther   Members   indulged.      But   he   was 

rprised  at  the  repetition  of  this  by  the 

on.   Gentleman  opposite    (Mr.  Smollett), 

ho  had  employed  language  in  that  dis- 

ussion  which  it  was  hardly  proper  to  use 

that   House."     The   hon.    Gentleman 

ad  talked  of  ''  adventurers;"  and  had  said 

lat  the  Madras  Irrigation  Company  was 

a   great  swindle.*'     Upon   reflection,  he 

ould,  ho  was  sure,  regret   that  he  had 

eon  led  into  the  uso  of  such    language. 

ho  hon.  Member  had    also    attacked  by 

amo    the    noble    Lord    the    Member    for 

ing's  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley)  who  was  tbon 

ecretary  of    State  for    India,  and  under 

horn  the  scheme  of  irrigation   had  been 

arricd  out.   But  the  House  knew  very  well 

hat  of  all  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 

ondiict  of  administrative  Departments  un- 

er  the  Government  of  Lord   Derby  there 

as  none  more  able  or  more  painstaking 

lan  the  noble  Lord  who  was  then  Secretary 

f  State  for  India  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Kinnaird) 

clieved    that    the    noble    Lord    retained 

ow  precisely  the  same  opinion,  which  he 

leld  when  in  office,  as  to  the  wisdom  and 

ropriety  of  promoting  works  of  irrigation. 

'he  immense    advantage  of   these   works 

.vas  not  so  generally  admitted  at  that  time 

s  it    was    now,  and  therefore   the  noble 

jord  deserved  the  greater  credit  for  what 

5    had    done.      Was   it   a   proper  thing, 

len   that   the   Gentlemen   who  had    for- 

ISir  Stafford  Northcote 


warded  these  works  should  be  accused 
of  "lobbying?"  Ho  hoped  the  House 
would  not  treat  those  who  had  done  such 
service  to  India  in'the  spirit  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  done,  And  were  they  going  to 
refuse  any  guarantees  for  irrigation  works, 
after  all  the  millions  that  had  been  ad- 
vanced in  spreading  railways  over  India, 
and  when  everyone  acknowledged  now  that 
under  no  other  system  than  that  of  guaran- 
tees could  India  have  been  so  effectually 
and  speedily  covered  with  those  great 
works  ?  The  hon  Member  had  read  an  ex- 
tract from  a  despatch  of  Sir  John  Lawrence, 
from  which  he  had  made  it  appear  that 
the  Governor  General  undervalued  the 
works  in  question  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Kinnaird) 
would  like  to  read  two  extracts  which 
would  show  that  the  contrary  was  the  case, 
and  that  in  the  frightful  famine  which  came 
upon  Orissa  it  was  the  Governor  General 
who  made  the  first  offer  to  the  Irrigation 
Company.  And  what  did  the  Commis- 
sioners' appointed  to  inquire  into  the  causes 
and  extent  of  the  late  famine  in  Orisse 
report,  and  especially  Mr.  Campbell  ?  They 
bore  testimony  to  the  admirable  nature  of 
the  Company's  works,  and  to  the  fact  that 
if  such  works  had  been  earlier  attended 
to,  the  loss  of  nearly  a  million  of  lifes 
during  the  famine  would  nefer  hare  oe- 
curred.  The  Gofemor  General,  in  the 
despatch  to  which  he  had  referred,  md— > 

"  You  are  aware  that,  notwilhstaDding  tht 
Btron;^  opinions  which  we  hold  as  to  the  ineoo" 
Tcnience  of  the  arrangement  that  has  been  entered 
into  with  the  Company,  it  has  been  our  earoeit 
wish  to  do  all  in  our  power  to  facilitate  the  ope* 
rations  of  the  Company,  and  to  act  fully  np  to  tht 
spirit  of  any  actual,  or  implied  eogasenwiitf 
entered  into  with  them  in  past  yean.  If  it  bs 
necessary  to  adduce  any  distinct  proof  of  this  diS" 
position  on  the  part  of  the  GoTemment  of  India, 
wo  would  refer  to  our  recent  reeolntioiia  to  te* 
trust  to  this  Company  the  exeeatkm  of  (be  SoaM 
Canal  project,  and  to  make  grants  of  mOM^ 
aid  in  the  construction  of  the  works  in  Qtp'  ^ 
the  Company's  funds  having  proved  ' 
secure  their  prosecution  with  that 
in  the  altered  condition  of  this  proi 
so  desirable.  And  we  may 
Government  that  it  will  oontlni 
to  act  in  this  same  manner  so 
arrangements  between  the 
Company  shall  be  maintainaj 

"But  the  terrible  oalandl* 
fallen  on  Orissa  and  Woali 
upon  us  the  consideratioBf 
we  can  any  longer  witii 
isting  arrangement!  to 
possible  to  indooe  the 
right  under  their  eonT 

'•  We  entirely  dir 
any  reflection  oa  / 
which  their  opiT 
I  out,  or  for  Ip^ 
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)ecifio  objeoi  and  carrying  out  tbe  works 
rith  as  little  delay  as  possible.  Tbis  be 
iMr.  J.  B.  Smith)  believed  to  be  a  sound 
lourse,  and  it  was  the  one  which  he  had 
Idvocated  in  that  House  during  the  last 
ffteen  years. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn, 

CONDITION  OF  CEYLON. 
MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  WATKIN  then  rose  to  move  for 

he  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to 

iquire  into  the  condition  of  Ceylon  and 

le  action  of  its  Government.      He  hoped 

»r  the  forbearance  of  the  House,  as  Ceylon 

ras  not  a  very  popular  subject ;  but  if  he 

ranted  any  reason  for  asking  the  House  to 

[gree  to  this  Inquiry,  he  would  find  it  in 

le  fact  that  the  population  of  the  country, 

the  Government  Returns  were  to  be  trus- 

id,  bad  been  reduced  from   2,300,000  in 

|863  to  2,000,000  in  1866,  and  this  in  the 

tee  of  the  other  fact,  which  also  appeared 

these  Returns,  that  there  was  an  in- 
jrease  of  births  over  deaths,  which  would 
how  that  the  decrease  was  owing  to  emi- 
gration. When  tbis  question  was  brought 
»rward  on  former  occasions,  the  reply  of 
he  Colonial  Secretary  was  that  tbe  island 
lught  to  be  annexed  to  the  continent  of 
ndia.  It  was  only  a  few  years  ago,  how- 
ver,  that  this  question  was  fully  discussed 
\y  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
md  tliey  came  to  the  unanimous  opinion 
nat  the  circumstances  of  Iridla  and  of 
lotion  were  so  different  that  it  would  be 
jighly  inexpedient  and  unjust  to  annex  the 
ne  to  the  other.  The  particular  reasons 
le  liad  for  brinpfing  this  question  before 
ne  House  he  might  very  shortly  sum  up. 
'he  Chan)ber  of  Commerce  at  Colombo 
Ind  the  Planters*  Association  at  Knndy, 
loth  of  them  influential  bodies,  had  request- 
d  him  to  take  the  matter  up,  as  rcpre- 
lentations  had  been  sent  from  the  inhabi- 
iuts  of  Ceylon,  strongly  backed  up  by  the 
'ress,  unanimously  urging  that  their  griev- 
|nces  should  bo  inquired  into,  and  those 
(presentations  had  not  been  treated  with 

peet.     Thoy  did  not  ask  the  House  to 

hterfere   until    they  had   for   many  years 

jainly    asked    the    Colonial    Office    to    do 

lem    sub>tantial    justice.      For   the   last 

in   years  scarcely   two  had  passed    with- 

lut  memorials  having  been  sent  over  from 

he   Legislative   Chamber,   signed  by   of!i- 

lal  and  non-official    members   alike,    and 

•ten    supported   by    the   Governor,    ask- 

ig  that  they  might  have  that  control  over 

Mr.  J.  B.  Smith 


tbe  public  works,  and  over  the  income 
and  expenditure  of  the  island,  which  was 
promised  them  in  1848  by  Barl  Grey,  who 
stated  that  the  time  had  come  when  full 
control  over  the  expenditure  should  be 
given  to  the  Council  of  Ceylon,  and  pro- 
mised at  the  same  time  that  a  despatch 
should  be  sent  out,  laying  down  rules  with 
reference  to  the  taxation,  the  military  expe- 
nditure, and  other  subjects  of  complaint. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  whole  of  the  com- 
plaints arose  from  the  desire  of  the  colonists 
to  shirk  their  fair  share  of  colonial  mili- 
tary expenditure,  and  to  expend  their 
whole  income  upon  local  purposes,  leaving 
the  defence  of  the  colony  to  be  defrayed 
out  of  Imperial  taxation.  He  was  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
to-night  use,  or  repeat  any  such  argument. 
In  justice  to  the  men  whose  energy  and 
enterprize  had  built  up  that  noble  depen- 
dency, he  was  sure  it  would  not  be  urged 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  their 
grievances  were  only  traceable  to  the  mean 
selfishness  of  seeking  to  avoid  the  pay- 
ment of  the  military  expenditure  of  the 
colony.  On  this  subject  he  would  read  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  who  was  formerly 
a  Member  of  the  House,  and  who  waa  well 
known  for  his  solid  judgment  and  his  inteU 
ligence  (Sir  James  Blphinstone),  who  had 
large  interest  in  Ceylon.  In  that  letter  he 
pointed  out  the  necessity  for  railway  exten- 
sion and  for  a  revision  of  taxation,  and 
expressed  a  hope  that  ho  (Mr.  Watkin) 
Wduld  persevere  in  his  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee. Sir  James  stated  that  the  colonists 
did  not  object  to  pay  for  a  sufficient  force 
for  the  protection  of  the  island;  what  they 
did  object  to  was  that  Ceylon  should  bo 
treated  as  a  garrison  for  Imperial  purposes, 
and  that  they  should  have  to  support  that 
garrison  on  a  scale  far  beyond  what  was 
required  for  the  purpose  of  internal  or  ex- 
ternal defence.  That  they  were  denied  a 
line  of  railway  into  the  coffee  districts,  and 
that  the  rates  on  the  railways  now  open 
were  too  high  ;  a  large  duty  was  laid  upon 
rice,  ^^hich  was  the  staple  food  of  the  peo 
pie,  and  the  taxes  on  land  were  so  levied 
as  to  act  as  a  discouragement  to  agricul- 
ture. In  addition  to  this,  Ceylon  was 
called  upon  to  maintain  establishments  at 
Galle  and  at  Trincomalee  which  were  for 
purely  Imperial  purposes.  The  disparity  of 
numbers  between  the  European  and  the  Na- 
tive population  was  no  reason  for  witholding 
local  self-government,  since  it  was  on  the  for- 
mer that  the  prosperity  of  the  island  mainly 
depended.    He  felt  assured  that  the  House 
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would  weigh  the  strong  opinion  of  Sir 
James.  In  the  last  three  years  there  had 
been  great  depression.  He  did  not  mean  to 
contend  that  that  depresition  arose  from 
canses  all  of  which  wore  under  Government 
control.  There  had  been  great  deficiencies 
in  the  erop»;  but  most  of  the  depression 
was  caused  by  an  injudicious  system  of  tax- 
ation, and  by  incompetent  government  and 
Governors.  Ceylon  was  the  only  country  in 
the  world  where  the  greater  portion  of  the 
refcnue  was  raised  from  taxes  on  food. 
Now,  taxing  food  in  Ceylon  was  like  taxing 
raw  material  —  wages  to  a  great  extent 
were  paid  in  food,  and  anything  which 
advaneed  its  price  diminished  produce 
and  crippled  industry.  One- fourth  of  the 
revenue  of  Coy  Ion  was  derived  from  the 
tax  on  grain  alone.  The  production  of 
food  in  the  country  was  decreasing,  and 
this  was  traceable  to  the  land  tax,  and 
to  the  gross  neglect  of  irrigation.  At 
one  time  Ceylon  was  the  g^nary  of  the 
East ;  but  it  had  not  only  ceased  to  be  so, 
but  it  could  not  support  its  own  population. 
There  was  this  further  evil,  that  taxation 
upon  Native>grown  rice  was  to  this  day 
collected  by  farmers.  The  vices  of  farming 
taxes  were  well  known,  and  they  had  it 
upon  the  authority  of  Sir  Emerson  Tenncnt 
that,  in  Ceylon,  the  amount  of  taxation 
levied  was  double  that  which  found  its  way 
to  the  Treasury,  Then  there  was  the 
question  which  thoy  had  already  been  in 
another  case  debating — the  question  of  irri- 
gation. Under  the  old  Is'ative  system, 
works  for  the  purpose  of  irrigation  were 
kept  up  almost  as  roads  were  in  England, 
Boder  the  *'  Rajah  Karia  "  system— every 
district  being  compelled  to  keep  its  own 
irrigation  works  in  repair.  It  was  true 
there  were  abuses  connected  with  that  (sys- 
tem; and  under  the  English  rule  this  forced 
system  of  labour  was  put  an  end  to,  and  the 
irrigation  works  were  left  entirely  to  the 
gwid-will  and  pleasure  of  the  Natives.  But 
the  Natives  had  no  capital  with  which  to 
meet  engineering  diflSculties,  and  unaided, 
could  not  combine,  and  hence  important 
works  were  rapidly  falling  into  disuse  and 
decay ;  and  from  that  cause  there  had  been 
a  falling  off  in  the  production  of  food  of 
one-half  or  three-'qoarters  ;  cultivation  in 
some  districts  having  in  fact  entirely 
ceased.  Since  agitation  had  commenced 
on  this  subject,  efforts  had  been  made  to 
enable  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  to  say— 
at  no  doubt  he  would  say — that  Govern- 
ment was  engaged  in  restoring  these 
works.  Tes»  but  what  was  the  proposition 
bj  which  the  oew  system  was  to  be  main- 


tained ?   It  was  to  be  met  by  a  new  ta: 
the  food  of  the  Natives  ;  by  increasing 
burdens    upon    the   labouring   populat 
The  unfortunate  paddy-growers  were 
ready  taxed  to  the  extent  of  one-si xt 
their  gross  produce.    The  planters  of  ( 
Ion  had  submitted  to  export  duties  on  t 
produce,   in  order  that  the  public  wi 
might  go  on  with  efficiency.     That  fei 
island  imported  half  its  grain,  and  aln 
the  whole  of  the  labour  employed  in 
cultivation   of    coffee ;    and    its    taxa 
amounted  to  nearly  one-third  of  the  g 
produce  of  cultivation.     He  had  no  dc 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Under 
cretary  for  the  Colonies  would  contend  i 
as  the  revenue  of  the  colony  had  increi 
it  must  be  in  a  prosperous  state.     lie 
shown   the    House    under    what   circ 
stances  the  increase  had  taken  place, 
for  his  part  he  thought  that  if  the  revc 
of  the  Colony  had  been  diminished  it  w( 
have  been  a  better  sign  of  prosperity  t 
an    increase,    under    such    circuniston 
Our  revenue   was  increasing    during 
Russian  war ;  and  high  taxation  and  p 
perity  were  not  synonymous.     The  r! 
hon.   Member  for  Oxford    (Mr.  Cardv< 
the  other  night  stated  that  Ceylon  had 
happiness  to  be  governed  by  a  man  of 
highest  knowledge,  capacity,  and   int( 
gence  ;  but  it  should  be  remembered  I 
the  Governor  of  the  island  told  the  C 
nial  Office  that,  aa  far  as  regarded  all 
material    ports   of   the   complaints  of 
colonists,  there  was  great  foundation 
every  one  of  them.     Surely  that  sho' 
the  case  was  one  demanding  an  invest! 
tion.    He  knew  that  all  otiicial  peoplo  w 
averse   to   inquiries  ;    but  he    hoped 
House  would  consider  that  the  repen 
complaints  of    the  people,  suppported 
many  cases  by  the  opinions  of  the  Goi 
nors  themselves,  made  out  a  caso  for 
inquiry.    Year  after  year  the  colonists 
sent  home  memorials,  asking  that  the  ] 
mises  made  them  by  Earl  Grey,  in  18 
should    be   carried   out ;  year   after  y 
these  memorials  had   been  refused, 
the  colonists  had  never  ceased  to  be  K 
and  true  to  the  country  and  to  the  Cro 
Last  year  Her  Majesty  was  advised  no 
grant  the  prayer  uf  the  memorialists,  i 
it  was    said    that    these  planters  wan 
constitutional  Government.     But.  in  fi 
they  only  asked   for  the  fulfilment  of 
pledge  which   was  made  to  them   in  li 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colon 
The  mode  of  doing  this  they  left  entii 
with    Her   Majesty.       In    the   Govern 
despatch  Mr.  Wall  was  not  faiily  trca 
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[e  was  a  loyal  and  an  able  man,  and  well 
capable,  if  in  that  House,  of  pleading  the 
iause  of  the  island.  The  wishes  of  the 
colonists  having  been  for  so  many  years  re- 
fused by  the  Colonial  Office,  they  had  at 
last  come  to  that  House  for  redress.  Our 
listant  dependencies,  he  believed,  could  be 
'etained  by  us  in  a  satisfactory  manner 
»nly  through  the  cultivation  among  their 
Inhabitants  of  two  sentiments  —  namely, 
irst  a  feeling  of  loyalty  to  the  Crown  and 

fovernment  of  this  country,  and  next  a 
conviction  that,  whenever  they  had  real 
grievances  to  complain  of,  and  failed  to 
obtain  redress  for  them  in  other  quarters, 
that  House  would  at  least  do  them  the 
[ustice  of    granting  inquiry.      The  hon. 

lember  concluded  by  moving  the  Motion 
»f  which  he  had  given  Notice. 
Mr.   Alderman  LUSE    seconded   the 

[otion. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  •«  That "  to  the 
md  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
h  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
\he  condition  of  Ceylon  and  the  action  of  its 
rovernment/' — (Mr,  WcUkin,) 

-instead  thereof. 

Mr.  ADDERLET  said,  that  the  hon. 

[ember  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Watkin)  asked 
^hat  House  to  grant  a  Select  Committee  to 
[nquire  into  the  state  of  Ceylon  upon  two 
grounds.     The  first  was,  that  certain  com- 
»hunta  had  reached  this  country  from  that 
Island ;  and  the  second  was,  that  the  insti- 
;utions  of  the  island  were  decaying,  and  its 
)opulation  and  prosperity  were  failing  away, 
ind   that   general    nnsgovernmeiit  existed 
^herc.    Now.  as  far  as  the  complaints  were 
!oncerned,  they  were  amply  discussed  only 
four  weeks  ago,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
lalled  the  attention  of  the   House  to  the 
►eiition    which  had   been  forwarded  from 
levlon  to  this  country.     The  hon.  Member 
lad  not  adduced  any  fresh  complaint.  Four 
|ion.   Members   interested   in   Ceylon   took 
>art  in  that  discussion.   He  (Mr.  Adderley) 
|hen  stated  the  views  of  the  Government 
ipon  the  subject,  which  were  fully  indorsed 
>y  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Co- 
»nial  Secretary,  and  the  House  seemed  to 
Ihink  that  no  case  whatever  had  been  made 
mt  in  support  of  the  petition.     The  hon. 
lentleman    had    now  put    forward    state- 
^lents  of  his  own,  alleging  that  the  island 
^as  in  a  general  state  of  decay.     But  he 
lubmitted  that  the  hon.  Member  had  alto- 
gether failed   to  change  the  issue  of  the 
iiscussion  which  had  already  taken    place 
ipon  Ceylon.     The  sole  ground  of  com- 

J/r.  Jfatkin 


plaint  was  the  military  contribation  which 
that  colony  had  been  called  upon  to  pay. 
Now,  the  fact  was,  that  the  contributions 
which  the  eolony  had  been  called  upon  to 
make  had  been  recommended  in  the  Report 
of  a  Select  Committee,  who  were  of  opinion 
that  Ceylon  ought  to  contribute  towards 
the  cost  of  the  troops  kept  in  that  island. 
The  hon.  Member  intimated  that  the  colo« 
nists  did  not  so  much  complain  of  the  mili- 
tary contributions  as  of  the  number  of 
troops.  [Mr.  Watkik  :  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.J  He  had  certainly  understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  so ;  and  of  the 
number  of  troops  which  ought  to  be  main- 
tained in  Ceylon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  the  proper  judge.  It  was  only 
when  Ceylon  was  called  upon  to  pay  the 
military  contribution  that  they  heard  of 
any  complaints  on  the  part  of  that  colony. 
The  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  with 
reference  to  the  mis-government  of  Ceylon 
and  the  decay  of  the  prosperity  of  that 
island  were  not  borne  out  by  the  reports 
which  had  been  received  in  this  country 
upon  the  condition  of  that  colony.  When 
it  was  proposed  to  place  Ceylon  under  the 
Indian  Government,  there  was  a  general 
outcry  against  the  proposition.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  the  population  had 
fallen  off.  Now,  the  fact  was  that  it  was 
rapidly  increasing,  being  13,0(H)  more  than 
last  year.  Last  year  the  births  were 
48,000,  and  the  deaths  39,000. 

Mr.  WATKIN  said,  that  the  colonial 
blue  book  showed  that  in  1863  the  popula- 
tion was  2,342,098,  whilst  in  1866  it  was 
only  2.088,027. 

Mr.  adderley  said,  thot  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  perhaps,  selected  a  year 
in  which  there  was  a  great  mortality  ;  but 
the  last  accounts  showed  a  great  increase 
in  the  population.  The  hon.  Member  had 
adduced  the  increase  of  the  revenue  as  a 
proof  of  decay,  inasmuch  as  he  attributed 
that  increase  to  the  imposition  of  new 
taxes.  The  truth,  however,  was,  that  it  was 
due  to  no  such  cause,  but  to  the  growing 
prosperity  of  the  colony,  for  the  taxes 
there  remained  the  same  as  those  which 
had  been  levied  for  the  last  ten  years.  The 
next  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
that  the  Government  had  unwisely  inter- 
fered with  the  railway  speculations  of  the 
colonists,  and  prevented  railways  being 
made  into  the  coffee  districts  ;  but  that, 
too,  was  a  statement  which  was  not  sup' 
ported  by  the  facts  of  the  case.  When  it 
was  shown  that  the  state  of  the  funds  for 
making  the  railway  referred  to  was  satis- 
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faoiorj»  it  was  Banotioned  by  the  OoTeni- 
meot.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also  eom- 
plained  that  large  tazea  were  levied  upon 
rice  grounds ;  but  these  taxes  had  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Oovemment,  who  had  ordered  that  an  in- 
quiry should  take  place  with  a  view  to 
ascertain  whether  a  reduction  in  them 
might  not  be  effected.  The  tax  upon  rice 
was  a  tax  per  bushel,  and  therefore  the 
increased  produce  of  the  tax  showed  an  in- 
oreased  production.  [Mr.  Watkin  :  The 
tax  is  in  proportion  to  the  value.]  The 
tax  had  not  been  altered.  The  question 
whether  the  naval  stations  for  the  purposes 
of  the  colony  should  be  maintained  at  the 
eost  of  the  British  taxpayer  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  discuss.  He  had 
frequently  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plain of  the  burden-  thrown  upon  the  Eng- 
liah  taxpayer  to  maintain  auch  stations  for 
colonies,  many  of  which  were  richer  than 
England.  Why  should  not  the  people  of 
Ceylon  bear  their  share  of  the  taxation  of 
the  Empire  ?  Was  all  the  expense  of  the 
Empire  to  be  borne  by  a  particular  part  of 
it  f  [Mr.  Watkin  :  Certainly  not.]  Under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he  did 
not  see  any  good  that  could  be  derived 
from  granting  the  proposed  Committee. 
Since  the  Report  of  the  Military  Commis- 
sion in  Ceylon,  the  colonists  seemed  to  be 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  terms  which 
had  been  come  to,  and  that  Report,  he 
believed,  would  be  strictly  adhered  to.  He 
did  not,  he  might  add,  at  all  agree  with 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
government  of  Ceylon.  While  the  Go- 
vernor was  responsible  for  the  good  govern- 
ment of  the  colony,  he  must  have  ample 
discretion  in  the  management  of  its  affairs; 
and  if,  as  the  hon.  Member  proposed,  the 
majority  of  Members  in  the  Council  were 
to  be  elected,  the  Governor  would  no  longer 
be  in  the  position  which  an  autocratic 
governor  ought  to  occupy,  who,  being  fully 
responsible,  should  have  the  power  of  con- 
dnetiog  his  own  policy.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  also  fallen  into  a  mistake  with 
reapeot  to  the  intention  of  Earl  Grey, 
whose  despatch  contained  no  such  promise 
as  that  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member. 
Earl  Grey  expressed  a  wish  that  the  colony 
might  become  more  able  to  take  a  part  in 
its  own  financial  affairs,  and  it  was  rapidly 
exhibiting  greater  capacity  in  that  respect, 
for  it  frequently  controlled  votes  on  finan- 
eial  qoeations.  The  hon.  Gentleman  talked* 
not  io  the  interest  of  the  great  population 
of  the  oolony,  but  in  theinterest  of  a  small 
Station  — the  Boglish  plaDten— who  had 


ample  influence  in  the  CoudciI.  He 
thought  that  no  case  had  been  made  out 
for  the  inquiry  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  the  House  to  sanction. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE  trusted  that  the 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  would  be 
agreed  to.  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  had  objected  that  the  complaints 
came  only  from  Englishmen  in  the  colony  ; 
but  Englishmen  constituted  the  life  and 
soul  of  the  colony ;  and,  if  they  complained, 
they  ought  to  have  a  fair  hearing.  With 
regard  to  the  population  of  the  colony,  it 
was  true,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  that  its  amount  had  dimi- 
nished since  1863,  though  there  had  been 
some  increase  of  population  in  1866  over 
the  amount  in  1865. 

Mr.  GORST  thought  the  House  had 
not  only  failed  to  dispose  of  the  grievances 
of  Ceylon,  but  had  failed  in  understanding 
what  those  grievances  really  were.  It  was 
ridiculous  to  say  that  the  matter  had  been 
fully  discussed  on  a  former  evening,  when, 
in  point  of  fact,  only  four  Members  took 
part  in  the  debate.  Moreover,  both  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr. 
Card  well)  had  misconceived  the  real  ground 
of  complaint.  Although  the  statement  that 
the  military  expenditure  was  not  the  real 
grievance  bad  been  proved  during  the  for- 
mer discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Adderley)  had  repeated  hia  former 
atatement.  The  grievance  was  not  con- 
fined to  any  particular  expenditure.  It 
referred  to  the  general  system  pursued  by 
the  Colonial  Office  ;  and  the  complaint  was 
that  the  Colonial  Minister  of  this  country 
expended  £1,000,000  per  annum  without 
the  slightest  check  or  control  from  any 
person  in  the  world.  [Mr.  Adderlet  : 
1^0,  no  !]  Well,  was  that  expenditure  con- 
trolled by  the  House  ?  The  state  of  the 
House  when  colonial  matters  were  brought 
forward  showed  that  hon.  Members  did  not 
take  the  slightest  interest  in  them  ;  and  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  discuss  them  ex- 
cept when  a  Vote  was  proposed  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  On  the  previous  dis- 
cussion the  House  would  have  been  counted 
out  but  for  the  accidental  circumstance 
that  the  Government  wanted  to  pass  a 
Vote  in  Supply,  and  the  result  would  pro- 
bably have  been  the  same  on  the  present 
occasion  but  for  a  similar  reason.  Not 
only  was  there  no  control  by  the  House 
over  the  expenditure  in  Cejlon,  but  there 
was  no  control  whatever.  Now,  what  was 
wanted  was  that  there  should  be  an  efficient 
control  Tested  in  the  colony  itself.    It  waa 
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uite  troe  that  there  was  a  Le^^islative 

ouncil,  and  that  money  rotes  were  brought 

efore  that  Council  ;    but  of  the   sixteen 

embers  who  composed  it  ten  were  official 

ervants   of   the   Qovernment,   who   were 

mpelled  to  fote  according  to  instructions 

ent  out  from  this  country.     He  strongly 

rged    the    Oo?emment   to  consider   the 

uestion,  and  to  devise  some  means  for 

hecking  our   colonial   expenditure.      He 

elieved  that  representative  institutions  had 

een  granted  ^r  too  soon  in  many  of  the 

olonies,  and  there  was  great  danger  lest 

he  refusal  to  redress  real  grievances  might 

ead  to  an  extension  of  that  practice.  There 

as  first  a  refusal  to  listen  to  just  com- 

lainta,  and  then  violent  agitation  having 

een  excited,  extravagant  concessions  were 

ade  for  the  purpose  of  allaying  that  agi- 

tion.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  Colonial 

ffice  was  at  all  ill  managed  ;    but  he  did 

hink  that  at  a  time  like  the  present,  when 

he  House  of  Commons  took  no  interest  in 

olonial  affairs,  it  was  desirable  to  provide 

me  mschinery  by  which  the  action  of  the 

olonial   Office    in   expending   a   sum    of 

1,000,000  per  annum  should  be  effectively 

on  trolled. 

Colonel  SYEES  objected  to  the  asser- 

ioD  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  that 

he  governors  of  the  colonies  must  be  au- 

oorats.     They  could  not  expect  any  body 

^  Englishmen  to  submit  to  a  system  of 

overnment  wliich  deprived  them  of  all  real 

ontrol  over  their  expenditure.     But  that 

ns  precisely  the  state  of  thingfl  at  present 

n  Ceylon.    There  was  a  Legislative  Coun- 

11,  but  tiie  Government  officers  by  their 

otes  rendered  populur  control  impossible. 

le  would  ask,  why  were  these  Crown  Co- 

onies  kept  in  the  hands  of  the   Colonial 

ffice  ?     Tho  answer  was,  because  of  the 

atronago    they  brought    in    the   appoint- 

ents    of     governors,    and    judges,     and 

thers.     The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 

Mr.  Wotkin)  was  undoubtedly  right  in  the 

iow  he  had  taken  of  this  matter,  and  in 

ringing  it  before  the  Ilouse. 

Mr.  CIIILDERS  agreed  very  much  in 

he  spirit  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 

^lember  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gorst)  that  it 

as  almost  hopeless  to  discuss  any  colonial 

uestion  in  the  present  state  of  that  House. 

Je  also  agreed  with  much  that  had  been 

tated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 

Mr.  Watkin).     Ceylon  had  not  undergone 

hat  rigid  inspection  by  the  Colonial  Office 

hich  from  time  to  time  was  required  ;  and 

e    strongly    urged  the    desirability,   if  a 

ommittee  were  not  granted,  of  sending 

at  a  Commission  to  Ceylon  to  look  very 

i/r.  Gorst 


thoroughly  into  the  whole  aystem  of  ad- 
ministration there.  Such  a  coarse  would, 
he  was  convinced,  be  most  beneficial  not 
only  to  Imperial  but  Colonisl  interests.  He 
believed  the  GK>vernment  of  Ceylon  was 
not  well  administered  ;  from  careful  in- 
spection of  official  documents  he  could 
say  that  a  great  deal  ought  to  be  done 
with  respect  to  the  finance  of  the  colony. 
But  he  should  feel  considerable  difficulty 
in  voting  for  this  Motion,  because  it 
must  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  Papers  which  had  been  laid  on  the 
table ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  those 
Papers  disclosed  such  extraordinary  doc- 
trines that  the  House  could  not  allow  itself 
to  appear  to  give  any  sanction  to  them. 
The  whole  of  this  movement  waa  baaed  on 
a  Paper  which  emanated  from  the  gentle- 
men who  called  themselves  the  Ceylon 
League.  That  Paper  had  been  laid  on  the 
table,  and  he  would  quote  only  this  one 
sentence  from  it — 

"  The  public  of  Ceylon  will,  at  present  be  satis" 
fled  with  Buoh  a  concesaion  as  will  give  them  the 
enjoyment,  through  their  Representatives  in  Conn* 
oil,  of  the  oonstitutional  right  of  fall  control  of  the 
local, revenues,  freed  from  the  dictation  of  the 
Governor  or  the  Secretary  of  State." 

The  meaning  of  that  was,  that  repreaen- 
tatives  of  the  white  population,  consisting 
of  3,000  should  have  entire  control  over 
the  revenues  without  reference  to  the  wisliea 
of  the  Native  population,  amounting  to 
2,500,000.  Ho  thought  such  n  position 
woulil  be  monstrous,  and  ho  trusted  no  one 
on  either  side  of  tho  House  would  support 
such  a  doctrine.  But  if  the  Committee 
were  moved  for  on  the  ground  of  tho  bad 
Government  of  Ceylon,  he  thought  there 
vvas  ground  for  supporting  it.  The  secret 
of  the  matter  was  this.  Until  within  a 
few  years  thero  was  no  agitation  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  Ceylon  with  respect 
to  the  financial  administration  of  tho  co- 
lony. Thero  had  been  a  considerable  sur- 
plus, which  was  accumulating.  Some 
years  ago  a  Committee  of  this  House  re- 
ported that  the  colony  did  not  bear  any- 
thing like  its  proper  share  of  military 
expenditure,  and  that  that  share  ought  to 
bo  increased  ;  and  the  Government  wrote 
to  the  Governor  to  the  effect  that  there 
being  a  large  surplus  every  year  a  portion 
of  it  should  be  applied  to  relieve  the  mili- 
tary expenditure.  The  planters  then  urged 
tho  Governor  to  expend  more  money,  and 
the  real  object  of  the  agitation  has  been  to 
obtain  for  them  not  the  power  of  refusing 
expenditure,  but  of  increasing  it  in  spite  of 
the  Government.     Now  that  was  not  con- 
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eond  undertaking  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Goiitleman  was  set  on  foot  without  any 
guarantee.  And  certainly  we  owed  to  the 
gentlemen  who  took  part  in  the  forma- 
tion and  promotion  of  the  twin  Com- 
panies a  debt  of  gratitude  for  the  exertions 
they  made  in  raising  a  sum  approaching 
£1,000,000  of  capital  without  any  guaran- 
tee on  the  part  of  the  State.  We  are  also 
bound  to  acknowledge  our  obligations  to 
them  for  the  character  of  the  work  they 
bad  accomplished  in  Orissa,  and,  he  be- 
lief  ed,  in  the  Madras  Presidency  ;  for  the 
two  Companies  were,  in  fact,  one,  although 
it  had  two  distinct  and  unconnected  un- 
dertakings. After  the  Company  had  com- 
menced their  works  and  carried  them  on  to 
a  certain  point,  they  made  the  unfortunate 
discovery  that  they  had  not  capital  enough 
to  carry  them  on  further  in  a  proper  man- 
ner, whereupon  they  asked  Lord  Halifax 
(then  Sir  Charles  Wood)  for  assistance  ; 
but  he  declined  to  sanction  an  alteration 
which  they  wished  to  introduce  into  the 
terms  of  the  guarantee.  Subsequently, 
however.  Lord  Do  Grey  and  Ripon  con- 
sented to  advance  them  a  loan  on  the  se- 
curity of  their  works,  which  were  admitted 
to  be  good  and  well-executed  works  as  far 
as  they  went.  In  taking  the  works  as  a 
security  the  Government  were  of  opinion 
that  they  were  making  a  very  good  bar- 
gain. Indeed,  if  the  Government  had  not 
done  so  they  would  have  been  placed  in  a 
position  of  great  di£Bculty.  They  had  un- 
dertaken to  guarantee  the  Company,  and 
were  paying  interest;  and  the  question  was 
whether  they  were  to  be  relieved  from  the 
payment  of  that  interest.  It  was  clear  that 
the  Government  could  not  be  relieved  till 
the  Company  made  profits;  and  it  was  made 
clear  to  Lord  De  Grey  that  the  Company 
would  not  make  any  profits  without  further 
assistance  from  the  State.  Lord  De  Grey 
therefore  thought  it  was  for  the  interest  of 
the  Government  that  ho  should  advance 
the  loan.  On  this  point,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax  would  be  better  able 
than  he  to  give  an  explanation.  He  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  believed  Lord  de  Grey 
bad  exercised  a  sound  discretion  ;  and  he 
felt  sure  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbarton- 
shire did  not  mean  to  impute  anything  like 
jobbing  or  improper  conduct  to  his  Lord- 
ahip  or  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax. 
With  regard  to  the  other  undertaking,  and 
the  transaction  in  which  he  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  had  been  himself  engaged,  it 
was  of  course  due  to  the  House,  after  the 
atatement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman^  that  he 
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should  offer  an  explanation.  The  second 
undertaking  was  divisible  into  two.  There 
was  an  undertaking  by  the  Company,  called 
the  East  India  Irrigation  and  Cnnal  Com- 
pany, to  irrigate  a  portion  of  Orissa,  and 
there  was  the  further  undertaking  to  irrigate 
a  portion  of  Behar.  Now,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  lost  sight  of  an  important  element 
in  one  part  of  the  transactions — namely,  the 
concessions  made  to  this  Company  with  re- 
gard to  the  irrigation  at  Behar.  While 
objecting  upon  principle  to  Government 
guarantees  generally,  he  particularly  ob- 
jected to  guarantees  in  the  matter  of  irri- 
gation works ;  because,  by  allowing  a 
company  to  undertake  them.  Government 
exposed  itself  to  difficulty  and  embarrass- 
ment, and  it  was  the  duty  of  Government 
to  keep  them  in  its  own  hands.  Otherwise, 
difficult  questions  bearing  upon  the  land 
revenue,  the  condition  of  districts  irrigated, 
and  the  relations  between  ryots  and  land- 
owners and  between  landowners  and  the 
Government,  were  infinitely  complicated  by 
the  obligation  of  Government  towards  an 
irrigation  company.  Any  one  who  would 
follow  op  the  matter  would  see  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  satisfactorily  to  work  a 
system  of  irrigation  in  a  large  district — es- 
pecially in  one  in  which  there  was  no  per- 
manent settlement  of  the  revenue — by 
means  of  a  company.  The  questions 
raised,  such  as  who  was  to  have  the  control 
of  the  water,  what  was  to  be  the  price  fixed, 
and  what  were  to  be  the  stipulations  with 
the  Zemindars  as  to  the  alteration  of  the  as- 
sessment, were  in  themselves  so  difficult 
and  involved  such  delicate  considerations, 
that  it  almost  amounted  to  a  dereliction  of 
of  duty  on  the  part  of  Government  to  give 
up  the  control  of  an  irrigation  system  to  a 
company,  and  particularly  to  a  guaranteed 
company.  He  meant  no  disrespect  to  the 
Company  in  question  by  expressing  these 
views  ;  and  his  great  regret  that  that  Com- 
pany had  obtained  the  concessions  and  the 
position  it  had  obtained  in  Orissa  and  in 
Behar,  and  more  particularly  in  Behar,  be- 
cause the  Company  had  the  exclusive  right  to 
irrigate  a  very  important  district,  and  they 
had  not  the  means  of  doing  it.  They 
simply  kept  others  out,  and  prevented  the 
Government  from  undertaking  the  works. 
The  Company,  having  obtained  its  conces- 
sion, laid  out  a  large  sum  in  works  which 
had  been  warmly  approved  by  the  autho- 
rities and  by  the  independent  investigators 
of  the  Orissa  famine,  which  was,  no  doubtg 
locally  mitigated  by  the  works,  while  the 
Company's  officers    behared   with    great 
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lerality  nnil  did  tnuoli  to  alleviate  distress, 
tese  facts,  and  the  necessitj  of  finding 
lie  employment  for  the  people  of  Orissa, 
the  time  of  their  suffering,  were  the  oc- 
(ion  of  the  advaoces  to  which  the  hon. 
»mher  referred.     Having  been  told  in  the 
mse  that  the  Company  was  not  to   be 
listed,  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think 
had  been  deceived  by  the  Secretary  of 
late,  and  his  council ;  and  he  seemed  to 
)nk  that  that  was  owing  to  some  proceed- 
;8  on  his  Sir  (Stafford  Northcote's)  part, 
the  advances  were  made  by  the  Gover- 
Ir  General  in  India  without  consulting  the 
}cretary  of  State,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
Lt  they  were  rightly  made,  seeing  that 
»re  was  a  means  of  profitably  expending 
money.  If  employment  bad  not  been 
>vided  in  this  way  it  muBt  have  been  done 
setting  the  poor  to  dig  holes  one  day,  and 
them  up  the  next.     It  appeared  to  him 
\i  having  the  machinery  ready  to  bond 
the  profitable  expenditure  of  money  the 
»vernment  were  quite  right  in  so  laying  it 
\.    A^ccordingly.  about  £120,000  was  ad- 
Inoed  on  the  understanding  to  which  he 
[d  referred.      When  the  Company  were 
:ed  to  undertake  the  work  they  said  they 
»re  ready  enough  to  spend  the   money, 
It  they  did  not  wish  to  make  the   ad- 
lional  outlay  on  their  own  account.    They, 
I  fact,  found  that  their  water  was  not  taken 
rapidly  as  they  expected,  and  that  tlieir 
>rks   were  not  producin<r   a   profit;    and 
before  it  was  not  in  their  power,  in  the 
>n  state  of  the  money  market,  to  go  on 
Ith   their  works.      They,  therefore,  pro- 
jscd  to  lie  on  their  oars,  and  wait  till  the 
^rks  which  they  had  executed  began  to 
profitable,  when  the  public  would  come 
ward  and  provide  the  funds  necessary  to 
hiplete    the    works.       The    Government 
|d  that  might  bo  perfectly  legitimate  on 
part  of  a  company,  but  it  did  not  at 
it  time  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Govern- 
int,  who  could  not  wait ;  and  it  was  under 
jse  circumstances,  and    looking    to    the 
[cumstances  he  hud  mentioned,  that  the 
>vernor  General  wrote  the  despatch  the 
|n.  Member  had  referred  to.    Tliis  brouffht 
the  history  to  the  point  at  which  it  be- 
ne the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
juncil  to  act.     The  Governor  General  had 
itten  an  elaborate  despatch,  pointing  out 
it  the  Company  had  failed  to  realize  the 
iat  profits  they  had  looked  forward  to, 
[erring    to   the    complications    that    had 
sen    between    the    Conjpany    and    the 
ivcrnmcnt,  and  proposing  to  buy  up  the 
lerests  of  the  Company,  not  at  par,  but 
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in  5  per  cent  atook,  which  was  then  at 
110,  terms  which  would  have  been  the 
means  of  increasing  the  value  of  the  Com- 
pany's stock  considerably  more  than  the 
25  per  cent  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  of.  That  despatch  eame  into  his 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote's)  hands,  and  the 
Council  decided  that  it  would  be  right  to 
offer  to  purchase  the  Company's  works ;  but 
that  conclusion  was  not  come  to  without 
much  hesitation,  and  after  full  consideration 
of  all  the  circumstances  he  had  stated. 
The  Government  felt  that  it  was  important 
for  India  that  these  works  should  be  carried 
on,  though  the  Company  had  not  the  means 
of  carrying  them  on  with  activity  and 
success ;  and  her  Majeaty'B  Government 
resolved  not  to  entertain  the  question  of  a 
guarantee.  There  was  suoh  great  foree  in 
the  argument  of  the  Governor  General,  as 
it  related  to  the  works  that  were  not  com* 
pleted  in  Behar,  that  they  would  have  been 
prepared  to  offer  almost  any  terms  to  get 
them  into  the  hands  of  the  Government ; 
but  with  regard  to  Orisaa  it  was  of  less 
importance  to  the  Government  to  pur- 
chase the  Company's  rights  beoaosea  con- 
siderable amount  of  work  had  been  aetuallj 
executed.  On  earefal  oonsideration  of  the 
whole  question,  they  came  to  the  oonolasion 
that  the  terms  proposed  by  the  Governor 
General  were  excessive.  The  hon.  Member 
had  said  that  the  Secretary  for  State  wae-« 
he  would  not  repeat  the  elegant  expression 
of  the  hon.  Member — but  he  was  weak, 
and  his  council  was  at  the  mercy  of  jobbers 
and  speculators,  and  that  they  had  made  an 
extravagant  and  improvident  bargain.  But 
looking  to  the  Correspondence,  which  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  public,  he  could  see  no 
evidence  whatever  to  support  such  a  charge. 
The  Governor  General  proposed  the  pur- 
chase on  certain  terms.  The  Government 
determined  not  to  offer  those  terms  but 
lower  terms.  They  said,  *•  We  will  give 
you  the  amount  which  you  have  expended, 
and  £50,000  over."  It  was  said  that 
the  stock  of  the  Company  was  at  a 
large  discount,  and  that  those  terms  were 
therefore  unreasonably  high.  But  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Company  had 
bond  fide  raised  this  money,  that  they  had 
expended  it  in  good  work,  and  that,  though 
it  was  not  now  profitable,  the  Government 
had  reason  to  believe  that  when  the  system 
was  completed  it  would  become  profitable. 
They,  therefore,  thought  it  fair  to  give 
back  to  the  Company  the  whole  amount 
they  had  expended,  with  a  certain  sum  over 
and  above  to  compensate  them  for  any  in- 
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eoTiTetiienee  which  might  result  from  part- 
ing with  a  portion  of  their  establishment, 
and  in  eonsideration  of  any  just  claims 
they  might  have  arising  from  the  expecta- 
tion of  future  profit  There  was  no  doubt 
that,  as  far  as  they  had  gone,  the  Com- 
pany had  done  a  good  work  for  India  ; 
though  whether  they  had  done  a  good  work 
for  themselves  was  another  question,  into 
which  he  would  not  enter.  Having  made 
this  as  a  final  offer,  after  full  considera- 
tion, the  Government  thought  it  right  to 
make  known  on  the  same  day,  through 
the  public  Press,  before  even  the  directors 
bad  received  the  oflScial  commnniovtion, 
the  nature  of  the  offer  that  was  made. 
The  effect  was  that  the  shares,  which  had 
been  at  a  discount,  rose  to  par ;  but  he 
was  told  that  this  was  nothing  more  than  a 
nominal  quotation,  and  that,  pending  the 
proceedings,  little  or  no  business  was  done. 
It  had  been  stated  that  the  offer  of  the 
Government  was  not  favourably  received 
by  the  Company.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  had  been  refused  or  not;  but  he  had 
heard  that  the  offer  was  received  at  the 
meeting  of  shareholders  as  not  only  un- 
satisfactory but  insulting.  Indeed,  quite 
as  strong  language  as  had  been  applied  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Smollett) 
had  been  applied  to  him  by  the  share- 
holders. He  had  received  letters  from 
Tarions  persons,  in  which  he  was  accused 
of  a  desire  to  **  rob"  the  shareholders  ; 
and  he  did  not  know  what  motives  had  not 
been  imputed  to  him,  or  what  language 
had  been  used  to  describe  his  "audacity" 
in  making  an  offer  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  fairly  admitted  to  be  very  liberal.  He 
was  told,  "  Ton  know  the  position  of  the 
Company,  and  you  are  going  to  take  the 
profits  out  of  our  mouths  and  transfer  them 
to  the  Government."  The  directors  had 
been  instructed  to  ask  the  Government  to 
Iklter  the  terms  ;  but  the  Government  had 
always  refused  to  do  so,  and  would  not  give 
a  guarantee.  But  they  also  said  that  they 
neither  had  the  means  nor  the  wish  to 
force  the  Company  to  sell  to  them  ;  that 
they  made  the  offer  from  no  feeling  of  ill- 
will  or  wish  to  disparage  what  had  been 
done  by  the  Company.  There,  however, 
was  the  fact — while  in  Orissa  the  Company 
had  done  a  good  deal,  in  Behar  they  had 
done  nothing  ;  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government,  for  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  India,  to  carry  these  works  on  either 
themselves  or  through  others.  If  the 
Company  were  able  to  carry  on  these 
works,  let  them  do  bo  ;   if  they  were  not 


able,  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
complete  them,  and  it  was  their  duty  so  to 
do.  In  Orissa  the  Company  might  pos- 
sibly be  able  to  carry  on  the  works  ;  but 
in  Behar  there  really  seemed  no  chance  of 
their  being  able  to  raise  money  and  carry 
on  the  works  for  a  long  time,  if  at  all. 
Meanwhile,  here  was  a  large  and  import^ 
ant  district  from  which  the  Government 
was  excluded  because  this  Company  had 
got  a  concession  which  they  could  not 
use.  Under  these  circumstances  the  Go- 
vernment said,  *'  If  you  will  give  up  the 
Behar  works  we  will  make  no  further 
proposal  respecting  Orissa ;  but  we  will 
assist  you  to  complete  these  works  by  lend- 
ing jou  £500,000,  at  5  per  cent,  upon 
the  security  of  the  works."  Now  the 
works  had  cost  £700,000  or  £800,000, 
and  it  would  be  a  condition  that  the  loon 
of  £500.000  should  be  further  expended 
upon  the  works.  If  the  Company  were  to 
make  default  in  payment  of  the  interest 
or  in  re-payment  of  the  principal,  the 
works  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  perfectly  good 
security  for  the  advance.  But,  so  far  as 
he  had  been  informed,  the  directors  did 
not  consider  these  terms  acceptable,  and 
thought  it  would  not  be  reasonable  that 
they  should  give  the  works  as  security  for 
the  loan.  In  that  case,  of  course,  it  was 
for  them  to  refuse  the  loan.  A  meeting 
was  to  be  held  very  shortly,  and  then  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  would  be  con- 
sidered, and  they  would  receive  a  final 
answer.  Meanwhile,  it  was  right  that 
there  should  be  no  mistake.  The  Govern- 
ment had  made  an  offer  which  would 
still  hold  good  as  far  as  the  Indian  Council 
was  concerned  ;  they  had  never  varied  the 
terms  of  the  offer,  and  did  not  intend  to 
do  BO.  It  woald  be  for  the  Company  to 
consider  whether  these  terms  were  fair, 
and,  if  not,  what  course  they  would  take ; 
the  Government,  recognizing  in  them  fel- 
low-workers in  the  performance  of  a  most 
important  duty,  had  no  wish  to  interfere 
with  any  fair  profits  they  might  derive 
from  works  which  they  undertook,  no 
doubt,  as  much  from  patriotic  motives  as 
from  a  wish  to  make  a  good  investment. 
But  he  was  sorry  that  the  Government 
had  ever  entered  into  engagements  with 
private  companies.  If  they  had  kept  these 
works  of  irrigation  in  their  own  hands  they 
would  have  avoided  great  complications. 
For  a  length  of  time,  however,  the  Go- 
vernment had  great  difficulty  in  finding 
money  to  carry  on  Buch  works.  It  was 
not  easy  to  extend  taxation  in  Indiai  and 
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|t  was  only  lately  that  the  Government ,  warded  these  works  should  be  accused 
lad  adopted  a  decided  policy  in  borrowing  of  'Mobbying?*'  He  hoped  the  House 
noney   for   works    of    this   kind.      Now,  |  would  not  treat  those  who  had  done  such 


loney  would  be  borrowed  freely  for  works 
rhich  could  be  shown  to  be  of  a  good, 
(ubstantial,  and  profitable  character  ;  and 
le  earnestly  hoped  that,  whether  through 
^heir  own  agency  or  that  of  others,  this 
;reat  and  important  field  of  labour  would 
)e  properly  cultivated.  He  had  no  wish 
m  this  occasion  to  trespass  further  upon 
[he  general  question  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Perth  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  proposed  to 
raise  hereafter,  in  connection  with  works 
)i  irrigation.  Ho  would  only  say  with 
regard  to  the  Motion  that  he  hoped  it  would 
lot  be  pressed.  It  was  one  which  would 
>e  delusive  in  its  character,  and  probably 
[he  object  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
lufficiently  attained  by  the  discussion  which 
It  would  elicit. 

Mr.  kinnaird  said,  that  they  had 
>een  accustomed  in  that  House  to  some 
}i  the  older  Members,  such  as  the  late 
lolonel  Sibthorpe,  assuming  a  certain 
licence  of  speech,  and  using  sometimes 
offensive  expressions  in  which  none  of  the 
»ther  Members  indulged.  But  he  was 
turprised  at  the  repetition  of  this  by  the 
ion.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Smollett), 
rho  had  employed  language  in  that  dis- 
mssion  which  it  was  hardly  proper  to  use 
that  House."  The  hon.  Gentleman 
lad  talked  of  "adventurers;**  and  Iiad  said 
[hat  the  Madras  Irrigation  Company  was 
great  swindle.**  Upon  reflection,  he 
[yould,  he  was  sure,  regret  that  he  had 
>een  led  into  the  use  of  such  language, 
'he  hon.  Member  had  also  attacked  by 
lame  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
|iing*8  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley)  who  was  then 
lecretary  of  State  for  India,  and  under 
horn  the  scheme  of  irrigation  had  been 
carried  out.  But  the  House  knew  very  well 
^hat  of  all  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 
>onduct  of  administrative  Departments  un- 
ler  tlio  Government  of  Lord  Derby  there 
^as  none  more  able  or  more  painstaking 
;han  the  noble  Lord  who  was  then  Secretary 
►f  State  for  India  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Kinnaird) 
relieved  that  the  noble  Lord  retained 
low  precisely  the  same  opinion,  which  he 
leld  when  in  office,  os  to  the  wisdom  and 
propriety  of  promoting  works  of  irrigation, 
fho  immense    advantage   of   these   works 

as  not  so  generally  admitted  at  that  time 
IS  it  was  now,  and  therefore  the  noble 
[Lord  deserved  the  greater  credit  for  what 
he  had  done.  Was  it  a  proper  thing, 
Ithen  that  the  Gentlemen  who  had  for- 
Sir  Stafford  Norilicote 


service  to  India  inHhe  spirit  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  done.  And  were  they  going  to 
refuse  any  guarantees  for  irrigation  works, 
after  all  the  millions  that  had  been  ad- 
vanced in  spreading  railways  over  India, 
and  when  everyone  acknowledged  now  that 
under  no  other  system  than  that  of  guaran- 
tees could  India  have  been  so  effectually 
and  speedily  covered  with  those  great 
works  ?  The  hon  Member  had  read  an  ex- 
tract from  a  despa'tch  of  Sir  John  Lawrence, 
from  which  he  had  made  it  appear  that 
the  Governor  General  undervalued  the 
works  in  question  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Kinnaird) 
would  like  to  read  two  extracts  which 
would  show  that  the  contrary  was  the  case, 
and  that  in  the  frightful  famine  which  came 
upon  Orissa  it  was  the  Governor  General 
who  made  the  first  offer  to  the  Irrigation 
Company.  And  what  did  the  Commis- 
sioners* appointed  to  inquire  into  the  causes 
and  extent  of  the  late  famine  in  Orissa 
report,  and  especially  Mr.  Campbell  ?  They 
bore  testimony  to  the  admirable  nature  of 
the  Company's  works,  and  to  the  fact  that 
if  such  works  had  been  earlier  attended 
to,  the  loss  of  nearly  a  million  of  lives 
during  the  famine  would  never  hare  oc- 
curred. The  Governor  General,  in  the 
despatch  to  which  he  had  referred,  said— 

"  You  are  aware  that,  notwithstanding  the 
strong  opinions  which  we  hold  as  to  the  incon- 
venience of  the  arrangement  that  has  been  entered 
into  with  the  Company,  it  has  been  our  earnest 
wish  to  do  all  in  our  power  to  facilitate  the  ope- 
rations of  the  Company,  and  to  act  fully  up  to  the 
spirit  of  any  actual,  or  implied  engagements 
entered  into  with  them  in  past  years.  If  it  be 
necessary  to  adduce  any  distinct  proof  of  this  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  India, 
we  would  refer  to  our  recent  resolutions  to  in- 
trust to  this  Company  the  execution  of  the  Soane 
Canal  project,  and  to  make  grants  of  money  to 
aid  in  the  construction  of  the  works  in  Cuttack, 
the  Company's  funds  having  proved  insufficient  to 
secure  their  prosecution  with  that  activity  which, 
in  the  altered  condition  of  this  province,  we  deem 
so  desirable.  And  we  may  assure  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  it  will  continue  to  be  oar  desire 
to  act  in  this  same  manner  so  long  as  the  present 
arrangements  between  the  Government  and  the 
Company  shall  be  maintained. 

"But  the  terrible  calamity  which  has  recently 
fallen  on  Orissa  and  Western  Bengal  hat  forced 
upon  us  the  consideration  of  the  question,  whether 
we  can  any  longer  with  propriety  permit  the  ex- 
isting arrangements  to  continue  in  force,  if  it  be 
possible  to  induce  the  Company  to  gire  up  their 
right  under  their  contract. 

**  We  entirely  disclaim  the  intention  of  making 

any  reflection  on  the  Company  for  the  manner  in 

which  their  operations  have  been  hitherto  carried 

I  out,  or  for  the  mode  in  whioh  they  haye  raised  or 
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Applied  tbeir  capital.  It  is  inoontaitable  that  a 
large  earn  hat  been  raised  and  spent,  and  it  is 
even  probable  that  had  the  Company  not  come 
forward,  the  Government  would,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  have  done  much  less  than  has  been  done 
towards  the  construction  of  irrigation  worlis  in 
Cuttack.  But  the  position  of  the  Government 
with  relation  to  the  execution  of  irrigation  worlLs 
has,  within  the  last  year,  become  entirely  changed, 
and  our  business  is  no  longer  with  the  past  but 
with  the  present,  and  the  immediate  future,  and  it 
is  impossible  for  ns  to  avoid  the  conclusion  that, 
for  the  reasons  we  have  above  given,  the  means 
of  the  Compaiiy  henceforth  will  not  only  be  re- 
latively far  inferior  to  those  of  the  Government, 
but  absolutely  insufficient  for  the  real  necessities 
of  the  country." 

And  as  to  the  nature  of  the  works  the 
Goyernor  Qeneral  said — 

"  We  may  mention,  however,  that  the  works 
have  been  visited  by  Colonel  Morton,  R.E.,  an 
officer  of  great  experience  in  irrigation  works,  and 
also  by  Colonel  NichoUs,  R.E.,  the  Chief  Engineer 
of  Bengal.  Both  these  officers  and  also  Mr. 
Crommelin,  the  Superintending  Engineer  in  the 
service  of  the  Government  at  Cuttack,  agree  in 
stating  that  the  works  are  good.  These  state- 
ments have  not  been  made  on  any  critical  ex- 
amination nor  in  any  official  Report ;  but  we  are 
satisfied  that,  in  a  general  way,  they  are  correct. 
In  the  same  way  we  learn  that  in  point  of  actual 
cost — that  is,  of  the  actual  outlay  upon  the  works 
themselves — thoy  are  cheap.  So  far,  then,  we 
have  some  grounds  for  believing  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  pay  any  extravagant  sum  in 
taking  over  the  works  as  proposed." 

The  Governor  General,  therefore,  it  would 
be  seen  had  spoken  highly  and  fairly  of 
the  Company's  acts,  and  on  the  authority 
of  two  engineers  had  stated  that  the  works 
were  cheap  ;  and  yet  the  hon.  Member  had 
thought  proper  to  denounce  them  in  the 
strongest  possible  language.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  surprised  that  at  a  time  of 
great  commercial  distress  an  enterprise  of 
this  kind  had  not  paid,  and  he  seemed  to 
expect  that  the  works  should  be  remunera- 
tive the  first  year.  But  everyone  knew 
that  until  irrigation  works  were  complete 
they  could  not  fairly  be  expected  to  be 
so.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  knew  that  the  whole 
thing  was  done  openly  and  above-board. 
He  would  not  enter  upon  the  other  topics 
adverted  to  by  the  hon.  Member  except  as 
to  one  point.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  pleased  to  speak  in  a  way  which  was 
derogatory  to  Sir  Arthur  Cotton.  But  it 
was  well  known  that  Sir  Arthur  Cotton 
was  a  man  of  great  practical  ability,  as 
well  as  that  he  had  great  enthusiasm  in 
the  work  of  irrigation ;  and  unless  great 
enterprises  were  taken  up  by  men  of  san- 
guine character  they  were  not  likely  at 
first  to  be  prosecuted   sucoesbfully.     Sir 


Arthnr  Cotton  had  been  honoured  by  his 
Sovereign  for  having  been  one  of  the  first 
who  had  directed  attention  to  the  necessity 
existing  for  these  great  works  of  irriga- 
tion, and  the  House  would,  he  was  sure, 
regret  if,  when  such  a  man  was  attacked, 
no  one  had  risen  to  defend  him  from  false 
aspersions.  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  was  per- 
fectly unconnected  with  the  company,  he 
did  not  hold  a  share  in  it,  and  if  he  took 
an  interest  in  works  of  irrigation  it  was 
solely  because  he  was  sensible  of  their 
great  value  in  such  a  country  as  India. 

Mr.  J.  6.  SMITH  said,  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo8ite(Mr. 
Smollett)  in  his  views  on  the  subject  of  irri- 
gation. On  the  contrary,  he  believed  that 
such  works  would  be  alike  profitable  to  the 
Government  and  beneficial  to  the  people  of 
India.  He  had  always  contended  that 
works  of  irrigation  ought  to  be  undertaken 
solely  by  the  Government,  and  not  by  pri- 
vate individuals  or  companies.  His  reason 
for  holding  that  opinion  was  this: — The 
land  in  India  belonged  to  the  Government, 
and  the  number  of  tenants  on  the  land  to 
be  irrigated  was  very  great.  It  was  there- 
fore impossible  to  collect  the  water  rates 
except  by  the  instrumentality  of  the  Go* 
vernment,  and  as  these  works  yielded  great 
profit  the  Government  were  acting  as 
agents  for,  and  wore  collecting  large  sums 
of  money  merely  to  hand  over  to  private  in- 
dividuals. What  he  had  long  complained 
of  was  the  dog-in-the-manger  policy  of  the 
Government  •—  namely,  that  they  would 
neither  execute  the  great  irrigation  works, 
which  were  so  necessary  to  the  welfare  of 
India  themselves,  nor  allow  others  to  do  it. 
At  length,  however,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley) 
made  the  experiment  of  granting  a  great 
work  to  the  Madras  Irrigation  Company, 
and  he  was  disposed  to  think  that,  at  the 
time,  this  was  a  judicious  course,  as  it 
afforded  the  opportunity  of  comparing  the 
system  of  private  works  and  Government 
works.  He  congratulated  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
on  the  conclusions  at  which  he  had  arrived 
— namely,  that  the  construction  of  works 
of  irrigation  were  of  the  highest  value  and 
importance  to  the  people,  and  profitable  to 
the  Government  of  India — that  it  is  most 
advantageous  to  both  that  they  should  be 
executed  by  the  Government ;  and  that  for 
this  purpose  they  should  abandon  the  un- 
certain policy  hitherto  pursued  of  making 
reproductive  works  out  of  surplus  revenue 
instead  of  raising  publio  loans  for  this 
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»cifio  object  and  carrjing  out  the  works 
th  as  little  delay  as  possible.  This  he 
r.  J.  B.  Smith)  believed  to  be  a  sound 
trse,  and  it  was  the  one  which  he  had 
|?ocated  in  that  House  during  the  last 
teen  years. 

jAmendment,  by  leave,  withdravm, 

CONDITION  OF  CEYLON. 
MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

IMr.  WATKIN  then  rose   to  move  for 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to 
|uire  into  the  condition  of  Ceylon  and 
action  of  its  Government.      He  hoped 
the  forbearance  of  the  House,  as  Ceylon 
not  a  very  popular  subject ;  but  if  he 
Inted  any  reason  for  asking  the  House  to 
jree  to  this  Inquiry,  he  would  find  it  in 
fact  that  the  population  of  the  country, 
\\ie  Government  Returns  were  to  be  trus- 
I,  had  been  reduced  from  2,300.000  in 
|63  to  2,000,000  in  1866,  and  this  in  the 
ie  of  the  other  fact,  which  also  appeared 
these  Returns,   that  there  was  an  in- 
m^e  of  births  over  deaths,  which  would 
»w  that  the  decrease  was  owing  to  omi- 
ktion.     When  this  question  was  brought 
'ward  on  former  occasions,  the  reply  of 
Colonial  Secretary  was  that  the  island 
;ht  to  be  annexed  to  the  continent  of 
lia.     It  was  only  a  few  years  ago,  how- 
T,  that  this  question  was  fully  discussed 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
|tl   tliey  came  to  the  unanimous  oj>inion 
it    the    circumstances    of   India    and   of 
ylon  were   so  diflPerent  that  it  would  be 
;hly  inexpedient  and  unjust  to  annex  the 
to  the  other.     The  particular  reasons 
had   for  hrinpfing   this  question  before 
House  he  might  very  shortly  sum  up. 
ic    Chamber   of   Commerce  at  Colombo 
Id   the   Planters'  Association  at  Knndy, 
Ith  of  tliem  influential  bodies,  had  requcst- 
him  to  take  the  nmtter  up,    as  repre- 
btations  had  been  sent  from  the  inhabi- 
hts  of  Crylon,  strongly  backed  up  by  the 
[ess,  unanimously  urnring  that  their  griev- 
jes  should  be  inquired  into,  and   those 
liresentations  had  not  been  treated  with 
ipect.     They  did  not  ask  the  House  to 
lerfere   until    they  had   for   many  years  i 
jnly    asked    the    Colonial    Office    to    do  | 
jm    sub.-tantial    justice.      For   the    last  j 
years  scarcely   two   had  passed    with-  ' 
memorials  having  been  sent  over  from  ' 
Legislative   Chamber,   signed  by   offi-  i 
and  non-official    members   alike,    and 
|cn    supported    by    the   Governor,    ask- 
that  they  might  have  that  control  over 
Jlfr.  J.  B.  Smith 


the  publio  works,  and  over  the  income 
and  expenditure  of  the  island,  which  was 
promised  them  in  1848  by  Earl  Grey,  who 
stated  that  the  time  had  come  when  full 
control  over  the  expenditure  should  be 
given  to  the  Council  of  Ceylon,  and  pro- 
mised at  the  same  time  that  a  despatch 
should  be  sent  out,  laying  down  rules  with 
reference  to  the  taxation,  the  military  expe- 
nditure, and  other  subjects  of  complaint. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  whole  of  the  com- 
plaints arose  from  the  desire  of  the  colonists 
to  shirk  their  fair  share  of  colonial  mili- 
tary expenditure,  and  to  expend  their 
whole  income  upon  local  purposes,  leaving 
the  defence  of  the  colony  to  be  defrayed 
out  of  Imperial  taxation.  He  was  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
to-night  use,  or  repeat  any  such  argument. 
In  justice  to  the  men  whoso  energy  and 
enterprize  had  built  up  that  noble  depen- 
dency, he  was  sure  it  would  not  be  urged 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  their 
grievances  were  only  traceable  to  the  mean 
selfishncHS  of  seeking  to  avoid  the  pay- 
ment of  the  military  expenditure  of  the 
colony.  On  this  subject  he  would  read  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  who  was  formerly 
a  Member  of  the  House,  and  who  was  well 
known  for  his  solid  judgment  and  his  intel- 
ligence (Sir  James  Elphinstone),  who  bad 
large  interest  in  Ceylon.  In  that  letter  he 
pointed  out  the  necessity  for  railway  exten- 
sion and  for  a  revision  of  taxation,  and 
expressed  a  hope  that  he  (Mr.  Watkin) 
wduld  persevere  in  his  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee. Sir  James  stated  that  the  colonists 
did  not  object  to  pay  for  a  sufficient  forco 
for  the  protection  of  the  island;  what  they 
did  object  to  was  that  Ceylon  should  bo 
treated  as  a  garrison  for  Lnperial  purposes, 
and  that  they  should  have  to  support  that 
garrison  on  a  scale  far  beyond  what  was 
required  for  the  purpose  of  internal  or  ex- 
ternal defence.  That  they  were  denied  a 
line  of  railway  into  the  coffee  districts,  and 
that  the  rates  on  the  railways  now  open 
were  too  high  ;  a  large  duty  was  laid  upon 
rice,  which  was  the  staple  food  of  the  peo 
pie,  and  the  taxes  on  land  were  so  levied 
as  to  act  as  a  discouragement  to  agricul- 
ture. In  addition  to  this,  Ceylon  was 
called  upon  to  maintain  establishments  at 
Guile  and  at  Trincomalee  which  were  for 
purely  Imperial  purposes.  The  disparity  of 
numbers  between  the  European  and  the  Na- 
tive population  was  no  reason  for  witholding 
local  self-government,  since  it  was  on  the  for* 
nier  that  the  prosperity  of  the  island  mainly 
depended.    He  felt  assured  that  the  House 
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would  weigh  the  Btrong  opinion  of  Sir 
Jamea.  In  the  last  three  years  there  had 
heen  great  depression.  He  did  not  mean  to 
contend  that  that  depression  arose  from 
causes  all  of  which  were  under  Go?ernroent 
eontroK  There  had  been  great  deficiencies 
in  the  crops;  but  most  of  the  depression 
was  caused  by  an  injudicious  system  of  tax- 
ation, and  by  incompetent  government  and 
GoTemors.  Ceylon  was  the  only  country  in 
the  world  where  the  greater  portion  of  the 
revenue  was  raised  (tfom  taxes  on  food. 
Now,  taxing  food  in  Ceylon  was  like  taxing 
raw  material  —  wages  to  a  great  extent 
were  paid  in  food,  and  anything  which 
advanced  its  price  diminished  produce 
and  crippled  industry.  One- fourth  of  the 
revenue  of  Ceylon  was  derived  from  the 
tax  on  grain  alone.  The  production  of 
food  in  the  country  was  decreasingi  and 
this  was  traceable  to  the  land  tax,  and 
to  the  gross  neglect  of  irrigation.  At 
one  time  Ceylon  was  the  granary  of  the 
East ;  hot  it  had  not  only  ceased  to  be  so, 
but  it  ooald  not  support  its  own  population. 
There  was  this  further  evil,  that  taxation 
upon  Native-grown  rice  was  to  this  day 
collected  by  farmers.  The  vices  of  farming 
taxes  were  well  known,  and  they  had  it 
upon  the  anthority  of  Sir  Emerson  Tennent 
that,  in  Ceylon,  the  amount  of  taxation 
levied  was  double  that  which  found  its  way 
to  the  Treasury.  Then  there  was  the 
question  which  they  had  already  heen  in 
another  case  debating— the  question  of  irri- 
gation. Under  the  old  Native  system, 
works  for  the  purpose  of  irrigation  were 
kept  up  almost  as  roads  were  in  England, 
under  the  *' Rajah  Karia"  system— every 
district  being  compelled  to  keep  its  own 
irrigation  works  in  repair.  It  was  true 
thero  were  abuses  connected  with  that  sys- 
tem ;  and  under  the  English  rule  this  forced 
system  of  labour  was  put  an  end  to,  and  the 
irrigation  works  were  left  entirely  to  the 
go(>d-  will  and  pleasure  of  the  Natives.  But 
the  Natives  had  no  capital  with  which  to 
meet  engineering  diffioultiesi  and  unaided, 
eottid  not  combine,  and  hence  important 
works  were  rapidly  falling  into  disuse  and 
decay ;  and  from  that  cause  there  bad  been 
a  falling  off  in  the  production  of  food  of 
one*faalf  or  three^'qoarters  ;  cultivation  in 
some  districts  having  in  fact  entirely 
ceased.  Since  agitation  had  commenced 
on  this  subject,  efforts  had  been  made  to 
enable  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  to  say— - 
as  no  doubt  he  would  say — that  Govern- 
ment was  engaged  in  restoring  these 
works.  Yes,  but  what  was  the  proposition 
by  which  the  new  system  was  to  be  main- 


tained ?  It  was  to  be  met  by  a  new  tax  on 
the  food  of  the  Natives  ;  by  increasing  the 
burdens  upon  the  labouring  population. 
The  unfortunate  paddy-growers  were  al- 
ready taxed  to  the  extent  of  one>sixth  of 
their  gross  produce.  The  planters  of  Cey- 
lon had  submitted  to  export  duties  on  their 
produce,  in  order  that  the  public  works 
might  go  on  with  efSoiency.  That  fertile 
island  imported  half  its  grain,  and  almost 
the  whole  of  the  labour  employed  in  the 
cultivation  of  coffee ;  and  its  taxation 
amounted  to  nearly  one-third  of  the  gross 
produce  of  cultivation.  He  had  no  doubt 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies  would  contend  that 
as  the  revenue  of  the  colony  had  increased 
it  must  be  in  a  prosperous  state.  He  had 
shown  the  House  under  what  circum« 
stances  the  increase  had  taken  place,  and 
for  his  part  he  thought  that  if  the  revenue 
of  the  colony  had  been  diminished  it  would 
have  been  a  better  sign  of  prosperity  than 
an  increase,  under  such  circumstances. 
Our  revenue  was  increasing  during  the 
Russian  war ;  and  high  taxation  and  pros- 
perity were  not  synonymous.  The  right 
lion.  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Card  well) 
the  other  night  stated  that  Ceylon  had  the 
happiness  to  be  governed  by  a  man  of  the 
highest  knowledge,  capacity,  and  intelli- 
gence ;  but  it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  Governor  of  the  island  told  the  Colo- 
nial OflBce  that,  aa  far  as  regarded  all  the 
material  parts  of  the  complaints  of  tlie 
colonists,  there  was  great  foundation  for 
every  one  of  them.  Surely  that  showed 
the  case  was  one  demanding  an  investiga- 
tion. He  knew  that  all  official  people  were 
averse  to  inquiries  ;  but  he  hoped  the 
House  would  consider  that  the  repeated 
complaints  of  the  people,  suppported  in 
many  cases  by  the  opinions  of  the  Gover- 
nors themselves,  made  out  a  case  for  an 
inquiry.  Year  after  year  the  colonists  had 
sent  home  memorials,  asking  that  the  pro- 
mises made  them  by  Earl  Grey,  in  1848, 
should  be  carried  out ;  year  after  year 
these  memorials  had  been  refused.  Yet 
the  colonists  had  never  ceased  to  be  loyal 
and  true  to  the  country  and  to  the  Crown. 
Last  year  Her  Majesty  was  advised  not  to 
grant  the  prayer  uf  the  memorialists,  and 
it  was  said  that  these  planters  wanted 
constitutional  Government.  But,  in  fact, 
they  only  asked  for  the  fulfilment  of  the 
pledge  which  was  made  to  them  in  1848 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies. 
The  mode  of  doing  this  they  left  entirely 
with  Her  Majesty.  In  the  Governor's 
despatch  Mr.  Wall  was  not  fairly  treated. 
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ras  a  loyal  and  an  able  man,  and  well 

>]e,  if  in  that  House,  of  pleading  tlie 
of  the  island.  The  wishes  of  the 
lists  having  been  for  so  many  years  re- 
by  the  Colonial  Office,  they  had  at 

some  to  that  House  for  redress.  Our 
Int  dependencies,  he  believed,  could  be 
jned  by  us  in  a  satisfactory  manner 

through  the  cultivation  among  their 

^itants  of  two  sentiments  —  namely, 
|a  feeling  of  loyalty  to  the  Grown  and 
irnment  of  this  country,  and  next  a 
iction  that,  whenever  they  had  real 
[ances  to  complain  of,  and  failed  to 
{n  redress  for  them  in  other  quarters, 

House  would  at  least  do  them  the 

)e  of  granting  inquiry.  The  hon. 
[ber  concluded  by  moving  the  Motion 

lich  he  had  given  Notice. 

i.  Alderman  LUSE    seconded   the 

m. 

lendment  proposed, 

I  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That"  to  the 
\{  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

»]ect  Committee  he  appointed  to  inquire  into 
Condition  of  Ceylon  and  the  action  of  its 

rnment,"— (Jfr.  WatHn,) 

»tead  thereof. 

^  ADDERLEY  said,  that  the  hon. 

|ber  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Watkin)  asked 
House  to  grant  a  Select  Committee  to 

|re  into  the  state  of  Ceylon  upon  two 
ids.     The  first  was,  that  certain  com- 

|ta  had  reached  this  country  from  that 
;  and  the  second  was,  that  the  insti- 
ls of  the  island  were  decaying,  and  its 

llation  and  prosperity  were  falling  away, 

jtliat  general  misgovernment  existed 
Now.  as  far  as  the  complaints  were 
jrned,  they  were  amply  discussed  only 
weeks  ago,  when  tlie  hon.  Gentleman 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 

ion    which  had   been  forwarded  from 

|)ii  to  this  country.  The  hon.  Member 
lot  adduced  any  fresh  complaint.  Four 
Mcjnhers   interested   in   Ceylon   took 

|in  that  discussion.  He  (Mr.  Adderley) 
stated  the  views  of  the  Government 
the  subject,  which  were  fully  indorsed 

10  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Co- 
Secretary,  and  the  House  seemed  to 
that  no  case  whatever  had  been  made 
support  of  the  petition.     The  hon. 

leman    had    now   put    forward    stato- 
of  his  own,  alleging  that  the  island 

In  a  general  state  of  decay.     But  he 

litted  that  the  hon.  Memher  had  alto- 

T  failed   to  change  the  issue  of  the 

tsion  which  had  already  taken    place 

Ceylon.     The  solo  ground  of  com- 

Tr.  Watkin 


plaint  was  the  military  oontribation  which 
that  colony  had  been  called  upon  to  pay. 
Now,  the  fact  was,  that  the  contributions 
which  the  colony  had  been  called  upon  to 
make  had  been  recommended  in  the  Report 
of  a  Select  Committee,  who  were  of  opinion 
that  Ceylon  ought  to  contribute  towards 
the  cost  of  the  troops  kept  in  that  island. 
The  hon.  Member  intimated  that  the  colo- 
nists did  not  so  much  complain  of  the  mili- 
tary contributions  as  of  the  number  of 
troops.  [Mr.  Watkin  :  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind. J  He  had  certainly  understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  so ;  and  of  the 
number  of  troops  which  ought  to  be  main- 
tained in  Ceylon  H^r  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  the  proper  judge.  It  was  only 
when  Ceylon  was  called  upon  to  pay  the 
military  contribution  that  they  heard  of 
any  complaints  on  the  part  of  that  colony. 
The  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  with 
reference  to  the  mis-government  of  Ceylon 
and  the  decay  of  the  prosperity  of  that 
island  were  not  borne  out  by  the  reports 
which  had  been  received  in  this  country 
upon  the  condition  of  that  colony.  When 
it  was  proposed  to  place  Ceylon  under  the 
Indian  Government,  there  was  a  general 
outcry  against  the  proposition.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  the  population  had 
fallen  off.  Kow,  the  fact  was  that  it  was 
rapidly  increasing,  being  13,000  more  than 
last  vear.  Last  year  the  births  were 
48,000.  and  the  deaths  39.000. 

Mr.  watkin  said,  that  the  colonial 
blue  hook  showed  that  in  1863  the  popula- 
tion was  2,342,098,  whilst  in  1866  it  was 
only  2,088,027. 

Mil.  ADDERLEY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  perhaps,  selected  a  year 
in  which  there  was  a  great  mortality  ;  but 
the  last  accounts  showed  a  great  increase 
in  the  population.  The  hon.  Member  had 
adduced  the  increase  of  the  revenue  as  a 
proof  of  decay,  inasmuch  as  he  attributed 
that  increase  to  the  imposition  of  new 
taxes.  The  truth,  however,  was,  that  it  was 
due  to  no  such  cause,  but  to  the  growing 
prosperity  of  the  colony,  for  the  taxes 
there  remained  the  same  as  those  which 
had  been  levied  for  the  last  ten  years.  The 
next  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
that  the  Government  had  unwisely  inter- 
fered with  the  railway  speculations  of  the 
colonists,  and  prevented  railways  being 
mado  into  the  cofiee  districts  ;  but  that, 
too.  was  a  statement  which  was  not  sup* 
ported  by  the  facts  of  the  case.  When  it 
was  shown  that  the  state  of  the  funds  for 
making  the  railway  referred  to  was  satis- 
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factory,  it  was  sanetioDed  by  the  QoTeru- 
moDt.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also  oom- 
plained  that  large  taxes  were  levied  upon 
rice  ground  a ;  bat  these  taxes  had  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Oovernment,  who  had  ordered  that  an  in- 
quiry should  take  place  with  a  view  to 
ascertain  whether  a  reduction  in  them 
might  not  be  effected.  The  tax  upon  rice 
was  a  tax  per  buahel,  and  therefore  the 
increaaed  produce  of  the  tax  showed  an  in- 
creased production.  [Mr.  Watiuk  :  The 
tax  is  In  proportion  to  the  value.]  The 
tax  had  not  been  altered.  The  question 
whether  the  naval  stations  for  the  purposes 
of  the  colony  should  be  maintained  at  the 
cost  of  the  British  taxpayer  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  discuss.  He  had 
frequently  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  com* 
plain  of  the  burden- thrown  upon  the  Eng- 
lish taxpayer  to  maintain  such  stations  for 
colonies,  many  of  which  were  richer  than 
England.  Why  should  not  the  people  of 
Ceylon  bear  their  share  of  the  taxation  of 
the  Empire  ?  Was  all  the  expense  of  the 
Empire  to  be  borne  by  a  particular  part  of 
it  ?  [Mr.  Watkin  :  Certainly  not.]  Under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he-  did 
not  see  any  good  that  could  be  derived 
from  granting  the  proposed  Committee. 
Since  the  Report  of  the  Military  Commis* 
sion  in  Ceylon,  the  colonists'  seemed  to  be 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  terms  which 
had  been  come  to,  and  that  Report,  he 
believed,  would  be  strictly  adhered  to.  He 
did  not,  he  might  add,  at  all  agree  with 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
government  of  Ceylon.  While  the  Go- 
vernor was  responsible  for  the  good  govern- 
ment of  the  colony,  he  must  have  ample 
discretion  in  the  management  of  its  affairs; 
and  if,  as  the  hon.  Member  proposed,  the 
majority  of  Members  in  the  Council  were 
to  be  elected,  the  Governor  would  no  longer 
be  in  the  position  which  an  autocratic 
goTcrnor  ought  to  occupy,  who,  being  fully 
responsible,  should  have  the  power  of  con- 
ducting his  own  policy.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  also  fallen  into  a  mistake  with 
respect  to  the  intention  of  Earl  Grey, 
whose  despatch  contained  no  such  promise 
as  that  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member. 
Earl  Grey  expressed  a  wish  that  the  colony 
might  become  more  able  to  take  a  part  in 
its  own  financial  affairs,  and  it  was  rapidly 
exhibiting  greater  capacity  in  that  respect, 
for  it  frequently  controlled  votes  on  finan- 
cial questions.  The  hon.  Gentleman  talked* 
not  in  the  interest  of  the  great  population- 
of  the  colony,  but  in  the'interest  of  a  small 
aaction-^the  English  planters— who  had 


ample  influence  in  the  Conncil.  He 
thought  that  no  case  had  been  made  out 
for  the  inquiry  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  the  House  to  sanction. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  trusted  that  the 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  would  be 
agreed  to.  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  had  objected  that  the  complaints 
came  only  from  Englishmen  in  the  colony  ; 
but  Englishmen  constituted  the  life  and 
soul  of  the  colony;  and,  if  they  complained, 
they  ought  to  have  a  fair  hearing.  With 
regard  to  the  population  of  the  colony,  it 
was  true,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  that  its  amount  had  dimi- 
nished since  1863,  though  there  had  been 
some  increase  of  population  in  1866  over 
the  amount  in  1865. 

Mb.  GORST  thought  the  House  iiad 
not  only  failed  to  dispose  of  the  grievances 
of  Ceylon,  but  had  failed  in  understanding 
what  those  grievances  really  were.  It  was 
ridiculous  to  say  that  the  matter  had  been 
fully  discussed  on  a  former  evening,  when, 
in  point  of  fact,  only  four  Members  took 
part  in  the  debate.  Moreover,  both  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr. 
Cardwell)  had  misconceived  the  real  ground 
of  complaint.  Although  the  statement  that 
the  military  expenditure  was  not  the  real 
grievance  bad  been  proved  during  the  for- 
mer discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Adderley)  had  repeated  his  former 
statement.  The  grievance  was  not  con- 
fined  to  any  particular  expenditure.  It 
referred  to  the  general  system  pursued  by 
the  Colonial  Office  ;  and  the  complaint  was 
that  the  Colonial  Minister  of  this  country 
expended  £1,000,000  per  annum  without 
the  slightest  check  or  control  from  any 
person  in  the  world.  [Mr.  Addkblet  : 
No,  no !]  Well,  was  that  expenditure  con- 
trolled by  the  House  ?  The  state  of  the 
House  when  colonial  matters  were  brought 
forward  showed  that  hon.  Members  did  not 
take  the  slightest  interest  in  them  ;  and  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  discuss  them  ex- 
cept when  a  Vote  was  proposed  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  On  the  previous  dis- 
cussion the  House  would  have  been  counted 
out  but  for  the  accidental  circumstance 
that  the  Government  wanted  to  pass  a 
Vote  in  Supply,  and  the  result  would  pro- 
bably have  been  the  same  on  the  present 
occasion  but  for  a  similar  reason.  Not 
only  was  there  no  control  by  the  House 
over  the  expenditure  in  Ceylon,  but  there 
was  no  control  whatever.  Now,  what  was 
wanted  was  that  there  should  be  an  efficient 
couCrol  Tested  in  the  colony  itself.    It  was 
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quite  troe  that  there  was  a  Le^^islatiTe 
Couneil,  and  that  money  rotes  were  brought 
before  that  Council  ;  but  of  the  sixteen 
I  Members  who  composed  it  ten  were  official 
servants  of  the  Qovernment,  who  were 
compelled  to  vote  according  to  instructions 
sent  out  from  this  country.  He  strongly 
urged  the  Oovernment  to  consider  the 
question,  and  to  devise  some  means  for 
checking  our  colonial  expenditure.  He 
believed  that  representative  institutions  had 
been  granted  far  too  soon  in  many  of  the 
colonies,  and  there  was  great  danger  lest 
the  refusal  to  redress  real  grievances  might 
lead  to  an  extension  of  that  practice.  There 
was  first  a  refusal  to  listen  to  just  com- 
plaints, and  then  violent  agitation  having 
been  excited,  extravagant  concessions  were 
made  for  the  purpose  of  allaying  that  agi- 
tation. He  did  not  believe  that  the  Colonial 
Office  was  at  all  ill  managed  ;  but  he  did 
think  that  at  a  time  like  the  present,  when 
the  House  of  Commons  took  no  interest  in 
colonial  affairs,  it  was  desirable  to  provide 
Bome  mflchinery  by  which  the  action  of  the 
Colonial  Office  in  expending  a  sum  of 
£1,000,000  per  annum  should  be  effectively 
Icontrolled. 

Colonel  SYEES  objected  to  the  asser- 
Ition  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  that 
the  governors  of  the  colonies  must  be  au- 
tocrats. They  could  not  expect  any  body 
of  Englishmen  to  submit  to  a  system  of 
Government  which  deprived  them  of  all  real 
control  over  tlieir  expenditure.  But  that 
wns  precisely  the  state  of  tilings  at  present 
in  Ceylon.  There  was  a  Legislative  Coun- 
cil, but  the  Government  officers  by  their 
votes  rendered  popular  control  impossible, 
lie  would  ask,  why  were  these  Crown  Co- 
lonics kept  in  the  hands  of  the  Colonial 
Office  ?  The  answer  was,  because  of  the 
patronage  they  brought  in  the  appoint- 
ments of  governors,  and  judges,  and 
others.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Watkin)  was  undoubtedly  right  in  the 
view  he  had  taken  of  this  matter,  and  in 
I  bringing  it  before  the  House. 

Mr.  CIIILDERS  agreed  very  much  in 
Ithe  spirit  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gorst)  that  it 
was  almost  hopeless  to  discuss  any  colonial 
question  in  the  present  state  of  that  House. 
He  also  agreed  with  much  that  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Watkin).  Ceylon  had  not  undergone 
that  rigid  inspection  by  the  Colonial  Office 
which  from  time  to  time  was  required  ;  and 
he  strongly  urged  the  desirability,  if  a 
Committee  were  not  granted,  of  sending 
out  a  Commission  to  Ceylon  to  look  very 
i/r.  Gorat 


thoroughly  into  the  whole  iystem  of  ad- 
ministration there.  Such  a  course  would, 
he  was  convinced,  be  most  beneficial  not 
only  to  Imperial  but  Colonial  interests.  He 
believed  the  GK>vernment  of  Ceylon  was 
not  well  administered  ;  from  careful  in- 
spection of  official  documents  he  could 
say  that  a  great  deal  ought  to  be  done 
with  respect  to  the  finance  of  the  colony. 
But  he  should  feel  considerable  difficulty 
in  voting  for  this  Motion,  because  it 
must  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  Papers  which  had  been  laid  on  the 
table ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  those 
Papers  disclosed  such  extraordinary  doc- 
trines that  the  House  could  not  allow  itself 
to  appear  to  give  any  sanction  to  them. 
The  whole  of  this  movement  was  baaed  on 
a  Paper  which  emanated  from  the  gentle- 
men who  called  themselves  the  Ceylon 
League.  That  Paper  had  been  laid  on  the 
table,  and  he  would  quote  only  this  one 
sentence  from  it — 

**  The  public  of  Ceylon  will,  at  present  be  satis* 
fled  with  Buoh  a  concession  as  wUl  give  them  the 
enjojment,  through  their  Representatives  in  Coan* 
oil,  of  the  constitutional  right  of  full  control  of  the 
local  revenues,  freed  from  the  dictation  of  the 
Governor  or  the  Secretary  of  State." 

The  meaning  of  that  was,  that  represen- 
tatives of  the  white  population,  consisting 
of  3,000  should  have  entire  control  over 
the  revenues  without  reference  to  the  wishes 
of  the  Native  population,  amounting  to 
2,500,000.  Ho  thought  such  a  position 
would  be  monstrous,  and  ho  trusted  no  one 
on  either  side  of  the  House  would  support 
such  a  doctrine.  But  if  the  Committee 
were  moved  for  on  the  ground  of  the  bad 
Government  of  Ceylon,  ho  thought  there 
vvas  ground  for  supporting  it.  The  secret 
of  the  matter  was  this.  Until  within  a 
few  years  there  was  no  agitation  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  Ceylon  with  respect 
to  the  financial  administration  of  the  co- 
lony. There  had  been  a  considerable  sur- 
plus, which  was  accumulating.  Some 
years  ago  a  Committee  of  this  House  re- 
ported that  the  colony  did  not  bear  any- 
thing like  its  proper  share  of  military 
expenditure,  and  that  that  share  ought  to 
bo  increased  ;  and  the  Government  wrote 
to  the  Governor  to  the  effect  that  there 
being  a  large  surplus  every  year  a  portion 
of  it  should  be  applied  to  relieve  the  mili- 
tary expenditure.  The  planters  then  urged 
the  Governor  to  expend  more  money,  and 
the  real  object  of  the  agitation  has  been  to 
obtain  for  them  not  the  power  of  refusing 
expenditure,  but  of  increasing  it  in  spite  of 
the  Government.     Now  that  was  not  con- 
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BtitaiioDftl.  Efen  in  that  House  they  could 
not  force  upon  the  Government  any  par 
ticular  coune  of  expenditure.  It  was  Buoh 
a  system  which  broke  down  the  Qovern- 
ment  of  Jamaica.  The  agitation  goin^  on 
at  Ceylon  was  that  of  a  minority  to  force 
the  expenditure  of  money  in  the  colony, 
and  thereby  to  reduce  the  surplus,  so  that 
the  colony  should  not  have  funds  out  of 
which  to  bear  their  share  of  the  military 
expenditure.  It  seemed  to  him  that,  by 
eouutenaiicing  such  a  movement  Parlia- 
ment would  be  adopting  a  retrograde  po' 
licy.  He  thought  the  right  hoii.  Gentleman 
might  properly  object  to  tiie  Motion  ;  but 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  consent  to 
send  out  a  Commision  of  Inquiry. 

Mr.  M*LARBN  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  had  hardly 
done  justice  to  the  Paper  which  he  had 
quoted.  The  paragraphs  preceding  the  ex- 
tract which  he  had  read  considerably  mo- 
dified that  passage.  The  spirit  of  the 
Paper  referred  to  was  this  : — That  the 
Government  officials  in  Ceylon  had  an  abso- 
lute majority  in  the  Council  with  regard  to 
the  control  of  expenditure.  Ceylon  was  too 
large  an  island  to  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing  as  some  small  West  Indian  islands, 
and  the  people  of  Ceylon  wished  that  un- 
offioiitls  should  have  a  majority  in  the 
Ceylon  Council.  They  wished  that  should 
be  effected  in  one  of  two  ways — either  by 
Increasing  the  number  of  the  unofficial 
men,  or  by  diminishing  the  number  of  the 
official  men.  He  thought  that  was  a  very 
fair  proposal.  A  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  that  only  a  small  mi- 
nority supported  this  proposal,  put  him  in 
mind  of  an  anecdote  which  was  related  to 
him  by  Mr.  Abercrombie,  a  former  Speaker 
of  the  House.  Mr.  Abercrombie  told  him 
that  at  the  commencement  of  the  anti-Corn 
Law  agitation  a  division  took  place  in  which 
only  twelve  Members  voted  in  the  minority, 
and  that  when  he  (Mr.  Abercrombie),  one 
of  the  minority,  waa  marching  out  of  the 
House  to  give  his  vote,  he  heard  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  majority  say,  '*  There 
are  just  a  dozen  of  them,  and  they  have 
not  an  acre  among  them."  That,  no 
doubt,  was  thought  a  conclusive  argu- 
ment by  the  Member  who  adopted  it. 
He  believed  it  was  true,  that  the  twelve 
had  not  an  acre  amongst  them,  but  they 
had  brains  ;  and  they  inoculated  the 
country  with  the  truth  of  the  proposi- 
tion that  they  advocated.  That  truth  pre- 
vailed ;  the  majority  of  the  House  adopted 
itp  and  there  was  now  no  one  on  either 
i4de  of  the  House  who  would  say  that  they 


did  not  arrive  at  a  right  conclusion.  It 
was  vain  to  say  as  an  argument  against 
tho  demand  of  the  Ceylon  League,  that 
only  a  minority  were  in  favour  of  it. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  go  to  a  vote  upon 
this  question,  he  should,  in  future,  walk 
out  of  the  Hooae  whenever  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman broughl  forward  any  other  Motion 
of  a  similar  nature.  He  protested  against 
the  House  being  turned  into  a  mere  de- 
bating society.  Hon.  Members  brought 
forward  Motions  of  this  description,  and 
after  they  had  impeded  the  progress  of 
Public  Business  they  withdrew  them  and 
the  matter  ended  in  smoke.  He  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  press  the 
question  to  a  division.  The  very  fact  that 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  and 
an  Under  Secretary  under  the  last  Ad- 
ministration, had  combined  in  defending 
the  present  state  of  things  in  Ceylon,  con- 
vinced him  that  there  must  be  something 
rotten  in  the  Ceylon  Government. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  having  spent 
some  time  in  Ceylon,  and  having  had  in 
former  times  a  pecuniary  connection  with 
the  island,  he  felt  an  interest  in  its  con- 
dition. Ceylon  was  a  conquest  of  the  Crown, 
and  whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of  the 
gentlemen  represented  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Watkin),  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  take  care 
of  the  2,500.000  of  Natives,  and  not  of 
the  3,000  Europeans  only.  In  order  to 
protect  the  Natives  of  the  island,  the  su- 
preme Government  should  bo  vested  in 
officers  who  were  responsible  to  the  Crown, 
and  not  in  a  mock  popular  Council,  se- 
lected from  a  few  cofnmercial  European 
inhabitants.  To  place  the  supreme  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  Natives  would  only 
give  rise  to  false  hopes,  and  would  be 
likely  to  lead  to  sedition  and  insurrection. 

Question,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Queation," 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  WATKIN  desired  to  state  that  he 
had  said  *'  Aye  "  to  the  Motion  which  in- 
volved the  rejection  of  the  Committee  for 
which  he  had  moved  in  the  belief  that  he 
was  supporting  his  own  proposal.  He  had 
certainly  intended  to  press  the  matter  to  a 
division. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  stated  that 
all  the  Members  in  his  neighbourhood  had 
shared  in  and  acted  under  the  same  mis- 
apprehension. 

Main  Question,  <*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  aud  agr^  to. 
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ISUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply  contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  Motion  made,  and   Question  pro- 
foaed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £/!»9,920,  be  granted 

Her  Majesty,  to  complete  thf>  lum  necessary 

defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of 

lyment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 

'March,  1869,  for  the  British  Embassy  Hoases, 

fhapel,  Consolar  Offices,  d(0.  at  Constantinople, 

Ihina,  and  Japan." 

Mr.  monk  called  attention  to  the  pre- 
ssed expenditure  of  £9,920  for  British 
lonsulate  and  Embaasy  houses  at   Con- 
tan  tinople.     A  new  Embassy  house  was 
Iroposed  to  be  built  at  Therapia.     A  most 
jxtravagant  system  was  being  pursued  with 
aspect   to  the  Embassy   house  at   Con- 
tantinople  ;  and  it  was  the  duty  of  Parlia- 
lent  to  take  steps  for  the  reduction  of  the 
iras   charged   upon  the  country  for  the 
[urpose  of  maintaining  that  establishment. 
le  would  quote  the  following  figures  to 
|ro?e  how  the  expenditure  had  gone  on 
icreasing,  and  to  show  the  enormous  sums 
iiieh  had  been  voted  for  our  Ambassa- 
ir's  houses  at  Constantinople  during  the 
tst  few  years.     In  1863-4  the  estimate 
[as  £4,352,  subsequently  reduced  by  a 
im  of  £400 ;   in    1864-5,   £3.200;    in 
165-6.  £3,455 ;  in  1866-7,  £3.000  ;  in 
167-8,   £4,000;   and  in  1868-9  it  has 
jached   the  grand  sum   of  £9,920.     He 
mited  out  that  last  year  Parliament  had 
>ted  a  sum  of  £350  for  iron  shutters  for 
|ie  building  at  Therapia,  which,  if  the  pre- 
5nt  proposal  were  carried  out,    would  be 
loncy   thrown  away.     Twenty  years  ago 
•wards  of  £80,000  had  been  expended  in 
lilding  an  Ambassador's  palace  at  Pera, 
id  since  that  thousands  of  pounds   had 
sen  spent  in  keeping  it  in   repair.     He 
Ld  been  at  the  palace  at  Therapia,  which 
[as  very  pleasantly  situated  on   the  I3o8- 
norus.     He  thought  it  was  quite  unneces- 
iry  to  spend  so   large  a  sum  for  a  new 
ilace,  and  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
>t  sanction  the  proposal.     He  begged  to 
|ove  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  £6.000, 
le  sum  proposed  for  the  new    Embassy 
»use  at  Therapia. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

I  "That  the  Item  of  £6,000,  for  the  Embassy 
>U80  at  Therapia,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed 
)te,"— (ifr.  Monk.) 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  that  the  reduc- 
)\\  now  proposed  was  microscopic.  There 


was  an  enormous  increase  in  the  Ci?il 
Service  Estimates  this  year.  They  were 
divided  into  seven  classes,  and  there  was 
an  increase  in  every  class  except  two.  In 
the  first  class  there  was  an  increase  of 
£198.000. 

The  chairman  called  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  order.  The  Motion 
before  the  Committee  is  to  omit  an  item 
from  Vote  1,  and  the  discussion  must  be 
confined  to  that  item. 

Colonel  SYEES  said,  he  had  expected 
an  explanation  from  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  in  introducing  the  Estimates. 
Failing  that,  he  had  asked  the  Speaker 
whether  he  (Colonel  Sykes)  could  make  his 
comments  when  the  first  Vote  was  moved, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  him 
that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  would  de- 
cide. There  was  an  increase  in  the  Estimates 
this  year  of  upwards  of  £1,200,000,  and  the 
country  should  be  made  aware  of  the  fact. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  ! 

Colonel  SYKES  :  Then,  Sir,  I  shall 
not  speak  at  all. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERB  feared  that  the 
matter  was  not  fully  understood  by  the 
Committee.  Not  only  at  the  Embassy 
house  at  Constantinople  and  Therapiag 
but  at  the  Consulate  houses,  everything 
was  in  an  exceedingly  bad  state  of  re- 
pair, and  the  real  reason  why  Parlia- 
ment was  so  often  asked  for  money  was 
that  we  had  not  adopted  the  best  and 
cheapest  course  by  pulling  down  the  old 
houses  and  building  new  ones.  His  hon. 
Friend  near  him  had  spoken  of  the  '*  sum- 
mer palace  "  at  Therapia.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  had  the  misfortune  to 
live  in  that  palace  ;  and  the  fact  was  that 
HO  far  from  being  in  reality  a  palace  the 
buildings  in  question  were  simply  three 
sheds,  nothing  better  than  an  old  farm- 
house, and  in  exceedingly  bad  repair. 
When  he  resided  there  he  could  hardly 
sleep  in  consequence  of  the  number  of 
scorpions  with  which  the  house  was  in- 
fested. Those  who  had  been  much  in 
Turkey  knew  that  when  houses  became 
old  and  full  of  holes  the  scorpions  multi- 
plied with  great  rapidity.  He  believed,  in 
fact,  that  the  thin  sheds  at  Therapia  were 
by  this  time  quite  uninhabitable,  and  that 
instead  of  a  few  hundreds  to  buy  shutters, 
it  was  far  cheaper  to  spend  £10,000  in 
one  sum,  not  to  build  palaces,  but  a  habit- 
able house  for  the  Ambassador's  residence 
in  summer.  He  would,  however,  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  defer  the  vote 
until  after  some  communication  with  Cou- 
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Untinople,  becaose  he  (Mr.  Labonohere) 
tbonght  he  conld  Bhow  how  the  neceBiary 
boose  conld  be  built  without  coit  to  this 
eonntry.  The  Sultan  had  gi?en  to  this 
country  a  tract  of  land,  on  which  the  pre- 
•ent  dilapidated  sheds  stood,  with  a  large 
frontage  to  the  Bosphorus.  Now  a  front- 
age on  the  Europesn  side  of  the  Bosphorus 
resembled  in  comparatiTO  yalue  a  frontage 
in  a  fashionable  London  street,  and  this 
particular  frontage  was  a  quarter  of  a  mile 
m  length.  No  Turk  ever  thought  of  oc- 
cupying so  large  a  frontage  as  this  by  his 
carden ;  he  would  place  his  villa  on  the 
borders  of  the  Bosphorus,  and  let  his  garden 
eitend  in  the  rear.  He  thought  he  was 
not  wrong  in  stating  that  when  Sir  Henry 
Bnlwer  was  Ambassador  at  Constantinople* 
he  proposed  to  sell  a  small  portion  of  this 
frontage,  which  he  estimated  would  fetch 
£10,000,  and  with  that  sum  to  build  a 
new  house.  The  only  feasible  objection 
urged  against  that  plan  was  that  the  land 
wss  the  gift  of  the  Sultan  ;  but  he  had 
consulted  many  Turks  as  to  what  their 
habit  was  when  the  Sultan  presented  them 
with  estates,  a  thing  which  frequently  oc- 
corredy  as  the  Sultan,  being  heir  to  all  who 
died  intestate  within  his  dominionSi  had 
innnally  a  good  many  estates  on  his  hands. 
Thej  told  him  that  they  sold  these  pre- 
sents ;  that  it  was  the  custom  of  the  coun- 
try, and  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  act 
derogatory  to  the  Sultan.  On  the  con- 
traryt  they  thought  it  would  be  compli- 
mentary to  the  Sultan  to  replace  the  three 
sheds  bj  a  handsome  building,  reared  at 
the  cost  of  a  small  portion  of  the  outlying 
grounds.  In  fact  it  would  be  more  com- 
plimentary to  the  Sultan  to  build  the  Am- 
Dassador's  house  out  of  funds  so  obtained 
than  out  of  money  sent  from  this  country. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  press  his  Motion,  but  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  defer  the 
Vote  nntil  he  had  had  the  means  of  com- 
mnnieating  with  Constantinople. 

Mb.  KARSLAKB  said,  that  as  one 
who  had  spent  much  time  in  Constantinople, 
he  knew  of  no  Vote  which  the  Committee 
fhonid  more  readily  sanction  than  this.  If 
the  Turks  had  been  left  to  judge  of  Eng- 
land's power  by  what  they  saw  among 
tbemseWes  before  the  Crimean  War,  their 
estimate  would  have  been  very  low.  Eng- 
land had  nothing  in  the  country  to  com- 
pare with  the  handsome  buildings  of  the 
Russians  ;  and  though  England's  prestige 
had  been  lately  re-established  in  the  East, 
he  thooght  it  would  be  only  prudent  to 


make  a  little  display  in  the  shape  of  a 
respectable  dwelling  for  an  Ambassador. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  the  sum 
spent  on  the  iron  shutters  would  not  be 
thrown  away,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  complained,  because 
they  would  be  used  in  the  new  building. 
Touching  the  question  generally,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  that  the  buildings  re« 
ferred  to  could  not  be  called  a  palace  ;  they 
simply  formed  a  country  residence  of  most 
unpretending  character  for  the  British  Em- 
bassy ;  and,  in  answer  to  the  question  why 
they  were  not  pulled  down,  and  replaced 
by  an  entirely  new  and  substantial  building, 
he  answered  that  this  was  precisely  what 
the  Government  proposed  to  do,  although 
the  operations  might  extend  over  two  years. 
At  this  distance  from  the  locality,  which 
was  from  personal  experience  quite  un- 
known to  him,  he  was  prepared  neither  to 
accept  nor  reject  the  proposal  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  ;  but 
he  pointed  out  that,  however  worthy  of 
attention  the  suggestion  might  be,  it  had 
no  material  bearing  on  the  question  at 
issue,  because  if,  on  inquiry,  it  was  found 
prudent  to  sell  surplus  land  and  devote  the 
proceeds  to  building  the  houses  required, 
the  sale  could  be  effected  at  any  time  here* 
after,  and  the  Treasury  could  then  recoup 
itself  from  the  sum  realized  ;  the  building 
must  be  paid  for  out  of  a  Vote,  and  then 
credit  might  be  given  for  the  proceeds  of 
the  surplus  lands  in  the  Estimates  next  year. 
The  question  before  the  Committee  natu- 
rally divided  itself  into  three  branches-^ 
Was  a  house  at  Therapia  necessary  ?  Was 
the  present  house  in  a  proper  state  of  re- 
pair ?  And,  presnming  these  questions  to 
be  answered  in  the  affirmative,  was  the 
proposed  mode  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion sufficiently  economical  ?  Respecting 
the  first  point,  he  believed  there  could  be 
no  doubt.  We  had  always  had  a  house 
at  Therapia  ;  because  Pera  was  very  un« 
healthy  during  the  summer,  and  because 
it  would  be  extremely  inconvenient  if 
our  Embassy  remained  at  Constantinople 
during  the  summer,  when  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country  and  all  the  other 
embassies  had  removed  to  Therapia.  On 
the  second  point— a  Report  received  last 
autumn  from  the  English  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople,  stated  that  it  would  be 
hardly  possible  for  the  gentlemen  of  the 
Embassy  to  continue  to  inhabit  the  build- 
ings unless  something  was  done  to  them ; 
and,  as  regarded  the  servants'  portion  of 
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0  building,  it  was  simply  nnfit  for  human 

jabitation.      A  recent  Report,  by  Colonel 

ordon,  clearly  ahowed  the  present  house 

Therapia  was  past  all  repair.      With 

gard  to  the  manner  in  which  those  re- 

|airs  were  to  be  ezeoutedi  all  he  could  9Ay 

as  that  a  gentleman  had  been  sent  out 

m  the  Treasury,  especially  charged  with 
e  duty  of  investigating  them  and  other 
indred  matters,  and  the  Government  had 
mply  abided  by  his  Report. 
Mb.  POWELL  said,  that  if  the  ordinary 
pairs  were  on  so  large  a  scale  as  £2,600, 
was  evident  that  the  buildings  must  be 

such  a  condition  as  to  render  their  total 

onstruotion  not  only  wise  but  economi- 
kl.  Having  visited  the  Bosphorus  during 
e  past  autumn  he  could  testify  that  the 
uses  were  .worn  out,  and  that  their  oon- 
tion  was  such  as  to  render  them  a  byword 

ong  the  native  population.  The  build- 
gs  bad  been  handed  over  by  a  former 
ultan  ;  and  the  Ambassadors  had  suffered 
me  inconvenience  with  regard  to  them  on 

ount  of  their  possessing  certain  features 

antiquarian  interent. 
Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  objected  to  the 
gilding  of  a  palace  for  a  country  house, 
e  feared  that  if  the  Committee  voted 
10,000  for  the  purpose  this  year,  they 
oold  be  called  upon  for  further  Votes  for 
ration  and  furniture  next  year  or  the 
»ar  after.  They  had  much  better  give 
e  Ambassador  a  proper  sum  and  let  him 
Irovide  his  own  house. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  thought  it  de- 
rable  that  the  Vote  should  be  postponed 
ntil  the  noble  Lord  had  inquired  whether 
)e  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
r  MidiUesex,  to  the  etfect  that  a  sufficient 
m  could  be  obtniiied,  without  calling  upon 
10  HouBo  at  all,  by  the  sale  of  part  of  the 
nd  at  Therapia,  was  well  founded. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  even  if  it  were 

etermined  that  a  portion  of  the  land  at 

herapia  ought  to  be  sold  with  a  view  of 

cooping    the    nation    for    the    expenses 

curred  in  building,  it  would  not  the  less 

ave  been  the  duty  of  the    Executive    to 

bmit  this  Vote,  in  order  to  bring  the  ex- 

lenditure  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER:  But  will  the 
oble  Lord  undertake  to  enquire  whether 
e  can  recoup  ourselves  in  the  mauner 
ggested  ? 

Loud  STANLEY:      I  have  no  objec- 
on  to  make  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  AYTOUN  asked,  by  whom  the  plan 
r  the  new  palace  had  been  drawn,  and 
hether  it  was  by  an  officer  in  the  Royal 
Lord  Sta7\ley 


Engineers,  his  opinion  being  that  officers 
in  the  Royal  Engineers  were  incompetent 
to  erect  buildings  of  this  character  ;  also, 
whether  an  opportunity  would  be  afforded  to 
Members  of  acquainting  themselves  with  the 
details  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  plan  bad  been  sent 
home  by  Colonel  Gordon,  an  Engineer 
officer  appointed  by  the  late  Government 
to  superintend  the  Consular  buildings  and 
other  works  belonging  to  this  country  at 
Constantinople.  The  total  estimate  was 
£10,000,  and,  as  it  was  supposed  that  the 
building  would  occupy  a  year  and  a  half, 
it  was  proposed  to  take  a  Vote  of  £6,000 
this  year,  with  the  intention  of  following 
it  up  next  year  with  a  Vote  of  £4,000. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  aaid,  nobody 
would  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for'  Foreign 
Affairs  would  waste  the  money  of  the 
country,  but  there  could  be  no  objection, 
he  thought,  to  postponing  the  Vote.  He 
believed  that  if  the  Embassy  at  Constanti- 
nople were  made  to  understand  that  the 
building  of  the  new  house  would  be  con- 
tingent upon  their  finding  the  money,  there 
would  be  a  much  better  prospect  of  the 
money  being  provided  in  the  way  he  had 
suggested  than  if  the  House  of  Commoos 
voted  it  in  the  first  instance.  Part  of  the 
land  is  now  used  as  a  kitchen  garden. 
People  in  their  senses  did  not  think  of 
having  kitchen  gardens  on  the  Bosphorus. 
The  surplus  land  might  be  sold  for  the  full 
amount  of  £10,000.  As  to  the  suggestion 
that  a  Minister  should  hire  a  house  at 
Therapia,  there  must  first  be  a  house  to 
hire.  Those  Ministers  for  whom  houses 
had  not  been  built  at  Therapia  were 
obliged,  at  great  inconvenience,  to  go  to 
Prince's  Island. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  plans  had  been  drawn  by 
Colonel  Gordon  himself,  and  whether  the 
specifications  were  at  the  Treasury  ?  Last 
year  the  House  was  informed  that  the 
Government  had  given  this  matter  their 
careful  consideration,  and  had  come  to  the 
conclusion,  that  as  the  Ambassador  was  at 
Therapia  only  a  short  time  in  the  year,  a 
new  building  for  a  summer  residence  was 
not  necessary.  lie  asked  the  House  to 
pause  before  giving  its  sanction  to  a  pro- 
posal  nominally  to  expend  £10,000,  but 
really  to  commit  itself  to  an  unforeseen 
expenditure. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  plan  sent  home  by  Colonel 
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Oordon  he  proaamed  was  his  own  drawings; 
at  all  e?entB',  he  was  responsible  for  it. 
He  did  not  think  there  were  any  specifica- 
tions at  the  Treasury;  but  an  estimate  had 
been  sent  home  by  Colonel  Gordon,  and 
they  were  acting  on  his  ad?ice  in  the 
matter. 

Mb.  Sebjeavt  OASELEB  contended 
that  a  large  expenditure  of  this  nature 
onght  not  to  be  sanctioned  before  the 
assembling  of  the  new  Parliament.  He 
despaired  of  the  present  Parliament  doing 
anything  really  practical  or  useful  with 
reapect  to  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  CHILDBRS  said,  that  the  House 
baring,  in  1863,  negatived  the  Vote  for 


Mb.  ATRTON  suirgested,  that  perhaps 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gloucester 
(Mr.  Monk)  would  be  satisfied  if  the  Go- 
fernment  engaged  not  to  embark  in  this 
expenditure  till  they  knew  its  extent.  The 
history  of  those  buildings  at  Coni»tantinople 
was  a  somewhat  curious  one.  Some  years 
ago  a  statement  was  made  to  the  effect 
that  it  was  necessary  to  take  some  means 
to  secure  the  Ambassador  against  the  dan- 
ger of  being  burnt  in  the  conflagrations 
which  sometimes  took  place  in  that  eitj. 
Upon  that  a  house  was  begun  at  a  sum  of 
£14,000 — enough  to  build  a  fine  mansion; 
but  the  work  went  on  until  the  Government 
had  spent  £80.000  and  upwards.     Then 


the  employment  of  a  civil  arehitect  at  Con-  I  there  was  £10,000  for  furnishing,  and 
stantiuople,  the  buildings  there  were  prac-  finally  the  expenditure  reached  £100,000. 
tieally  not  under  the  charge  of  anybody  The  amount  spent  annually  in  keeping  the 
with   professional  experience.     When   he   house  in  decorative  repair  was  as  much  as 


came  to  the  Treasury  in  1865  he  found 
that  Tery  large  estimates  of  work  to  be 
done  had  been  sent  home,  yet  there  was 


the  salary  paid  to  some  of  our  diplomatic 
agents  at  minor  Courts.  We  had  appealed 
to  the  eye  of  the  Turks  by  providing  the 


nobody  to  whom  application  could  be  made  i  largest  Embassy  house  in  Constantinople, 
for  information,  the  clerk  of  the  works  !  fine  Consular  buildings,  a  prison,  and  a  hos- 


baving  of  necessity  been  bronght  home  and 
pensioned  off,  at  considerable  cost,  in  ac- 
eordance  with  the  Vote  of  the  House. 
After  earefol  inquiry  Colonel  Gordon,  then 


Major  Oordon,  an  ofiicer  of  Engineers,  who  !  mated  cost  would  not  be  exceeded. 


pital,  and  if  in  addition  to  all  this  the  Am- 
basBador  was  to  have  a  country  house  rival- 
ling the  other  palaces  on  the  Bosphorus  let 
Parliament  first  be  satisfied  that  the  esti- 


bad  other  .employment  at  Constantinople, 
and  who  was  certified  to  be  perfectly  com- 
petent to  superintend  these  buildings,  was 
appmnted  with  a  salary  of  £300  a  year, 
and  was  instructed  to  go  thoroughly  into 
all  questions  of  repairs,  and  see  whether  it 
was  proper  to  preserve  the  old  palace  at 
Therapia  or  not.  Having  made  that  ap- 
pointment, he  left  the  Treasury  long  before 
Colonel  Gordon's  Report  was  received,  and 
knew  nothing  of  what  had  happened  since; 
bni,  knowing  that  if  Colonel  Gordon  had 
not  been  appointed  there  would  have  been 
BO  one  to  do  the  work  at  all,  and  pre- 
suming that  the  Government  had  acted 
upon  his  Report  to  the  best  of  their  disore- 
tilw,  be  eonld  not  oppose  the  present  Vote. 

Mb.  monk  asked,  whether  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  postpone  the  item  till  plans 
and  specifications  were  before  them  ? 

LoBD  STANLEY  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  consult  the  eonventence  of  the  House, 
but  be  did  not  think  this  was  a  case  for 
postponement.  The  feeling  of  the  Com- 
aiitee  seemed  to  be  that  the  preservation 
of  Ibe  house  at  Therapia  was  desirable. 
It  was  admitted  that  the  premises  were 
tambling  to  pieces,  and  it  followed  that 
some  part  of  the  expense  of  re-building 
ought  at  oneo  to  be  Toted, 


Mb.  M'LAREN  said,  they  could  not 
have  an  estimate  without  a  specification. 
An  ofiicer  of  Engineers  had  sent  in  a  plan, 
and,  according  to  his  idea,  the  house  would 
cost  £10,000 ;  but  another  man  might 
have  quite  another  idea — might  think  the 
house  should  be  finished  and  decorated  in 
quite  a  different  way,  and  tho  house  might 
cost  three  or  four  times  the  amount  now 
talked  of.  Without  a  specification  the 
estimate  was  a  sham. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  ho  presumed  that  the  esti- 
mate of  Colonel  Gordon  was  made  upon 
certain  data,  though  the  specifications  might 
not  he  in  the  Treasury;  and  it  would  be  a 
most  unusual  thing  for  a  Committee  of 
Supply  to  require  a  specification  to  be 
made  out  in  detail  for  any  public  buildings. 
The  Guvernment  had  no  intention  of  ex- 
ceeding Colonel  Gordon's  estiniate. 

Mb.  OTWAY  said,  that  although  it  was 
not  usual  to  ask  for  specifications,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Minister  before  proposing  a 
Vote  to  ascertain  that  the  charge  was  a 
proper  one.  Officers  of  Engineers  were 
the  most  expensive  gentlemen  to  be  found 
for  the  construction  of  any  work,  and  their 
employment  had  cost  the  country  millions. 
When  a  Rojral  Engineer  was  appointed  to 
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iperintend  a  work  another  person  had  to 

■company  him  to  take  out  the  qoantities. 

'hey  had  no  reaBon  to  suppose  there  was 
Iny  Bpeoi6cation  in  this  case,  and  from  the 
|zperience   at  Constantinople  they  might 

»ok  for  an  expenditure  of  £40,000  instead 
£10.000.  He  should  recommend  the 
|on.  Gentlemen  to  divide  against  the  item. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  20  ; 
foes  37  :  Majority  17. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

CoLONSL  STKES  wished  to  have  some 
Izplanation  of  the  item  respecting  Consular 
juildings  in  China. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  also  wished  to 
[ear  some  explanation  respecting  the  sums 
isked  for  Consular  buildings  abroad,  espe- 
jially  in  China  and  Japan.     He  objected 

the  present  arrangement  of  the   Esti- 

late,  which  was   very  puzzling  and  pre- 

jented  hon.  Members  from  knowing  pre- 

lisely  what  they  were  asked  to  vote.     He 

foubted  the    propriety  of  laying   out  the 

loney  which  was  asked  for  Consular  boild- 

igs  in   Japan,  and  as  an  illustration  of 

lie  necessity  for  mature  consideration  in 

legard  to  expending  money  in  the  country 

)e  referred  to  a  paragraph  in  The  Times* 

aty  Article  of  that  morning,  which  men- 

lioned  that  there  was  a  town  near  Toho- 

:ama  which  was  magnificent  for  a  settle- 

lent,  and  was  on  the  shoros  of  a  lako  as 

iTgo  as  the  Lake  of  Geneva.     Unless  dc- 

lails  were  forthcoming  he  should  divido  the 

iommittee  on  the  item  respecting  Japan. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  observed,  in  reference 
a  remark  of  the  last  speaker,  that  the 
Istimates  were  now  arranged  in  accordance 
rith  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
massed  a  few  years  ago,  and  in  accordance 
^ith  the  advice  of  the  Public  Accounts 
lommittee.     As   to  this  particular  Vote, 

1865  the  Treasury,  finding];  that  large 
lemands  were  made  from  the  Foreign  Office 
[or  Consular  buildings  in  China  and  Japan, 
leterminod  not  to  sanction  at  that  time 
my  additional  expenditure  ;  but  merely 
look  a  Yolo  to  finish  the  works  then  in 
land,  and  sent  out  an  officer  to  visit  the 
litferent  stations  and  report  as  to  the  re- 
[uirements  of  each.  That  being  so,  it  was 
luch  to  be  regretted  that  the  old  fault 
lad  now  been  again  made  of  not  giving 
tistinct  details  in  the  Estimates  of  the 
[urns  required  in  each  case.  lie  might 
kdd  that  whea  the  consular  Vote  came  be- 
[ore  the  Committee  he  should  take  the  op- 
J/r.  Otway 


portunity  of  criticiziDg  it.  He^ believed  they 
were  retaining  Consular  establishments  in 
Japan  which  were  outrageously  extrava- 
gant. With  respect  to  this  Vote  he  thought 
the  House  ought  to  have  further  informa- 
tion before  it  voted  so  large  a  sum.  It 
was  almost  impossible  to  express  an  opinion 
upon  a  lump  Vote  of  £179.000. 

Sib  harry  VERNEY  said,  that  the 
Government  ought  to  be  prepared  to  fur- 
nish some  information  as  to  the  places 
where  and  the  objects  for  which  the  ex- 
penditure was  to  be  incurred.  There  was 
one  source  of  expenditure  of  which  the 
Committee  ought  to  be  made  aware.  We 
had  succeeded  in  getting  China  thrown 
open  to  foreigners,  and  some  of  the  most 
disorderly  characters  from  Europe  had  gone 
there.  It  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
there  should  be  some  British  authority  to 
control  these  persons.  If  by  admitting 
them  we  destroyed  the  authority  of  the 
Native  Government,  we  ought  in  some  de- 
gree to  replace  it,  at  least  to  the  extent 
of  keeping  our  own  countrymen  in  order. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  held 
in  his  hand  a  list  of  thirteen  places  in 
China  and  three  in  Japan  at  which  the 
money  would  be  expended.  Of  the  total 
of  £179,000,  £50,000  was  the  estimated 
cost  of  new  buildings  at  Shanghai  alone. 
In  addition  new  buildings  were  required 
at  Canton,  Foochow,  Ningpo,  and  other 
places.  The  principle  of  this  expenditure 
had  been  already  sanctioned  by  the  Trea- 
sury and  hy  previous  Votes  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  the  total  Vote  was  submitted 
this  year  on  the  principle  that  if  the  ex- 
penditure was  to  be  incurred,  the  sooner 
the  money  was  spent  the  better,  for  then 
the  Government  could  dispense  with  the 
services  of  the  gentleman  who  was  super- 
intending the  outlay  —  Major  Crossman, 
who  had  proved  himself  to  be  a  useful  pub- 
lic servant,  had  been  sent  out  to  Canton, 
and  was  responsible  for  the  way  in  which 
this  money  was  spent  in  China  and  Japan. 
There  was  every  reason  to  suppose  that 
he  would  conduct  the  business  with  due 
regard  to  economy.  He  might  remind 
the  Committee  that  large  sums  had  been 
realized  by  the  re-sales  of  land  at  Shanghai, 
at  prices  beyond  its  original  cost ;  the  ag- 
gret^ate  gain  would  perhaps  be  £50,000 
or  £60,000,  and  therefore  this  outlay  was 
not  altogether  one  of  money  out  of  pocket. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  thought  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  was  mistaken  in  one  re- 
spect ;  for  he  did  not  believe  that  the  House 
was  committed  to  this  expenditure.     On 
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fte  eoBtwy,  his  impreBsion  was  that  no 
n-D  had  previouslj  been  named  as  the 
total  reqaired,  and  this  was  tlie  firBt  year 
tittl  that  total  appeared  in  the  Estimates. 
Certainly  it  did  not  appear  in  the  Estimates 
br  vhieh  he  was  responsible  ;  fur  he  re- 
finad  to  adopt  any  sum  until  he  received 
tho  Report  of  the  officer  sent  out  to  ?isit 
all  tho  atationa  in  Giiina  and  Japan,  and 
report  upon  their  requirements.  Upon  that 
tho  Troaaury  and  the  Foreign  Office  were  to 
ho  roaponaible  for  the  expenditure  recom- 
mtndod  in  each  case.  The  officer  selected. 
Major  Croaaman,  had,  he  beliefed,  made 
very  eoosiderable  reductions  upon  the 
lehemea  of  the  Consular  authorities,  some- 
timea  to  the  eitent  of  one-half  of  what 
they  proposed.  If  ore  distinct  information 
ought  to  bo  given  aa  to  the  intended  ex- 
penditure at  eaeh  place. 

COLOSBL  FRENCH  asked,  if  any  Report 
had  been  made  with  reference  to  the  matter 
nder  discussion  ? 

CoLOSBL  SYKES  said,  that  the  Chinese 
OoTornmeut  had  never  parted  with  the 
freehold  of  the  land  required  by  the  English 
Oovemment ;  they  had  simply  let  it  to  us 
at  a  rent.  It  was  hardly  credible  that 
iDoh  large  sums  could  be  necessary. 

Mb.  OTWAT  said,  that  an  Engineer 
officer  had  been  aent  out  on  a  roving  com- 
miaaionp  who  said  they  would  require  to 
eipend  £179,000,  but  did  not  inform 
theoi  on  what  they  were  to  lay  it  out.  The 
Seeretary  to  the  Treasury  had  said  that 
the  Committee  were  pledged  to  the  Vote 
by  what  had  taken  place  last  year  on  the 
subject.  Now,  he  was  informed  that  there 
waa  no  Estimate  of  this  kind  last  year. 
Vould  they  commit  themselves  to  sanction 
a  Tote  of  £179,000,  by  voting  a  portion  of 
it  now  ? 

Ma.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  Vote  fur- 
nished an  illustration  of  the  way  in  which 
tho  Honae  drifted  into  expenditure  of  this 
kind.  Several  years  ago  a  distinct  under- 
standing waa  come  to  that  the  Government 
should  never  incur  expenditure  on  public 
worka  in  excess  of  the  amount  of  the  Vote 
propOBod  unless  the  full  extent  of  the  in- 
tended expenditure  waa  stated.  In  this 
natter,  last  Session,  the  Government  sim- 
ply proposed  a  Vote  of  £20.000  for  Con- 
aniar  buildinga  in  China  and  Japan,  and 
thero  was  no  suggestion  that  they  were 
embarking  in  further  expenditure;  and  yet 
it  waa  now  said  that  the  Vote  of  £20,000 
waa  a  more  Vote  on  account,  and  that 
tboy  were  committed  to  an  expenditure  of 
£179.000. 

TOL.GZOL    [zszKD  fiBiia.  1 


The  CITANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  tho  alteration  in  the  form 
of  the  Estimates  this  year,  in  consequence 
of  tlio  passing  of  the  Exchequer  Audit  Act, 
made  it  difficult  for  hon.  Members  to  follow 
the  Vote  from  last  year  to  this.  From  the 
Estimates  of  last  year  it  appeared  that  in 
the  year  1866-7  a  Vote  was  taken  of 
£20,000  under  the  heading  *•  Buildings  at 
several  Consular  Stations."  A  similar 
Vote  of  £20,000  was  taken  last  year 
under  the  same  heading.  On  that  occasion 
the  Committee  did  not  require  a  list  of  the 
stations  at  which  these  buildings  wore  to 
be  erected.  He  was  willing  to  admit  it 
would  have  been  better  if  they  had  been 
given.  The  omisdion  had  now  been  supplied 
by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  It  ap- 
peared that  they  included  Canton,  Foochow, 
Ningpo,  Tien-tsin,  and  other  places,  the 
names  of  which,  however,  would  not  afford 
much  information  to  hon.  Members  unac- 
quainted with  the  country.  Major  Crossman 
was  sent  out  to  China  and  Japan  ex- 
pressly to  control  the  expenditure  on 
these  Consular  builJings ;  for  it  had  been 
found  by  the  late  Government  that  the 
Consular  authorities  were  more  anxious  to 
study  their  owp  convenience  than  economy, 
and  were  proposing  works  regardless  of 
their  cost.  To  put  an  end  to  this,  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  sent  out  a  person  in  whom 
he  bad  confidence,  to  report  what  waa 
really  necessary.  Reports  had  been  sent 
home  of  tho  requirements  of  the  different 
stations,  and  the  expenditure  necessary 
was  estimated  at  £179,000.  Of  this, 
£50.000  was  required  for  the  Supremo 
Court  at  Shangai,  leaving  £129,000  for 
the  twelve  other  stations.  When  an  officer 
was  at  that  distance  it  was  difficult  to 
specify  at  which  stations  the  building 
should  be  begun ;  and  he  was  therefore  in- 
structed to  begin  building  at  such  stations 
as  it  would  be  most  convenient  for  him  to 
superintend.  It  was  difficult  also  to  find 
out  at  such  a  distance  where  the  money 
would  bo  spent  during  the  current  year. 
The  Government,  therefore,  could  only  act 
generally,  and  they  camo  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  bo  best  to  leave  the  control 
to  Major  Crossman. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  that  this  expen- 
diture had  been  going  on  for  several  years, 
and  although  on  the  face  of  these  Esti- 
mates, the  House  was  supposed  to  have 
voted  only  £40,000,  it  had  really  voted 
much  more.  Having  regard  to  the  small 
number  of  Europeans  at  Chinkiang  and 
another  place,  he  thought  it  would  be  un- 
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!0  to  I)a?e  these  expensive  Consular 
ildings  there.  He  hud  great  confidence 
Major  Crossman,  and  it  irould  be  well 
tt  his  Report  re»pecling  past  and  future 
ildings  should  be  plnced  on  the  table. 

[r.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  noble 
Ird  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
jether  it  was  contemplated  to  build  at 
Ikin? 

[r.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  that  some 
tails  should  be  given  of  the  expenditure 
Japan,  and  meanwhile  moved  that  the 
|te  should  be  reduced  by  £15,000,  the 
^posed  expenditure  there. 

[otion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

That   the    Item  of  £15,000,   for  Consular 
lildings  in  Japan,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed 
'•^Mr.  Luik.) 

OLONEL  STKES  said,  that  the  Corn- 
tee  was  left  in  the  dark  as  to  the  mode 
which  this  expenditure  was  to  be  dis- 
uted,  as  regarded  the  several  Chinese 
ts.  He  would  suggest  that  the  Papers 
plied  to  the  House  should  state  the 
her  of  European  subjects  residing  at 
places  where  these  Consular  buildings 
e  required. 

ORD  STANLEY  said,  he  must  point 
that  in  Japan  you  could  hordly  hire 
ses;  for  you  could  not  hire  the  houses  of 
Daimios,  and  there  were  hardly  any 
ers  that  were  fit  for  the  residence  of 
jropeans.  Moreover,  the  system  of  hiring 
ead  of  building  was  exceedingly  cxpen- 
As  the  Committee  were  awnre,  two 
ports  were  opened  at  Japan,  and  wlien 
ports  were  opened  it  was  necessary  to 
e  Consuls  and  Consular  residences.  In 
na  wo  were  at  present  paying  iGS.GOO 
ear  for  buildings  occupied  for  Consular 
poses,  and  even  then  complaints  were 
uent  respecting  the  occommodation. 
,000  capitalized  represented  a  sum  of 
00,000,  and  the  expenditure  on  build- 
s  must  not  therefore  be  regarded  as 
ted,  but  rather  as  a  reproductive  invest- 
it. 

OLONEL  FRENCH  asked,  if  there  was 
objection  to  produce  the  Report  of 
ior  Crossman  ? 
r.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  there 
Id  be  no  objection  to  produce  M«ijor 
8sman*8  Report.  At  all  events  a  state- 
it  should  be  made  showing  the  dis- 
ution  of  the  money  which  it  was  pro- 
|ed  to  spend. 
R.  Alderman  LUSK  inquired,  whether 
'as  intended  to  build  an  Embassy  house 
ekin? 

Mr,  Childers 


Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  there  was 
a  very  extensive,  and  he  believed  a  very 
good  Embassy  house  at  Pekin.  He  did  not 
undertake  to  say  that  it  might  not  want 
repair,  nor  that  some  additional  buildings 
might  not  be  required;  but  there  was  no 
intention  to  undertake  building  oq  a  large 
scale  there. 

Mr.  WATKIN  complained  that  thej 
had  no  information  as  to  the  total  amount 
which  had  been  voted  from  the  beginning 
in  reference  to  Constantinople  and  other 
places. 

Lord  STANLEY  observed  that  a  Re- 
turn had  been  moved  for  which  would  give 
the  information. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  be  wished  to  know 
whether  £15,000  was  all  that  would  be  re- 
quired with  respect  to  Consular  reaideneea 
in  Japan?  Last  year  the  House  voted 
£20.000  for  Consular  residences  in  China; 
and  this  year  the  House  waa  told  that,  be- 
cause it  voted  that  amount,  it  bound  itself 
to  vote  £179,000  for  Consular  residences 
in  China,  for  the  purpose  of  completing  the 
business.  He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
£15.000  now  asked  for  Consular  residences 
in  Japan  was  only  a  portion  of  a  greater 
sum,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Consular  resi- 
dences in  China  ? 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  the  Committee 
need  not  expect  that  by  granting,  money 
for  the  building  of  Consular  residences,  they 
would  ^et  rid  of  annual  charges  with  re- 
gard to  tiic  residences  of  our  Consuls  abroad. 
He  observed  that  there  was  an  item  of 
£2,000  for  ordinary  repairs  of  the  Consu- 
lar residence  at  Constantinople.  The  build- 
ings at  distant  stations  seemed  always  to 
want  repairing,  and  he  thought  that  in 
such  places  it  would  be  better  to  hire  than 
to  purchase  houses.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  insist  on  a  division. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  some  further  explana- 
tions. 

The  CITANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  House  had  voted 
last  year  the  sum  of  £10,000  for  these 
Services  under  the  head  of  buildings  re- 
quired at  certain  stations,  and  £7,000  the 
year  before  that,  and  besides  this  there 
was  last  year  £5,000  for  building  in  Japan. 
Major  Crossman  had  sent  over  a  Report 
with  respect  to  the  buildings  which  would 
be  required  in  Japan,  and  he  believed  the 
sum  of  £15,000  would  have  to  be  spent 
upon  them.  The  detailed  Report,  however, 
had  not  been  sent  home  as  yet.  Unless 
the  Committee   would   trust  the  Gorehi- 
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meni  in  thit  matter  the  conBequence  might 
he  they  would  have  no  money  to  no  on 
with,  and  that,  owing  to  the  distance,  Major 
CrossmanV  time  might  he,  to  a  great  ox- 
tent,  thrown  away.  The  Committee  must 
he  aware  that,  in  dealing  with  matters  of 
this  sort  at  so  great  a  distance,  it  was  im- 
possible to  have  the  same  particulars  and 
details  as  might  be  had  in  the  case  of 
buildings  nearer  home.  A  great  deal  must 
be  left  to  the  discretion  of  Major  Grossman, 
who  was  on  the  spot,  and  it  was  therefore 
wholly  impossible  to  give  the  Committee 
all  the  information  they  might  desire.  The 
late  Government  had  acted  very  judiciously 
in  sending  out  Major  Crossman,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  not,  by 
its  Vote  on  this  occasion,  render  that  officer's 
mission  of  no  avail. 

Mb.  Serjeant  QASELEE  inquired, 
whether  Major  Crossman  was  not  at  this 
moment  in  England  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  was 
not ;  he  was  abroad  superintending  these 
works.  He  had  recommended  that  ex- 
penditure should  be  incurred  at  thirteen 
places. 

Mr.  NE  ate  urged  that  the  Committee 
should  trust  the  Government.  The  amount 
was  not  a  very  large  one,  and  as  they 
knew  they  had  not  a  very  flourishing 
Budget,  it  was  the  interest  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  be  as  economical  as  possible.  His 
experience  was  that  there  was  an  exces- 
sive cutting  down  of  the  Estimates  at  the 
Treasury. 

Question  put,  and  negatited. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £8,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  •ain,not  exceeding  £8,000,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  3Ut  day  or  March  1869,  for  the  purchase 
of  Ground  and  for  the  Erection  of  a  House  for 
Her  Majesty's  Mission  at  Teheran." 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  de- 
cidedly ohjected  to  this  new  Vote;  hecause 
if  it  were  agreed  to,  no  douht  it  would  be 
followed  in  future  years  hy  larger  Votes. 
Next  year  they  would  he  told  that  the 
Committee  had  voted  so  much  this  year, 
and  so  the  thing  would  go  on.  He  wanted 
to  nip  the  matter  in  the  bod,  and  there- 
fore he  moved  that  the  Vote  be  disallowed. 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  had  al- 
ways been  under  the  impression  that  there 
was  a  very  good  house  at  Teheran.  He 
agreed  with  those  who  thought  it  far 
better  to  build  than  to  hire  a  house;  but 
he  thought  that  the  Comoiittee  ought  to 
have  some  definite  information  as  to  how 
much  money  it  would  be  necessary  to  ex- 
pend upon  it.  Were  they,  for  instance, 
going  to  send  out  European  furniture  ?  If 
they  were  it  might  cost  as  much  as  the 
house  itself. 

Colonel  SYKES  wished  to  know,  if  it 
was  proposed  to  erect  a  new  mission-house 
in  Teheran,  this  never  having  been  con* 
sidered  necessary  before  ?  We  had  had  a 
mission  to  Teheran  for  half  a  century,  and 
our  Chargi  d'affaires  used  to  find  a  house 
for  himself. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  this  ifas  a  great 
mistake,  as  there  was  a  mission-house 
which  had  been  built  in  the  early  part  of 
the  present  century,  and  the  land  on  which 
it  stood  was  British  property.  Of  course, 
it  was  very  unfortunate  that  booses  should 
tumble  down  and  fall  into  such  a  state 
that  they  could  no  longer  be  inhabited,  but 
so  it  was.  The  matter  had  been  inquired 
into  by  two  engineers  on  the  spot,  who 
reported  that  the  mission  premises  were 
partly  uninhabitable  and  partly  in  need  of 
extensive  repairs,  and  that  the  site  was 
unhealthy.  On  these  representations  it 
was  thought  desirable  to  remove  the  resi- 
dence to  a  somewhat  healthier  quarter. 
The  old  house  and  land  would  be  sold,  and 
the  sum  obtained  by  the  sale  would  defray 
a  considerable  part  of  the  expense  of  the 
new  buildings,  which  were  not  intended  to 
be  in  any  way  superior. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  had  the  same  ob- 
jection to  this  Vote  that  he  had  had  to  that 
respecting  Constantinople.  It  was  for  the 
purchase  of  land  for  the  new  house ;  and 
before  the  Committee  was  asked  to  grant 
£20.000  for  that  purpose,  he  really  thought 
that  it  should  be  told  what  was  the  price 
that  the  old  site  was  likely  to  fetch.  He 
believed  that  the  present  house  was  un- 
healthy, and  he  desired  to  know,  what  su- 
periority the  new  site  would  possess  over 
it  in  that  respect  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  a  conjectural 
estimate  might,  no  doubt,  be  furnished  of 
what  the  land  would  sell  for,  but  this 
would  be  of  no  practical  value,  as  the 
price  of  land  at  Teheran  oould  not  he 
estimated  beforehand,  as  it  might  be  in 
London.  The  old  site  oould  not  be  disposed 
of  till  the  new  house  was  built. 
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R.   Serjeant   OASELEE    Baid,    he 
sidered  that  the  House  wns  sitting  to 
good  purpose,  after  the  Vote   of   the 
ler  night.     He  tliouglit  thej  ought  to 
ish    up   their    concerns,    garnish    their 
|use,  and  set  it  in  order  for  the  new  Par- 
ent, which  he  hoped  would  he  more 
noraical  than  any  Parliament  they  had 
r  seen.     It  was  very  wrong  of  the  Go- 
nmenty   when  they  hardly   knew   that 
y  were  any  Government  at  all,  except 
suffrance,   to  insist  on    pressing   new 
tes.     The   best    thing   they   could    do 
s  to  complete  the  Votes  already  partly 
en,  and  shut  up  shop  as  fast  as  they 
Id. 

IMr.  CHILDERS  suggested  to  the  noble 

rd.  as  a  large  deficit  in  the  Revenue  was 

voidable  this  year,  it  would  be  better 

postpone  this  Vote  to  another  year, 

ILORD    STANLEY   said,   no   doubt    it 

ght  be  possible   to   keep    the  present 

Idings  in  repair  for  two  or  three  years 

ger;  but  the  price  of  land  in  Teheran, 

h   for  letting   and  selling,    was  rising 

ry  year.     Ten  years  ago  that  which  it 

s  now  proposed  to  do  might  have  been 

o  much  more  cheaply.     He  did  not  put 

s  as  a  matter  of  extreme  urgency;  but 

m  all  the  information  he  had,  and  the 

t  judgment  he  could  form,  he  believed 

expense  would  be  greater  the  longer  it 

s  delayed. 

R.  GOLDNEY  thought  they  ought  to 
s  this  Vote,  after  the  explanations 
en  by  the  noble  Lord. 

R.  GUILDERS  said,  that  if  the  price 
land  at   Teheran  was  rising,  the  value 
the  old   site  might  be  expected  to  rise 
roportion. 

HE  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCIIE- 

ER  said,  the   Treasury  had  accepted 

propoi«ition   to  build   a  new  house  at 

leran  with   very  great   reluctance,  and 

|y  on  the  ground  that  it  was  by  far  the 

st  economical  step  that  could  be  taken. 

was  extremely  undesirable  that  the  Vote 

uld  be  withdrawn ;  because  they  would 

e  to  spend   a  great  deal  of  money  in 

ping  the  old  house  in  repair. 

R.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  in  that 

|e  he  hoped  the  Vote  would   be  agreed 

If    it  was    intended    to    build  a  new 

se  in  two  or  three  years'  time  it  would 

ere  folly  to  spend  £2,000  or  £3,000 

inkering  up  the  old  buildings. 

R.  GREENE  thought  it  bad  taste  for 

hon.    Member    for    Portsmouth    (Mr. 

jeant   Gaselee)   to   remind  people  who 

e   going  to  die  of  the  fate  that  was 

Lord  Stanley 


before  them.     Ho  tnpported  the  Vote  on 
economical  principles. 

Question  put :  The  Committee  divided  t 
— Ayes  70  ;  Noes  25  :  Majority  45. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £103,675,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
certain  UarbourB  of  Refuge,  &e, 

Mr.  Alderhan  LUSE  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  the  fact  that 
in  the  case  of  Alderney  there  was  some 
discrepancy  to  be  explained.  Of  the  total 
amount  of  £1,274,000  voted,  £1,226,861 
had  been  expended,  leavine  a  balance  of 
£47,000  of  which  £9,000,  excess  of 
former  Votes,  was  to  be  surrendered ; 
whereas  it  was  now  proposed  to  vote 
£56.000,  which  would  exceed  the  total. 

Mr.  graves  said,  the  sum  asked  this 
year  for  Alderney  was  £56.000,  or  an  in- 
crease of  £13.800  upon  the  amount  voted 
last  year.  He  confessed  he  had  great 
doubts  as  to  the  propriety  of  any  large 
expenditure  upon  Alderney.  He  had  visited 
the  place  recently,  and  was  quite  unable 
to  ascertain  what  we  shall  gain  from  the 
large  and  increasing  outlay  which  went 
on  there.  The  impression  he  had  de- 
rived from  his  inspection  was  that  thej 
might  as  well  throw  the  money  into  the 
sea  as  go  on  with  tlie  construction  of  that 
harbour,  further  than  the  most  simple  and 
speediest  completion..  It  could  not  eon- 
tain  more  than  four  or  five  first-class  ships, 
and  it  would  take  a  garrison  of  10,000 
men  to  defend  it.  It  was  desirable  to 
bring  the  expenditure  upon  these  works 
to  an  end. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  pointed  out  that  the 
sum  proposed  this  year  for  Holyhead  Har- 
bour, together  with  the  amount  previously 
taken  for  it,  would  exceed  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  works  there.  The  Estimate  had 
also  been  exceeded  at  Dover.  He  wished 
to  inquire  of  the  Government,  whether  any 
idea  could  be  given  of  the  total  expenditure 
which  would  be  required  to  complete  the 
works  at  those  Harbours  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  was  not  going 
to  defend  what  had  been  done  at  Alderney. 
For  the  works  at  that  place  £1,300,000 
had  long  ago  been  estimated  as  the  sum 
necessary.  When  they  had  gone  so  far 
with  those  works  it  was  requisite  to  go  a 
certain  length  further,  and  not  leave  them 
in  an  unfinished  state,  which  would  be 
really  dangerous  to  shipping.  Whether 
the  works  would  be  advantageous  to  ship- 
ping under  any  circumstances  was  a  point 
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on  wbich  he  was  not  called  on  to  express 
any  opinion ;  but  the  increased  Estimate 
this  year  for  Aldemej  was  simply  owing 
to  the  works  being  poshed  on  with  greater 
rapidity,  and  not  to  any  proposed  exten- 
sion of  them  beyond  the  point  to  which  the 
original  Estimate  had  been  cut  down. 
There  was  no  intention  of  going  beyond 
that ;  but  it  was  of  great  importance,  in 
an  economical  point  of  view,  to  ha?e  the 
works  finished  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
hoped  the  Estimate  of  £1,300.000  would 
not  be  exceeded.  If  it  were  exceeded,  the 
Government  would  have  to  explain  the 
cause  of  it ;  and  if  any  fresh  works  should 
be  proposed  they  could  not  be  carried  out 
without  the  previous  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  was,  however,  no  prospect 
of  anything  of  the  kind,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  works  at  Alderney  would  shortly 
be  brought  to  a  close.  At  Dover  there  hnd 
eertainly  been  some  excess  over  the  Esti- 
mate, because  it  had  been  found  necessary 
to  extend  the  pier  and  build  a  new  pier-head, 
and  to  provide  protection  for  the  rest  of 
the  work.  As  to  Holyhead,  considerable 
expenses  bad  to  be  incurred  in  consequence 
of  a  breach  made  by  a  heavy  storm  last 
year  at  that  important  harbour.  It  was 
necessary  to  repair  the  breach  at  once,  and 
it  had  been  done  as  economically  as  pos- 
sible. 

Colonel  FRENCH  confirmed  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Cave) 
with  respect  to  the  breach  at  Holyhead, 
and  said  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  ex- 
pend the  money  in  repairing  it. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  asked,  whether,  in 
consideration  of  the  accommodation  pro- 
vided for  the  mail  packets  at  Holyhead 
Harbour,  by  the  expenditure  of  the  sum  of 
£6,500  mentioned  in  the  Vote,  the  Post 
Office  and  Treasury  had  agreed  with  the 
mail  contractors  as  to  certain  conditions 
with  respect  to  time,  which  had  been  the 
subject  of  much  correspondence ;  and,  if 
not,  what  was  required  to  be  done  before 
the  Post  Office  would  be  in  a  position  to 
impose  fines  upon  the  mail  contractors  for 
not  keeping  time  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  it  was 
necessary  to  expend  the  sum  asked  fur  at 
Holyhead.  He  would  make  inquiries  rela- 
tive to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pontefract. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  complained  of 
this  continual  outlay  upon  the  harbour  of 
Holyhead,  which  was  simply  used  for  a  few 
steam  packets. 

Ma.  GRAVES  said,  he  could  tell  the 


hon.  Member  for  Finsbnry  that  it  was  not 
an  unusual  thing  to  have  as  many  as  300 
vessels  in  Holyhesd  Harbour  at  one  time. 
He  wished  the  expenditure  upon  all  their 
harbours  was  as  profitably  laid  out  as  that 
upon  Holyhead.  He  found  that  a  sum  of 
£496  was  asked  for  Portpatrick  Harbour. 
A  very  large  outlay  had  been  made  on 
that  harbour,  with  a  view  to  make  it  a 
packet  harbour,  but  he  understood  that 
idea  had  been  abandoned  ;  and  if  that  were 
the  case,  why  should  the  harbour  be  kept 
up? 

Mb.  BONHAM-CARTER  said,  that  it 
was  greatly  to  the  interest  of  Ireland  that 
they  should  obtain  the  best  means  of  com- 
munication between  Portpatrick  and  Ire- 
land ;  and  when  the  necessary  amount  had 
been  expended  it  would  ensure  accuracy  of 
service. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked,  if 
the  reason  why  the  penalties  had  not  been 
enforced  against  the  packet  company  at 
Holyhead  was  because  that  company  al- 
leged that  the  contract  for  the  execution  of 
the  necessary  works  had  not  been  com* 
pleted  in  a  proper  manner  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  believed  that 
there  had  been  a  long  dispute  respecting  this 
matter,  and  he  would  take  care  to  inquire 
into  it.  He  believed  there  was  also  some 
point  of  dispute  as  to  time.  It  appeared 
that  a  sum  of  £9,000  would  be  surrendered 
to  the  Exchequer,  but  that  sum  had  not 
yet  been  surrendered. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  remarked,  that  no 
answer  had  yet  been  given  with  regard  to 
the  item  which  appeared  in  the  Vote  re- 
specting Portpatrick. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER hoped  that  this  was  the  last  time 
an  item  in  connection  with  Portpatrick 
would  appear  in  the  Estimates;  for  he  was 
glad  to  say  that  it  had  been  decided  to 
abandon  that  place  as  a  port  of  departure 
for  the  mail  packets.  The  difficulty  had 
arisen  in  consequence  of  a  Treasury  Minute 
of  1856,  in  which  the  Government  of  that 
day  undertook  to  make  a  harbour  suitable 
for  packet  services.  On  the  faith  of  that 
Minute  the  railway  company  spent  a  large 
sum  of  money,  and  the  object  of  the  Qo- 
vernment  had  since  been  to  come  to  some 
arrangement  with  the  company  on  the 
subject.  It  had  at  last  been  arranged  that 
the  Government  should  lend  the  County 
Down  Railway  Company  the  debenture 
capital  at  a  lower  rate  of  interest  than 
that  which  they  were  now  paying,  and  that 
Portpatrick  should  then  be  finally  abaa« 
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oned  as  a  mail-packet  Btation.  Ab  re- 
larded  the  Portpatrick  Railirny  Companj, 
I  though  the  proposition  which  they  lately 
lade  was  still  under  consideration,  yet 
ley  had  at  last  agreed  to  give  up  Port- 
itrick  as  a  point  of  departure.  They 
lill  asked,  however,  that  the  spirit  of  the 
|ren8ury  Minute  should  he  carried  out,  and 
int  they  should  retain  the  privilege  of 
mvoying  the  mails  from  some  other  point, 
le  believed  that  the  whole  sura  asked 
|r  in  the  Vote  for  Portpatrick  would  not 

required,  inasmuch  as  it  was  likely 
lat  the  staff  would  be  got  rid  of  in  the 
urse  of  the  year,  although  it  might  be 
Icessary  to  continue  the  salary  of  the 
perintendent  until  the  repair  of  a  breach 
pich  had  been  made  in  the  pier  in  Janu- 

was  completed. 

IVote  agreed  to. 

|(5.)  £37,310,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
'tain  Lighthouses  Abroad,  d&o. 

IMr.  CHILDERS  desired  some  cxplana- 
In  respecting  a  sum  of  £11,650,  which 
|s  put  in  the  Vote  for  the  Little  Basses 
^cks  (at  Ceylon)  spare  lightship.  Was 
the  case  that  this  lightship  had  an- 
lered  ? 

[R.  STEPHEN  CAVE  was  afraid  he 

lid   not  give  any  more  definite  answer 

Ithis  question  than  that  which  had  been 

jen  by    previous    Presidents   and   Vice- 

jsidents  of  the  Board  of  Troilc.     After 

[eful  consideration,  tliey  liad  come  to  the 

iclusion  that  it  would  not  be  justiBable, 

:lje  interests  of  navigation,  to  take  away 

[so  lights,  and  that  was  nil  he  could  say 

►ut  the    innttcr.     The  advantage   of    a 

|it  was,  of  course,  negative  ;  and  it  was 

possible  to   say    how   many  sliipwrecks 

been  prevented  by  it. 

R.  GUILDERS  repeated   his  inquiry 

to  whether  the  existing   arrangement 

been  found  satisfactor}-  or  not  ?  Three 
four  changes  of  mind  on  the  part  of  the 
lartment  had  occurred,  but  tlie  House 

as  yet  no  information   that  the  light 

satisfactory. 

R.  STEFFI KN  CAVE  believed  that  a 
Ittship  had  been  considered  to  be  the 
It  and  most  economical  plan,  tliough 
Iposals  had  been  made  for  a  permanent 
Istruction.     The  spare  ship  was  neces- 

in  ca^e  the  other  broke  adrift. 


money  away  from  one  Department,  and 
give  it  back  through  another. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  wished  to 
know  whose  duty  it  was  to  report  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  to  the  advisability  of 
these  lights  ?  Was  it  the  Admiral  on  the 
station,  or  any  other  responsible  person  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  that  the 
report  was  made  by  the  agent  to  the 
Trinity  House.  In  the  case  of  a  coIodj, 
by  the  Colonial  Government. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  ram,  not  exceeding  £51,338,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  neoetsary 
to  defray  tbe  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  tbe  81st 
day  of  March  1860,  for  the  Maintenance  and  Re- 
pair of  the  Royal  Palaces." 


Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  this  Vote 
was  increasing  year  by  year,  and  some  ex- 
planation was  necessary  with  regard  to  it. 
There  was  this  year  an  increase  of  £14,293 
over  the  amount  of  last  year's  Vote.     He 
considered  the  expenditure  enormous.     He 
also  noticed  that  the  money  spent  on  pa- 
laces not  in  the  occupstion  of  Her  Majesty 
was  very  large.     £8,000  was  charged  for 
Windsor  Castle,   and   the  sum  asked  for 
Hampton  Court  Palace  stables   and  oat- 
buildings,  including  ornncfery  and  Tinery, 
amounted  to  nearly  £8,000.     He  believed 
tlmt  a  certain  class  of  persons  were  lodged 
in  that  place  who  did  not  wish  to  pay  their 
debts;  and  an  action  bad  been  brought  in 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  against  a  sheriff 
for  putting  the  law  in  force  in  the  case  of 
one  of  the  inmates.      He  should  like  to 
know  at  whoso  cxpenf>e  that  action  was 
brought.      Ho  did  not  think  it  was  credit- 
able to  ask  the  taxpayers  of  the  country 
to  pay  such  largo  sums  to  keep  up  these 
palaces. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  asked  for  some  expla- 
nation respecting  the  item  for  the  expense 
of  the  re-construction  of  Romney  Lock 
and  Weir,  and  for  the  removal  of  Old 
Windsor  Lock.  He  believed  that  in  con- 
sequence of  Romney  Lock  falling  into 
ruins,  somo  of  tho  water  arrangements 
connected  with  Windsor  Castle  were  inter- 
fered with,  and  it  was  originally  intended 
that  the  expense  of  the  repair  of  the  lock 
In,    Alderman    LUSK   doubted    very  I  should  be  only  advanced  by  the  Treasury, 


ih  whether   they  knew  what  they  were 

ig.     He  did  not  know  why  they  should 

le  money  unless  they  wanted  it.     He 

lid  not  understand  why  they  should  take 

27ie  CJuiHcellor  of  the  JEJxchegtter 


and  repaid  from  the  funds  of  the  Conser- 
vancy raised  under  a  Bill  before  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  it  now  appeared  that  it  was  to 
be  defrayed  by  the  present  Vote. 
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.  Mr.  GOLDNET  said,  when  the  Conser- 
Tanoj  Bill  waa  passed  £5,000  was  given 
up  to  carry  out  certain  drainage  improre- 
ments,  and  power  was  given  to  impose  a 
eertain  rate  npon  the  owners  of  property, 
for  the  purpose  of  diverting  the  drainoge. 
They  were  now  asked  to  vote  a  sum  of 
JE15,000  to  accomplish  the  same  ohject, 
and  they  ought  to  see  that  it  was  not  paid 
twice  over.  It  ought  also  to  he  seen  whe- 
ther they  were  not  in  this  Vote  deaKng  with 
the  drainage  of  the  whole  town. 

Mr.  BENTINOE  drew  attention  to  the 
item  of  £500  for  clennsing  and  restoring 
pictures  in  Hampton  Court  Palace.  They 
were  not,  it  appeared,  the  property  of  the 
nation,  but  of  the  Crown,  and  the  Crown 
ought  to  pay  the  expenses  connected  with 
them. 

Mb.  LABOUCHBRE  said,  he  could 
state  that  no  part  of  the  sum  asked  for  in 
respect  of  Royal  Palaces  was  devoted  to 
the  drainage  of  the  town  of  Windsor.  He 
thought  we  hnd  a  great  deal  too  many  pa- 
laces. The  palaces  which  were  not  in  the 
occupation  of  the  Crown  cost  about  £50,000 
a  year.  The  orangery,  vinery,  stables, 
and  outbuildings  of  Hampton  Court  Palace 
cost  £7,313.  Now,  those  who  resided  in 
that  palace  were,  from  early  association, 
rather  reckless  in  their  habits,  and  in  order 
to  point  out  to  them  the  excellence  of  eco- 
nomy, he  should  move  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced by  the  sum  of  £5,000.  £2,313 
was  quite  sufficient  for  Hampton  Court 
Palace. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  explainod 
that,  under  the  Act  of  1866,  the  Conser- 
vators of  the  Thames  gave  notice  that  the 
drainage  of  Windsor  Castle  should  no 
longer  find  its  way  to  the  Thames  ;  it  was 
necessary  to  divert  it  at  a  cost  of  £8,000, 
and  there  was  every  reason  to  believe  that 
the  plan  suggested  for  the  purpose  would 
be  found  to  work  well.  With  respect  to 
the  sum  necessary  for  the  removal  of  the 
lock  and  other  works  connected  with  it, 
the  Conservators  had  applied  to  the  Go- 
yernment  for  a  contribution  towards  de- 
fraying the  expense  of  the  works.  Their 
request  was  that  one-half  the  sum  to  be 
expended  should  be  re-paid  by  Government, 
in  eoosequence  of  the  importance  of  the 
works  for  the  water  supply  of  Windsor 
Castle.  The  expenditure  was  estimated  at 
£11,000,  but  the  Government  only  pro- 
posed to  contribute  a  sum  not  exeeedtng 
£2,500.  In  addition  to  that,  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  called  upon  to  divert  the 
drainage  of  Hampton  Court  Palace  from 


the  River  Thames,  and  he  hoped  the  plan 
under  consideration  would  effect  that  in  a 
satisfactory  manner;  it  would  cost  £4,500. 
Under  the  head  of  Buckingham  Pnlace 
there  was  also  an  item  of  £2,150  for 
cleansing  the  ornamental  water.  This 
explained  how  the  excess  on  the  present 
Yote  had  arisen.  It  would  be  found  that 
all  these  additional  items  together  amounted 
to  £17,152,  while  the  excess  of  the  Vote 
over  that  of  last  year  was  only  £14,293. 
With  respect  to  the  pictures  at  Hampton 
Court  Palace,  there  had  always  been  a 
small  Vote  for  cleansing  and  restoring 
them.  The  collection  was  increasing  from 
year  to  year;  and  was  under  the  manage- 
ment of  a  very  competent  person,  who  be- 
stowed great  care  and  attention  upon  them ; 
and  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
said  these  palaces  were  of  no  advantage 
to  the  public,  he  could  only  say  that  Hamp- 
ton Court  Palace  was  open  to  all  the  world, 
and  the  pictures  were  arranged  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  render  a  visit  to  Hampton 
Court  not  only  extremely  agreeable,  but 
instructive.  As  to  the  gardens,  they  too 
were  open  to  and  much  enjoyed  by  the 
pnblic.  A  great  portion  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  metropolis  habitually  derived  the 
greatest  possible  pleasure  from  visiting  the 
palace. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  remarked  that  there 
was  no  claim  on  the  GoTcrnmont  for  the 
lock  referred  to.  There  was  only  a  claim 
for  the  machinery  which  sent  the  water  up 
to  Windsor  Castle ;  and  it  could  not  cost 
£2,500  to  put  the  machinery  in  order. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  the  Vote  con- 
tained many  objectionable  items,  but  there 
was  one  he  considered  particularly  objection- 
able— namely,  that  of  upwards  of  £7,000 
for  St.  James's  Palace.  He  could  not 
understand  the  use  of  this  palace.  Her 
Majesty  did* not  reside  there  or  hold  Her 
Courts  there.  Recently  Her  Majesty's 
Courts  had  been  held  at  Buckingham 
Palace  ;  and  if  Buckingham  Palace  was 
not  large  enough  for  the  purpose,  he  should 
be  in  favour  of  additional  expenditure  in 
order  to  make  it  sufficiently  large.  He 
could  not  conceive  why  they  should  sanction 
the  extravagance  of  keeping  up  St.  James's 
Palace,  when  at  most  it  could  be  used  only 
two  or  three  days  in  the  year,  and  when 
there  was  another  palace  in  the  neighbour* 
hood.  Everybody  who  had  ever  been  at  a 
Court  at  St.  James's  Palace  agreed  that  it 
was  a  most  uncomfortable  palace  for  the 
purpose.  He  believed  that  the  state  of 
the  finances,  as  it  was  to  be  described  next 
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jursday,  would  be  most  disaatrous  ;  and 
therefore  ga?e  notice  that,  after   the 
ition  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Idlesex  (Mr.    Labouchere),    he   should 
Ive  that  the  vote  for  St.  James's  Palace 
|reduced  by  £5,636. 
[r.  LABGUCHERE  quite  agreed  with 
noble  Lord  that  great  pleasure  was 
[ived  by  the  people  of  the  metropolis 
?isita  made  to  Hampton  Court  Gar- 
is,  and  that  money  could  not  be  better 
tended  than  in  their  maintenance.     But 
|found  that  under  Vote  9,  ample  provi- 
was  made  for.  that  purpose,  and  the 
iteof  £7,000  odd,  which  he  proposed  to 
luce  by  £5,000,  was  spent,  not  in  the 
jintenance  of  those  gardens,  but  upon 
stables,  vinery,  &c.     He  should  like 
;now  who  used  the  stables  of  Hampton 
irt  Palace.     The  Court  ne?er  visited 
Ire.  He  must  therefore  press  his  Amend- 
Int. 
'he  chairman  informed  the   hon. 
Imber  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  that 
he  intended  to   make   his  Motion,    he 
Ist  do  so  before  the  hon.  Member  for 
Idlesez  moved  his  Amendment,  as  the 
to  which  his  Motion  refers  comes  first 
Ithe  Votes. 

R.  FAWCETT  then  moved  that  the 
n  of  £5,636  for  Pnlaces  partly  in  the 
iupation  of  Her  Majesty,  be  omitted 
the  proposed  Vote. 

Ifotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

That  the  Item  of  £5,G36,  for  Pnlaces,  <kc. 
tly  in  tlio  occupation  of  Her  Majesty,  be 
|tted  fiom  the  proposed  ^oiey— {Mr. Fawcett.) 

IIr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  complained 
jtlio  Aiiiiuai  incrcaso  in  tlie  amount  of 
so  Votes.  It  was  said  the  people  went 
Hampton  Court  Gardens  ;  so  they  did, 

tliey  had  to  pay  to  see  the  vinery. 
ley  went  to  Kensington  G^ardens  ;  but 
It  was  no  reason  for  spending  so  much 
iKensington  Palace.  Tlien  there  was  a 
le  of  ;B200  for  incideiital  expenses, 
ich  was   never  there  before  ;  he  should 

to  know  what  that  was  for.  He  would 
•port  tlie  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 

for  Brifjhton. 
\{k.  OTVVAY  wished  to  call  attention 
wo  inconveniences  which  attended  tlie 
|t8  of  the  people  to  Hampton  Court 
•dens.  The  first  was  the  small  number 
seats  in  the  gardens  and  in  Bushey 
|k.     He  must  any  he  knew  no  man  who 

more  disposed  to  ottend  to  the  conve- 
[ice  of  the  public  than  the  noble  Lord, 

he  hoped  he  would  take  this  matter 

Mr,  FaicceU 


into  consideration.  The  next  was  a  matter 
that  especially  degraded  us  in  the  eyes  of 
foreigners  —  he  meant  the  meanness  of 
charging  a  penny  for  permission  to  enter 
the  vinery.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  take  this  matter  into  his  own  hands, 
and  make  such  arrangements  as  would 
remove  this  paltry  toll  so  offensive  to  the 
visitors  of  the  vinery  by  next  Sunday. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  thought  that 
the  number  of  seats  in  Bushey  Park  might 
be  advantageously  increased  ;  but  he  must 
remind  hon.  Members  that  additional  seats 
could  not  be  supplied  without  an  expendi- 
ture of  money.  He  hoped,  if  there  was  a 
slight  increase  in  the  Votes  next  year  to 
supply  this  want,  no  hon.  Gentleman  would 
get  up  and  complain  of  the  extravagance 
of  the  Government  in  reference  to  it.  With 
respect  to  the  observation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers),  he  had 
been  informed  that  it  had  been  found 
utterly  impossible  to  throw  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  repairing  the  lock  upon  the  Con- 
servators, and  therefore,  the  Crown  had 
been  compelled  to  contribute  its  quota 
proportionately  to  the  bene6t  it  derived 
from  the  water  supply  at  Windsor  being 
kept  up.  With  regard  to  the  penny  tofl 
on  entering  the  vinery  at  Hampton  Court, 
he  was  not  ashamed  to  say  that  he  was  not 
aware  of  its  existence  ;  but  now  that  his 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  it  he  would 
make  inquiries  upon  the  subject. 

Mu.  DILLWYN  said,  the  House  never 
com[ilained  of  any  increase  in  the  Votes 
that  were  intended  for  the  comfort  of  Her 
Majesty,  or  the  convenience  of  the  public, 
but  they  did  object  to  expenditure  that  was 
entirely  useless.  There  was  no  justifica- 
tion whatever  for  the  expense  now  incurred 
for  St.  James's  Palace.  There  were  few 
levees  held  there  which  could  not  he  held 
as  well  in  Buckif»gham  Palace,  where  Her 
Majesty  now  held  her  drawing  rooms. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  8; 
Noes  82  :  Majority  74. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  moved  that  from 
the  sum  of  £7,313  for  Palaces  not  in  the 
occupation  of  Her  Majesty,  the  sum  of 
£5,000  be  disallowed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Item  of  £7,313,  for  Hampton  Court 
Palace,  Stables,  and  Outbuildings,  witU  Omnger/ 
and  Vinery,  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £^,000."— 
(Mr,  Labouchere.) 
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Mb.  Serjeant  OASELEE  underBtood 
that,  as  he  wished  to  ino?e  a  still  larger 
reduction,  he  must  do  so  before  the  Amend • 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
was  put.  He  therefore  moved  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  whole  Vote  by  £15,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN  stated  that  he 
Amendment  could  not  be  put,  inasmuch 
as  it  had  been  proposed  to  reduce  certain 
items  in  the  Vote.  After  such  proposals 
had  been  decided,  it  was  not  in  the  power 
of  any  hon.  Member  to  move  a  reduction 
of  the  Vote  itself. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  had  taken 
care  to  propose  his  Amendment  in  time ; 
and  was  disappointed  to  find  that  his  sub- 
mission to  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  had 
rendered  the  proposal  of  his  Amendment 
irregular. 

The  chairman  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  that  his  Amend- 
ment could  not,  in  any  case,  have  been 
put,  inasmuch  as  it  had  been  previously 
proposed  to  reduce  an  item  in  the  Vote, 
and  the  Houso  had  divided  on  that  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  ATRTON  had  always  understood 
that  the  rules  by  which  the  deliberations  of 
the  Committees  were  guided  precluded  any 
Member,  after  any  particular  item  had  been 
decided,  to  move  any  reduction  in  an  ante- 
cedent item.  He  had,  however,  never 
heard  that,  after  the  Committee  had  decided 
on  particular  items»  it  was  incompetent  for 
any  hon.  Member  to  move  a  reduction  in 
the  entire  Vote,  and,  as  he  did  not  see 
how  their  proceedings  could  be  carried  on 
under  the  rule  just  laid  down,  he  should 
take  the  liberty  of  moving  that  the  Com- 
mittee report  Progress. 

The  chairman  said,  that  he  had 
acted  under  no  rule  of  his  own  framing, 
as  the  following  Resolution,  agreed  to  by 
the  House  on  the  9th  of  February,  1858, 
would  show — 

^  That  where  it  hai  been  proposed  to  omit  or 
reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Question  shall  after- 
wards be  put  on  the  Original  Vote,  or  the  re- 
duced Vote,  as  the  case  ma/  be,  without  Amend- 
ment." 

Mr.  BENTINCK  asked,  whether  the 
pictures  at  Hampton  Court  were  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Crown,  or  of  the  nation. 
Were  they  not  maintained  by  sums  voted 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  wished  to 
ask,  whether  in  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
yernment,  it  would  be  possible  to  adapt 
Buckingham  Palace  for  the  holding  of 
drawing-rooma  and  leveeSi  so  that  the  cost 


at  present  incurred  in  the  maintenance  of 
St.  James's  Palace  might  be  saved,  and 
the  site  of  that  building  might  be  turned 
to  some  useful  public  purpose  ?  If  he  were 
not  satisfied  on  this  point,  he  should  bring 
the  matter  before  the  House  on  a  future 
day,  and  move  for  a  Select-Committee. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  was  one  to  which  it  would  be  im< 
sible  to  give  an  off-hand  answer.  It  was 
only  after  the  most  minute  and  careful 
inquiry  that  the  possibility  of  adapting 
Buckingham  Palace  for  the  holding  of 
drawing-rooms  and  levees,  and  the  cost 
of  such  an  undertaking,  could  be  aaeer* 
tained ;  and  he  was  not,  therefore,  then 
prepared  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
information  for  which  he  asked.  In  answer 
to  the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Bentinok),  with  re- 
spect to  the  pictures  at  Hampton  Court, 
he  apprehended  there  ooald  be  no  doubt 
that  the  pictures  were  the  property  of  the 
Crown. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  make  the  necessary  inquiries 
respecting  the  point  upon  which  he  had 
asked  for  information. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  felt  it  his  duty 
again  to  advert  to  the  question  of  Order 
already  raised.  If  the  rule  laid  down  by 
the  Chairman  were  permitted  to  stand,  it 
would  amount  to  a  complete  estopping  of 
their  privileges,  as  it  would  make  it  impos- 
sible to  move  anything  but  the  reduction 
or  omission  of  particular  items.  This  waa  . 
a  question  of  such  importance  that  the 
sooner  it  was  brought  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  the  better,  with  a  view 
to  its  being  cleared  up.  In  former  times, 
there  were  no  explanatory  items;  but  now 
these  were  so  numerous  that  the  effect  of 
the  rule  might  be  to  cause  their  whole  pro« 
ceedings  to  be  stopped  by  the  most  trivial 
Motion.  For  instance,  if  a  Member  chose 
to  move  a  trifling  reduction,  say  of  £5,  on 
an  Estimate  and  divide  the  House  upon  it, 
no  other  Member  would  thereafter  be  per- 
mitted to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote, 
however  weighty  might  be  his  reasons  for 
so  doing.  The  question  was  so  grave  in 
its  nature  that  he  begged  the  Committee 
not  to  proceed  further  until  an  explanatory 
Resolution  had  been  come  to  by  the  House. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWTER  fully  con- 
curred in  the  view  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 
It  waa  most  important  that  the  Committee 
of  Supply  should  have  the  fullest  liberty 
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dealing   with    the    EBtimates.     They 
uld  be  able  to  discuss  the  Votes  in  the 

,  as  well  as  in  their  items,  with  a  view 

he  proper  control  of  the  expenditure. 

HE  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 

ER  said,  the  Resolution  read  by  the 

airman  was  •  founded  on  a  very  distinct 

nciple — namely,  that  the  House  should 

divide  twice  on  the  same  question.  If  the 

h  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 

wer  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  were  complied 

,  a  very  unsatisfactory  state  of  things 

ht  occasionally  arise.  One  Member  might 

ve  a  reduction  of  £5,000  in  an  item 

though    he   might   be   unsuccessful, 

ther  Member  might  immediately  after- 

Irds  move  that  the  whole  Vote  be  reduced 

£5,000,  which  would  be  virtually  seek- 

a  decision  twice  over.     Then,  another 

e  might  arise.      One    Member   mij^ht 

ucoessfuUy  move  a  reduction  of  £5.000 

one  item,  a  second  might  move  a  reduc- 

of  £10,000  on  another  item  and  be 
minority,  and  a  third  might  propose  a 
notion  of  £7,000  and  be  in  a  minority 

yet,  the  three  sections  of  the  Com- 
tee  who  had  supported  these  several 
tions  might  combine,  to  reduce  the 
ole  Vote  by  the  three  sums  taken  to- 
her.  That  state  of  things  would  cause 
at  confusion,  and  prevent  the  Govern- 

from  ascertaining  with  clearness  what 

the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the 
stion  involved.  For  these  reasons,  he 
ugiit  the  Resolution  of  the  House 
uld  be  adhered  to. 

Ir.  AYRTON  repeated  his  belief  that 
rule  would  place  an  unreasonable  re- 
int  upon  the  action  of  Members  in 
mittee  of  Supply.  He  insisted  on  the 
ht  of  every  hon.  Member  to  question 
expediency  of  any  vote  as  a  whole.  In 
ote  of  £175,000,  there  mip^ht  be,  as 
in  (his  case,  an  item  of  £1,219  for 
Ibcrt  Road."  According  to  the  ruling, 
no  hon.  Member  who  objected  to  tlio 

£19  made  a  motion  to  tliat  effect, 
ther  hon.  Member  who  wished  the  total 
ount  reduced  by  £25,000  would  be 
eluded  from  what  was  his  undoubted 
ht.  To  object  to  particular  items  was 
•vise,  and  generally  useless  ;  the  consti- 
ional  policy  was  to  move  a  general  re- 
tion  of  the  amount,  leaving  it  to  tlie 
vernment  to  re-apportion  the  smaller 
1  among  the  different  items.  The  con- 
uction  now  put  upon  the  Resolutions 
St  deprive  the  Committee  of  one  of  its 
St  important  powers,  and  rendered  it 
olutely  necessary  that  a  supplementary 

Sir  Georys  Bowyer 


ht 


Resolution  should  be  passed  upon  the 
subject. 

£iB  GEORGE  BOWTER  said,  he  would 
ask  the  Committee  to  suppose  a  case  where 
one  Member  wished  to  reduce  a  Vote  of 
£200,000  by  one-half,  while  another  Mem- 
ber wished  to  move  the  total  omission  of 
the  Vote.  If  the  Member  in  favour  of  the 
omission  of  the  Vote  moved  first,  the  other 
Member  could  not  be  heard  ;  and  if  on  the 
other  hand  the  Member  in  favour  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  £100,000  moved 
first,  the  other  would,  aooording  to  the 
ruling  of  the  Chairman,  be  precluded  from 
bringing  forward  his  Motion. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  might  an- 
swer the  hypothetical  difficulty  raised  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  by  saying  that  it  would  be 
his  duty  to  decide  such  a  question  when  it 
arose.  Of  course  if  the  whole  Vote  were 
affirmed  it  would  be  too  late  to  move  any 
reduction  ;  hut  the  hon.  Baronet  bad  fallen 
into  an  error  in  supposing  that  any  one 
could  move  the  omission  of  an  entire  Vote. 
There  was  no  such  Motion.  It  would  be 
a  mere  negation  of  the  Motion  thai  the 
sum  of  £200,000  be  granted  to  her 
Majesty. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWTER :  That  is  no 
answer  to  my  objection.  When  once  an 
Amendment  has  been  moTod  to  any  item 
of  a  Vote  the  Vote  must  be  put,  it  is  now 
stated,  without  Amendment.  This  pre* 
dudes  any  Member  who  wishes  to  move 
that  the  whole  Vote  be  omitted  from  do- 
ing so. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  If  a  Motion  bo 
made  for  reducing  a  Vote,  and  that  be 
negatived,  any  other  number  of  Motions 
may  be  made  afterwards.  The  hon.  Baronet 
talks  of  a  Motion  for  the  omission  of  a 
whole  Vote.  I  say  that  no  such  question 
is  put  from  the  Chair.  The  question  is 
put  from  tho  Chair  that  the  whole  Vote 
be  granted,  and  tho  Member  who  desires 
to  see  it  omitted  says  '*  No.'*  But  the  rule 
is  that  when  once  a  Motion  has  been  put 
from  the  Chair  for  omitting  or  reducing 
an  item  forming  part  of  a  Vote,  after  that 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  itself  cannot  be 
moved.  That  is  the  Resolution  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1868,  and  it  is  in  plain  and  ex- 
press terms. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  thought  the  position 
of  the  question  was  this.  A  Vote  might 
be  proposed  in  its  total  amount  which  any 
Member  might  move  to  reduce.  If  that 
Motion  were  negatived  it  would  still  be  open 
to  bini  to  move  the  reduction  of  any  iteno* 
The  ruling  of  the  Chair  seemed  to  him  per- 
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w«B  propoMd.  It  WRi  coDipelent  for  any 
bon.  Gantleman  to  moTS  its  reduction  by 
£30,000,  and  iF  this  were  negatiTed  Mem- 
ben  might  more  A m en i) menu  on  the  ten 
Mpentts  iieoie  of  X7,000  of  which  the  Vote 
«■■  made  up.  But  after  theiB  itemi  had 
ftll  been  diapoied  of  it  wii  not  competent 
to  go  back  upon  the  whole  Vote,  and  nioTe 
a  reduction  upon  it.  The  Amendment 
might  be  taken  in  the  Grat  instanoe  againat 
the  total  amount  of  the  Vote,  or  againat  aoj 
portion  of  it,  and  if  it  were  negatited  it  wet 
■till  open  to  moTe  a  reduction  in  a  particu- 
lar item  t  but  after  the  itema  were  paaied 
■  Member  could  not  moTe  a  reduction  upon 
Ibe  whole  Voie. 

C0I.O5BL  FRENCH  held  that  the  mliog- 
of  the  Ciiairmen  iraa  correct. 

Kb.  HBADLAU  laid,  the  practice  of 
letting  forth  a  great  number  of  itema  ir 
a  Tote  had  grown  up  lince  the  Renolutiona 
were  adopted,  and  therefore  it  might  be 
wiae  for  the  Houae  to  ooniider  whethci 
•ome  alteration  might  not  be  made  in  the 
Beaolotiona.  But  he  did  not  aee  what 
good   could  be  gained  by   prolonginj 

fireoent  diaaauion,  aince  the;  had  no  power 
a  Committee  to  alter  the  Reaolutioni, 

Ub.  8ANDF0RD  oaid,  he  had  nerer 
liatened  to  a  more  monatroua  argument 
than  that  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eiche< 
quer.  Different  aectione  of  the  Hoate 
might  be  defeated  in  turn  upon  apecial 
Uoliono,  and  jet  thcj  might  concur 
lliinking  that  the  Estimatea  aaa  wlioie  had 
not  been  framed  with  a  due  regard  to 
economy.  He  tliought  aome  alteration  of 
the  rule  waa  neceagary. 

Mb.  ATRTON  aaid,  that  when  the  Home 
aeit  went  into  Committee  of  Supply  he 
■henld  more  a  Resolution  to  emend  the 
Reulolion  read  from  the  Chair,  and  to  the 
affect  that  any  hon.  Hember  should  hare 
iha  power  of  rooring  the  reduction  of  the 
whole  Vote,  not  withstanding  that  a  Member 
might  prcTioutly  have  moved  the  reduction 
of  a  particular  item. 

Ua.  SiMBiNT  GASELBE  entered  hia 
■trang  protest  againat  the  language  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer.  Since  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  a  aeat  in  the  Ilauaa 
be  had  nSTar  heard  from  a  Member  of  the 
GoTemment  each  oatonndlng  longuage. 
QiMetioo  pat  and  lugatived. 

Mb,  ATRTON  moved  Ibat  the  Chair- 
taaanport  Piogrtaa. 


Motion  made,  and  Queation,  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again," — (Jfr-  Ayrton,) — pad 
and  ntgatiiitd. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

House  rtiwned. 

Reootutions  to  be  reported  Tomorrow  ; 

Committee  to  eit  again  opon  W«d%ttday. 

BODNDAKT  BILL.— [Bili,  78] 

(Mr.  Steretary  0«Avntt  Bttriy,  Ur.  Chaiuetttr 

of  tht  £t<htq«er.  Sir  Jtmiti  Aiyutmt.) 

SBCOMD  BBADIItC. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Ub.  GATHORNE  HARDT.  in  moT- 
ing  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  aaid,  that  ae  any  diteuiaion  of  the 
measure  would  probably  be  on  details,  such 
diaousaion  could  beat  take  place  in  Conn- 
mittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  leooDd 
time." — {Mr,  Oathonu  Bardy.) 

Mr,  HEADLAH  did  not  wish  to  oppoae 
the  second  reading,  but  thought  it  right  to 
tell  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  that  i 
some  parts  of  the  "  '  '  " 
strong  objection 


Korth  of  England 
were  entertained  to  the 
machinery  of  the  Bill,  especially  so  far  as 
it  related  to  North  and  South  Shields. 

Mft.  Seusaitt  GASBLBE  objected  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  nhieh  was  to  take 
away  rotere  from  the  country  and  place 
them  in  the  towns,  thua  eliminating  the 
town  voters,  who  were  really  the  Liberal 
voters.  Without  going  the  leugth  of 
moving  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  he  thought 
there  should  be  further  discussion  on  this 
stage,  and  therefore  moved  that  the  House 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  propooed, 
■'That  this  Houae  do  now  adjourn."— 
{Mr.  Serjtant  Gautee.) 

Mb.  CANDLISH  did  not  think  any 
ine  could  object  to  the  principle  of  the 
iill,  which  was  simply  that  boundaries 
ihould  be  altered. 

Ma.    SEnjEAHT    GASBLBE    said,  he 
would  withdraw  hia  Amendment. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdravm. 
Main  Qnestion  put,  and  agrud  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commHttd 
for  Thuridag,  30th  April. 

HeoM  B<yoain«d  at  half  after 
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£0U8E    OF    COMMONS, 

TuMday,  ApriliX,  1868. 

|IUTESJ— New   W«iT   luvi^y—FoT   Gnnt- 
,  V.  williaiD  Earla  Walbf,  eiqaLTg,  Cbiltern 

mr\.T^ci»uidtTed   in   Commiltet — RetoliUioi\i 
T^pril  SO]  rrporttd. 

"  iLi — Ordervd— Married  Woman'*  Pro- 
B rough [7   Fan?    FroTiaional    Order 

Reading  —  Marriad   Wodwd'*    Fropart; 

Hiitj  Rtading — Lagitlmao;  DaelaratioD   (Ira- 
VJ)  •  [87]. 
Vmitlte  —  Cnpitat  Fnniahmant  within  Friaoni 
Be]:  Belieious,  *e.  Buildinga  (Sitea)*  [IB] 
"mna' ntid  Labour*™' Dwallinfa  [1]. 
—  Cupitnl    PanUhment    nithin    Priiona 
:  Religtoua,  «c.  Buildlnga  (Sitt*)*  [18]; 
lana'  and  Labourara'  DwcUinga  [1-881. 
■n£   Reading — VtiXj   SoaaioDa   and    Look-uf 
*  [Tfi] ;  Priaona  (Companaation  to  Offl- 
[9I>],  and  patitd. 

IaRRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  BILL. 
LEAVE.      PIBST  READCia. 

.  SHAW-LEFEVRE,   in  ri.iog   to 

>r  leare  to  bring  in  &  Bill  to  amend 

aw  with   respect   to   the   Fropertj  of 

(rried  Women,  said  thftt  had  thora  been 

iiiportarit    OoTemmcnt   Bill    in 

Iper  fur  tliat    OTening   ha   should 

ilateJ,  in  iho  preaent  itate  of  the 

9  of  the  Uoui>e.  to  detain  it  with 

PlcDient  nt  the  preaerit  stage  of  t!i 

should  aalftheleavoof  tlic  I 

^   in;   hilt,   ns  tliorc  was  nothing  of 

Iporlaiicc,  lie  hoped  lie  niiglit  he  pcrniii 

)  tuLo  thia  opportunity  iif  cipininin 

I  object.    In  the  able  apeech  of  last  jet 

which   his  lion.  Friend  ttie  Member  U 

laicr  (Mr.    Stuart   Mill)  advocnte 

lis   of  female  ratopnycrs   to   the 

Iffrage    the    argument    wbicli    bad    most 

light  n-ilh  biniaelf,  and  he  belietL'd  with 

'lers  who  voted  with  him,  was  that 

I    he  pointed  out  the   grierances 

Kuliing    to    I  urge    numbers    of    married 

Truni   the   present  atato  of  the  Inw 

Bating  to  their  property.      Hoatatcil  thai, 

■ ;,  the  wealthy  classes  esenpe  from 

le  operation  of  the  Common  Law  bj 


Pnftrt^Bitt. 


letllen 


nta 


but     tllB 


tliii 


nut  being  open  to  ill 
cotno  under  the  full'  force  of  ita 
;y.  lie  said  that  if  women  hnd  a 
in  the  return  of  Membera  to  tliia 
there  could  not  be  a  doubt  that  one 
first  niensures  that  would  be  forced 
our    attention    would    be    one    for 
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amending  ttiii  lav.  The  Home  rejected 
the  clainii  of  the  hen.  Member,  and  wo- 
men would  be  no  better  repreaeuted  in  the 
new  House  than  in  the  present.  It  would 
not  therefore  be  unreasonable  that  Itiey 
lid  take  an  opportunity  of  oonaidering 
the  grisTancea  complained  of.  The  Bill 
which  ho  proposed  with  this  object  was 
almost  identical  with  one  which  was  brought 
into  this  House  in  1857  by  Sir  Brakine 
Ferry.  That  Bill  had  been  prepared,  after 
a  long  inquiry,  by  a  committee  of  the  Law 
Amendment  Society,  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  was  a  member,  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  an 
actire  supporter.  The  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  late  in  the  Session  by  a  ma- 
jority of  120  to  65;  but,  not  with  standing 
this  favourable  start,  nothing  more  had 
been  done  in  the  matter  sinee  that  time.  It 
happened  that  in  tbe  same  year  the  Divorea 
Act  wat  passed  ;  and  in  the  coarse  of  it  a 
clause  was  inaerted  which,  by  giving  ma- 
giatrates  power  to  make  ordera  protecting 
married  women  from  claims  on  tbeir  pro- 
perty and  earnings  by  husbands  who  bsd 
deserted  them,  remedied  to  a  amall  degree 
the  evil*  then  complained  of.  It  waa 
thought,  he  presumed,  that,  as  something 
bsd  been  done,  it  waa  not  desirable  to 
renew  the  discussion  on  the  broader  qnai- 
lion.  In  the  course,  however,  of  the  laat 
autumn  a  very  numerous  petition  was  pre- 
sented to  Die  Law  Amendment  Society, 
praying  them  again  to  e>ert  themselves  on 
this  qncaliou,  and  in  consequence  another 
coiiiniiltcc  was  ap;iointetl  by  that  learned 
society,  composed  of  able  lawyers  and 
others,  who.  after  an  independent  inquiry, 
came  to  tlie  same  opinion  as  the  previous 
one.  It  was  at  the  invitation  of  that  so- 
ciety that  he  now  propoaed  the  Bill.  Be- 
fore staling  ita  purport  he  muat  ask  the 
indulgence  of  tho  House  while  he  ataled 
briefly  the  effect  of  the  law  which  we*  com- 
plained of.  If  he  wiglied  teraelj  end  ac- 
eurnlely  to  describe  the  present  atate  of 
the  Common  Law,  which  regulatea  the 
status  of  nineteen  out  of  twenty  marriage! 
in  thia  country,  he  could  not  do  belter  ibao 
take  the  words  of  Shakespeare,  in  which. 
when  Portia  gives  her  hand  to  BasaaniOf 
■he  aajs— 


'  Mjseir,  ni 


iMti  o'er  mjjolf ;  and 
lia  bouui.thesa  aervaat 
■e  yours,  my  lord." 


to  you  and  yoora 
<w  I  was  the  lord 
:er  ofmy  iwrvant*, 

I,  and  thU  aaoMiBJaalf 
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Tbat,  whieh  was  then  a  true  description  of 
the  Common  Law,  was  true  to  this  daj.  Mar- 
riage, in  fact,  operated  as  an  absolute  gift 
to  the  hasband  of  all  that  the  wife  had  or 
which  would  come  to  her  during  mnrriage. 
It  was  true  that  in  the  case  of  real  pro- 
perty the  husband  could  not  dispose  of  it 
without  the  wife's  consent ;  but  he  received 
the  rents  during  their  joint  lives,  and  might 
dispose  of  this  interest.  With  respect  to 
her  leasehold  and  personal  property,  it 
was  absolutely  at  her  husband's  disposal, 
and  if  he  was  reckless  or  eztravagant  she 
had  no  means  whatever  of  restraining  his 
expenditure.  If,  in  order  to  provide  against 
penury,  she  earned  any  money  by  her 
labour,  all  she  earned  became  the  property 
of  her  husband,  and  all  her  savings  be- 
longed to  her  husband.  It  would  be  found, 
on  looking  at  the  depositors'  books  of  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  that  a  notice 
was  attached  to  them  stating  that,  although 
money  would  be  received  from  married 
women,  it  would  be  paid  over  to  their 
husbands  on  application.  The  husband  did 
as  he  thought  fit  with  her  property,  as, 
indeed,  with  his  own  ;  he  was  subject  to  no 
control  on  her  part ;  if  he  was  unfortu- 
nate it  went  to  his  creditors ;  if  he  was 
reckless  she  could  not  restrain  him.  In- 
deed, at  Common  Law  the  wife  had  no  sepa- 
rate existence  from  that  of  her  husband. 
She  could  not  contract,  or  sue  or  be  sued. 
She  and  her  husband  were  considered  as 
one  person ;  but  that  person  was  not  a 
combination  of  the  two,  but  was  repre- 
sented by  the  husband  alone.  Blackstone, 
after  stating  the  effect  of  the  Common 
Law,  remarked  that  the  very  disabilities  to 
which  women  were  subjected  showed  how 
great  favourites  they  were  to  the  law. 
Ko  women,  he  thought,  would  agree  to 
that.  Nor,  in  fact,  did  the  Court  of  Equity. 
It  would  be  easy  out  of  the  practice  and 
judgments  of  the  Judges  in  Equity  to  pro- 
nounce the  condemnation  of  the  Common 
Law  which  it  deserved.  At  what  time  the 
Equity  Judges  first  introduced  these  excep- 
tions it  was  now  difficult  to  trace ;  whether 
it  was  due  to  the  old  ecclesiastical  Chancel- 
lors or  to  the  earlier  lay  Chancellors,  like 
Lord  Ellesmere  and  Lord  Nottingham,  who 
first  transplanted  some  of  the  more  equit- 
able doctrines  of  the  Civil  Law,  we  could 
not  now  tell.  All  that  we  could  say  was, 
that  from  a  very  early  date  equity  had  re- 
eognixed  the  separate  existence  of  the  mar- 
ried woman  and  the  possibility  of  her  hav- 
bg  a  separate  estate.  If  Shakespeare  had 
lived  in  the  present  day  he  would  probably 


not  have  described  the  high-spirited,  noble, 
and  wealthy  Portia  as  so  completely  hand- 
ing over  herself  and  her  property  to  her 
husband  ;  she  would  have  made  favourable 
arrangements  for  herself,  and  by  means  of 
marriage   settlements   and    trustees  have 
provided  for  a  separate  estate  during  mar« 
ringe,  free  from  her  husband's  control.     It 
would  not  be  uninteresting  if  he  were  to 
point  out  the  various  stages  by  which  the 
Courts  of  Equity  have  advanced  towards 
carrying  out  a  more  just  policy  to  married 
women.     They  began  by  recognising  the 
fact  that  through  trustees  a  separate  estate 
could  be  secured  to  the  wife  free  from  the 
control  of  the  husband  ;  they  then  went 
a  little  further,  and  conceded  to  her  what 
was  called  an  equity  to  a  settlement — that 
was,  in  the  case  of  any  money  coming  to 
her  after  marriage,  they  recognised  that 
in  certain  cases  the  wife  was  entitled  to  a 
portion  of  this  to  her  separate  use,  so  as  to 
secure  her  against  her  husband's  improvi« 
dence.     At  the  same  time,  they  had  pro- 
ceeded very  timidly  and    cautiously,   not 
likinff  to  give  her  all.     By  way  of  illoetra- 
tion  he  gave  two  eases  ;  in  one,  a  married 
woman,  whose  husband  had  become  insol- 
vent, and  who  was  utterly  unprovided  for, 
became  entitled  as  next  of  kin  to  JS1»000. 
She  applied  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  to 
have  it  settled  to  her  separate  use,  free 
from  her  husband's  creditors.     Lord  St. 
Leonards  would  not  give  her  the  whole  of 
it ;  he  directed  £600  to  be  given  to  the 
wife  and  £400  to  the  creditors,  who,  he 
said,  with  curious  logic,  were  entitled  also 
to  some  compassion  for  their   wives  and 
children.      In  another  case  a  husband  had 
deserted  his  wife,  leaving  her  unprovided 
for  ;  he  was  living  with  another  woman, 
under  circumstances  which  made  it  impos* 
sible  to  suppose  that  he  could  ever  return 
to  his  wife.      The  wife  became  entitled  to 
£6,000,  and  applied  to  have  the  whole 
settled  upon  herself ;  the  Court  would  not 
give  her  the  whole,  but  directed  one-fourth 
of  the  sum  to  be  paid  to  the  scoundrel  who 
was  her  husband.     Lord  Cottenham  in  a 
case  before  him  stated  the    grounds  for 
giving  a  wife  what  is  called  her  equity 
to  a  settlement  in  a  way   which   clearly 
showed  how    inadequate  the    process  of 
equity  is  for  really  dealing  with  the  ease. 
Lord  Cottenham  said — 

"  The  Common  Law  gires  to  the  haibnnd  the  pro- 
perty of  the  wife,  upon  the  ground  that  he  is  liable 
to  maintain  her,  and  makes  no  provision  for  the 
eyent  of  his  failing  or  becoming  unable  to  perform 
that  dnt/.    11  the  property  be  attainable  at  law 
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I  the  haiband  or  bis  auignee  afclaw,  the  feverity 

thii  law  mast  prevail ;  but  if  it  eannot  be 

[ohed  otheririse  than  by  the  Interposition  of  this 

irt,  equity,  though  it  follows  the  law,  and  there- 

gives  to  the  husband  or  his  assignee  the  life 
ito  of  the  wife,  yet  withholds  its  assistance  for 

purpose,  until  it  has  secured  to  the  wife  the 
ms  of  subsistence ;  it  refuses  to  hand  over  to 
assignees  of  the  husband  the  income  of  the 
fporfcy  which  the  law  intended  for  the  maintea- 

of  both." 

le  Courts  of  Equity  had  not  onlj  gi?en 
|the  wife  her  equity  to  a  settlement,  and 
>gnised  the  possibility  of  her  having  a 
larate  estate  ;  but  they  had  given  her  in 
[pect  of  her  separate  estate  all  the  inci- 
its  attaching  to  property,  the  right  to 
I  tract  with  respect  to  it,  and  to  sue  and 
Isued  in  the  Courts  of  Equity.  A  woman 
|equity  could  be  a  separate  trader ;  she 
lid  also  sue  her  husband  in  equity  ;  and 
Court  would  in  some  cases  hold  him  to 
|a  trustee  for  her,  and  compel  him  to  do 
\i  was  right.     Through  these  decisions 
Ihancery  a  system  had  grown  up,  under 
ich,  by  virtue  of  marriage  settlements, 
wealthy  classes,  almost  without  ezcep- 
I,  escaped  from  the  operation  of  the  Com- 
Lew.     No  man  of  position  or  wealth 
lid  dream  of  allowing  his  daughter  to 
rry  under  the  simple'  condition  of  the 
imon  Law,  no  matter  how  favourable 
jearances   might    be.     He  would   very 
Iperly  insist  upon  a  marringe  settlement, 
score  her  against  the  husband's  mis- 
tune    or    neglect.      If    the    lady    were 
iltliy  a  porlion  of  her  fortune  would  be 
:led  on  her  to  her  separate  use.   It  rarely 
opened  in  the  upper  classes,  therefore, 
a  wife  fouud  herself  under  the  pro- 
Ion  of  the  Common  Law  only  ;  but  ex- 
Itional  cases  were  sufficient  to  coudemn 
law,   and   he  presumed   few   persons 
lid  fail  to  recollect  some  case  of  hard- 
to  married  women,  even  among  the 
klthy.     The  very  fact  that  the  wealthy 
rule  set  aside  the  law  was  the  best 
lence  that  they  were  not  satisfied  with 
But  if  this  were  so  with  the  wealthy, 
more   so    was    it    with     the    humbler 
Ises.     It  was  universally  odmitted  that 
[riage  settlements  and  trusteeships  were 
ie  inapplicable  to  the  case  of  very  small 
Junes,   or  to  cases  where  women   were 
ling  small   incomes    by   professions  or 
'ages.     The  result  was  thut  these  peo- 
^ere  left  without  anyprotection  from  tlie 
It  of  the  Common  Law,  and  the  conse- 
hces    were    often    disastrous.     If    the 
[riage  turned  out  well,  if  the  husband 
prudent,  trustworthy,  sober  and  kind, 
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I  no  harm  resulted  ;  but  if  he  proved  reck- 
less,  improvident,   vicious,   self-indulgent, 
drunken,  or  even  only  unfortunate,  every- 
thing the  wife  had  would  be  swallowed  up, 
and  her  position  would  become  one  of  great 
hardship.     Tho  fact  that  the  husband  had 
uncontrolled  property  in  his  wife's  savings 
and  earnings  was  then  the  fruitful  source 
of  wretchedness.     It  often  acted  as  an  in- 
ducement to  the  husband  to  become  idle 
or  drunken  ;  it  prevented  the  wife  having 
that   moral  control  over  him   which   she 
might  otherwise  have ;  it  sometimes  took 
from  the  wife  the  motive  for  exertion,  and 
urged  the  family  downward  in  its  career  of 
misery.     The  Census  showed  that  out  of 
3,200,000  wives  in  this  country  upwards 
of  800,000  were  employed  in  professions 
and  trades  of  various  kinds.     Almost  with- 
out exception  these  persons  were  without 
the  protection  from  the  Common  Law  which 
the  wealthy  had  found  so  necessary ;  their 
earnings  belonged  to  their  husbands  and 
not  to  themselves.      Yet  it  seemed  that 
what  a  woman  earned  by  her  own  exertions 
ought  to  be  far  better  secured  to  her  than 
anything  even  which  comes  to  her  bj  be- 
quest or  descent.     If  we  reflected  for  a 
moment  upon  the  number  of  those  women 
who,  having  made  an  unfortunate  ehoiee» 
found   themselves  bound  for  life  to  bad 
husbands,  some  idea  might  be  gained  of 
the  amount  of  unhappiness  and  wretched- 
ness resulting  from  the  operation  of  the 
Common  Law,  unhnppiness  which  might  be 
greatly  alleviated,  though  not  perhaps  re- 
moved, by  its  change.    There  was,  perhaps, 
no  one  in  the  House  who  had  not  become 
acquainted    with    some    case    of    peculiar 
hardship.     He  could  mention   many,   but 
would  refer  only  to  two.     In  one  case  a 
wife  who  corned  money  by  her  own  work 
had,  unknown  to  her  husband,  put  by  a  little 
store  in  tho  savings  bank  against  a  bad 
day  ;    her  husband,  a  dissipated,  improvi- 
dent man,  suspecting  the  fact,  tested  his 
wife  by  suddenly  saying  to  her,  ••  Do  you 
know  the  savings  bank  has  failed  ?  "     The 
poor  woman  fainted   from  tho  shock,  and 
her  husband  immediately  went  off  and  drew 
out  her  monev.     In  another  case,  which  he 
had  been  told  was  very  common,  a  married 
woman,  who  was   clever   and    industrious 
and  could   easily  earn  money,   had   for  a 
a  husband  an  engineer  on  board  a  man-of- 
war,  whoso  practice  it  was  to  come  back  to 
Ills  wife  after  his  cruize,  and  in  a  few  weeks 
to  clear  his  wife  out  by  living  upon  her 
savings  and  the  proceeds  of  a  sale  of  her 
small  stock  in  trade.     As  he  was  not  cruel 
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to  ber  wiihin  the  meaniDg  of  the  law,  and 
a8  his  abtence  on  a  cruise  could  not  b^ 
deemed  desertion,  she  could  get  no  repara- 
tion ;  she  had  no  resouree  but  to  submit  to 
bis  periodical  Tisitation.     He   would  not 
multiply  cases ;  they  were  matter  of  com* 
mon  knowledge,  and  he  was  certain  there 
was  no  statesman,  philosopher,  or  lawyer 
who,  after  a  candid  consideration,  would  not 
admit  the  Common  Law  of  this  country  was 
vnjust  in  its  operation  upon  large  classes 
of  people.     The  only  question  was  whether 
to  proceed  further  in  the  direction  of  the 
exceptional    provisions  of   equity,   eating 
into  the  principle  of  the  Common  Law, 
but  leaving  that  law  still  in  the  funda- 
mental groundwork  of  the  system,  or  whe- 
ther to  make  a  change  in  the  Common  Law 
itself,  and  to  give  to  the  married  woman 
an  absolute  property  in  ber  own  fortune, 
earnings,  and  savings.     He  believed  the 
latter  was  the  true  course  to  take.     The 
whole  process  of  equity  was  really  inappli- 
cable to  the  great  bulk  of  the  people  ;  the 
law  itself  should  deal  equitably  with  the 
case  of  married  women.     It  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  case  by  expedients,  which 
could  only  be  brought  into  operation  by 
ante-nuptial  arrangements  or  by  special 
applications.     It  was  often  too  late  already 
when  these  applications  were  made;  and 
the  great  bulk  of  people  did  not  under- 
stand or  could  not  get  the  legal  advice  to 
enable  them  to  take  advantage  of  them. 
The  Bill,  therefore,  which  he  ventured  to 
introduce  proposed  to  make  a  change  in 
the  Common  Law  itself,  so  as  to  prevent  in 
the  future  marriage  operating  as  a  transfer 
of  the  wife's  fortune  to  the  husband.     In 
the  ease  of  existing  marriages  it  would 
secure  to   the  wife  any  future  earnings 
which  she  might  make  or  any  property 
which  she  might  hereafter  become  entitled 
to,  and  in  respect  of  suck  separate  property 
the  wife  would  be  able  to  contract  and  to 
sue  and  be  sued  in  the  Law  Courts  as  if 
she  were  a  single  woman.     The  change 
might  seem  a  startling  one,  but  it  would  not 
really  be  very  great.     He  believed  it  would 
make  very  little  diffsrence  with  the  wealthy; 
It  was  not  proposed  to  interfere  with  the 
power  to  make  marriage  settlements,  but 
in  those  exceptional  eases  where  no  settle- 
ment was  made  the  wife  would  have  there 
ber  own  fortune,  just  as  if  it  bad  been 
settled  to  her  separate  use  under  a  marriage 
settlement.  It  was  with  the  humbler  classes 
thot  the  change  would  be  the  greatest,  and 
it  was  ihere  the  change  was  most  needed. 
He  would  not  on  the  present  occasion  deal 


I  with  all  the  objections  which  would  pro- 
bably be  raised.  There  were  two  points, 
however,  on  which  it  was  advisable  to  say 
a  few  words.  It  would  be  urged  that,  as 
the  husband  was  responsible  for  the  main- 
tenance of  his  wife  and  children,  it  was 
only  right  that  he  should  have  his  wife's 
fortune.  He  had  already  shown  that  there 
was  no  legal  means  of  enforcing  this  obli- 
gation of  preventing  him  from  disposing  of 
the  means  of  fulfilling  it,  and  that  equity 
gave  this  reason  for  its  interference ;  but 
even  where  the  husband  did  not  part  with 
his  wife's  money,  but  retained  it  in  his 
hands,  his  legal  obligation  to  maintain  her 
was  of  the  most  shadowy  character.  It 
had  sometimes  been  thought  that  thd  wife» 
when  living  with  her  husband,  bad  a  right 
to  pledge  his  credit  with  tradesmen  for  the 
supply  of  necessaries  according  to  her  sta- 
tion in  life,  but  a  recent  decision  had  shown 
that  even  this  was  not  so.  The  wife  was 
now  held  to  be  only  his  agent  for  ordering 
goods  of  tradesmen  as  long  as  he  pleased ; 
and  if  he  withdrew  his  authority,  eten 
without  public  notice,  if  he  only  forbade 
her  to  order  goods  or  to  pledge  his  credit, 
she  had  no  right  to  do  so.  The  ground  on 
which  this  was  held  was  that  the  husband 
ought  to  be  absolute  master  of  his  own 
style  of  living,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
left  to  a  jury  to  say  how  bis  wife  should 
dress.  The  husband  might  treat  her,  in 
fact,  as  Petruohio  did  Eatherine.  Sir 
William  Erie  said— • 

*'If  the  wife,  taking  up  goods  from  a  trades- 
man, can  make  her  hasband'i  liabilitj  depend  on 
the  estimate  by  a  jury  of  bis  evtate  and  degree, 
the  law  woald  praotioally  compel  him  to  regulate 
hii  expense  by  a  standard  to  be  set  up  by  that 
jury." 

The  reasoning  seemed  sound,  but  the  re- 
sult was  that  the  husband's  legal  liability  to 
maintain  his  wife  was  reduced  to  the  merest 
shadow ;  if  she  lived  apart  from  him,  with- 
out  any  fault  of  her  own,  then  it  seemed 
that  he  was  liable  to  tradesmen  who  sup» 
plied  her  with  necessaries  ;  but  she  had  no 
direct  remedy  against  him,  and  this  cir- 
cuitous process  was  of  very  little  value  to 
the  woman.  He  had  received  information 
from  two  of  the  leading  magistrates  in 
London,  showing  what  hardship  often 
resulted  to  women  who  had  been  deserted 
by  their  husbands  and  who  refused  to  sup- 
port  them.  There  was  no  mesns  of  getting 
at  them,  even  though  they  might  be 
making  good  wagea  in  the  same  parish  in 
which  their  wives  were  receiving  parochial 
relief.     If  the  legal  responsibility  for  the 
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were  small,  it  was  still  less  in  the  ease 
Ithe  children. 

However  plain  the   moral  obligation"  (snid 

Justice  Blaokstone)  "that  everj  man  shall 

[▼ide  for  those  descended  from  his  loins,  it  is 

which  the  Common  Law  aeems  to  have  given 

leans  of  enforcing." 

Statute  Law  had  done  no  more  ex- 
it to   provide   against   the  case  of  the 
|her  allowing  his  children  to  fall  upon 
parish  ;  if  he  did  this,  he  was  liable 
be    punished    criminally.       Short    of 
Is,  he  might   do  as  he   liked   with   his 
fidren  ;  he  was   not  bound    to  educate 
itttf  or  feed,  or  dress  them  after  any  style 
»ropriate  to  his  own  or  his  wife's  fortune, 
here  the  law  had  been  content  with  the 
»ral  obligation,  it  was  obvious  that  the 
ildren  would   be  as  well  off  where  the 
»ther  shared   that  moral  obligation   as 
tore  it  fell  only  on  the  father,  and  there- 
^e,  on  the  one  hand,  no  argument  could 
founded    on   this   in    support   of    the 
»sent  law;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was 
|t  necessary  in  any  change  that  was  made 
provide  speciolly  that  the  wife  should 
liable  to  contribute  ;  it  might  be  pro- 
Irly   left   to   moral   obligations.      Then, 
lain,  it  would  be  said  that  it  would  be 
Lught   with    danger    to   teach    married 
iples  that  there  might  be  a  separation  of 
terests,  and  that  to  introduce  into  any 
|me  the  principle  of  separate  rights*  in- 
reflts,    and    a   separate    legal    existence 
»uld  detract  from  the  sacred iiess  of  mar- 
ige.    That  argument,  if  good  at  all,  was 
jod  against  tlie  whole  doctrine  of  separate 
jtate  as  now  allowed  by  Chancery  under 
irriage  settlements.    It  did  not  seem  that 
the  case  of  the  wealthy  they  attached 
ich  importance    to    this   argument ;  nor 
luld  he  ascertain  that  any  real  harm  rc- 
llted  from  those  cases  within   his  know- 
Ige  where  the  wife  has  a  separate  estate; 
It  we  had  a  far  wider  experience  to  draw 
>on    than    the   comparatively   few    such 
[ses    in    this   country.       In    the    United 
tates  for  the  last  twenty-five  years  the 
^rious  States  had  been  legislating  in  the 
•ection  which  ho  advocated.      They  in- 
jrited  from  us  our  Common  Law,  but  they 
id  not  respected  it  as  we  had.      Some  of 
le  States  at  once  went  the  full  length  of 
|e  present  Bill  ;  others  proceeded  by  slow 
agrees,  but  now,  almost  without  exception, 
irried  women  had  their  separate  property 
Iroughout  the  States.     Vermont  adopted 
lis  in   1847  ;  New  York  made  a  step  to- 
irds  it   in    1840,    and    completed    it    in 
i60  ;  Pennsylvania  in  1848  ;  Massachu- 
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setts  in  1855  ;   and  the  experience  every- 
where of  the  results  had  been  favourable. 
The  change  had  given  great  satisfaction. 
An  eminent  lawyer,  Mr.  Dudley  Field,  who 
was  mainly  concerned  in  drawing   up  the 
Code  of  New  York,  speaking  on  this  point  in 
public,  said  he  did  not  believe  there  was  a 
single  person  in  his  State  who  wished  to 
return  to  the  Common  Law;  every  change 
had  been  in  the  direction  of  carrying  out 
the  new  principle  still  further.     It  had  not 
been  found  that  any  evil  had  resulted ;  the 
sanctity  of  marriage  had  not  been  impaired; 
the  homes  of  New  England  were  as  happy 
as  they  were  before,  while  cases  of  great 
hardship  had    been    redressedt    and    the 
status  of  women,  particularly  in  the  lower 
classes,  had  been  greatly  improved.    If  he 
wanted  further  authority,  he  could  quote 
from  the  recent  Beporta  of  the  Indian  Law 
Commission,  composed  of  the  moat  able 
lawyers  in  the  country.  Lord  Romillj,  Sir 
William  Erie,  Mr.  Justice  Willes,  Sir  Ed- 
ward  Ryan,  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  and  others. 
They  were  instructed  to  frame  a  code  t>f 
Civil  Law  framed  on  English  prineiples,  bat 
with  such  alterations  as  thej  thought  fit— 
a  code  which  would  form  the  general  law  of 
all  classes  in  India,  subject  to  the  special 
customs  of  certain  sects.      [Mr.  Lows : 
Not  of  the  Hindoos  and  Mahommedans;  to 
the  Europeans  and  Eurasians  it  will  apply.] 
These  Commissioners,    after   careful   dis- 
cussion, rejected  the  Common  Law  of  Eng- 
land,  and   had  given    to  married    women 
their  separate  property  and  a  right  to  con- 
tract. These  recommendations  had  already 
passed  into  law.     Could  any  one  doubt  if 
it  were  referred  to  the  same  Commissioners 
what  ought  to  be  the  Law  of  England  that 
they  would  report  to  the  samo  effect  ?     In 
conclusion,  he  would  only  add  that  just  as 
there  was  no  civilized  country  in  the  world 
where  the  law  was  so  unfavourable  to  mar- 
ried women  in  respect  of  their  property  as 
in  England,  so  he  believed  that  there  was 
no  country  where  so  much  good  was  to  be 
achieved  in  raising  the  status  of  women  of 
the  lower  classes  by  giving  to  them  their 
earnings  and  their  savings.     He  did  not 
take  any  sentimental  view  of  this  question; 
he  refrained  from   expressing  his  opinion 
whether   women    were    or   were    not   the 
equals  of  men.     He  put  the  question  upon 
expediency  and  experience.    Let  them  have 
as  far  as  possible  fair  play,  remove  unequal 
legislation,  and  women  would  then  speedily 
find  their  true  level,  whatever  that  might  be, 
for  which  by  nature  they  were  intended. 
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Bill  to  ameDd  the  Law  with  reepeot  to  the  Pro- 

perij  of  Married  Women,  ordered  to  be  brought 

fn  by  Mr.  Shaw-Lifitbb,  Mr.  Rdsbbll  Gubkst, 

and  Mr.  Stuart  Mill. 

Bill  pretenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  89.] 

PROCEEDINGS  IN  COMMITTEE  OF 
SUPPLY.— RESOLUTION. 

BeBolution  [9th  Febroary  1858]  relfttWe 
to  Proceedings  in  Committee  ot  Supply 
ready  as  followeth  : — 

"  That  when  it  has  been  proposed  to  omit  or 
reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Question  shall  be 
afterwards  put  upon  the  original  Vote  or  upon  the 
reduced  Vote,  as  the  case  maj  be,  without  amend- 
ment." 

Mr.  AYRTON  rose  to  move  the  follow- 
ing Resolution  :^ 

"  That  the  Resolution  of  the  House  on  the 
9ih  day  of  February,  1858,  That  when  it  has 
been  proposed  to  omit  or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote 
the  Question  shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the 
original  Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the 
case  may  be,  without  amendment," 

be  rescinded ;  and  that,  instead  thereof,  it 
be  resoWed— 

*'  That  when  it  has  been  proposed  to  omit  or 
reduce  items  in  a  Vote  the  Question  shall  be 
afterwards  put  upon  the  original  Vote  or  upon 
the  reduced  Vote,  as  the  case  may  be,  unless  an 
Amendment  be  moyed  for  a  reduction  of  the  whole 
Vote." 

He  had  been  induced  to  bring  forward  this 
Resolution  in  consequence  of  what  occurred 
last  night  in  Committee  of  Supply  with  re- 
gard to  the  Vote  for  Palaces,  &e.  In 
former  times  it  was  the  practice  of  the 
Crown  to  make  a  general  demand  upon 
the  House  for  certain  sums  which  were 
considered  necessary  for  the  public  service ; 
and  it  was  the  practice  of  the  Committee 
to  express  its  opinion  by  granting  the 
whole  of  the  sums  so  demanded,  or  hy 
diminishing  it,  leaving  to  the  Crown  the 
responsibility  of  applying  the  money  to  the 
necessities  of  the  country.  It  was  found 
that  the  Crown,  instead  of  appropriating 
the  public  money  in  the  manner  suggested 
when  the  Supplies  were  asked,  sometimes, 
by  the  ill  advice  of  the  Ministers  of  the 
day,  appropriated  the  money  for  other  and 
different  purposes,  and  it  was  found  neces- 
sary to  provide  means  for  more  specifically 
applying  them,  and  then  the  practice  grew 
up  of  having  the  Votes  divided  under  sepa- 
rate heads.  But  such  was  the  disinclina- 
tion of  the  House  to  any  very  minute  in- 
vestigation of  the  details  of  Supply,  that 
the  Government  was  permitted  to  apply 
any  savings  which  might  be  made  under 
one  particular  Vote  to  the  purposes  of  any 
other  Vote.    That  went  on  for  aome  years, 
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and  it  was  competent  for  any  Member  to 
move  to  reduce  the  amounts.  A  few  of 
the  items  of  the  great  services  of  the  coun- 
try came  before  the  Committee,  and  the 
miscellaneous  Estimates  in  larger  amounts. 
When  the  spirit  of  reform  and  retrench- 
ment began  to  prevail,  a  new  system  was 
introduced — that  of  having  each  Vote  di- 
vided into  a  number  of  items.  In  fact, 
each  Vote  came  to  be  accompanied  with  a 
Schedule  of  explanatory  statements.  In 
1857,  when  that  practice  had  grown  to  a 
considerable  extent,  difficulties  arose  in 
Committee  of  Supply  with  respect  to  the 
expenditure  for  palaces  and  public  build- 
ings in  the  occupation  of  the  Crown  ;  and 
the  confusion  became  so  great  that  he  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  ventured  to  suggest  that,  when  a 
question  was  raised  as  to  a  particular  item, 
the  discussion  should  for  the  time  be  taken 
on  that  item,  and  questions  with  respect  to 
it  should,  at  the  close  of  such  discussion, 
be  put  from  the  Chair.  The  subject  was 
afterwards  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  and  a  Resolution  was  moved 
by  Sir  Denham  Norreys,  that  if  any  ques- 
tion was  raised  in  Committee  of  Supply 
respecting  a  particuliTf  explanatory  itefn, 
that  the  Vote  of  that  item  should  be  de- 
bated, and  the  sense  of  the  Committee 
taken  upon  it ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Prime  Minister  and  other 
experienced  Members  of  the  House  pointed 
out  the  great  dangers  that  might  arise 
from  altering  a  proceeding  that  had  pre- 
vailed for  upwards  of  200  years,  and  a 
Select  Committee  was  appointed  in  conse- 
quence to  consider  what  was  the  best  mode 
of  taking  Votes  in  Committee  of  Supply. 
That  Committee  agreed  to  certain  Resolu- 
tions, one  of  which  stated  that,  when  the 
question  had  been  taken  on  a  particular 
item,  no  question  should  subsequently  be 
put  on  a  preceding  item ;  but,  when  any 
reduction  occurred,  the  next  question  to  be 
put  was  that  on  the  Motion  that  the  Vote 
should  pass.  The  Committee  reported  at 
the  end  of  the  Session  of  1857,  and  in 
1858  a  proposal  was  made  by  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  give  effect 
to  the  Report.  With  this  object  certain 
Resolutions  were  moved  at  two  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  without  any  serious  conside- 
ration or  discussion.  Now,  the  point  to 
which  he  had  to  call  the  particular  atten- 
tion of  the  House  was  that  the  most  im- 
portant of  those  Resolutions,  instead  of 
being  identical  with  the  Resolution  to  which 
he  had  just  referred  as  having  been  adopted 
by  the  Select  Committee,  was  not  in  ac** 
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■,o  with  tliAt  R«Mlutioii.  Tbia  Re- 
I  WBB  puted  by  the  House — 
t  nlian  it  hai  baen  propoud  to  omit  or 
tema  in  >  Vota  ths  Qoaation  itull  after- 
I  be  put  on  the  original  Tole  or  on  the 
'"  [e,  ai  tbecaM  in>;b«,  vithout  unenil- 

lliiouglit  the  real  eignifieation  of  that 

nolulion  liad  not  been  brought  nnder  the 

e  of  tlto  House.     It  atnounteO  lo  thie 

if  auy  Homber   in    Committee  of 

Iply  eubtnitted  for  the  coutideration  of 

^ommitlea  the  omUBioo  or  reduction 

J  item,  howoTor  Binall.  from  (he  ex- 

Intory  statement  of  a  Vote,  after  thai 

teition  had  been  put  from  the  Ctiair, 

)u!d  uot  be  oompetent  to  any  Ueraber 

ro  tho  redaction  of  tbe  whole  Vote. 

prnctioal  result  vas  ihat  if,  on  any 

:  Voti?,  a  Uember  proposed    that  an 

1  it,  howeter  trifkl,  should  be  con- 

I,  every  hon.  Member  would  be  pre- 

■cd  from  aauTaising  the  eipediency  of 

Inholo  Vote  and  its  general  effects.    In 

f  Navy  Gstimatea    the   first    item  was 

inent  of  Officers  andMen."  Supposing 

n.  Member  quesiioned  the  policy  of 

lining  the  Navy  on  its  present  footing 

Q  of  peace,  the  proper  mode  of  pro- 

g  was  to  moTe  the  reduction  of  the 

!r  of  ofGeera  and  men.     His  objeo- 

I  was  to  the  general  policy  of  the  Go- 

Inient.     Ue  objected  lo  the  policy  of 

irig  eo  large  a  force;  anil  his  mode 

ig  an  e;(pre8flio.i  of  the  opinion  of 

90   was,    to  move   llint   the   Nnvy 

I  he  reduced    one-fourth  or  onc- 

I  of  ita  present  number  ;  hut  to  coat  on 

rnnieot  the  duty  and   Iho  rcspon- 

■  ty  of  determining,  if  the  House  decided 

r  of  the  reduction,  ho»  the  rcduc- 

ihould  be  carried  into  effect.     H  is  was 

slion,   not   of  deiail,    hut   of  policy. 

,em  for  wages  was  X3.036,000.    He 

right  to  propose  to  reduce  the  num- 

Iby  4,000  or  5,000  men.     Hut,  accord- 

>  the  decision  of  tlie  Chairman  last 

ing  upun  the  Itcsolution    incoiisider- 

adopted  by  tbe  Hoiiae,    if  nn    hoii. 

eiiian   got   up   and   said   lie   observed 

•e  employed   195  flag  ofncerE-,  which 

I  they  cost  £49,000,  and  he  desired  (o 
Lhe  ecrise  of  tlie  House  whether  there 
to  be  so  many  flag  ofBeers,  and  lie 
sod  tliat  the  sum  of  £49,000  for  195 
■9  should  be  reduced  by  £10,000; 
^as  a  proper  Resolution  ;  but  tlien 
iacussion  must  bo  confined  to  tlint 
Tliia  was  a  (cry  reasonnhle  nnd  a 
I  Mr.  Ayrlun 


Tery  proper  proMsding,  But,  if  (lie  Chair- 
man put  this  Motion  to  the  Committee,  the 
Committee  were  thereby  debarred  from 
afterirards  voting  on  the  question  of  policy. 
Could  it  have  entered  into  the  contempla- 
tion of  the  House,  when  it  passed  that  Re- 
Botution  at  two  o'clock  in  the  morning,  that 
it  had  adopted  a  proper  mode  for  conduct- 
ing the  Businese  of  the  House  ?  It  had 
been  saggeitfld  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that,  if  Members  were  at  liberty 
to  mo*o  the  reduction  of  a  whole  Vole 
after  a  particular  item  had  been  canraesed, 
the  same  mattei  might  poisiblv  be  6iB- 
cuased  twice  over.  In  point  of  fact,  how- 
ever, the  particular  and  general  qaestiona 
were  separate  and  distinct  from  each  other, 
although  they  perhaps  might,  to  a  certain 
extent,  go  over  the  aatne  gronnd;  whereas, 
in  order  to  uphold  the  Resolution,  it  must 
be  shown  that  the  two  qnestjons  would  na- 
ceasarily  and  invariably  go  over  the  same 
ground.  Again,  the  reason  aeiigned  bj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  bold 
good;  because,  since  these  Resolntioni  were 
paBted,  it  had  aotually  been  rnled  b;  the 
Chairman,  in  Committee  of  Soppljr,  that 
if  an  hon.  Member  moved  the  general  ro- 
duction  of  a  Vote,  and  if  that  Motion,  were 
carried  against  him,  another  Member  might 
start  np  and  propose  a  reduction  of  th* 
items  in  detail.  It  so  happened  that  lh« 
Resolutions  did  not  prevent  this  from  being 
done.  But  liis  difRculty  was  this  :  the 
Resolution  expressly  proclaimed  that,  if  a 
Member  discussed  a  particular  item,  it  was 
the  duly  of  lhe  Chiiirnian  to  put  the  Vote 
from  the  Chair  ;  and  then  it  could  not  be 
brought  fornard  again.  So  tiiat  a  Meni- 
her  had  the  power  of  preventing  a  general 
discussion  of  a  question  of  policy.  He  (Mr. 
Ayrlon)  would  amend  the  Resolution  in 
this  way  ;  that,  after  a  particular  item  had 
been  the  subject  of  discussion,  any  Mem- 
ber should  he  at  liberty  to  exercise  his 
conatitutionnl  right  of  moving  a  general 
reduction  of  tlio  whole  Vote.  Was  it  de- 
sirable to  have  sueh  a  proceeding  ?  He 
had  heard  the  opinion  of  many  Members 
of  that  House,  and  ho  believed  that  hon. 
Membera  would  agree  with  him  that  no- 
thing was  more  expedient,  nothing  mora 
deairable,  if  they  wished  to  enforce  re- 
trenchment and  economy.  He  thought  it 
most  desirnhle  to  uphold  Ihat  principle, 
and  not  endeavour  to  tako  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  tbe  detail* 
of  admiuisiroiion,  but  confine  themselves 
[pressing  an  opinion  that  tbe  expendi- 
tuj'O  was  too  large,  and  leave  the  Qovem- 
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ment  to  go  into  the  details  and  ascertaio 
in  what  way  the  retrenchment  could  be 
best  carried  into  effect.  He  thought  that 
both  modes  ought  to  be  preserved.  They 
ought  not  to  allow  any  individual  Member 
to  deprive  another  Member  of  the  opportu- 
nity of  bringing  any  business  of  this  kind 
before  the  House.  The  question  was  one 
of  such  grave  importance  that  he  had  felt 
it  his  duty  to  bring  it  formally  under  the 
notice  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Resolution  be  rescinded/' 
— {Mr.  AyrUm.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  this  was  a  matter  of 
considerable  importance,  and  he  was  not 
at  all  surprised  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  took  objection  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  last  evening  had  brought  it 
before  the  House ;  but  he  thought  it  was 
not  desirable  to  decide  at  once  a  point  only 
just  raised  upon  a  Notice  given  at  an  early 
hour  that  morning,  and  of  which  many 
Members  were  not  aware  until  breakfast 
time.  It  was  desirable  that  hon.  Members 
should  have  the  fullest  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  Estimates  in  detail,  and  mov- 
ing Amendments;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  practically  the  Committee  were  de- 
prived of  that  privilege.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
thought  that  every  Member  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  moving,  not  only  the 
rejection  of  an  item  in  the  Vote,  but  the 
general  reduction  of  the  Vote  itself.  He 
concurred  in  this;  but  ho  reminded  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  it  was  still 
open  to  a  Member  to  move  the  general  re- 
duction of  the  Vote,  notwithstanding  that 
another  Member  had  previously  moved  the 
rejection  of  a  particular  item.  That  being 
so.  a  Member  must  make  up  his  mind  in 
time  whether  he  would  move  the  reduction 
of  an  item  or  the  rejection  of  a  Vote,  and 
would  wait  until  he  saw  whether  an  objec- 
tion to  a  particular  item  would  succeed. 
If  no  such  rule  were  adopted,  they  might 
have  two  decisions  on  a  Vote,  placing  the 
Government  in  a  position  of  considerable 
diflBculty;  because  it  might  happen  that 
the  Committee  would  not  entertain  Amend- 
ments for  the  rejection  of  a  particular  item, 
and  adopt  that  for  a  general  reduction  of 
the  Vote,  the  consequence  of  which  would 
be  that  the  House  having  affirmed  the  item 
to  which  objection  had  been  taken,  the 
other  items  which  had  not  been  objected 
to  would  suffer  in  consequence  of  the  gene- 


ral reduction  of  the  Vote.  For  instance, 
if  in  Committee  on  the  Navy  Estimates  it 
was  affirmed  that  195  flag  officers  were 
necessary,  and  the  whole  Vote  was  after- 
wards reduced,  the  Government  would  have 
considerable  difficulty  in  saying  how  the 
reduction  should  be  apportioned.  He  quite 
agreed  that  in  all  cases  the  better  and  more 
constitutional  way  was  to  move  the  general 
reduction  of  a  Vote;  but  if  the  Committee 
took  on  itself  to  discriminate  and  to  affirm 
an  item  which  had  been  objected  to,  it  was 
rather  hard  on  the  Government  that  they 
were  to  be  called  on  to  reduce  others  in  the 
Vote.  He  admitted  that  there  was  consi- 
derable force  in  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  existing 
rule  rescinded. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  as 
it  appeared  likely  that  this  matter  would 
go  back  for  re-consideration,  he  might  be 
permitted  to  suggest  a  further  point.  The 
Motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  on 
a  very  importantand  very  valuable  subject^ 
and  formed  part  of  the  largest  questions. 
The  rules  which,  in  the  course  of  centuries, 
had  been  elaborated  in  this  House  for  the 
conduct  of  the  Business  had  been  most  de- 
servedly admired.  But  difficulties  might 
arise  when  the  House  could  only  have  one 
Amendment  on  the  same  point;  beoausO} 
as  soon  as  one  Amendment  had  been  re- 
jected, it  had  resolved  that  the  original 
Motion  should  be  put  unamended.  It  might 
be  well  for  the  House  to  examine  this 
point.  According  to  the  rule  of  the  French 
Chamber,  whatever  number  of  Amendments 
there  might  be  moved,  the  question  of  pre- 
cedency was  decided  in  this  way: — The 
Amendment  which  was  farthest  from  the 
original  Motion  was  put  first,  and  if  this 
were  lost,  the  others  were  put  in  succes- 
sion. Might  it  not  be  as  well  to  adopt  the 
plan  here  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  concluded  his  speech  without  making 
any  recommendation  to  the  House.  In 
fact,  the  matter  ought  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  he  wished  to  know 
if  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  any  objection 
to  the  adoption  of  that  course ;  or  did  he 
merely  propose  the  adjournment  of  the 
subject  to  a  future  day  ?  He  understood 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  say  that  if  a  par- 
ticular item  was  objected  to  and  discussed, 
the  decision  on  that  item  must  be  conclu- 
sive as  to  the  judgment  of  the  Committee 
on  the  whole  Vote. 
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[E  CHA.NCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
iR  :  TIio  rule  laid  down  by  the  Chair- 
last  night  was,  that  after  the  decision 
le  Committee  had  been  taken  on   a 
icular  item    in  the  Vote,  it  was  not 
detent  to  an  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
ition  of  the  whole  Vote. 
[k.  CHILDERS  was  quite   aware  of 
Tact,  but  he  also  understood  the  right 
Gentleman  to  contend  that  that  rule 
[quite  right  ;  because  if  it*  was  after- 
Is  competent  to  the  Committee  to  re- 
the  wholoVote,  the  Government  would 
a  difficulty  with  respect  to  its  distri- 
m  among  items  unobjected  to ;  but  he 
Ight  this  hardly  a  conclusive  objection, 
jften   happened   that  while  some  hon. 
iber  who  objected  to  the  whole  Vote  on 
jral  grounds  of  economy,  not  possess- 
|the  necessary  information,  which  was 
issession  of  the  Government,  to  enable 
to  point  out  objections  to  particular 
\f  adopted    the  plan  of   moving   the 
[ral  reduction  of  the  Vote,  there  were 
*8  who,  from  having  filled  official  posi- 
],  or  having  devoted  themselves  very 
jlously  to  the  study  of  successive  Esti- 
(6,  were  enabled  to  point  out  the  ob- 
mable  increase  of  particular  items,  and 
therefore  moved  their  rejection  or  re- 
ion.     He  certainly  did  not  think  that 
who  wished  to  move  a  general  reduc- 
ought  to  be  precluded  from  doing  so 
le  rejection  of  an  Amendment  reducing 
[em  ;  and  he  suRpected  his  right  lion, 
id  was  in  error  in  supposing  that  after 
ion.   Member  had  moved   the  general 
:tion  of  a  Vote,  a  particular  item  could 
liscussed.     The  form  of   the  Amend- 
to  the  whole  Vote  precluded  such  a 
je.    But  he  would  take  higher  ground. 
18  for  the  interest  of  the  Government, 
|every  Member  of  the  House,  to  what- 
party  they  might  belong,  to  give  the 
It  and  freest  discussion  to  any  criticism 
le  Estimates.     The  present  process  did 
ude  the    House  from  criticising    the 
|s  in  the  way  which  they  wished.     The 
(ut  course  might  be  convenient  to  the 
irnment  at  the  time  ;   but  be  ventured 
ty  that  it  would  be  more  to  their  in- 
t,  and  that  of  the  public  service  if  a 
and  better  criticism  of  the  Estimates 
bo  obtained.      If  tbe  adoption  of  the 
!nt  rule  precluded  hon.  Members  from 
|ng  with  the  Votes  in  the  way  winch 
desired,  there  would  be  always  com- 
|ts   till  it  was  altered.     The  new  ar- 
mient  might  involve  more  time  than 
it  present  occupied  ;  but  he  was  sure 

Mr,  Chihlcn 


the  extra  discusaion  would  be  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  public  service. 

Mb.  GOLDNET  said,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand how  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman 
last  night  interfered  in  any  way  with  the 
privileges  or  powers  of  hon.  Members  in 
criticizing  the  Votes.  He  believed  he  was 
right  in  saying  that  the  effect  of  the  pre- 
sent rules  was  this,  that  when  the  Vote 
was  read  from  the  Chair,  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  move  that  it  be  reduced.  If 
that  opportunity  were  not  taken  advantage 
of,  and  the  items  of  which  the  Vote  con- 
sisted had  been  gone  through  and  discussed 
and  passed,  it  was  not  then  in  the  power 
of  any  Member  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  any  particular  sum,  though  he 
could  still  divide  the  House  on  the  question 
that  the  whole  Vote  be  rejected.  This 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  common-sense  and 
practical  method  of  conducting  Supply.  It 
could  give  rise  to  no  actual  inconvenience 
if  hon.  Members  clearly  understood  the 
effect  of  the  rule,  and  he  saw  no  ground 
for  assenting  to  refer  the  point  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  could  see 
no  good  cause  of  complaint  ftgainst  the 
course  pursued.  He  did  not  see  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Ajrton) 
had  made  out  the  slightest  case;  but  if  the 
House  thought  differently,  he  suggested 
that  the  question  should  be  referred  to 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  of  1858,  and  very 
much  approved  of  the  Resolutions  then 
arrived  at.  With  regard  to  the  point  now 
under  discussion,  his  impression  was  not 
in  favour  of  the  course  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Ayrton); 
but  he  admitted  the  gravity  of  the  point, 
and  should  like  a  longer  time  for  its  con- 
sideration. After  what  occurred  last  night, 
he  had  no  idea  that  they  would  be  called 
on  to  decide  the  point  to-day.  It  did  not 
appear  to  him  to  be  a  point  which  should 
be  submitted  to  a  Select  Committee.  It 
was  a  question  which  would  bo  best  dis- 
cussed in  open  Chamber,  and  he  thought 
they  would  be  most  likely  to  arrive  at  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  in  that  way.  He 
would  therefore  suggest  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  so  that  they  might  come  to 
some  decision  after  due  consideration.  He 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  was  not 
pledged  to  anything,  and  should  be  ready 
to  listen  to  any  suggestion  that  should  be 
made.  If,  however,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  did  not 
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object,  he  should  now  moTO  the  adjourn- 
meot  of  the  debate  till  this  day  week. 

Motion  agi'eed  to. 

Debate  (idjoumed  till  Tuesday  next. 

CAPITAL    PUNISHMENT    WITHIN    PRI- 
SONS BILL— [Bill  86.] 
(Mr,  Stcrekuy  Oathame  Ewrdy,  Mr,  IValpoU, 
Mr,  Attorney  C^eneral,) 

COXMITTBB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mjel  GILPIN  said,  he  rose  to  moye  the 
Amendment  of  whioh  he  had  g:iyen 
notice — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoaae,  it  ia  expe- 
dient, inatead  of  oarrjing  out  the  punishment  of 
death  within  prisons,  that  Capital  Punishment 
should  be  aholished." 

He  felt  some  difficulty  and  hesitation 
in  asking  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
In  the  first  instance,  he  would  express 
his  extreme  regret  at  the  absence  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr. 
Ewart),  whose  name  had  been  so  closely 
connected  with  the  amelioration  of  the 
criminal  law,  and  who  had  done  so  much 
to  abolish  capital  punishment.  His  reason 
for  bringing  forward  this  Motion  now  was, 
that  he  had  a  strong  conviction  that  capital 
punishment  was  inexpedient  and  unneces- 
sary; that  it  did  not  ensure  the  purposes  for 
which  it  was  enacted ;  that  it  was  unjust 
in  principle;  that  it  involved  not  unfre- 
quently  the  sacrifice  of  innocent  human 
life;  and  further,  that  it  afforded  an  es- 
cape for  many  guilty  of  atrocious  crimes. 
Holding  these  opinions,  he  could  not  per- 
mit to  pass  an  Act  which  proposed  to 
re-enact  the  punishment  of  death  with- 
out entering  his  solemn  protest  against 
it,  and  submitting  the  reasons  why  he 
thought  it  inexpedient  that  capital  punish- 
ment should  be  inflicted.  The  late  division 
on  this  question  was  no  test  whatever  of 
the  feeling  of  the  House  on  the  question  of 
capital  punishment.  He  was  now  asked, 
**  Will  you  bring  forward  a  Motion  for  the 
abolition  of  capital  punishment  in  the  face 
of  the  frequent  murders,  of  the  increase  of 
the  crime  of  murder — at  a  time  when  no 
doubt  there  are  influences  at  work" — to 
which  he  would  not  particularly  allude 
— "  which  aggravate  the  crime  to  an  ex- 
tent almost  unprecedented  ? "    He  unhesi- 


tatingly replied,  "Yes;  I  will  bring  it  for- 
ward now,  because,  if  my  principle  is  good 
for  anything,  it  is  good  at  all  times  and 
under  all  circumstances.''  He  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  atrocious  murders 
which  were  now  being  committed,  and 
which  they  all  so  much  deplored,  were 
murders  whioh  were  committed  under  the 
present  lair,  and  he  believed  would  not  be 
committed  under  the  altered  state  of  the 
law  which  he  desired  to  introduce.  The 
question  he  had  to  deal  with  was  —  by 
what  means  could  they  best  stop  the  crime 
of  murder?  He  disavowed  emphatically 
any  sympathy  with  crime — he  disavowed 
any  maudlin  sentimentality  with  respect 
to  this  question.  He  was  sure  his  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Gathome  Hardy) 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  question 
between  them  was,  how  best  to  prevent 
the  crime  of  murder.  He  said,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  almost  in 
every  instance  in  which  capital  punish- 
ment had  ceased  to  be  inflicted  for  cer- 
tain crimes  those  crimes  had  lessened  in 
frequency  and  enormity  since  its  aboli- 
tion ;  yet,  as  regarded  murder,  where  the 
punishment  of  death  was  still  retained,  the 
crime  had  increased  not  only  in  number 
but  enormity.  In  proof  of  that  allega- 
tion he  might  quote  statistics ;  but  the 
fact  was  well  known,  and  he  would  not 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  doing  so. 
It  was  also  not  to  be  denied  that  this  was 
a  question  upon  which  there  had  been  a 
very  considerable  change  in  public  opinion 
within  a  comparatively  short  period  of 
time.  Some  of  those  who  had  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  law  in  their  hands,  and 
some  of  those  who  had  occupied  the  posi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy),^.had  come  to  the 
conclusion,  at  which  he  arrived  many  years 
ago,  that  capital  punishment  was  unde- 
sirable— that  it  was  unnecessary — and  that 
the  time  had  arrived  when  some  other 
system  ought  to  be  adopted.  Surely  they 
were  not  succeeding  in  putting  down  mur- 
der. They  had  for  centuries  tried  the  lex 
talionis — the  life  for  life  principle — and 
they  had  miserably  failed,  and  murder  still 
stalked  abroad.  Earl  Russell,  in  the  intro- 
duction to  the  new  edition  of  his  work  ou 
the  English  Constitution^  thus  expressed 
himself  as  being  favourable  to  the  abolitioa 
of  capital  punishment— 

"  For  roj  own  part,  I  do  not  doubt  for  a  moment 
either  the  right  of  a  communitj  to  infliot  the 
punishment  of  death,  or  the  expediency  of  ezer- 
oiaing  that  right  in  certain  atates  of  societj.  But 
when  I  turn  from  that  abstract  right  and  that 


185        CapOal  PunUhmmt        (COmCONS)         toUhin  Pruonf  Sitt.         1086 


>8tnot  expedienoj  to  our  own  state  of  society — 
len  I  consider  how  difficult  it  is  for  any  Judge 
separate  the  case  which  requires  inflexible  jus- 
te from  that  which  admits  the  force  of  mitigating 
jumstances — how  invidious  the  task  of  the  Se- 
ttarj  of  State  in  dispensing  the  mercy  of  the 
>wn — how  critical  the  comments  made  by  the 
iblic — how  soon  the  object  of  general  horror 
[comes  the  theme  of  sympathy  and  pity — how 
jirrow  and  how  limited  the  examples  given  by 
lis  condign  and  awful  punishment — how  brutal 
|e  scene  of  execution — I  come  to  the  conclusion 
it  nothing  would  be  lost  to  justice,  nothing  lost 
the  preservation  of  innocent  life,  if  the  punish- 
mt  of  death  were  altogether  abolished.    In  that 
a  sentence  of  a  long  term  of  separate  con- 
jement,  followed  by  another  term  of  hard  labour 
Id  hard  fare,  would  cease  to  be  considered  as  an 
Itension  of  mercy.    If  the  sentence  of  the  Judge 
)re  to  that  efiect,  there  would  scarcely  ever  be  a 
tition  for  remission  of  punishment,  in  oases  of 
irder,  sent  to  the  Home  Office.    The  guilty,  un- 
tied, would  have  time  and  opportunity  to  turn 
mtant  to  the  Throne  of  Mercy." 

►w,  the  first  objection  which  he  (Mr. 
Lpin)  had  to  the  punishment  of  death 
its  essential  injustice.  They  gave  the 
le  punishment  to  the  crime  of  a  Rush 
a  Manning  as  they  did  to  that  of  a 

^muel  Wright,  and  other  less  guilty  per- 
is.    They  had,  under  the  present  law, 

jnstant  occurrences  in  which  the  feeling, 
^Uect,  judgment,  and  Christianity  of 

le  public  were  against  carrying  out  the 

]treme  penalty,  even  in  cases  where  the 
was  clear  and  unmistakable  as  to  the 

itter  and  there  was  every  reason  to  be- 

[vo  that  it  had  been  justly  administered 
the  Jiulge  who  had    condemned    the 

iminal.  /  Take,  for  instance,  the  case  of 

le  woman   Charlotte  Harris.      She  was 

ptonced  to  death,  being  enceinte  at  the 
ic.     According  to  custom   she  was  re- 

ieved  until  her  babe  was  born,  and  then 
the  sentence  of  the  law  had  taken  its 

brse  she  would  have  been  hanged ;  but 

jblic  opinion  in  the  meantime  had  become 
strong  that  the  Home  Office,  even,  he 

lieved,  in  opposition  to  the  judgment  of 
Secretary  of  State,  had  to  give  way, 

mgh  the  case  was  a  fearful  and  atrocious 
and  her  life  was  spared.      Richard 

Ibden,  writing  to  him  (Mr.  Gilpin)  with 

[erencc  to  this  case,  said — 

I'  You  are  right.  It  is  truly  horrible  to  think 
lursing  a  woman  through  her  confinement,  and 
with  her  first  returning  strength  to  walk  her 
the  scaffold  !  What  is  to  become  of  the  baby 
its  birth  ?  is  it  to  lie  upon  tho  mother's  breast 
jil  removed  by  tho  hand  of  Calcraft  ?  Oh, 
(rible  I  horrible  !  Could  you  not  have  a  meet- 
to  shamo  tho  authorities." 

ill,  there  were  several  meetings — one  of 
,000  women,  headed  by  Mary  Howitt 
and   they  petitioned   tho   Throne   for 

2lr,  Gilpin 


mercy,  and  mercy  was  extended.    Then 
there  was  the  case  of  Alice  Holt.  She,  too, 
was  pregnant ;  but  the  Home  Office,  hav- 
ing got  wiser  by  this  time,  would  not  bring 
her  to  trial  until  after  the  birth  of  her 
child.      Then  they  brought  her  to  trial, 
sentenced  her  to  death,  and  carried  out  the 
execution.     Against  the  injustice  of  such 
a  proceeding  he  had   at  the   time   most 
earnestly  protested.  A  practical  point  most 
serious  to  the  interests  of  society  was  this : 
numbers  of  criminals  had  escaped  from  the 
punishment  due  to  their  crimes,  because  of 
the  unwillingness  of  juries  to  incurthe 
possibility  of  convicting  the  innocent. J) tie 
believed  it  was  on  this  ground  that  Mr. 
Waddington,  the  former  ITnder  Secretary 
at  the  Home  Office,  came  almost  to  the 
opinions  that  he  (Mr.  Gilpin)  entertained. 
He  knew  it  did  not  appear  in  his  evidence 
before  the  Royal  Commission;   but  Mr. 
Waddington  told  him  though  looking  at 
the  matter  from  a  different  stand-point  and 
urged  by  different  arguments,  still  he  had 
very  nearly  come  to  his  (Mr.   Gilpin's) 
opinions  that  it  would  be  desirable  for  the 
interests  of  society  at  large  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  capital  punishment  shonld  take 
place.     He  (Mr.  Gilpin)  believed  it  was 
not  too  much  to  say  that  there  were  men 
and    women   walking   about  red-haoded 
amongst  us — persons  unquestionably  guilty 
of  the  most  atrocious  murders — who,  had 
the  punishment  for  their  crimes  been  other 
than  capital,  would  bo  now  immured  in 
prison,  utterly  unable  to  repeat  such  crimes 
as  those  for  which  they  had  been  already 
tried.   This  arose  from  the  unwillingness  of 
juries  to  convict — an  unwillingness  which 
did  them  honour — unless  they  had  evidence 
positive  and   indisputable.     It  was  right 
that  evidence  which  would  suffice  to  con- 
vict a  man  where  the  punishment  would  be 
fourteen  years,  or  imprisonment  for  life, 
should  be  regarded  as  utterly  insufficient 
to  convict  a  man  when  the  sentence  would 
send  him  out  of  the  world.    Some  twenty 
years  ago  Charles  Dickens  wrote  a  series 
of  letters  in  The  Daily  News  on  the  sub- 
ject of  capital  punishment ;    and  in   one, 
headed  **  How  Jurymen  Feel,"  he  said — 

*'  Juries,  like  society,  aro  not  Btrioken  foolish 
or  motionless.  They  have,  for  the  most  part,  an 
objection  to  tho  punishment  of  death  ;  and  they 
will,  for  tho  most  part,  assort  it  by  such  Terdicts. 
As  jurymen  in  tho  forgery  cases  (where  jurors 
found  a  £10  note  to  bo  worth  39s,,  so  as  not  to 
como  under  capital  punishment)  would  probably 
reconcile  their  verdict  to  their  consciences  by 
calling  to  mind  that  the  intrinsic  value  of  a  bank- 
note was  almost  nothing ;  so  jurymen,  in  oases 
of  murder,  probably  argue  that  grave  dooton 
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hxve  said  all  men  are  more  or  less  mad,  and 
therefore  tbej  beliere  the  prisoner  mad.  This  is 
»  great  wroDg  to  sooietj ;  but  it  arises  oat  of  the 
punishment  of  death.  And  the  question  will  al* 
wajs  suggest  itself  in  jurors'  minds,  however 
eamestlf  the  learned  Judge  presiding  may  dis- 
charge his  dutj — which  is  the  greater  wrong  to 
aoeiety  f — ^to  give  this  man  the  ^nefit  of  the  pos- 
nbility  of  his  being  mad,  or  to  have  another  pub- 
lic execution,  with  all  its  depraviug  and  harden- 
ing influences?  Imagining  myself  a  juror,  in  a 
case  of  life  or  death,  and  supposing  that  the  evi- 
dence had  forced  me  from  every  other  ground  of 
opposition  to  this  punishment  in  the  particular 
ease  than  a  possibility  of  immediate  mistake  or 
otherwise,  I  would  go  over  it  again  on  this  ground, 
and,  if  J  could  by  any  reasonable  special  pleading 
with  myself  find  him  mad  rather  than  hang  him,  I 
think  I  would." 


He  bad  alluded  to  the  numbers  of  persons 
who  bad  escaped  justice  altogether,  because 
juries  could  not  make  up  their  minds  to  con- 
vict uuder  such  circumstances  ;  but  there 
was  another  view  of  the  case,  and  that 
was  the  execution  of  innocent  persons,  and 
when  ho  said  innocent  persons,  he  meant 
persons  innocent  of  the  crimes  with  which 
they  were  charged.     He  would  not  delay 
the  House  by  quoting  what  he  quoted  on 
a  former  occasion — the  evidence  of  Daniel 
O'Connell,  or  the  evidence  of  the  present 
Lord  Chief  Baron,  as  to  the  frequency  of 
the  execution  of  innocent  persons.   3ut  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
a  case  which  occurred  in  1865— that  was 
the  Italian  Pollizzioni,  who  was  tried  for 
the  Saffron  Hill  murder,  when  one  of  the 
most  humane  of  our  Judges  expressed  his 
entire  belief  that  the  conviction  was  right. 
Pollizzioni  was  sentenced,  and  was  within 
a  few  days  of  being  hanged.     Law  had 
done  its  best  and  its  worst,  when   Mr. 
Negretti — of  the  firm  of  Negretti  and 
Zambra — ^heard  of  the  case,  and  became 
convinced  that  the  man  was  innocent.    He 
busied  himself  in  getting  evidence,  which 
at  last  satisGed  the  Home  Secretary,  not 
that  the  prisoner  deserved  secondary  pun- 
ishment, but  that  he  was  absolutely  inno- 
cent, and  then  he  was  taken  out  of  the 
condemned  cell.     But  for  the  interference 
of  a  private  individual  this  man  would 
have  been  hanged.     It  might  be  said  that 
a  case  like  this  was  very  exceptional,  and 
Ood  forbid  that  it  should  be  frequent ;  but 
within  a  few  months  there  was  the  case 
of  another  man  at  Swansea,  Oiardinieri — 
oddly  enough,  also  an  Italian — who  was 
sentenced  to  death,  and  was  within  a  short 
time  of  being  hanged.     Evidence  was, 
however,  procured  which  showed  him  to 
be   innocent.     These  were  solemn  facts. 
Charles  Dickens  said — 


"  I  entreat  all  who  may  chance  to  read  this 
letter  to  pause  for  an  instant,  and  ask  themselves 
whether  they  can  remember  any  occasion  on 
which  they  have  in  the  broad  day,  and  under 
circumstances  the  most  favourable  to  recognition, 
mistaken  one  person  for  another,  and  believed 
that  in  a  perfect  stranger  they  have  seen  going 
away  from  them,  or  eoming  towards  them,  » 
familiar  friend." 

Hence  there  should  be  a  reasonable  hesi- 
tation as  to  an  irrevocable  verdict.  The 
frequency  of  cases  of  mistaken  identity 
were  notorious.  Mr.  Yisschers,  who  held 
a  high  position  in  the  Government  of 
the  Xing  of  the  Belgians,  stated  that  in 
his  experience  three  men  convicted  of 
murder  appealed  to  the  Court  of  Cassation, 
when  the  conviction  was  confirmed.  The 
King,  however,  commuted  their  sentence 
into  one  of  perpetual  imprisonment;  but 
their  innocence  being  afterwards  estab- 
lished, they  were  liberated,  and  granted 
annuities  for  life.  .Mr.  Serjeant  Parry 
stated,  in  reply  to  a  Question  by  Mr. 
Waddington — 

"  I  oould  mention  nx  or  eight  instanoea  within 
my  own  knowledge  in  whioh  men  have  been 
acquitted,  purely  upon  the  ground  that  the  punish- 
ment was  capital. 

And  in  reply  to  Mr.  Bright,  the  learned 
gentleman  said — 

'*  I  know  that  juries  have  acquitted  men  dearly 
and  beyond  all  doubt  guilty  of  murder,  and 
some  of  the  very  worst  murders  that  have  ever 
been  committed  in  this  country,  and  have  done 
so  simply  because  the  punishment  has  been  the 
punishment  of  death.  They  would  have  convicted 
if  the  punishment  had  been  imprisonment  for  life, 
or  any  punishment  short  of  taking  the  life  of  the 
man,  and  they  have  seised  hold  of  any  excuse 
rather  than  be  agents  in  putting  capital  punish- 
ment into  operation." 

This  was  not  unreasonable;  because  a 
man,  if  wrongly  transported,  as  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Barber,  the  solicitor,  could 
have  compensation  made  to  him,  but  not 
so  if  wrongly  hanged.  Many  years  ago 
Sir  James  Mackintosh  stated  before  a 
Committee  on  the  Criminal  Laws  that 
during  a  long  cycle  of  years  an.  average  of 
one  person  was  executed  every  three  yean 
whose  innocence  was  afterwards  proved. 
And  Sir  Fitz  Boy  Xelly  sUted,  in  1839, 
that  there  were  no  less  than  fourteen  inno- 
cent persons  within  the  first  forty  years  of 
this  century  who  had  been  convicted,  and 
whose  innocence  since  their  death  had 
been  fully  established.  And  doubtless  the 
average  of  one  innocent  person  every  three 
years  was  much  too  low,  because  it  should 
be  remembered  that  after  the  person  was 
executed  there  was  no  motive  to  disoover 
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ether  he  or  she  were  innocent  or  not. 

was  only  necessary  again  to  refer  to 

well-known  case  of  Samuel  Wright, 

working  carpenter  in    South wark,   to 

w  the  inequality  of  the  law,  and  that, 

,  resulting  simply  from  the  character  of 
punishment.     He    believed   no  jury 

uld  have  found  Wright  guilty  on  the 

rge  of  murder,  and  that  no  Judge  but 

would  have  left  him  for  execution. 

le  prisoner,  it  was  true,  pleaded  guilty 

|the  crime,  and  neither  the  counsel  nor 

Court  could  induce  him  to  retract  the 

la  ;  but  it  was  clear  from  the  facts  of 

case  that  this  was  not  a  case  of  wilful 
irder.  The  man  was  awoke  in  the 
jht,  and  was  dragged  out  of  bed  by  a 
(lent  woman  with  whom  he  lived.     He 

iggled  with  her,  and  seizing  his  razor, 
|ich  was  lying  in  his  way,  without  pre- 

litation  he  killed  her.  He  was  brought 
I  for  trial,  and  he  pleaded  guilty.  They 
[id  not  expect  a  carpenter  to  be  trained  to 

niceties  of  the  law,  and  it  could  not  be 

idered  at  that  he,  a  conscientious  man, 
[ermined  to  plead  guilty.   Almost  at  the 

moment  a  very  large  body  of  his  fellow- 

rking  men  came  up  to  the  Home  OflSce 
jplead  that  his  life  might  be  spared, 
present  Government  was  not  then  in 

le,  [Mr.  Buxton  :  Who  was  the  Home 
[retary?]     His  right  hon.  Friend  the 

iber  for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey), 
[was   thought,  most    unwisely   in    his 

lion,  that  the  appearance  of  so  large  a 

\j  of  working  men  on  such  a  subject  was  | 

|attempt  to  terrorise  tlie  Home  Office,  I 

a  deaf  ear  was  turned  to  their  plead- 1 
[s,  which  might  wisely  have  been  granted,  j 

luel  Wright  was  executed, and  that  in 

face  of  Charlotte  Windsor,  the  hired 

•deress  of  babies,  who,  to  solve  some 
the  subtleties  of  law,  was  brought  from 

part  of  England  to  another,  and  after 

'as  only  imprisoned  for  life.     He  could 

|er  forget  the  morning  of  that  execution. 

people  in  the  neighbourhood,  instead 

*ushing  to  see  the  execution,  had  their  | 
ids  drawn  down.  It  was  a  case  which  ! 
'ould  take  a  long  time  to  wipe  out  from  ' 

memories  of  the  people  of  that  neigh- 1 
|rhood.  That  happened  about  the  time 
Townley,  another  murderer,  was  ac- 
tted  on  the  ground  of  insanity — a  plea  | 
|ch  his  subsequent  suicide  showed  to  be  | 
But  the  question  of  insanity  was  ; 

of  the  most  uncertain  character  ;  the  ] 
|ding  lino  was  disputed  by  doctors,  and 
by  doctors  in  divinity ;  and  the  result 
that  in  the  case  of  men  who  were 

Mr.  Gilpin 


executed  no  time  was  allowed  to  show 
whether  the  crime  was  the  result  of  a  dis* 
eased   brain,  or  of  that  moral  obliquity 
which  was  rightly  the  subject  of  punish- 
ment.    He  felt  grateful  to  the  House  for 
the  indulgence  they  had   shown  him  on 
a  subject  which  had  occupied  his  attention 
for  twenty  years.     Now,  he  would  ask, 
what  was  capital  punishment  ?    The  pun* 
ishment  of  death  ?    No,  it  was  not  that. 
The  sentence  of  death  was  decreed  upon 
all  of  us  by  a  higher  than  a  mortal  Judge. 
We  but  antedated  the  sentence,  and  by 
how  much  this  was  done  no  man  oould 
know.      A   man  might  be  sent   to   the 
gallows  who,  according  to  medical   opi- 
nion, could  not  live  three  months — and, 
in  fact,  a  man  had  been  recently  executed, 
of  whom  the  medical  man  said  he  could  not 
live  three  months  if  he  died  in  course  of 
nature,  and  another  man  with  a  prospect 
of  a  long  life.     But  what  was  the  punish* 
ment  ?  It  was  not  death;  it  was  antedating 
the  sentence  passed  upon  ns  all  by  the  Most 
High.    From  ten  thousand  pulpits  in  the 
land,  they  were  told,  and  rightly  told,  that 
for  the  repentant  sinner  the  gates  of  Heaven 
were  open,  whether  his  death  was  a  violent 
one  or  not ;  and  yet  in  the  face  of  those 
sermons  they  said — he  did  not  mean  that 
the  Judges  say  it  in  so  many  worda— 
"Your  crime  is  so  great  that  there  can  be 
no  forgiveness  with  man ;  but  appeal  nnto 
God  and  he  may  forgive  you  if  you  appeal 
in  the  right  waj'  and  pay  due  attention  to 
your  religious  advisers."     Wo  told  the  cri- 
minal in  one  breath  that  his  crime  was  too 
great  for  man  to  forgive — that  he  was  not 
fit  to  live  on  earth,  but  we  commended  him 
to  the  mercy  of  the  Highest.     We  said,  in 
effect,  that  those  feet  **  which  would  leave 
no   stain   on  the  pure  pavements  of  the 
New  Jerusalem  would  leave  the  polluting 
mark    of    blood    upon   the   ground    that 
mortals  tread. '*     He  knew  not  how  to  es- 
cape  from   this  argument.     If  criminals 
were  fit  to  die  the    time  of  their  going 
to    Heaven   was    hastened;    and   if    not 
fit  to  die,  they  were  allowed  to  go  with  all 
their  unexpiated  crimes  on  their  heads  be 
fore  their  final  Judge.  If  we  believed  that 
faith  which  wo  professed,  then  the  greater 
the  sin  the  greater  the  need  for  repentance ; 
and  it  was  something  monstrous  that  we 
should   set   ourselves    up   to   decide  that 
a    fortnight  from    the  date    of    his    sen- 
tence was  enough  time  for  the  worst  mur- 
derer to  make  his  peace  with  God.      If 
we  believed  there  was  need  for  that  peace- 
making, let  us  give  the  murderer  the  time 
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which  God  would  give  him  to  make  his 
peace  with  Him.  If  we  wauted  to  teach 
mercy,  let  ns  set  an  example  of  ihat 
mercy,  and  at  all  eyents  stop  short  of 
shedding  human  blood.  And  if  we  would 
teach  reverence  for  human  life,  let  us 
not  attempt  to  teach  it  by  showing  how 
it  may  be  speedily  taken  away.  He 
therefore  moyed  the  Amendment  of  which 
he-  had  given  notice,  convinced  that  by 
the  entire  abolition  of  capital  punish- 
ment, and  the  removal  from  their  criminal 
code  of  the  principle  of  revenge — the  life 
for  life  principle — they  would  inaugurate 
an  era  in  which  the  sanctity  of  human  Hfe 
would  be  regarded  more  highly  than  it  had 
hitherto  been,  and  in  which  the  sense  of 
that  sanctity,  permeating  through  society, 
would  result  in  a  great  lessening  of  the 
crime  of  murder,  and  consequently  in  in- 
creased security  to  the  public  of  this 
country. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  in 
the  opinion  of  this  Ilouse,  it  is  expedient,  instead 
of  carrying  out  the  punishment  of  death  within 
prisons,  that  Capital  Punishment  should  be  abo- 
lished,"—(ifr.  Gilpin,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mb.  OBEQOBY  said,  the  question  be- 
fore them  was  not,  as  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  seemed  to  suppose, 
one  of  softening  the  heart  or  saving  the 
souls  of  murderers,  but  of  preventing  the 
Queen's  subjects  from  being  murdered. 
The  balance  of  all  authority,  as  far  as  they 
could  arrive  at  it,  was  that  the  punish- 
ment of  death  was  the  great  deterrent  for 
murder.  Of  the  eminent  men  who  com- 
posed the  Commission  of  1866,  they  had 
the  authority  of  eight  in  favour  of  con- 
tinuing capital  punishment ;  and  as  to 
the  four  who  were  for  abolishing  it,  they 
entered  the  Commission  with  minds  already 
made  up,  having  been  Members  of  the 
Society  for  the  Abolition  of  Capital  Punish- 
ment. The  opinion  of  all  the  Irish  Judges 
was  unanimous  in  favour  of  retaining  that 
punishment,  and  the  opinion  of  the  Eng- 
lish Bench  was  also  unanimous  to  the 
same  effect,  with  the  exception  of  that  of 
the  late  Mr.  Justice  Shoe.  The  opinions 
of  those  best  acquainted  with  the  criminal 
classes  were  to  the  same  effect.  The  gover- 
nors of  gaols  stated  that  the  fear  of  death 
alone  restrained  the  miscreants  they  had 


in  charge  from  attempts  on  the  lives  of 
the  prison  officials ;  and  it  was  clear  that  it 
must  be  so.  If  a  man  be  condemned  for 
one  murder  to  penal  servitude  for  life,  how 
could  he  be  restrained  from  another  mur- 
der. Punishment  could  go  no  further. 
He  would  be  left  to  the  indulgence  of  his 
brutal  instincts  without  a  check.  The 
police  officers  examined  before  the  Com- 
mission, who  gave  most  intelligent  evi« 
dence,  one  and  all  said  that,  from  their 
experience  of  our  most  desperate  criminals, 
they  felt  convinced  they  would  have 
"  knifed  "  this  person  and  that,  were  it 
not  that  they  were  afraid,  to  use  their  own 
phrase,  of  being  '* scragged"  or  hanged. 
Pusey,  a  desperate  burglar,  who  broke 
into  a  house  in  which  an  old  lady  and 
her  housemaid  lived,  said,  with  an  oath, 
that  he  would  have  "choked''  both  the 
housemaid  and  the  old  lady  if  it  had 
not  been  that  he  was  afraid  of  being 
"choked"  himself.  This  they  would 
find  upon  the  testimony  of  Inspector 
Tanner,  who  added  that  such  was  the 
desperate  character  of  the  man  that  he 
would  have  carried  out  the  threat  with  aa 
much  coolness  as  he  would  have  eaten  hia 
breakfast.  Another  desperado,  Palin  by 
name,  who  committed  murder,  was  sent  to 
Australia,  and  after  perpetrating  a  horrible 
outrage  in  that  country  was  condemned  to 
death.  Just  before  going  to  the  scaffold  he 
wrote  a  letter,  in  which  he  declared  that 
the  blood  of  his  last  victim  rested  upon 
those  who  had  spared  his  life  in  the  first 
instance,  when  he  ought  to  have  been 
hanged.  But  it  was  said  that  those  who 
were  assassins  were  not,  generally  speak- 
ing, persons  who  belonged  to  the  maraud* 
ing  and  dangerous  classes.  They  com- 
mitted every  other  crime  but  fell  short  of 
this,  and  the  reason  given  was,  that  these 
people  had  a  horror  of  taking  life.  This 
was  a  strange  reason,  and  he  should  not 
have  alluded  to  it  but  that  some  stress  had 
been  laid  upon  it  by  so  high  an  authority 
as  Lord  Romilly.  He  (Mr.  Gregory)  had 
already  shown  from  the  evidence  of  police 
officers  that  it  was  precisely  the  fear  of  the 
gallows  and  nothing  else,  which  had  re- 
strained these  desperate  men.  Did  they 
think  that  those  garotters,  who  took  as  it 
were  possession  of  the  town  a  few  years 
ago,  were  restrained  by  any  tenderness  for 
human  life,  when  they  left  their  victims 
senseless  from  blows  and  half  strangled  ou 
the  pavement  ?  Unquestionably  not.  Did 
anyone  imagine  they  were  prevented  from 
taking  life  by  the  risk  of  having  their  im- 
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nment  if  tried  and  found  guilty, 
tended  from  twenty  years  to  imprison- 
nt  for  life  ?  Were  there  no  punish- 
nt  of  death  they  would  have  done  the 
siness  effectually  and  have  no  tales  told, 
spector  Tanner,  who  was  as  well  ac- 
ainted  with  the  criminal  classes  as  any 
n  in  England,  represented  the  invari- 
le  feeling  among  them,  no  matter  how 
g  the  period  of  imprisonment,  to  be  that 
jmething  would  turn  up,  and  that  they 
uld  eventually  regain  their  liberty ;  and 

great  was  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
th  the  question  found  to  be  that  even 
rd  Homilly  proposed  that,  in  the  case 
persons  found  guilty  of  murder,  perio- 
cal  flogging  should  be  added  to  the 
nishment  of  imprisonment  for  life.  But 
eterrent  was  wanted,  and  that  deterrent 
uld  not  be  had  without  publicity.  If, 
erefore,  a  man  were  to  be  flogged  within 
e  walls  of  a  gaol  beyond  the  public  view, 
d  if  he  were  never  to  emerge  from  the 
oinots  of  the  gaol  to  tell  others  what  had 
fallen  him,  this  punishment  would  wear 
e  aspect  of  revenge  and  torture  instead  of 
crating  as  a  warning  to  others,  so  that 
at  was  the  position  to  which  Lord 
omilly,  with  all  his  benevolence,  was 
duced  in  endeavouring  to  provide  a 
bstitute  for  death.  Looking  to  the  ex- 
rience  to  be  derived  from  other  countries, 
would  bo  found  by  a  Report  which  had 
me  time  ago  been  furnished  by  Mr. 
urabold,  our  Aitachi  at  Berne,  who  had 
deavoured  to  ascertain  how  matters 
cod  in  reference  to  capital  punishment 
several  of  the  cantons  of  Switzerland, 
at  though,  as  a  general  rule,  the  punisli- 
ent  was  there  inscribed  on  the  statute 
ok  it  was  rarely  enforced  ;  but  that,  as 
r  as  he  could  ascertain,  its  maintenance 
part  of  tho  legal  system  exercised  a 
terrent  effect.  It  further  appeared, 
om  this  Report  that  in  Neufchatel  and 
iburg  capital  punishment  had  been 
late  years  abolished  ;  that  in  the  case  of 
e  former  no  statistics  were  supplied  ;  but 
at,  80  far  as  Mr.  Rumbold's  information 
ent,  the  use  of  tho  knife  there  was  steadily 
the  increase.  In  Friburg,  where  during 
e  eighteen  years  from  1830  to  1848, 
hen  capital  punishment  was  in  force,  only 
enty-six  murders  had  taken  place,  the 
mber  had  increased  during  the  sixteen 
ars  between  1848,  when  it  was  abo- 
hed,  and  1864  to  for tv- seven.  The 
inister  of  Public  Instruction  in  Tuscany 
ve  pretty  much  the  same  account  of 
e   state  of  things  there  —  robbery   ac- 

Mr,  Gregory 
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companied  by  murder  being,  according  to 
his    statement,    very  much   on   the    in- 
crease since  capital  punishment  was  done 
away  with  in  1859.     He  moreover  states 
that  the  ofienders  were  rarely  detected, 
because  the  dead  could  not  identify.     But 
his  hon.   Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton,  and    those   who   supported   his 
views,  appealed  to   the  number  of  mur- 
ders which  had  been   committed  in  this 
country  within  the  last  few  years,  for  tUe 
purpose  of  showing  that  the  existence  of 
capital  punishment  did  not  prevent  such 
crimes.      The  same   argument,  however, 
held  equally  good  as  applied  to  imprison- 
ment, because  it  did  not  put  an  end  to 
the  frequent  commission  of  assaults  and 
thefts  and  burglaries.     Were  we,  then,  to 
give  up  imprisonment?    Many  thousand 
more  assaults  and  robberies  would  surely 
be  committed  if  imprisonment  were  done 
away  with,  and  so  would  many  hundred 
more  murders  be  perpetrated  if  death  were 
not  the  penalty  of  the  crime.     As  to  the 
argument  derived  fi:pm  the  alleged  exist- 
ence of  insanity  in  the  case  of  the  of- 
fender, everybody  well  knew  how  often, 
after  the  commission  of  some  desperate 
and  deliberate  murder,  some  soft-hearted 
doctor  or  some  gentleman  who  was  opposed 
to  the  punishment  of  death,  tried  to  show 
that  a  great  amount  of  unaccountable  eon- 
duct  had  been  exhibited  by  the  culprit — 
that  he  had  done  many  strange  things  in 
his  youth,  or  that  some  members  of  his 
family  had  been  eccentric.     Now,  juries 
listened  to  this  argument.     Half  mankind 
is  readv  to  believe  the  other  half  to  be 
lunatics.     Xow,    the  accused  knew  well 
that,  if  acquitted  on  the  grounds  of  in- 
sanity, he  would    be  locked  up  for  the 
remainder  of  his  days,  and  tho  world  would 
know  him  no    more.      But  he  strove  to 
obtain  — and  rejoiced  if  he  obtained — and 
his  counsel  also  rejoiced  exceedingly  if  he 
obtained  this  incarceration  for  ever — any- 
thing, in  short,  rather  than  hanging.     As 
to  tho  Bill  on  the  subject  which  had  been 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  tho  Home  Department, 
he  must  confess  that  he  was  entirely  in  its 
favour.      Ho  could  not,  howofer,  at  tho 
same  time,  conceal  from  himself  that  pub- 
lic executions,  though  in  this  metropolis 
they  were  accompanied  by  scenes  of  ri- 
baldry, yet  in  the  country  and  in  Ireland 
impressed  those  who  witnessed  them  with 
a  feeling  of  deep  awe.     Ho  recollected  a 
speech  which  a  couple  of  Sessions  ago  was 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to 
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tbe  Admiralty.  He  described  in  viyid 
language  the  desperate  character  of  the 
crowd  which  he  saw  assembled  at  an 
execution  in  the  metropolis  at  which  he 
was  present — their  levity  and  obscenity 
np  to  and  after  the  falling  of  the  drop, 
and  he  wound  up  his  observations  by 
asking,  what  advantage  could  result  from 
such  a  scene  ?  Now,  he  was  aware  that 
the  impression  created  by  it  was  not  all 
that  could  be  desired ;  but  it  nevertheless 
conveyed  to  every  miscreant  in  that  crowd 
the  lesson  that  the  law  had  a  long  hand  as 
well  as  a  strong  one,  and  that  for  the 
crime  of  murder  death  was  the  penalty 
which  it  inflicted.  More  than  that,  he 
would  venture  to  say  that  scarcely  a  single 
man  out  of  all  that  evil  gathering  returned 
to  his  home  without  the  conviction  that 
there  was  a  barrier  set  up  against  the  in- 
dulgence of  his  bloody  and  brutal  instincts 
beyond  which  he  might  not  pass  without 
becoming,  in  all  probability,  a  similar 
spectacle  —  finishing  his  life  like  some 
savage  beast— an  object  of  execration  and 
abhorrence.  Nevertheless,  the  time  had^ 
in  his  opinion,  arrived  when  public  execu- 
tions ought  to  be  abolished.  They  were 
not  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the 
age.  They  were  barbarous  and,  he  be- 
lieved, demoralizing;  and  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  equal,  if  not  greater,  awe 
might  be  impressed  if  they  were  conducted 
within  the  precincts  of  the  gaol.  But 
everything  should  be  done  to  render  the 
occasion  solemn  and  momentous.  Notice 
of  the  execution  should  be  given  before- 
hand ;  the  death-bell  should  be  tolled ;  the 
black  flag  raised ;  and,  above  all  things, 
the  whole  of  the  inmates  of  the  prison 
should  be  made  witnesses  of  the  scene. 
Under  those  conditions,  the  punishment  of 
death  ought,  he  contended,  to  be  continued. 
It  was  better  that  the  murderer  should 
perish  than  that  innocent  men  and  women 
should  have  their  throats  cut.  A  witty 
frenchman  lately  wrote  a  pamphlet  on 
this  subject,  and  said — 

'*  I  am  all  for  abolishing  the  penalty  of  death, 
if  Messiean  the  Assassina  would  only  let  the 
example." 

He  quoted  Montesquieu,  who  mentioned 
that,  in  his  time,  in  England  assassinations 
were  rare,  because  robbers  had  the  hope  of 
being  transported  while  assassins  had  not. 
In  China,  robbers  guilty  of  cruelty  were 
cut  into  pieces  ;  consequently,  they  robbed 
but  did  not  murder.  In  Kussia,  the  pun- 
ishment of  robbers  and  murderers  was  the 
same;   and   they  invariably  assassinated 


because  the  dead  told  no  tales.  With  all 
the  respect,  therefore,  which  he  (Mr. 
Gregory)  bore  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton,  he  adhered  to 
the  opinion  of  such  men  as  Bentham, 
Montesquieu,  and  Fenelon ;  to  the  verdict 
of  the  late  Commission  ;  to  the  almost 
unanimous  testimony  of  the  English  and 
Irish  Bench ;  and  to  the  unanimous  evi- 
dence of  those  best  acquainted  with  the 
criminal  classes;  and,  while  giving  his 
hon.  Friend  full  credit  for  his  benevolence 
and  humanity,  he  must  say  "  No  "  to  his 
Amendment. 

Mb.  NEATE  observed  that  the  hon. 
Qentleman  who  last  spoke  inadvertently 
committed  an  error  in  stating  that  only 
four  members  of  the  Commission  were  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  capital  punish- 
ment, because,  in  addition  to  the  four  mem- 
bers alluded  to,  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan  did  at 
a  subsequent  period  intimate  by  a  private 
memorandam  an  opinion  recommending, 
though  not  immediately,  the  abolition  of  that 
punishment.  It  was  also  stated  before  the 
Commission  by  many  gentlemen  represent- 
ing the  Bar  of  this  country  that  the  result 
of  their  experience  was  that  there  was 
increased  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  con- 
viction of  guilty  persons  in  consequence  of 
the  existence  on  the  statute  book  of  the 
penalty  of  death.  The  present  Bill  only 
dealt  with  the  smaller  part  of  the  subjeet 
which  came  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Commission.  One  important  object  of  the 
Commission  was  to  provide  a  better  defini- 
tion of  the  law  of  murder,  and  the  Bill  of 
the  late  Government  as  well  as  the  Bill  of 
last  year  grappled  with  that  matter ;  but 
the  present  Bill  only  dealt  with  the  smaller 
part  of  the  question,  having  reference  to 
the  infliction  of  capital  punishment  in  pri- 
vate. He  objected  to  the  labours  of  the 
Commission  being  dealt  with  in  that  way ; 
for  he  feared  that  the  result  would  be  that 
the  more  important  part  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commission  would  fall 
to  the  ground.  He  admitted  that  the  pu- 
nishment of  death  was  the  most  deterrent ; 
but  he  did  not  therefore  admit  that  it  was 
the  roost  effectaal.  or  that  its  abolition 
would  lead  to  the  multiplication  of  mur- 
ders. Certainly  nothing  was  so  terrible  as 
death ;  but  those  who  were  most  impressed 
with  the  sight  of  the  scaffold  were  those 
who  thought  least  of  it  when  it  was  re- 
moved from  their  eyes.  The  same  sensual 
nature  which  yielded  to  the  terror  of  pre- 
sent death  was  least  able  to  realize  it  at  a 
distance.      Murderers    were    usually,    in 
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^me   Bort,   courageous  men  ;    aud  if  it 

)re  put  to    a  Rush  or  a  Palmer,  when 

mt  to  commit  a  murder,  whether  in  the 
rent  of  his  heing  found  out  he  would  wish 
[at  the  penalty  for  his  crime  should  be 
)ath  or  perpetual  imprisonment,  he  be- 
ived  he  would  saj,  '*  It  does  not  much 
latter,  if  I  am  found  out,  whether  I  am 
inged  or  not ;  but  if  I  am  to  make  a 
loice,  I  say  let  it  be  death — ["  No,  no  ! "] 
-because  I  know  I  have  a  greater  chance 

escape  from  the  scruples  of  the  jury 
[an  if  the  punishment  was  perpetual  im- 
isonment."  But  even  allowing  for  the 
["eater  chance  of  a  prisoner's  escape  from 
inishment  when  the  penalty  attached  to 
|e  offence  he  was  charged  with  was  death, 

nevertheless  admitted  that  the  punish- 

mt  of  death  was  more  deterrent,  though 
I  did  not  follow  that  it  was,  therefore  the 
|e  most  effectual  means  for  the  preyention 

crime ;  for  were  the  punishment  of  death 

>liBhed,  improvements  in  the  efficiency 

the  polico  or  in  the  character  of  legis- 
kion  would  more  than  compensate  for  the 
[sence  of  the  terror  of  the  death  penalty, 
doubt  sheep  stealers  were  more  afraid 

former  days  of  being  hanged  than  they 
[w  were  of  being  subject  to  the  penalty 

present  inflicted  for  the  offence  of  sheep- 
laling ;  but,  in  consequence  of  capital 
inishment  being  abolished   for  that  of- 

ice,  the  State  felt  the  necessity  of  im- 
loving  the  police  of  the  country.  The 
lunty  police  was  accordingly  brought  into 
jistcnco,  and  the  crime  had  since  dimi- 
jhed.  One  great  reason  why  he  wished 
le  abolition  of  this  Jaw  of  murder  was 
|at  it  would  compel  them  to  see  what 
sy  could  do,  by  education  and  legislation, 

the  better  humanization  and  improve- 
mt  of  the  people.     He  should   vote  for 

Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  :  It  would  be  a 
Icat  satisfaction  to  me  if  I  were  able  to 
Ipport  this  Motion.     It  is  always  a  matter 

regret  to  me  to  find  myself,  on  a  public 
jcstion,  opposed  to  those  who  are  called — 
netimes  in  the  way  of  honour,  and  sonie- 
hes  in  what  is  intended  for  ridicule — the 
ilanthropists.  Of  all  persons  who  take 
|rt  in  public  affairs,  they  are  those  for 
lom,  on  the  whole,  I  feel  the  greatest 
lount  of  respect ;  for  their  characteristic 

that  they  devote  their  time,  their  labour, 

Id  much  of  their  money  to  objects  purely 

Iblic,  with  a  less  admixture  of  either  por- 

nal  or  class  selfishness,  than  any  other 

iss  of  politicians  whatever.    On  almost  all 

great  questions,  scarcely  any  politicians 

Mr,  NsaU 


are  so  steadily  and  almost  uniformly  to  be 
found  on  the  side  of  right ;  and  they  seldom 
err,  but  by  an  exaggerated  application  of 
some  just  and  highly  important  principle. 
On  the  very  subject  that  is  now  occupying 
us  we  all  know  what  signal  service  they  have 
rendered.  It  is  through  their  efforts  that  our 
criminal  laws — which  within  my  memory 
hanged  people  for  stealing  in  a  dwelling 
house  to  the  value  of  40«. — laws  by  virtue 
of  which  rows  of  human  beings  might  be 
seen  suspended  in  front  of  Newgate  by 
those  who  ascended  or  descended  Ludgate 
Hill — have  so  greatly  relaxed  their  most 
revolting  and  most  impolitic  ferocity,  that 
aggravated  murder  is  now  practically  the 
only  crime  which  is  punished  with  death 
by  any  of  our  lawful  tribunals  ;  and  we  are 
even  now  deliberating  whether  the  extreme 
penalty  should  be  retained  in  that  solitary 
case.  This  vast  gain,  not  only  to  humanity, 
but  to  the  ends  of  penal  justice,  we  owe  to 
the  philanthropists  ;  and  if  they  are  mis- 
taken, as  I  cannot  but  think  they  are,  in 
the  present  instance,  it  is  only  in  not  per- 
ceiving the  right  time  and  place  for  stopping 
in  a  career  hitherto  so  eminently  beneficial. 
Sir,  there  is  a  point  at  which,  I  eonceive, 
that  career  ought  to  stop.  When  there 
has  been  brought  home  to  any  one,  by  con- 
clusive evidence,  the  greatest  crime  known 
to  the  law;  and  when  the  attendant  circum- 
stances suggest  no  palliation  of  the  guilt, 
no  hope  that  the  culprit  may  even  yet  not 
be  unworthy  to  live  among  mankind,  no- 
thing to  make  it  probable  that  the  crime 
was  an  exception  to  his  general  character 
rather  than  a  consequence  of  it,  then  I 
confess  it  appears  to  me  that  to  deprive  the 
criminal  of  the  life  of  which  ho  has  proved 
himself  to  be  unworthy — solemnly  to  blot 
him  out  from  the  fellowship  of  mankind 
and  from  the  catalogue  of  the  living — is  the 
most  appropriate,  as  it  is  certainly  the  most 
impressive,  mode  in  which  society  can  attach 
to  so  great  a  crime  the  penal  consequences 
which  for  the  security  of  life  it  is  indispen- 
sable to  annex  to  it.  I  defend  this  penalty, 
when  confined  to  atrocious  cases,  on  the 
veryground  on  which  it  is  commonly  attacked 
— on  that  of  humanity  to  the  criminal  ;  as 
beyond  comparison  the  least  cruel  mode  in 
which  it  is  possible  adequately  to  deter 
from  the  crime.  If,  in  our  horror  of  inflict- 
ing death,  we  endeavour  to  devise  some 
punishment  for  the  living  criminal  which 
shall  act  on  the  human  mind  with  a  deter- 
rent force  at  all  comparable  to  that  of  death, 
we  are  driven  (o  inflictions  less  severe 
indeed  in  appearance,    and  therefore  less 
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effioociouB,  but  far  more  cruel  in  reality. 
Few,  I  think,  would  venture  to  propose,  aB 
a  punishment  for  aggravated  murder,  less 
than  imprisonment  with  hard  labour  for 
life  ;  that  is  the  fate  to  whioh  a  murderer 
would  be  consigned  bj  the  mercy  which 
ahrinks  from  putting  him  to  death.  But 
l^as  it  been  sufficiently  considered  what 
Bort  of  a  mercy  this  is,  and  what  kind  of  life 
it  leaves  to  him?  If,  indeed,  the  punish- 
ment is  not  really  inflicted — if  it  becomes 
the  sham  which  a  few  years  ago  such 
pnnishments  were  rapidly  becoming — then, 
indeed,  its  adoption  would  be  almost  tanta- 
mount to  giving  up  the  attempt  to  repress 
murder  altogether.  But  if  it  really  is 
what  it  professes  to  be,  and  if  it  is  realised 
in  all  its  rigour  by  the  popular  imagina- 
tion, as  it  very  probably  would  not  be, 
but  as  it  must  be  if  it  is  to  be  efficacious, 
it  will  be  so  shocking  that  when  the 
memory  of  the  crime  is  no  longer  fresh, 
there  will  be  almost  insuperable  difficulty 
in  executing  it.  What  comparison  can 
there  really  be,  in  point  of  severity,  be- 
tween consigning  a  man  to  the  short  pang 
of  a  rapid  death,  and  immuring  him  in  a 
living  tomb,  there  to  linger  out  what  may 
be  a  long  life  in  the  hardest  and  most  mo- 
notonous toil,  without  any  of  its  alleviations 
or  rewards — debarred  from  all  pleasant 
Bights  and  sounds,  and  cut  off  from  all 
earthly  hope,  except  a  slight  mitigation  of 
bodily  restraint,  or  a  small  improvement  of 
diet  ?  Tet  even  such  a  lot  as  this,  because 
there  is  no  one  moment  at  which  the 
Buffering  is  of  terrifying  intensity,  and, 
above  all,  because  it  does  not  contain  the 
element,  so  imposing  to  the  imagination, 
of  the  unknown,  is  universally  reputed  a 
milder  punishment  than  death-^stands  in 
all  codes  as  a  mitigation  of  the  capital 
penalty,  and  is  thankfully  accepted  as  such. 
For  it  is  characteristic  of  all  punishments 
Tfhich  depend  on  duration  for  their  efficacy 
—all,  therefore,  which  are  not  corporal  or 
pecuniary — that  they  are  more  rigorous 
than  they  seem;  while  it  is,  on  the  con- 
trary, one  of  the  strongest  recommendations 
a  punishment  can  have,  that  it  should  seem 
more  rigorous  than  it  is;  for  its  practical 
power  depends  far  less  on  what  it  is  than 
on  what  it  seems.  There  is  not,  I  should 
think,  any  human  infliction  which  makes 
an  impression  on  the  imagination  so  en« 
tirely  out  of  proportion  to  its  real  severity 
as  the  punishmeut  of  death.  The  punish- 
ment must  be  mild  indeed  which  does  not 
add  more  to  the  sum  of  human  misery 
than  is  oeoessarily  or  directly  added  by 


the  execution  of  a  criminal.  As  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Gilpin)  has  himself  remarked,  the  most 
that  human  laws  can  do  to  anyone  in  the 
matter  of  death  is  to  hasten  it ;  the  man 
would  have  died  at  any  rate  ;  not  so  very 
much  later,  and  on  the  average,  I  fear, 
with  a  considerably  greater  amount  of 
bodily  suffering.  Society  is  asked,  then, 
to  denude  itself  of  an  instrument  of  pun- 
ishment which,  in  the  grave  cases  to  which 
alone  it  is  suitable,  effects  its  purpose  at  a 
less  cost  of  human  suffering  than  any  other; 
which,  while  it  inspires  more  terror,  is  less 
cruel  in  actual  fact  than  any  punishment 
that  we  should  think  of  substituting  for  it. 
My  hon.  Friend  says  that  it  does  not  iuspire 
terror,  and  that  experience  proves  it  to  be 
a  failure.  But  the  influence  of  a  punish- 
ment is  not  to  be  estimated  by  its  effect  on 
hardened  criminals.  Those  whose  habitual 
way  of  life  keeps  them,  so  to  speak,  at  all 
times  within  sight  of  the  gallows,  do  grow 
to  care  less  about  it ;  as,  to  compare  good 
things  with  bad,  an  old  soldier  is  not  much 
affected  by  the  chance  of  dying  in  battle. 
I  can  afford  to  admit  all  that  is  often  said 
about  the  indifference  of  professional  crimi- 
nals to  the  gallows.  Though  of  that  in* 
difference  one-third  is  probably  bravado 
and  another  third  confidence  that  they 
shall  have  the  luck  to  escape,  it  is  quite 
probable  that  the  remaining  third  is  real. 
But  the  efficacy  of  a  punishment  which 
acts  principally  through  the  imagination,  is 
chiefly  to  be  measured  by  the  impression  it 
makes  on  those  who  are  still  innocent :  by 
the  horror  with  which  it  surrounds  the  flrst 
promptings  of  guilt;  the  restraining  in« 
fluence  it  exercises  over  the  beginning  of 
the  thought  which,  if  indulged,  would  be- 
come a  temptation;  the  check  which  it 
exerts  over  the  gradual  declension  towards 
the  state — never  suddenly  attained — in 
which  crime  no  longer  revolts,  and  punish- 
ment no  longer  terrifles.  As  for  what  is 
called  the  failure  of  death  punishment,  who 
is  able  to  judge  of  that  ?  We  partly  know 
who  those  are  whom  it  has  not  deterred; 
but  who  is  there  who  knows  whom  it  has 
deterred,  or  how  many  human  beings  it 
has  saved  who  would  have  lived  to  be  mur- 
derers if  that  awful  association  had  not 
been  thrown  round  the  idea  of  murder  from 
their  earliest  infancy  ?  Let  us  not  forget 
that  the  most  imposing  fact  loses  its  power 
over  the  imagination  if  it  is  made  too  cheap. 
When  a  punishment  flt  only  for  the  most 
atrocious  crimes  is  lavished  on  small  of- 
fences until  human  feeling  recoils  from  it^ 
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en,  indeed,  it  ceMes  to  intimidate,  be- 
luse  it  ceases  to  be  belie?ed  in.     The 
ilnre  of  capital  punishment  in  cases  of 
left  is  easily  accounted  for:  the  thief  did  . 
U  belioYe  that  it  would  be  inflicted.      He  : 
learnt  by  experience  that  jurors  ^ould  ^ 
[rjure  themselves  rather  than  find   him  ; 
lilty;   tbat  Judges  would   seize  any  ex- ; 
[se  for  not  sentencing  him  to  death,  or  for  ' 

commending  him  to  mercy;  and  that  if; 
iither  jurors  nor  Judges  were  merciful, 
jere   were    still    hopes  from    an   autho- 
^y  above  both.     When  things  had  come 

this    pass  it    was   high  time  to  give 

the  ?ain  attempt.    When  it  is  impos- 
de    to    inflict  a   punishment,    or  when 

infliction  becomes  a  public  scandal,  the 
lie  threat  cannot  too  soon  disappear  from 
]e  statute  book.     And  in  the  case  of  the 

it  of  o£fences  which  were  formerly  capital, 

heartily  rejoice  that  it  did  become  im- 
^aeticable  to  execute  the  law.  If  the  same 

ite  of  public  feeling  comes  to  exist  in  the 
of  murder  ;  if  the  time  comes  when 
[rors  refuse  to  find  a  murderer  guilty ; 

len    Judges  will   not  sentence  him  to 
»ath,  or  will ,  recommend  him  to  mercy  ; 

when,  if  juries  and  Judges  do  not  flinch 

)m  their  duty,  Home  Secretaries,  under 
ressnre  of  deputations  and  memorials, 
iriuk  from  theirs,  and  the  threat  be- 
»mes,  as  it  became  in  the  other  cases,  a 
[ere  hrutum  fulmen ;  then,  indeed,  it  may 
icome  necessary  to  do  in  this  case  what 
18  been  done  in  those  —  to  abrogate  the 
jiialty.  That  time  may  come — my  hon. 
jricnd  thinks  that  it  baa  nearly  come.  I 
irdly  know  whether  be  lamented  it  or 
mBted  of  it  ;  but  he  and  his  Friends  arc 
ititled  to  the  boast :  for  if  it  comes  it  will 

their  doing,  and  they  will  have  gained 

|hat  I  cannot  but  call  a  fatal  victory,  for 

ley    will    have   achieved    it    by   bringing 

►out,  if  they  will  forgive  me  for  saving 

an   enervation,  an  effeminacy,   in  the 

;neral  mind  of  the  country.     For  what 

Ise  than  effeminacy  is  it  to  be  so  much 

jore  shocked  by  taking  a  man's  life  than 

depriving  him  of  all  that  makes  life  de- 
-able  or  valuable  ?  Is  death,  then,  the 
'eatest  of  all  earthly  ills  ?  Usque  adeone 
\ori  miserum  est  ?  Is  it,  indeed,  so 
*eadful  a  thing  to  die  ?  Has  it  not  been 
|om  of  old  one  chief  part  of  a  manly  edu- 
ction to  make  us  despise  death — teaching 

to  account  it,  if  an  evil  at  all,  by  no 
jeans  high  in  the  list  of  evils  ;  at  all 
^ents,  as  an  inevitable  one,  and  to  hold, 

it  were,  our  lives  in  our  hands,  ready 

bo  given  or  risked  at  any  moment,  for 

Mr  J.  Stuart  Mill 


a  sufficiently  worthy  object  ?  I  am  sore 
that  my  hon.  Friends  know  all  this  as 
well,  and  have  as  much  of  all  these  feel- 
ings as  any  of  the  rest  of  us ;  possibly 
more.  But  I  cannot  think  that  this  is 
likely  to  be  the  effect  of  their  teaching  on 
the  general  mind.  I  cannot  think  that  the 
cultivating  of  a  peculiar  sensitiveness  of 
conscience  on  this  one  point,  over  and 
above  what  results  from  the  general  culti- 
vation of  the  moral  sentiments,  is  perma- 
nently consistent  with  assigning  in  our 
own  minds  to  the  fact  of  death  no  more 
than  the  degree  of  relative  importance 
which  belongs  to  it  among  the  other  inci- 
dents of  our  humanity.  The  men  of  old 
eared  too  little  about  death,  and  gave  their 
own  lives  or  took  those  of  others  with  equal 
recklessness.  Our  danger  is  of  the  opposite 
kind,  lest  we  should  be  so  much  shocked 
by  death,  in  general  and  in  the  abstract,  as 
to  care  too  much  about  it  in  individual 
cases,  both  those  of  other  people  and  our 
own,  which  call  for  its  being  risked.  And 
I  am  not  putting  things  at  the  worst,  for 
it  is  proved  by  the  experience  of  other 
countries  that  horror  of  the  executioner  by 
no  means  necessarily  implies  horror  of  the 
assassin.  The  stronghold,  as  we  all  know, 
of  hired  assassination  in  the  18th  century 
was  Italy;  yet  it  is  said  that  in  some  of 
the  Italian  populations  the  infliction  of 
death  by  sentence  of  law  was  in  the  highest 
degree  offensive  and  revolting  to  popular 
feeling.  Much  has  been  said  of  the  sanc- 
tity of  human  life,  and  the  absurdity  of 
supposing  that  we  can  teach  respect  for 
life  by  ourselves  destroying  it.  But  1  am 
surprised  at  the  employment  of  this  argu- 
ment, for  it  is  one  which  might  be  brought 
against  any  punishment  whatever.  It  is 
not  human  life  only,  not  human  life  as 
such,  that  ought  to  be  sacred  to  us,  but 
human  feelings.  The  human  capacity  of 
suffering  is  what  we  sliould  cause  to  be 
respected,  not  the  mere  capacity  of  exist- 
ing. And  we  may  imagine  somebody  ask- 
ing how  we  can  teach  people  not  to  inflict 
suffering  by  ourselves  inflicting  it  ?  But 
to  this  I  should  answer  —  all  of  us  would 
answer  —  that  to  deter  by  suffering  from 
inflicting  suffering  is  not  only  possible,  but 
the  very  purpose  of  penal  justice.  Does 
fining  a  criminal  show  want  of  respect  for 
property,  or  imprisoning  him,  for  personal 
freedom  ?  Just  as  unreasonable  is  it  to 
think  that  to  take  the  life  of  a  roan  who 
has  taken  that  of  another  is  to  show  want 
of  regard  for  human  life.  We  show,  on 
the  contrary,  most  emphatically  our  re* 
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gard  for  it,  by  the,  adoption  qf}  a  rule 
that  he  who  Tiolatea  that  right  in  ano- 
ther forfeits  it  for  hiinaelf«  and  that 
while  no  other  crime  tl)at  he  can  commit 
depriyea  him  of  his  right  to  live^  this  shall. 
There  is  one   argument  against   capital 

?uni8hment,  e?en  in  extreme  cases^  which 
cannot  deny  to  ha?e  weight— on  which 
my  hon.  Friend  justly  laid  ffreat  stress, 
and  which  never  can  be  entirely  got  rid  of^ 
It  is  this — that  if  by  an  errpr  of  justice  an 
innocent  person  is  put.  to  death,  the  mis- 
take can  never  be  corrected  ;  all  compen- 
sation, all  reparation  for  the  wrong  is  im- 
poBBible.  This  would  be  indeed  a  serious 
objection  if  these  miserable  mistakes — 
among  the  most  tragical  occurrences  in  the 
whole  round  of  human  affairs — could  not  be 
made  extremely  rare.  The  argument  is 
invincible  where  the  mode  of  criminal  pro- 
cedure is  dangerous  to  the  innocent,  or 
where  the  Courts  of  Justice  are  not  trusted. 
And  this  probably  is  the  reason  why  the  ob- 
jection to  an  irreparable  punishment  began 
(as  I  believe  it  did)  earlier,  and  is  more 
intense  and  more  widely  diffused,  in  some 

garta  of  the  Continent  of  Europe  than  it  is 
ere.     There  are  on  the  Continent  great 
and  enlightened  countries,  in  which  the 
criminal  procedure  is  not  so  favourable  to 
innocence,  does  not  afford  the  same  secu- 
rity against  erroneous  conviction,  as  it.  does 
among  us ;  countries  where  the  Courts  of 
Justice  seem  to  think  they  fail  in  their 
duty  unless  they  find  somebody  guilty;  and 
in  their  really  laudable  desire  to  hunt  giyilt 
from  its  hiding-places,  expose  themselves  to 
a  serious  danger  of  condemning  the  inno- 
cent.    If  our  own  procedure  and  Courts  of 
J.ustioe  afforded  ground  for  similar  appre- 
hension, I  should  be  the  first  to  join  in 
withdrawing  the  power  of  inflicting  irrepa- 
rable punishment  from  such  tribunals.    But 
we  all  know  that  the  defects  of  our  proce- 
dure are  the  very  opposite.     Our  rules  of 
evidence  are  even  too  favourable  to  the 
prisoner:  and  juries  and  Judges  carry  qui 
the  maxim,  '*ll  is  better  that  ten  guilty 
should  escape  than  that  one  innocent  person, 
should  suffer,"  ipot  only  to  the  letter,  but 
beyond  the  letter.  Judges  are  most  anxious 
to  point  out,  and  juries  to  allow  for,  the 
harest  possibility  of  the  prisoner's  inno- 
cence.    No  human  judgment  is  infallible  : 
such  sad  oases  as  my  hon.  Friend  cited  will 
sometimes  occur ;  but  in  so  grave  a  case  as 
that  of  murder,  the  accused,  in  our  system, 
has  always  the  benefit  of  the  qoerest  shadow 
of  a  doubt.    And  thjs  suggesta  another 
consideration  very  germane  to  the  question. 


The  T^ry  fact  that  death  punishment  is 
more  shocking    than    any  other    to  the 
inclination,  necessi^rily  renders  the  Courts 
of  Justice  more  scrupulous  in  requiring  the 
fullest  evidencq  of  guilt.    Even  that  which 
is  the  greatest  objection  to  capital  punish- 
ment, the  iqapossibility  of  correcting  an 
error  o|ice  committed,  must  make,  and  does 
make,  juries  and  Judges  more  careful  in 
forming  their  opinion,  and  more  jealous  in 
their  scrutiny  of  the  evidence.     If  the 
substitution  of  penal  servitude  for  death  in 
cases  of  murder  should  cauae  any  relaxation 
in  this  conscientioim   scrupulosity,  there 
would  be  a  great  evil  to  set  against  the  real, 
but  I  hope  rare,  advantage  of  being  able  to 
make  reparation  to  a  condemned  person  who 
was  afterwards  discovered  to  be  innocent. 
In  order  that  the  possibility  of  correction 
may  be  kept  open  wherever  the  chance  of 
this  sad  contingency  is  more  than  inflnitesio 
mal,  it  is  quite  right  that  the  Judge  should 
recommend  to  the  Crown  a  commutaUon 
of  the  sentence,  not  solely  when  the  proof 
of  guilt  is  open  to  the  smallest  suspicion, 
but  whenever  there  remains  anything  unex- 
plained and  mysterious  in  the  case,  raising 
a  desire  for  more  light,  or  making  it  likely 
that  further  information  may  at  some  future 
time  be  obtained^     I  would  also  suggest 
that  whenever  the  sentence  is  commuted 
the  grounds  of  the  commutation  should, 
in  some  authentic  form,  be  made  known 
to  the   public.      Thus  n^uoh,  I  willingly 
concede  to  my  hon.  Friend;   but  on  the 
question  of  total  abolition  I  am  inclined 
to  hope  that  the  feeling  of  the  country 
is  not  with  him,  and  tbat  the  limitation 
of  death  punishment  to  the  cases  referred 
to  in  the  Bill  of  last  year  will  be  gene- 
rally considered    sufficient.     The    mania 
which  existed  a  short  time  ago  for  paring 
down  all  our  punishments  seems  to  have 
reached  its  limits,  and  not  before  it  waa 
time.     We  were  in  danger  of  being  left 
without  any  effectual  puuishment,  except 
for  small  offences.  What  was  formerly  our 
chief  secondary  punishment— transporta- 
tion— before  it  was  abolished,  had  become 
almost  a  reward.  Penal  servitude,  the  sub- 
stitute for  it,  was  becoming,  to  the  classes 
who  were  principally  subject  to  it,  almost 
nominal,  so  comfortable  did  we  make  our 
prisons,  and  so  easy  had  it  become  to  get 
quickly  out  of  them.     Flogging — a  most 
objectionable  punishment  in  ordinary  cases, 
but  a  particularly  appropriate  one  for  crimes 
of  brutality,  especially  crimes  against  women 
— we  would  not  hear  of,  except,  to  be  sure« 
in  the  case  of  garotters,  for  whose  peculiar 
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jnefit  we  re-established  it  in  a  burry,  im- 

liately  after  a  Member  of  Parliament 

been  garotted.     With  this  exception, 

[enoes,  even  of  an  atrocious  kind,  against 

person,  as  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 

Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate)  well 

larked,  not   only  were,  bat   still  are, 

ited  with  penalties  so  ludicrously  inade- 

|ate,  as  to  be  almost  an  encouragement 

the  crime.      I  think.   Sir,  that  in  the 

te  of  most  offences,  except  those  against 

»perty,  there  is  more  need  of  strengthen- 

our  punishments  than   of  weakening 

»m  :  and  that  severer  sentences,  with  an 

[portion men t  of   them  to    the   different 

ids  of  offences  which  shall  approve  itself 

|tter  than  at  present  to  the  moral  senti- 

mts  of  the  community,  are  the  kind  of 

form  of   which    our   penal  system  now 

inds  in  need.      I   shall    therefore   vote 

fainst  the  Amendment. 

I  Question  put, "  That  the  words  proposed 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

[The  House  divided: — Ayes  127  ;  Noes 
:  Majority  104. 

I  Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
|w  leave  the  Chair/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ooruidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  struck  out. 

Clause  3  (Execution  to  be  within  Prison). 

Mr.   darby    GRIFFITH   expressed 

Is  opinion  tliat,  in  introducing  the  element 

I  privacy  into  executions,  they  would  do 

|eir  best  to  imitate  the  crime  itself.     It 

19,   of  course,   a  deed   of  riolence.      In 

king  away  the  element  of  publicity,  they 

jre  taking  away  the  chief  authority  for 

ie  act,  which  was  to  be  sought,  not  in  any 

[ritten  statute,  but  in  the  common  feeling 

mankind  seated  in  the  heart.  This 
)ing  away  with  the  consensus populi  would 

to  realize   the  prediction   that  if  they 

>oli8hed  publicity  it  would  be  impossible 

maintain  capital  punishment  at  all,  be- 

luse  the    effect    would    be    revolting   to 

iman   feeling.      They   would   only  show 

lat  they  were  afraid  of  carrying  out  their 

nn  principle  of  capital  punishment.      It 

iight  be  true  that,  when  a  crowd  was  col- 

[ctcd  at  executions,  scenes  and  incidents 

'volting  to  moral  feeling  took  place  ;  but 

lis  might  equally  occur  if  a  number  of 

iople  were  admitted  to  what  was  called  a 

rivate  execution. 

Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill 


Mb.  HIBBERT  thought  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Darby  Griffith) 
should  have  been  made  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  There  were  many  countries 
in  which  private  executions  were  estab- 
lished without  the  inconveniences  asserted 
to  be  inseparable  from  them. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  concurred  with  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Devices. 
He  admitted  that  private  executions  pre- 
vailed in  various  countries  ;  but  there  was 
no  country  in  the  world  in  which  respect 
for  the  law  was  so  high  and  deep  as  it  was 
in  England.  The  principle  of  secresy  which 
the  Bill  contained  was  objectionable,  be- 
cause it  would  bring  the  carrying  out  of 
the  law  into  suspicion  and  diminish  the 
force  of  the  law.  Secresy  in  matters  of 
this  kind  would  excite  against  the  Execu- 
tive an  amount  of  odium  that  must  be  de- 
plored, and  which  had  never  previously 
attached  to  it.  The  principle  of  our  law 
was,  that  the  execution  of  a  person  was  the 
act  of  the  whole  nation,  and  that  being  so, 
it  should  be  public,  in  order  that  that  por- 
tion of  the  nation  residing  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  the  crime  might,  if  they 
chose,  attend  and  see  their  own  ponisb- 
ment  carried  out. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  said,  he  entirely  dis- 
agreed in  the  views  taken  by  his  hon. 
Friend  on  the  other  side.  Even  suppos- 
ing that  the  scriptural  argument  could  be 
maintained,  and  that  the  text,  *•  Whoso 
sheddeth  man's  blood  by  man  shall  his 
blood  be  shed,*'  was  correctly  interpreted, 
which  he  by  no  means  admitted,  where  was 
it  written  that  the  shedding  of  blood  should 
necessarily  take  place  in  the  midst  of  a 
crowd  composed  of  the  most  profligate  and 
worthless  part  of  the  population  that  could 
be  collected  ?  Did  the  spectacle  do  good 
to  the  classes  who  furnished  these  crowds? 
All  tho  evidence  went  to  show  that  instead 
of  doing  them  good,  it  had  a  tendency  to 
demoralize  them.  The  clauses  of  the  Bill 
would  insure  every  necessary  publicity,  and 
he  cordially  thanked  the  Government  for 
the  measure. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  thought  the  Bill 
a  move  in  the  right  direction — that  was  to 
say,  towards  the  total  abolition  of  capital 
punishment.  Public  executions  were  an 
evil.  He  himself  had  had  more  than  once 
to  sentence  numbers  of  persons  in  the  po- 
lice-court for  robbing  at  executions.  He 
asked  whether  **  within  the  walls  "  of  the 
prison  would  be  interpreted  within  the  ex- 
ternal boundary  walls  or  actually  within 
the  prison  itself  ? 
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Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  :  The  ex- 

ternal  walls. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  with 
reference  to  the  remarks  of  the  hen.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert),  that  if  any 
change  took  place  from  private  executions 
it  would  most  certainly  not  be  to  public 
executions,  but  to  the  total  abolition  of 
capital  punishment ;  the  national  aversion 
to  secresy  would  enforce  this  abolition. 

Mb.  DENMAN  admitted  that  one  reason 
why  he  had  voted  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  was  because  he  believed  it  was 
a  step  towards  total  abolition.     But  even 
assuming  that  capital  punishment  was  to 
be   maintained  in  perpetuity,   was  it  not 
far  better   that  it   should   be  carried  out 
within   the  prisons,    and   thus   avoid  the 
horrible  and  disgusting  scenes  that  took 
place  At  public   executions  ?      One  great 
stumbling  block  in  the  way  of  total  aboli- 
tionists hitherto  had  been  the  want  of  a 
sufficiently  strong  public  opinion  to  justify 
their  proposal;  private  executions  would,  he 
believed,  remove  the  difficulty  by  leading 
the  public  to  tlie  opinion  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  put  a  person  out  of  the  world 
for  the  public  safety  when  he  could   be 
well  secured  from  doing  harm  by  closely 
confining  him   in  prison.     The  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that,  in  the  case 
of  Palin,  the  first   murder  case  he   had 
ever  defended,  if  the  punishment  had  ,bcen 
anything  but  death  the  prisoner    would 
have  been  convicted,  because  tliere  was 
the  plainest  evidence  against  him.    Palin 
was    afterwards    transported    for    fifteen 
years,    and    finally    committed   a  capital 
oflTence,  for  which  he  was  executed.     But 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  inflict  a  speech 
upon  hon.  Members  he  might  have  cited 
different   cases   in    which   criminals,   un- 
doubtedly guilty,  had   escaped  conviction 
through  tho  repugnance  of  juries  to  doom 
them  to  the  extreme  penalty  of  the  law.  It 
would  not  be  long,  he  thought  after  this 
Bill  passed,  before  public  opinion  would 
declare  that  a  secret  act  of  assassination 
within  the  gaol  was  not  necessary  or  ex- 
pedient.    A  plan  had  been  suggested  by 
Sir  Walter  Crofton,  a  very  high  authority 
on  such  a  subject,  under  which  prisoners 
might  be  confined  for  life,  and  practically 
vrithout  hope,  in  the  interior  of  some  prison, 
80  that  society  would  run  no  risk  of  their 
escape  from  prison,  and  would  avoid  the 
risks  it  now  ran,  in  many  cases,  from  their 
total  impunity,  owing  to  the  unwillingness 
of  juries  to  inflict  an  irrevocable  sentenccr 
Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  the 

YOLCZCL  [third  SSBIX8.] 


hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  objected  to  all  punishments 
carried  out  privately  as  unconstitutional, 
was  he  prepared  to  revive  the  abominable 
practice  of  public  flogging  ?  There  was  no 
objection  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  objected 
to  flogging  prisoners,  because  to  degrade 
men  was  not  the  best  way  to  fit  them  to 
continue  in  society.  But  the  case  of  capital 
punishment  is  totally  different,  and  the  old 
principle  of  English  law  is  that  if  a  citizen 
of  the  country  is  to  be  deprived  of  his  life 
the  execution  ought  to  take  place  in  tho 
face  of  the  public. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  that  if,  as 
some  predicted,  the  effect  of  passing  tho 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  were  to  lead  to 
the  abolition  of  capital  punishment,  he 
should  assuredly  regret  that  he  had  been 
among  its  supporters.  He  could  not  agree 
in  that  prediction.  He  for  a  long  time  con- 
sidered private  executions  anti-English  ; 
but  the  majority  of  the  country,  or  at  any 
rate  of  the  House,  has  now  decided  the 
question.  He  protested  against  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Denmon)  that  juries  had 
violated  their  ooths — [••  No,  no  I  "] — for 
violating  their  oaths  it  is,  because  they  ob- 
jected to  the  penalty  of  death. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Sheriff,  &e,  to  be  present). 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  that  even  if  tho 
House  agreed  to  deprive  executions  of  their 
public  character,  there  was  much  that 
might  and  ought  to  be  done  to  give  so- 
lemnity to  executions  within  the  walls  of  tho 
prison.  He  wished,  for  instance,  that  the 
sheriff  present  should  be  the  High  Sheriff; 
and  he  further  thought  that  the  foreman  of 
the  grand  jury  and  at  least  three  of  tho 
grand  jury  ought  to  attend  the  execu- 
tion. [**  Oh  !  "]  The  clause,  as  it  stood, 
was  founded  on  a  total  misconception  of 
the  nature  and  object  of  capital  punish- 
ment. Something  should  be  done  to  sup- 
ply the  want  of  publicity  by  the  presence 
of  proper  representatives  of  the  public.  If 
he  were  asked  to  name  a  suitable  hour  and 
place  for  the  purpose,  he  should  say  New 
Palace  Yard  at  four  o'clock.  ["  Oh,  oh  !"] 
As  he  was  sure  there  would  be  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  the  country  against  the 
Bill  be  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  would  allow  a  suffi- 
cient time  between  the  Committee  and  tho 
third  reading  to  enable  the  House  to  learn 
what  was  thought  of  it  out  of  doors.    Tho 

2  U 
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I.  and  learned  Gentleman  mored  to  omit 
le  words,  "  The  Sheriff  eharged  with  the 
reention/'  and  insert — 

'*  The  High  Sheriff  in  person,  and  also  the 
in  of  the  Grand  Jorj  by  whom  the  Bill  was 
[and,  and  three  other  members  of  saeh  Grand 
iry,  to  be  selected  in  snch  manner  as  the  Judge 

Assise  by  whom  the  case  was  tried  shall  direct." 

Sir  JOHK  SIMEON  thought  it  would 
unfair  to  require  the  attendance  of  cither 
e  High  Sheriff  or  the  foreman  of  the 
and  jury  as  they  were  unpaid  officials. 
Mr.  GORST  suggested  that  it  would  be 
11  to  provide  for  the  attendance  at  ex- 
utions  of  witneeses,  independently  of  offi- 
1b  and  the  relatives  of  the  criminal, 
080  evidence  would  satisfy  the  coroner's 
ry  as  to  the  mode  of  death.  In  Australia 
le  attendance  of  two  justices  of  the  peace 
required. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  LOWTHER  moved  to  leave  ont 
[e  words  "Relatives  of  the  prisoner,  or." 
lose  who  objected  to  public  executions 
[old  not  desire  the  presence  of  relatives  of 
|e  prisoner  when  executions  were  carried 
It  in  private. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  suggested  that,  for  the 
irpose  of  identification,  the  presence  of  re- 
lives of  the  culprit  might  in  some  cases  be 
[ry  important.     At  present  the  Governor 
id  the  power  of  admitting  them  to  the 
lol  to  see  the  procession  on  its  way  to 
|e  place  of  execution. 
Mr.  GATHORNE  UARDY  Baid.  that 
the  words  proposed   to  be  omitted  were 
•uck  out,  it  would  still  bo  in  the  power  of 
le    Governor    to   admit    relatives    of  the 
Iprit   under  the   words  enabling  him  to 
Imit  "  other  persons"  than   the  officials 
lecially  named. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  remarked  that  the 
►rds  applying  to  **  relatives"  might  be 
;en  as  giving  such  persons  a  right  to 
Imand  admittance.  It  would  bo  well  to 
jar  this  in  mind  before  altering  the 
mse. 

JMr.    darby   GRIFFITH   could    not 

jppose  that  the  relatives  of  the  prisoner 

)uld  like  to  be  present  at  such  a  dis- 

(ssing  and  shocking  sight.  At  all  events, 

should  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 

iriff  to  determine   whether  they  should 

admitted. 

|Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  it  was  always  the 

10  that  poor  persons  stuck  to  their  rela- 

Ics   to   the  death  ;  and  it  would  only  be 

;!it  to  accord  to  tlicm  the  privilege  of 

^Ir.  Ideate 


I  being  present  at  the  ezeentioa  of  their  re- 
latives. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  the 
clause  is  permissive,  and  therefore  it  will 
make  no  difference  in  point  of  legal  obliga- 
tion whether  the  words  are  omitted  or  re- 
tained, though  they  would  be  useful  as  an 

\  instrucion  to   the  sheriff  as   to  whom  ho 

;  should  admit. 

!      Mb.  CANDLISH  thought  ft  important 

I  that  the  relatives  of  the  prisoner  should 
have  a  legal  right  to  attend  the  execntion. 
Mb.  LOWTHER  said,  if  the  words  are 
retained  the  sheriff  will  still  have  power 
under  the  clause  to  refuse  the  reiatires  ad« 
mission  in  certain  cases. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  Aldesmak  LUSK  thought  it  de- 
sirable that  a  few  of  the  general  public 
should  be  admitted  within  the  prison.  If 
thirty,  twenty,  or  even  ten  of  the  general 
public  were  allowed  to  be  present  the  exe- 
cution would  not  be  a  private  one,  any 
more  than  the  Central  Criminal  Coart  was 
a  private  Court,  although  only  a  very 
limited  number  of  the  public  eoold  be  me* 
eommodated  in  the  building.  He  moved, 
therefore,  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that 
the  sheriffs  and  visiting  justices  shoald  ad- 
mit into  the  gaol  as  many  of  the  general 
public  as  could  properly  and  conveniently 
be  accommodated. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
understood  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  that  the  gaol  should  be  opened 
to  any  persons  who  might  choose  to  come, 
as  long  as  there  was  sufficient  room  for 
their  accommodation.  fMr.  Alderman 
LcsK :  No!]  If  not,  due  provision  was 
made  in  the  clause  as  it  stood  for  carrying 
out  the  hon.  Member's  intention.  It  was 
left  to  the  discretion  of  the  sheriff  and  the 
visiting  justices  to  admit  such  persons  as 
they  thought  fit,  and  therefore  it  would  be 
unnecessary  to  introduce  the  words  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE  explained  that 
it  was  his  intention  that  the  sheriff  should 
admit  as  many  of  the  general  public  as 
could  be  conveniently  accommodated. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  re- 
marked  that  if  the  clause  were  altered 
in  the  way  proposed,  the  sheriff  would  be 
bound  to  admit  the  public  indiscriminately 
into  the  gaol  as  long  as  there  was  room  to 
accommodate  them.  Thus  boys,  women, 
and  others  who  ought  not  to  witness  exe- 
cutions, would  have  a  right  to  admission. 
By  the  clause  as  it  stood  power  was  given 
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to  admit  the  representatiyes  of  the  Press 
and  other  persons  of  respectabilitj  who,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  authorities,  ought  to  be 
present  at  the  execution. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  pointed  out  that 
boys  and  young  girls  might  be  excluded, 
as  they  were  now  from  Courts  of  Justice 
in  certain  cases. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
the  reason  why  boys  and  girls  were  some- 
times kept  or  ordered  out  of  Court  was 
that  the  Judge  is  assumed  to  have  supreme 
control  over  the  discipline  of  the  Court, 
though  some  people  doubted  whether  they 
bate  so  much  authority ;  but  if  this 
Amendment  were  adopted  the  sheriff 
would  be  bound  to  act  according  to  the 
words  of  the  statute,  and  to  admit  the 
public  indiscriminately. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  thought  what 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill  would  be  very 
like  a  select  audience.  It  would  probably 
come  to  admitting  people  by  ticket. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  suggested  the  addition 
of  words  to  the  effect  that  the  sheriff  should 
admit  such  reporters  for  the  newspapers 
connected  with  the  county  or  borough  as 
be  might  deem  proper. 

Mr.  den  man,  while  agreeing  with  the 
spirit  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Amendment, 
thought  it  quite  superfluous  and  unnecea- 
aary.  Under  the  term  "persons,"  the 
representatiyes  of  the  Press  would  be 
admissible. 

Mr.  Alberican  LAWRENCE  thought 
that  the  representatiyes  of  the  Press  should 
baye  a  right  to  be  present,  instead  of  their 
admission  being  at  the  discretion  of  the 
authorities,  who,  perhaps,  might  in  some 
cases  think  it  desirable  that  the  public 
should  not  be  furnished  with  a  full  account 
of  the  proceedings.  He  should  therefore 
take  an  opportunity  of  moying  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  effect,  and  would  certainly 
diyide  the  Committee  upon  it. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment as  unnecessary,  seeing  that  it  must 
be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  sheriffs  and 
the  yisiting  justices  to  say  how  many 
people  could  be  accommodated. 

Mr.  H.  chambers  could  not  see  the 
use  of  adding  the  words,  "  of  the  general 
public "  after  "  persons,**  as  the  latter 
included  the  former. 

Mr.  Alderuak  LAWRENCE  moved 
the  addition  of  the  words,  "  and  so  many 
reporters  of  the  public  Press,"  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  secure  the  attendance 
of  the  representatiyes  of  the  Press,  so  that 
the  public  might  know  what  official  persons 


were  present.  He  held  that  the  decision 
of  what  persons  to  be  admitted  should  not 
be  left  entirely  to  the  discretion  of  the 
sheriff  and  yisiting  justices.  He  thonght 
it  wquld  tend  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
people  of  this  country  that  the  admission 
should  be  ensured  of  those  who  would 
faithfully  report  what  took  place  on  such 
occasions. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"prisoner,"  to  insert  the  words  '*and  so 
many  reporters  of  the  public  press,"— 
(Mr.  Alderman  Latorenee.) 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  bo 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  dmieci :— *  Ayes  24; 
Noes  46  :  Majority  22. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Coroner's  Inquest  on  Body). 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  asked,  if 
the  representatiyes  of  the  Press  would  be 
allowed  to  attend  the  inquests  ?      Were  • 
those  inquests  to  be  private  or  public  ? 

Mr.  QATHORNB  HARDY:  The  in- 
quests will  be  conducted  on  precisely  the 
same  principles  as  at  present. 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  :  WUl 
they  be  open  to  the  public  ? 

MR.6ATH0RNE  HARDT:  TheywiU 
be  as  open  to  the  public  as  Coroners'  in- 
quests held  in  prisons  now  are. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  a  sheriff 
might  have  particular  yiews  of  his  own 
with  regard  to  the  admission  of  unofficial 
persons  to  an  execution ;  and  supposing 
the  sheriff  excluded  such  persons,  wno  were 
to  be  witnesses  at  the  Coroners'  inquests  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  that  an  execution 
can  be  carried  on  without  witnesses,  I  do 
not  think  so.  There  must  be  witnesses, 
whatever  reliance  may  be  placed  upon  their 
testimony. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK:  I  understand 
that  there  may  be  official  persons  present ; 
but  will  that  satisfy  the  public  ?  This  should 
be  arranged  beforehand.  If  the  sheriff  did 
not  admit  any  of  the  public,  who  were  to  be 
the  witnesses  but  the  gaoler  and  hangman  ? 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  complained 
that  the  matter  was  treated  with  levity  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  and  regretted  to  ob- 
serve that  the  House  seemed  ready  to  re- 
lieve itself  from  a  serious  subject  by  ebulli- 
tions of  that  kind.  There  might  be  a 
crotchety  sheriff,  of  opinion  that  it  was  in- 
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tded  to  carry  out  exeoutions  privately, 

|d  not  admit  the  general  public*  and  to 

it  the  faon.  Member  opposite  took  excep- 

Clauie  agreed  to. 
Remaining  clauses  agreed  to, 

|thb  lord  advocate  proposed  a 
luse  extending  the  Act  to  Scotland,  with 
necessary  modifications  of  language. 

iCIause  agreed  to, 

JMr.  NEATE  said,  that  the  punishment 
hanging,  as  practised  in  great  Britain, 
18  derived  from  barbarous  countries,  and 
IS  singularly  unequal  In  its  operation.  He 
»uld  suggest  that  the  Government  should 
\ve  recourse  to  modern  science  with  the 
)w  of  discovering  a  less  painful  mode  of 
locution.     It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose 
it  dislocation  of  the  neck  produced  in- 
intaneous  death.     Sometimes  it  did  so; 
other  times,  the  criminal  was  convulsed 
some  seconds.    The  garotte  was  a  more 
srcifnl    punishment;    or   life   might   be 
Leu  by  means  of  carbonic  acid  gas — a 
locesB  which  would  prevent  the  painful 
jcessity  of  having  the  hands  of  the  hang- 
in  about  the  culprit's  neck.     He  wished 
limit  manual  interference  by  one  fellow- 
mature  with   another   in   such  cases  as 
luch  as  possible,  and  would  even  go  so 
|r  as  to  allow  the  prisoner  to  put  an  end 
himself.      He  thought  the  suggestion 
LS  worth  consideration   when  they  were 
lering  the  old   mode   of  execution.     He 
»uld  move   us  a  new   clause,  but  would 
it  press  it  to  a  division  timt — 

I**  Her  Majesty  or  her  successors  may,  by  the 
|vjcfe  of  their  I'rivy  Council,  prescribe  any  other 
)do  of  execution  in  lieu  of  banging." 

Clause  negatived. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
)red  upou  Thursday, 

ARTIZANS'  AND  LABOURERS' 
DWELLINGS  BILL. 

{Mr,  M'Cullagh  Torreiis,  Mr.  Kinnaird, 
Mr,  Locke.) 

[bill    1.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  moved 
lat  the  Chairman  report  Progress  with 
le  view  to  the  framing  of  a  clause  to  pre- 
set the  interests  of  rcverBlouers,  which,  as 
Mr,  Darhi/  Griffith 


the  Bill  at  present  stood,  had*  been  altoge- 
ther overlooked.  The  interest  of  the  re- 
versioner might  be  confiscated  if  the  lessee 
neglected  his  duty. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  suggested  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  withdraw  his  Amendment  until 
the  clause  framed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell)  to  meet  bis  objeo* 
tion  was  considered. 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  he 
would  withdraw  bis  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Mr.  POWELL  then  proposed  a  clause 
providing  that— 

**  Application  may  be  made  to  jastiees  where 
more  than  one  owner  of  premises  inoluUed  In 
order  under  Act,  and  any  one  owner  neglects  to 
comply  with  such  order." 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  denied 
that  this  clause  would  meet  the  difficulty. 
There  might  be  half-a-dozen  lessees,  and 
finally  the  freeholder,  and  all  those  delicate 
interests  required  very  careful  considera- 
tion. He  therefore  hoped  that  the  Chair- 
man would  be  allowed  to  report  Progress, 
in  order  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
afforded  for  the  preparation  of  a  new  clause 
that  would  effectually  protect  the  interests 
of  reversioners. 

Mr.  POWELL  aaid,  he  thought  that  in 
the  clause  he  had  proposed  he  bad  saved 
the  interest  of  the  reversioner. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  clause  under  consideration  had 
been  carefully  drawn,  and  would  meet  the 
object  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Reading  (Sir  Francis  Goldsmid).  Every 
class  of  interest  in  property  was  protected. 

Sm  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  the 
description  given  did  not  tally  with  the 
printed  words  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  M'CULLAGH  TORRENS  said, 
there  were  no  other  powers  in  this  Bill  to 
take  land  than  were  contained  in  the  Lands 
Clauses  Consolidation  Bill. 

Sm  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  the 
effect  of  the  Bili»  even  though  including 
the  proposed  clause,  would  be  to  cause  a 
forfeiture  of  the  interests  of  reversioners, 
without  their  having  any  opportunity  to 
prevent  it. 

Mr.  AYRTON  thought  that  some  one 
should  be  responsible  for  the  clause.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Reading  (Sir 
Francis  Goldsmid),  who  was  a  good  autho* 
rity,  told  them  the  clause  did  not  meet  the 
wants  of  the  case.  It  seemed  to  him  it  was 
necessary  to  have  a  well-considered  clause. 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  thought  that 
the  discussion  showed  the  necessity  of  not 
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dealing  with  the  rights  of  property  in  the 
off-hand  manner  proposed. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
thoui^iit  it  would  he  a  very  great  pity  if 
the  Committee  were  to  lose  this  chance  of 
getting  through  with  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill.  There  would  he  ample  opportunity 
at  its  next  stage  to  discuss  the  important 
Buhjeet  which  bad  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Baronet. 

Sib  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  they 
would  not  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  matter  fully  when  the  Bill  was 
reported,  because  at  that  stage  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  only  the  privilege  of  addressing 
the  House  once.  However,  he  would  not 
further  press  the  point. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  moved  the 
following  new  clause,  which  he  said  was 
designed  to  obviate  one  of  the  many  dis- 
advantages which  he  believed  would  attend 
the  working  of  the  Bill  if  passed  in  its 
present  form : — 

**  This  Aot  shall  not  apply  to  any  premises  as 
to  whioh  the  owner  of  the  freehold  hM  institated 
proceedings  under  the  covenants  contained  in 
the  lease  under  which  the  premises  are  held,  in 
order  to  compel  due  perrormance  of  such  cove- 
nants, as  to  repair  or  for  forfeiture  of  such  lease  by 
reason  of  breach  of  any  such  covenants,  provided 
snch  proceedings  are  bonA  fide  and  duly  prose- 
cuted, and  provided  that  such  owner  shall  suc- 
ceed in  obtaining  judgment  therein,  and  pro- 
vided also  that  witliin  three  calendar  months 
after  such  judgment  obtained,  such  owner  shall 
properly  repair  such  premises  so  as  to  render 
them  fit  for  healthy  occupation,  or  pull  down 
and  demolish  the  same,  at  his  option." 

Mb.  ATRTON  suggested  that  this 
clause  should  not  be  pressed ;  but  that  the 
matter  should  bo  allowed  to  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  thought  it 
woold  be  only  right  for  the  Government 
to  undertake  some  responsibility  in  con- 
nection with  the  Bill,  and  by  the  next 
stage  attention  would  be  paid  to  this 
matter. 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  on 
this  understanding  he  would,  for  the  pre- 
sent, withdraw  the  clause, 

Mb.  POWELL  proposed  a  clause  pro- 
viding that,  in  case  of  leaseholds,  the 
owner  of  the  reversion  have  power  to  deter- 
mine the  lease,  compensation  being  paid  to 
the  lessee. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Sib  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  moved 
aoother  clause— 


«  This  Act  shall  not  apply  to  any  case  in  which 
the  dclective  state  or  condition  of  the  premises 
is  attributable  to  or  occasioned  by  the  act,  neglect^ 
or  default  of  the  local  authority,  to  put  in  force 
the  powers  for  remedy  of  such  defects  already 
vested  in  such  local  authority." 

Mr.  GOLDNET  objected  to  the  clause. 

Sir  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  mentioned 
the  case  of  mischief  being  done  by  the 
authorities  raising  a  road. 

Mb.  POWELL  said  the  clause  was  in- 
applicable. 

Clause  negatived. 

Sib  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  next 
moved  the  following  new  clause :— > 

**  In  any  case  where  any  lessee  shall  refuse  or 
neglect  to  execute  the  works  required  by  the 
order  of  the  local  authority  made  under  this  Act. 
and  the  owner  of  the  freehold  shall  elect  to  execute 
the  same,  such  refusal  or  neglect  of  the  lessee 
shall  operate  as  a  forfeiture  of  his  interest  in  such 
premises,  and  if  within  one  calendar  month 
after  such  refusal  or  neglect  the  owner  of  the 
freehold  shall  commence  such  works,  and  he  shall 
execute  the  same  without  delay,  he  shall  be 
entitled  to  hold  the  said  premises  free  from  the 
interest  of  such  lessee  but  subject  to  the  payment 
by  the  freeholder  to  the  lessee  of  the  value  of  the 
interest  of  such  lessee,  according  to  the  mode  of 
valuation  provided  in  the  nineteenth  Clause  of  this 
Act." 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  did  not  see  any 
objection  to  the  clause. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

First  Schedule. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  observed  that 
the  corporation  of  London  had  made  its 
influence  felt  in  reference  to  the  Bill, 
for  by  a  note  appended  to  the  Schedule  it 
was  declared  that  the  metropolis  should 
not  include  the  City  of  London;  so  that  the 
result  would  be  that  the  most  wealthy  por- 
tion of  the  metropolis  would  escape  contri- 
buting towards  the  improvement  of  the 
dwellings  of  the  poorest  classes  within  the 
metropolis.  Such  an  arrangement  was  most 
inequitable.  He  should  move  the  omission 
in  the  Schedule  of  all  words  relating  to  the 
City  of  London,  so  as  to  make  the  metro- 
polis at  large,  as  deBned  by  the  Metropolis 
Local  Management  Act,  liable  to  the 
charges  for  carrying  this  Act  into  operation. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  words  "  The  City  of  London,"  in  line  7, 
to  "  c.  91,''  in  line  12,  inclusive."— (ifr. 
Ayrton.) 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  opposed  the  Motion. 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  work  to  be  done 
in  the  City  of  London  of  the  nature  coutem* 
plated  by  the  Bill,  and  the  City  did  not 
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\h  to  eseape  from  itB  fair  share  of  public 
rden,  but  it  desired  to  pay  for  that  which 
to  be  done  within  its  own  area. 
[r.  HARVEY  LEWIS  thought  that 
lity  had  no  claim  for  the  exemption 
lich  was  claimed.  The  metropolis  should 
(regarded  as  one  area  for  the  purpose  of 
rying  out  all  sanitary  arrangements. 

luestioD  put,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
left  out  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

'he  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  26  ; 
in  19  :  Majority  7. 

[ouse  returned, 

till  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
ired  upon  Tuetday  next,  and  to  be 
vted.    [Bill  88.] 

LOTTeHTT  FSBKY  PS0TI8I0NAL  OBDBB 
COKFIBHATIOH  BILL. 

)n  Motion  of  The  Lord  Aptooatb,  BUI  to  con- 
a  Provisional  Order  under  "The  General 
lice  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act,  1863," 
jting  to  Brought/  Ferry,  ordered  to  be  brought 
The  Lord  Aotocati,  Mr.  Seoretary  GAXBoaiia 
>T,  and  Sir  Jamxs  FaBOUssov. 

House  adjoomed  at  half-after 
Eleven  o'olook. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Wednesday  J  Jpril  22,  1868. 

fUTEvS.] — New  Writs  Issued — For  Bristol, 
Sir  Samuel  Morton  Peto,  baronet,  Manor  of 

loithstead  ;  for  Stirling  District  of  Burghs,  v. 
^awrence  Oliphant,  esquire,  Chiltern  Hundreds. 

JLic  Bills — First  Heading — Droughty  Ferry 

rovisionnl  Orders  Confirmation  *  [90]. 

md   Reading — Burials  (Ireland)     [5];    Sun- 
lay  Trading    [40]  ;    Canongate  Annuity    Tax 
|>n],  negatived. 
Ymitlee — Metropolis    Subways*  [41]  ;  Legiti- 

lacy  Declaration  (Ireland)*  [87]. 

^ort — Metropolis  Subways*  [-il]  ;  Legitimacy 

jeclaration  (Ireland)*  [87]. 

^idered  as  am^n</tfd— Religious,  &o.  Buildings 

>ites)*[18]. 

lURlALS  (IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  5.] 
{Mr.  Monsellf  J/r.  Sidlivan.) 

SECOND  READING. 

>rder  for  Second  Reading  read. 

|1r.  MONSELL,  in  rising  to  move 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  said  lie 
iglit  he  could  show  that  the  grievances 
hich  it  referred  were  so  serious  that 
in  the  present  Session  they  ought 

Mr,  Ootchen 


to  be  redressed.  At  the  present  time  the 
olergy  of  the  Established  Ghuroh  in  Ire« 
land,  though  representing  only  about  one- 
ninth  of  the  population  of  that  country, 
had  power  to  prevent  any  religious  service 
but  that  of  their  own  Church  from  being 
performed  in  the  parish  burial-grounds. 
This  matter  was  seriously  complained  of, 
not  only  by  Roman  Catholics  but  also  by 
Presbyterians  and  by  the  members  of  other 
religious  bodies.  He  was  sure  that  no  one 
would  desire  that  Ireland  should  continue 
to  be,  as  she  was  now,  the  only  Christian 
country  in  which  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  were  committed  to  the  grave  with- 
out any  religious  serfice.  He  understood 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Hadfieid)  intended  to  moye  that  the  present 
Bill  should  extend  to  England ;  he  (Mr. 
Monsell)  feared  that  additional  difficulties 
would  be  placed  in  his  way  if  the  English 
were  mixed  up  with  the  Irish  grievance. 
The  present  law  of  burials  in  Ireland 
was  founded  upon  a  Bill  passed  under 
the  auspices  of  Lord  Plunket  in  1824, 
which  Bill  provided  that  every  person, 
whatever  bis  religion,  should  have  a  right 
to  interment  in  the  churchyard  of  tbo 
parish  where  he  died  ;  but  that  no  relift- 
ous  service  should  be  performed  at  toe 
grave  without  the  permission  of  the  Pro- 
testant incumbent.  If  the  incumbent  re- 
fused his  sanction  he  was  required  to  state 
in  writing  his  reasons  for  so  refusing,  and 
to  forward  a  copy  of  that  statement  to  his 
Bishop,  who  Was  to  transmit  it  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  Lord  Plunkct's  intention  as 
to  the  effect  of  the  law  was  not  doubtful  ; 
he  stated  that  it  would  he  mandatory 
upon  incumbents  to  grant  the  permission 
asked  for  ;  and  his  intention,  and  also  that 
of  the  Legislature,  was  that  the  application 
should  be  merely  formal,  and  that  it  should 
be  always  assented  to  by  the  incumbent. 
Indeed,  Lord  Plunket  gave  as  his  reason 
for  supporting  the  measure,  thot  it  could 
not  be  borne  that  Protestant  clergymen 
should  permit  humon  bodies  to  be  thrown 
into  the  ground  like  so  many  dogs.  The 
question  then  arose,  *'  Hos  the  intention  of 
Lord  Plunket  and  the  Legislature  been  car- 
ried out  or  not?  "  This  question  could  be 
answered  only  in  the  negative.  There  was 
the  highest  authority— that  of  Archdeacon 
Stopford — for  saying  that  **  The  Irish  cus- 
tom does  not  usually  bring  the  Rooian 
Catholic  priest  to  the  grave,"  and  Dr. 
Doyle  supplied  the  reason  when  he  said 
that  "  Priests  and  prelates  would  rather 
bo  condemned  to  labour  at  a  treadmill  than 
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ask  for  lioeacea  for  intermMiU."  Bui 
when,  by  nn  overstrained  huoiilitj,  Roman 
Catliolio  priests  bad  made  application,  tbej 
had  frequently  been  refused.  He  would 
quote  a  remarkable  instance  wbieh  oc« 
curred  at  Enniskillea,  the  living  of  which 
was  in  the  gift  of  Trinity  College,  and 
its  incumbents  were,  generally,  men  of 
Bome  eminence.  There  is  a  cemetery  in 
the  parish  called  Pubble — there  has  been 
no  church  there  for  eighty  yeara ;  it  is 
almost  ezoluBively  used  by  Roman  Catho- 
lics. In  twenty-five  years  there  had  been 
only  five  Protestant  burials  there.  Within 
the  last  few  years  there  had  boon  three 
rectors  of  the  parish — Mr.  Maude,  Mr. 
Magee,  the  present  Dean  of  Cork,  a  man 
of  the  highest  mark,  and  Mr.  Qreer ;  but 
though  the  burial-ground  was  far  removed 
from  the  parish  church,  all  three  rectors 
had,  in  every  instance,  refused  applications 
asking  permission  to  read  the  burial  service 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  He  might 
be  permitted  to  say,  with  reference  to  the 
statement  that  Roman  Catholic  priests  were 
unwilling  to  make  an  application  to  a  Pro* 
testant  incumbent,  that  the  Protestant 
olergymen  were  accustomed,  as  might  be 
Been  by  the  placards  now  about  Dublin  in 
connection  with  the  May  meetings,  to 
speak  in  a  very  gross  way  with  regard  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  But,  the 
necessity  of  asking  the  iooumbent's  con* 
sent,  however,  was  not  only  hard  upon  Ro* 
man  Catholics,  but  also  upon  members  of 
other  religiouB  bodies.  Though  the  House 
had  l.ately  heard  of  the  identity  of  feeling 
which  existed  between  the  Presbyterians 
and  Protestant  Episcopal iansln  Ireland,  ap- 
plications on  the  part  of  Presbyterian  minis* 
ters  had  been  refused.  Lately  an  application 
to  be  allowed  to  perform  a  burial  service  was 
made  by  the  Rev.  E.  Lyttle,  a  Presby- 
terian minister,  at  Donnybrook ;  it  was 
refused,  and  the  matter  was  brought  before 
the  Presbytery  of  Dublin,  where  Mr.  Lyttle 
stated  that-— 

**  For  fome  ODknown  oause  many  of  the  elergy 
of  the  Church  of  EagUind  about  Dublin  and 
through  the  South  have,  during  the  last  three  or 
four  yeara,  considered  it  neoessary  to  assert  their 
dignity  and  rights  in  this  miserable  and  odious 
way.  In  all  directions  our  clergy  are  being  ex- 
cluded from  the  parish  graveyards.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  bear  any  longer  with  a  state  of  things 
which  is  becoming  worse,  for  such  refusals  are 
becoming  the  usage  and  the  rule." 

The  Weslcyaus  met  with  similar  treatment. 
He  had  large  quantities  of  correspondence, 
showing  that  contumelious  refusals  fol- 
lowed the  most  humble  applications.    He 


would  give  one  case.  In  November,  1863, 
the  Rev.  Edward  Best,  a  Wesley  an  minis- 
ter at  Armagh,  asked  permission  of  the 
incumbent  to  perform  the  funeral  service 
over  a  Mrs.  Miller,  and  received  this 
answer" 

«  Sir,  I  cannot  grant  the  request  made  in  your 
name  ;  but  I  will  be  ready  to  perform  the  funeral 
serTice  of  the  Church  if  called  on  by  the  friends 
of  the  late  Mn.  MiUer." 

An  appeal  was  made  to  the  Archbishop, 
and  he  said— 

**  The  Act  of  Parliament  leares  It  entirely  at 
the  diseretion  of  the  incumbent  to  grant  or  refuse 
the  permission,  and  gives  the  Bishop  no  right  to 
interfere.  Tou  will  obserre  that  I  have  done  all 
that  the  law  requires  or  permits  me  to  do  in  this 
case." 

The  House  would  recollect  Lord  Plunket'a 
explanation  of  the  law.  He  said  that  the 
words  enabling  permission  to  be  given  were 
mandatory  ;  yet  in  this  case  neither  in* 
cumbent  or  Bishop  so  treated  it.  An 
appeal  to  the  Bishop  was  made,  and  the 
grievance  was  not  redressed.  In  February, 
1866,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Quarry,  Wesleyan 
minister  in  the  county  of  Kerry,  received 
a  peremptory  refusal.  When  he  attempted 
to  perform  the  service  outside  .the  grave- 
yard, it  was  very  near  being  attended  by 
serious  consequences.  But  a  more  extra- 
ordinary ease  was  one  which  occurred  in 
the  county  of  Oalway.  George  Mitchell 
died,  having  previously  specially  requested 
that  his  minister,  the  Rev.  W.  B.  Le  Bat, 
should  conduct  his  funeral  service.  The 
rector,  however,  would  not  consent,  and  (he 
quoted  Mr.  Le  Bats  words)  "  assisted  by  a 
mob  of  missionaries  and  other  persons,  stop- 
ped the  procession  to  the  grave,  and  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  disturbance.*'  A  memo- 
rial upon  the  matter  was  addressed  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  who  referred  it  to  the 
Bishop,  who  sent  it  to  the  rector,  and  the 
latter  returned  it  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant ; 
so  that,  as  Mr.  Butt  said,  the  parties,  in- 
stead of  getting  redress  or  satisfaction  of 
any  kind,  were  baffled,  disappointed,  and 
annoyed.  He  thought  that  he  had  said 
enough  to  show  that  there  was  a  serious 
grievance,  and  that  the  intention  of  Lord 
Piunket  and  the  Legislature  in  passing 
the  Act  of  1824  had  been  defeated.  Il 
had  been  supposed  that  Lord  Lreutenanta 
and  Bishops  would  secure  the  carrying  out 
of  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature.  It 
appeared  that  Lord  Lieutenants  and  Bishopa 
were  unwilling  or  unable  to  control  un* 
charitable  or  crotchety  incumbents.  The 
remedy  which  this  Bill  proposed  waa 
a    simple    one  —  that    in    the    case    of 
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rids  of  (MTioiii  not  bdonging  to  the 
IstaUithod  Choroh  in  the  parisn  bnrial- 
mnds,  the  priests  or  ministers  of  the 
lomination  to  whieh  the  deeessed  be- 
iged  shoald  hafo  the  right  to  perform 
ie  burial  serrice  of  that  denomination, 
he  Bill  did  not  in  anj  waj  interfere  with 
}e  rights  of  the  paroehiaf  elergj  to  the 
»hold  of  the  ehurahyards  ;  all  it  pro- 
led  was  that  the  national  bnrial-gronnds 
lonld  be  freelj  used  by  the  nation. 

Motion  made*  and  Question  proposed, 
I  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seeond 
le/'— (tfr.  MameU.) 

Mb.  LBFROT  said,  he  regretted  that 
felt  it  his  doty  to  oppose  the  Motion  of 
right  hon.  Friend  the   Member  for 
tmeriek  (Mr.  If  onsell).     He  shoohl,  how- 
[er,  regret  still  more  if  his  motifos  for 
Hng  so  were  misunderstood.      He  was 
lerefore  ansious  to  state  in  the  briefest 
|d  most  temperate  language  the  objec- 
is  whieh  he  entertained  to  the  measure. 
|is  right  hon.  Friend  had  made  a  most 
lions  speeeh  in  support  of  his  Bill, 
^d   had  drawn  off  the  attention  of  the 
»nse   from   its   objeotionable    features. 
le  right  hon.  Oentleman  alleged  that  the 
tjecu  which  Lord  Plunket  had  in  tIow 
lien  he  introduced  his  measure  upon  this 
[bject  had  been  frustrated  by  the  clergy. 
It  he  (Mr.  Lefroy)  could  not  admit  this  to 
thecnao.  lie  deemed  it  necee&ary  to  call 
le  attention  of  the  House  to  the  advances 
lich  had  been  made  in  this  matter  of  late 
[ars  by  the    enactment  of   measures  in 
rour  of  the  Roman  Catholics — measures 
which    he  rejoiced.      In   the  reign   of 
jilliam  III.  the  Roman  Catholics  were  de- 
lived  of  the  right  of  burial  even  in  the  mo- 
jsteries  or  grounds  adjacent,  and  a  penalty 
£10  was  enacted  against  any  violation 
that  law.     In  the  reign  of  George  IV. 
iill  was  introduced  by  Lord  Plunket,  the 
Iject  of  which  was  to  do  away  with  that 
»hibition,  and  throw  open  all  those  burial- 
ices  to  Roman  Catholics.     The  Act  of 
^ilL    III.   forbade    the   performance   of 
Jrinl  service  by  Catholic  priests.     Lord 
unket's  Act  removed  this  difficulty  also, 
|d  gave  power  to  the  Protestant  incum- 
its,  on  the  application  of  a  Roman  Ca- 
»lic  priesti  or  Nonconformist  minister,  to 
mt  to  the  priest  or  minister  permission  to 
rform  tho  burial  ceremony  in  churchyards 
\r  individuals  of  hia  communion.     The 
jplication  for  leave,  as  well  as  the  reply 
the  incumbent,  was    to  be  made   in 
[iting ;   the  object  being  to  protect  the 
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rights  of  the  Chnreh,  to  seenre  as  far  aa 
possible  the  proper  and  nnintermpted  per- 
formance of  the  burial  serrice*  and  also 
that  if  a  refusal  were  gif en,  it  should  not 
be  upon  unreasonable  or  trivial  grounds. 
But  that  was  not  all ;  the  Bill  also  pro- 
▼ided  that  in  ease  of  leare  being  refused 
by  the  incambent  copies  of  the  application 
and  the  reply  should  be  forwarded  to  the 
Bishop  of  the  diooese,  and  transmitted  by 
him  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  It  would, 
therefore,  be  seen  that  ererj  security  had 
been  giren  to  secure  to  the  Roman  Ca* 
thdics  tho  pririlege  intended  to  be  given 
to  them  by  Lord  Plunket's  Act.  In  a 
few  cases,  clergymen  might  have  withheld 
permission,  but  the  fault,  if  any  had  been 
the  priest's,  in  neglecting  to  avail  himself 
of  the  remsdy  prescribed  by  the  Aot  He 
was  not  in  possession  of  inibrmation  with 
respect  to  all  the  cases*  referred  to  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  ;  but  with  regard  to 
Bnniskllten,  he  held  in  his  hand  the  eor* 
respondence  which  had  taken  plaoo  with 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Oreer,  the  incumbent,  who 
had  but  a  short  time  before  entered  apon 
his  office.  The  first  letter  of  Mr.  Oreer 
was  in  answer  to  an  application  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  priest  should  be  allowed 
to  come  in  his  robes,  and  waa  to  the  efeet 
that  he  would  make  inquiries,  and  if  il 
could  be  arranged  without  ineonvenieneei 
he  would  gladly  give  permission.  On  in* 
quiry,  however,  Mr.  Greer  was  obliged  to 
refuse  leave  for  the  proposed  burial,  as 
he  found  that  the  gravevard  was  over- 
crowded, and  that  it  could  not  take. place 
without  disturbing  the  remains  of  persons 
already  interred,  and  thereby  causing  much 
pain  to  their  relations.  The  rev.  gentle- 
man expressed  his  regret  at  this  circum- 
stance, and  sugi^ested  that  a  subscription 
should  be  immediately  commenced  for  the 
purchase  of  additional  ground  ;  and  he 
said  he  should  himself  be  most  happy  to 
contribute.  The  rev.  gentleman  not  only 
was  justified  in  what  he  did,  but  must  be 
considered  to  have  acted  with  great  kind- 
ness and  prudence.  He  (Mr.  Lefroy)  re- 
prretted  that  difficulties  existed  in  any  case. 
He  should  rejoice  to  see  all  differences  of 
opinion  forgotten  at  the  grave,  and  that 
all  those  who  mourned  over  their  deceased 
relatives  and  friends  should  be  allowed  to 
assist  at  that  religious  service  which  was 
most  agreeable  to  their  feelings.  Bnt  at 
the  same  time,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Established  clergy  could  consistently  give 
up  their  rights  in  this  matter.  In  the  first 
place,  the  churchyard  was  in  the  nature  of 
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a  freehold  tested  in  the  clergy  and  choroh* 
wardens,  who  were  answerable  for  the  care 
of  it.  He  denied  that  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics laboured  under  any  grievance  in  this 
respect.  The  necessity  which  the  existing 
law  imposed  of  asking  permission  of  the 
incumbent  for  the  performance  of  religious 
service  over  the  grave  was  not  really  an 
obstacle  to  such  performances.  The  prac- 
tice was,  as  a  general  rule,  to  grant  the 
permission  sought ;  and  what  was  the  ose 
of  encouraging  persons  to  assume  a  right 
in  opposition  to  the  clergy,  which  the 
clergy  willingly  conceded  in  all  ordinary 
oases  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  ?  Moreover, 
there  would  be  danger  of  collision,  if,  with- 
out any  notice  or  arrangement,  Roman 
Catholic  processions  had  a  right  to  enter 
the  ground  and  perform  religious  ceremo- 
nies, at  a  time  when,  perhaps,  Protestant 
service  was  going  on.  It  would  form  a 
perpetual  ground  of  dispute  and  irritation, 
and  would,  in  all  probabilitVf  lead  to  noting 
and  outrage.  As  to  the  Wesleyans,  indi- 
viduals might  have  made  complaints  ;  but 
he  was  informed  that  the  great  body  of 
them  were  satisfied  with  the  present  ar- 
rangement. For  the  reasons  he  had  just 
given,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  enter  his  pro- 
test against  the  propositions  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  Looking  at  the  state  of  the 
House,  he  saw  no  advantage  in  dividing 
against  the  second  reading  ;  but  he  should 
certainly  oppose  the  further  progress  of  the 
Bill  in  its  present  shape. 

Mb.  PIM  was  glad  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  did  not 
intend  to  divide  the  House.  He  hoped  that 
the  House  would  unanimously  agree  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  There  were 
many  cases  in  which  a  clergyman  would 
believe  it  to  be  his  duty  to  refuse  the  per* 
mission  sought;  while,  at  the  same  time,  no 
real  ground  could  be  urged  why  it  should 
not  be  given.  A  large  number  of  Roman 
Catholics  in  Ireland  had  been  buried  for 
centuries  in  the  parochial  burial-grounds; 
and  it  was  very  galling  to  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic that  be  was  obliged  to  get  permis- 
sion for  the  priest  to  read  the  service  over 
the  remains  of  a  relative.  But  Protestant 
Dissenters  complained  on  this  subject  as 
well  as  Roman  Catholics.  He  had  a  few 
days  since  presented  a  petition  from  the 
Presbyterians  of  Dublin,  in  which  they 
asked  that  "  they  should  no  longer  be 
subject  to  this  grievance,  which  they  con- 
ceived to  be  as  inconsistent  with  the  spirit 
of  the  age  as  it  is  uncongenial  to  that  of 
the  Gospel."     He  held    in  his  hand  a 


letter  from  a  Wesleyan  Methodist  minister 
strongly  protesting  against  the  continuance 
of  an  irritating  law,  and  stating  that  his 
''brethren  felt  much  as  he  did."  The  Bill 
would  be  received  in  Ireland  with  general 
satisfaction  ;  and  he  ventured  to  express  a 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Limerick  would  be  able  to 
pass  it  through  the  House  without  any 
serious  opposition.  If  any  Amendments 
were  required  they  could  be  introduced 
in  Committee. 

Ma.  GREENE  said,  he  could  not  allow 
the  Bill  to  pass  through  another  stage  with- 
out entering  his  strongest  protest  against 
it.  He  felt  that  the  time  had  come  when 
it  was  the  duty  of  that  House  to  watch 
narrowly  the  progress  of  events.  So  far 
as  he  could  form  an  opinion  upon  this  sub- 
ject it  did  not  appear  to  him  that  there 
was  any  practical  grievance  affecting  the 
Roman  Catholics.  He  thought  that  the 
passing  of  the  present  measure  would  lead 
to  scenes  in  Ireland  which  they  would  all 
deprecate.  Although  he  was  willing  to 
give  every  liberty  to  the  Roman  Catholics* 
consistently  with  the  security  (Tf  the  Es- 
tablished Church  and  its  rights,  he  could 
not  yet  fail  to  remember  the  narrow  yiewa 
of  the  Romish  Church,  which  interdicted 
all  liberty  of  conscience  and  all  freedom  of 
action  in  its  members.  He  said  they  were 
advancing  towards  a  state  of  things  that 
demanded  their  most  serious  consideration. 
To  allow  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  all 
the  privileges  of  the  Church  of  England 
was  inconsistent  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  principles  of  the  Reformation  or  the 
national  religion.  This  measure,  if  passed, 
would  let  in  the  keen  edge  of  the  wedge 
to  be  followed  \>y  further  aggression.  So 
long  as  he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
that  House  he  would  raise  his  voice 
against  any  proposition  for  the  progress 
of  the  Romish  Church.  The  hierarchy 
of  that  Church  not  only  sought  for  greater 
spiritual  power  in  the  country,  but  also 
for  temporal  power.  One  concession  after 
another  had  been  given  them  by  Protes- 
tant England  with  a  view  to  conciliation. 
Let  the  people  of  England  mark  well 
what  was  going  on,  and  take  warning  in 
time.  Although  he  should  run  the  risk 
of  being  called  illiberal,  he  should  certainly 
feel  it  his  duty  if  a  division  took  place  to 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  this  Bill  for 
Ireland  was  the  same  in  snbstance  as  the 
Bill  which  had  been  introduced  for  England 
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Wbalf  of  «ko  Protetuii  Diwmten  hj 
ir  Morton  Poto»  and  wbioh  wm  diMasaad 
n  the  Motion  for  ito  leeond  roading  on 
15t|i  of  April,  1863.  Tho  House,  after 
metnre  oontidtrstlon  of  ite  prineiiile,  re- 
ted  tbet  Bill  bj  e  miyoritv  of  125.  In 
1  the  onbjeot  bed  been  mm  before  the 
onaei  bat  Uie  prepoiel  of  thet  day  wei 
eoted  bj  e  oneU  majoritj,  beeente  the 
fiiieo  upon  it  wm  ti^ken  oneipeetedly. 
Ibe  right  hen.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
meriek  now  made  a  timilar  propoaal  for 
d  on  the  part  of  the  Roman  CathoHo 
rarehy.  It  waa  perfeotly  vndentood  that 
right  hen.  Oentleman  on  all  tbeae  anb- 
lepresenta  the  Roman  Catholie  hier- 
y  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
bed  to  pet  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
iimple  propoaition.  The  Honae  was 
tnally  told  that  the  Roman  Catholie 
by  waa  an  aggriofod  body.  He 
iked  in  what  respect  were  they  an  ag- 
ifed  body  t  He  eenld  not  understand 
w  they  oonld  be  eonaidered  aggriofed; 
the  eonrse  of  legislation  had  of  late 
been  one  oontinoal  system  of  eon* 
ion  to'tbeir  demands,  unless  it  waa  as- 
that  the  whole  of  the  eeslesiaatioal 
rty  in  Ireland  had  oaoe  belonged  to 
and  that  it  ought  now  to  be  ro- 
te them.  [«<  No,  no !"]  He  aaid 
that  waa  the  ground  assumed  —  not 
strongly  in  that  House  as  oat  of  that 
ouBO.  The  grievance  everywhere  stated 
the  organs  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hier- 
ohj  was,  that  the  ecclesiastical  property 
Ireland  had  been  taken  from  them, 
very  man  who  reads  the  newspapers — 
ery  man  connected  with  the  Press  knows 
is.  It  was  a  principle  publicly  proclaimed 
them  out-of-doors.  It  was,  therefore, 
ain  that  what  the  Roman  Catholic  hier- 
chy  now  demanded  was  restitution  of  all 
at  ecclesiastical  property  which  they  ns- 
rt  had  once  belonged  to  them.  The  right 
n.  Gentleman  opposite  might  shake  his 
ad  at  this  statement;  but  be  must  know 
ry  well  that  this  was  a  principle  laid 
wn  by  the  Roman  Catholic  newspapers 
d  publications.  This  was  the  grievance 
t  forward  by  the  Roman  Catholic  hier« 
by.  He  denied  that  those  complaints 
me  from  the  Roman  Catholic  laity.  The 
rmer  asserted  that  the  ecclesiastical  pro- 
rty  now  held  by  our  Church  in  Ireland 
as  taken  from  them  some  200  or  300 
ars  ago,  and  that  it  should  now  be  re- 
ored  to  them.  If  they  would  not,  in  the 
e  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  admit  the 
ossession  for  100  years  as  establishing  a 
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right,  which  waa  tho  rale  nnder  the  oanon 
law  of  Rone  as  rogarded  aoeh  rights^  bo 
wished  to  knew  to  what  extent  that  prin- 
ciple ef  restitution  might  not  be  carried  f 
Another  grie? anee  was  thet  the  eonfiacated 
estates  were  held  by  the  deaeendanta  ef 
those  to  whom  thay  had  been  granted  by 
the  SoTormgn  at  the  time  that  theae  estatea 
were  confiscated  200  or  300  yeara  ago. 
Well,  he  aaked  whether  the  Honae  waa 
prepared  to  ascot  thet  aMomed  grie? anes^ 
and  to  disturib  the  settlement  of  property 
in  Ireland?  Thoae  griofancea  hong  toge- 
ther, end  they  would  no? or  hear  the  end 
of  them  ao  long  as  they  eoeouraged  tho 
idea  that  they  were  willing  to  gmtil^ 
theae  claimants,  by  eonceaaiena,  gifl^  end 
largeasea«-"to  sub? ert  the  tennre  and  title 
not  only  of  eedesiastioal  proper^,  \^%  ef 
all  property  alleged  to  have  bosn  eonle* 
cated  eenteriea  ogo,  end  now  held  by  Plre- 
teatant  ownera.  Be  put  thin  natter  plaiM7i 
because  he  eonfisased  he  waa  tired  w  hoei> 
ing  of  thoae  grlofaneea^  which  wens  paipo 
tually  atated  oot-of-deorst  and  were  eelad 
open  withent  being  at  owed  b  tkat  fioosib 
He  now  came  to  the  eonaidoratien  of  tbb 
Bill.  If  it  were  deemed  jnat  and  viao  oo 
the  pisrt  of  this  Honae  to  r^feet  the  pro- 

Ca  made  on  behalf  of  |ho  PiaititiH 
y  in  tbia  oenntry,  with  n  ainilnr  oljeil 
in  Tiew  as  the  meaanre  befere  tho  HoMb 
with  what  conststenoy  or  jostice  oonld  th^ 
assent  to  the  proposal  now  made  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  of  Ireland  t 
They  all  knew  that  special  facilities  had 
been  granted  by  law  for  the  accession  and 
preservation  of  graveyards  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  community.  Acts  of  Parliameot 
had  also  been  passed  to  provide  cemeteries 
to  be  open  to  all  religious  denominations 
in  Ireland.  Nothing,  however,  would  satisfy 
the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy,  but  to  gain 
possession  of  the  property  now  held  by 
members  of  the  Established  Church.  They 
said  that  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
was  an  insult.  Now,  he  knew  at  that 
moment  that  negotiations  were  going  en 
through  our  Foreign  Office  to  obtain  sites 
in  Spain  for  the  burial  of  Protestants,  and 
up  to  the  present  time  the  Government  of 
Spain  had  refused  their  assent  to  such  ap- 
plications. Wherever  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  obtained  command,  as  in  Spsin, 
she  would  forbid  the  burial  of  any  Protes- 
tant in  any  of  her  cemeteries.  He  woold 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  aaking  for  the 
production  of  the  Correspondence  in  order 
to  verify  bis  statement.  Ho  would  ncn- 
tion  the  particulars  of  a  case  which  ee- 
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onrred  in  Galwayt  and  whieh  had  a  lieartng 
upon  this  subject.    A  College  had  been 
founded  in  Gal  way  by  Edward  YI.    Some 
years  ago  it  was  broken  up,  and  the  pro- 
perty divided  into  two  or  three  rectories 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission.    A  Pro- 
testant gentleman  having  property  in  Ire- 
land  purchased  the  advowsons  of  those 
rectories.     The  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England  had  shown  themseWes  extremely 
tolerant  as  to  the  use  of  two  graveyards 
which  were  not  immediately  connected  with 
these  churches.  They  permitted  the  Roman 
Catholic  priests  the  free  use  of  those  grave- 
yards, exacting  no  payment  whatever  from 
them»  which  they  might  reasonably  have 
done.     What  was  the  result  now  f    Those 
Roman  Catholic  priests  had  obtained  a  very 
considerable  income  by  possessing  them- 
selves of  these  graveyards,  which  belonged 
to   the  Protestant  Church,  and  it  might 
happen  that  they  would  refuse  to  allow 
Protestants  to  be  buried  in  those  grave- 
yards.    As  much  intolerance  of  principle 
was  shown  in  Ireland  by  the  Catholic  priests 
as  was  practised  by  the  Catholic  Govern- 
ment and  hierarchy  of  Spain.     He  could 
Dot  see  how   the   House  could  justify  to 
itself  concessions  to  the  pretended  griev- 
ances on  this  subject  put  forth  by  the' 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  of  Ireland,  when 
they  knew  that  those  very  meek  and  humble 
petitioners  were  really  the  most  aggressive 
and  intolerant  when  they  had  the  power  of 
being  so.     By  assenting  to  this  Bill  they 
vrould   be    making  a  concession    to    the 
Church  of  Rome  which    they  refused   to 
all  religious  denominations  other  than  the 
Church  of  England  in  this  country.    Hon. 
Members    might    fancy    that    they   were 
proving  thsmselvea  very  liberal ;  but  the 
country  would  understand  their  motives  for 
assenting  to  this  Bill.     The  people  would 
■ay  it  was  passed  under  the  pressure  of 
apprehended  disturbances  in  Ireland.  They 
would  feel  that  that  House  was  endeavour- 
ing to  propitiate  those  whom  they  never 
could  satisfy  without  sacrificing  the  rights 
of  property  and  the  principles  of  justice  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  0*BEIRNE  said,  he  would  not 
have  interfered  in  this  discussion,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
ahire  (Mr.  Newdegate)»  who  seemed  to  be 
under  a  singular  misapprehension,  both  as 
to  the  question  before  the  House,  and  the 
eeope  of  the  Bill  proposed  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Monaell).     The  hon.  Member  compared 


the  present  Bill  with  the  Bill  which  had 
been  introduced  and  defeated  in  1863. 
Now,  there  was  no  sort  of  similarity  be- 
tween the  two  proposals.  The  Bill  of 
1863,  which  referred  to  English  Noncon- 
formists, was  intended  to  give  to  those  who 
dissented  from  the  Church  of  England  a 
right  of  interment  in  the  graveyards  which 
belonged  to  that  Church*.  That  right  had 
been  already  conferred  on  Irish  Roman 
Catholics  and  Irish  Dissenters  in  1824,  by 
Lord  Plunket's  Act ;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  not  now  sought  to  confer  any  right  of 
burial.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  look 
upon  this  proposal  as  another  concession 
to  Roman  Catholics,  and  as  such  he,  of 
course,  opposed  it.  He  (Mr.  O'Beirne) 
must  remind  him  that  if  it  was  a  concee- 
sion,  it  was  one  which  applied  to  all  sects 
of  Christians,  and  gave  them  equal  rights 
to  have  the  burial  services  performed  over 
the  graves  of  their  dead.  Surely  such  a 
reasonable  enactment  could  not  be  se- 
riously opposed.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Limerick  in  quoting  the 
Act  of  1824,  had  correctly  called  it  a 
mandatory  Act.  Lord  Plunket,  beyond 
all  question,  so  understood  it,  as  shown  by 
his  own  words  just  read  to  the  House. 
But  there  was  still  stronger  evidence  to  bo 
found  within  the  Act  itself,  as  he  would 
show  by  reading  the  6th  Section,  that 
Section  enacted— 

'*  That  if  inch  permission  [referring  to  the  per- 
mission for  burialj  be  in  anjr  case  withheld,  the 
cause  of  withholding  the  same  shall  be  specially 
and  distinctlf  declared  in  writing  hj  such  offi- 
ciating minister  of  the  Church  of  England,  one 
part  of  which  written  declaration  shall  forthwith 
be  delivered  to  the  person  making  such  applica- 
tion as  aforesaid,  and  one  other  part  thereof  shall 
be  transmitted  to  the  Bishop  of  the  diocece'  in 
which  such  churchyard  shall  be  situated,  and  shall 
be  by  him  forthwith  forwarded  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant, signed  by  the  registrar,  Ao" 

Now,  he  contended  that  that  Section  showed 
very  clearly  that  refusal  of  the  permission 
was  only  intended  to  take  place  in  very 
special  cases.  It  was,  he  thought,  not  a 
little  surprising  that  this  Section,  although 
referred  to  by  hon.  Members  opposite,  had 
not  been  read  to  the  House  ;  and,  more- 
over, the  cases  read  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  showed  that  the  refusals  which  had 
been  given  in  writing  in  no  instance  corn* 
plied  with  this  requirement  of  the  Act. 
On  the  contrary,  this  provision  that  the 
causes  of  refusal  should  l)e  distinctly  and 
specially  stated  were,  it  would  seem,  sys- 
tematically disregarded  by  the  reverend 
gentlemen  by  whom  those  refusak  had  been 
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liigned.  Vo  ease  whtterer  bad  been  made 
lagainst  the  Bill ;  no  argument  had  been 
lied,  unlets,  indeed,  we  were  to  aeeept  as 
m  argnment  the  repetition  by  the  bon. 
lllemlMr  for  North  Warwiekshireof  his  nsual 
Ibttter  in? eetiTes  against  the  Roman  Ca- 
Itholie  Ghoroh  and  her  hierarohy.  He  (Mr. 
P'Beime)  had  no  desire  to  ooeopy  the 
|House  by  offering  any  reply  to  the  bon. 
lembar  on  that  part  of  his  speeeb;  bnt  he 
lonld  not  allow  a  remark  whioh  fell  from 
{the  bon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  funds  of  the 
[rish  Churob  Bstablishment,  to  pass  nn- 
lehallenged.  The  bon.  Member  stated, 
mneh  to  his  surprise,  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
jtbolie  Bishops  bad  demanded  a  restitution 
tlte  funds  whieh  had  been  taken  from 
Ithe  Roman  Catholie  Church  in  eenturies 

Kt.  Now,  the  bon.  Member  must  fia?e 
»wn,  when  he  made  that  statement,  that 
it  was  wholly  without  foundatioup  and  he 
heard  him  gtfo  eipression  to  it  with  ex- 
treme regret,  as  the  bon.  Member  bed 
bad  ample  and  frequent  opportunity  of 
satisfying  himself  that  sueh  a  eharge  was 
entirely  without  justification.  Many  bon. 
Members  of  this  House,  who  were  folly 
authorised  to  state  the  opinions  of  the 
Catbdio  Bishops  and  ministers,  had  orer 
and  Of  er  again  stated  in  the  most  distinct 
and  uneoniTocal  language,  that  although 
it  was  quite  true  that  the  Roman  Cfttholic 
religion — of  whieh  he  bed  the  privilege  of 
being  a  member — had  been  despoiled  and 
I  plundered,  by  unjust  laws,  of  their  Church 
property,  in  seeking  religious  equality, 
which  they  now  demanded,  they  not  only 
repudiated  ull  idea  of  touching  directly  or 
indirectly  one  shilling  of  the  funds  now 
I  enjoyed  by  the  Established  Church,  but 
they  also  very  recently  rejected  all  offers 
of  such  a  nature.  How,  then,  could  the 
|hon.  Member— who  enjoyed  a  just  influence 
and  respect  in  that  House — permit  himself 
to  make  a  statement  which,  ho  repeated, 
he  must  or  should  have  known  was  utterly 
lunfounded  and  contrary  to  the  fact?  The 
bon.  Member  talked  of  publications  and 
declarations  out-of-doors,  he  (Mr.  O'Beirne) 
had  nothing  to  do  with  such  publications  or 
{declarations.  He  repeated  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  would  not  touch  one  shil- 
I  ling  of  the  moneys  of  the  Establishment, 
and  he  hoped  that  such  an  assertion  as  that 
to  whioh  he  now  gave  this  unqualified  con- 
tradiction, would  not  be  again  repeated 
I  within  that  House.  He  trusted  the  discur- 
sive remarks  to  which  he  had  been  obliged 
to  give  a  reply,  would  not  lesd  the  atten- 
tion of  Members  away  from  the  fair  con- 

Mr.  O'Beirne 


sideration  of  flw  Bill  before  tihem.  Ha 
belioTed  it  was  a  just  measure ;  that  It 
would  correct  an  abuse  which  was  irritating 
and  miscbicTons  ;  and,  if  passed,  that  it 
would  be  prodoctive  of  much  social  good 
and  giTO  ? cry  general  satlsfiMtion  in  Ira* 
land. 

Mb.  NBWDEOATE  said,  that  Br. 
Moiiarty,  who  calls  himself  Bishop  of 
Kerry,  in  a  letter  published,  he  thought^ 
last  autumn,  stated  that  if  the  property  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland  was  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  Parlisment  a  portion  of  it 
should  be  appropriated  to  Roman  OathoKe 
purposes.  This  was  stated  in  a  k^tsr 
which  had  been  published. 

Mb.  BRUCB  said,  that  if  tba  House 
divided  he  should  give  bis  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  on  the  ground 
that  its  object  was  simply  to  give  offset  to 
the  Act  of  1824.  At  prasent  the  right  of 
Roman  Catholics  to  burial  in  tho  parish 
burial-grounds  eiistod ;  but  it  waa  eleir 
that,  aa  a  matter  of  fact,  it  liad  in  naay 
cases  been  refused,  not  merely  to  Bosmb 
Catholics,  but  also  to  Preabyteriaaa  and 
Wesleyans.  Indeed  Uio  mot oment  te  Ak 
vonr  of  this  Bill  was  far  atrongor  ob  the 

{lart  of  the  Proteatant  DtsaoBtora  of  Ir^ 
and  than  on  that  of  tho  Bobmb  Oathdicai 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  Bpaia 
was  so  often  quoted  by  the  bon.  Kembsr 
for  North  Warwickshire.  Waa  it  Uiat  we 
should  imitate  her,  or  that  we  should  act 
in  the  spirit  of  retaliation  ?  In  the  name 
of  both  sides  of  the  House  he  repudiated 
both  courses.  He  had  supported  the  Bill 
introduced  by  Sir  Morton  Peto,  but  which 
was  unfortunately  rejected.  They  mast, 
however,  consider  the  principles  of  this 
Bill  in  connection  with  the  circumstsnees 
of  the  case ;  and  was  it  not  intolerable 
that  in  Ireland  a  small  minority  should  have 
power  to  withhold  Christian  burial  from  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  ? 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  the  Bill 
had  been  introduced  to  prevent  the  con- 
tinuance of  a  great  scandal,  and  to  pro- 
mote conciliation,  and  not  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  any  right  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Church  beyond  those  of  other  religious 
bodies.  He  had  supported  Sir  Morton 
Peto*s  Bill.  He  assured  the  House  tbst 
there  was  in  Ireland  a  strong  feeling  of 
reverence  for  the  dead ;  and  consequently 
there  was  a  great  desire  that  a  religious 
ceremony  should  be  performed  over  the 
grave.  He  recommended  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  to  turn  his  attentioB  to  Lutheran 
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Sweden,  where  he  would  find  a  bigotry 
calling  for  the  denunciation  of  one  who  so 
strongly  condemned  the  religious  feeling  of 
Spain. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  believed  it  was 
generally  conceded  that,  except  in  very 
few  instances,  the  Act  of  1824  had  been 
carried  out.  If,  however,  there  were  cases 
in  which  it  had  not  been  acted  upon,  there 
ought  to  be  an  amendment  in  the  law. 
This  BiU  would  require  amendment.  No 
provision  had  been  mado  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  order  in  the  burial-grounds.  If  he 
did  not  consider  that  the  fiill  could  bo  al- 
tered in  that  sense  in  Committee,  he  would 
not  vote  for  the  second  reading.  As  the 
Bill  now  stood,  the  bodies  of  persons  be- 
longing to  two  or  three  different  persua- 
sions might  be  brought  into  the  graveyard 
at  the  same  moment.  The  services  had 
to  be  performed  within  a  limited  space;  and 
when  persons  entertaining  different  opinions 
thus  came  together,  religious  animosity 
might  lead  to  unseemly  scenes  in  the  grave- 
yards. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell)  evi- 
dently had  some  misgivings  on  that  point, 
for,  in  the  Bill,  it  was  provided  that  burials 
should  not  take  place  during  the  hours  of 
Pivine  worship.  He  (Mr.  Henley)  thought 
it  would  be  desirable,  when  in  Committee, 
to  prescribe  at  what  hours  deceased  persons 
jof  the  different  religious  persuasions  should 
be  buried,  or  to  give  some  power  to  the 
rectors  to  regulate  the  hours. 

Mr.  HADFIfiLD  said,  the  Bill  did  not 
merely  relate  to  Roman  Catholics,  but  also 
had  reference  to  the  members  of  other 
Christian  denominations.  He  begged  to 
point  out  that  in  the  burial-ground  belong- 
ing to  the  denomination  of  Christians  to 
which  he  belonged  a  very  simple  arrange- 
ment was  adopted.  It  was  open  to  all 
classes  of  Christians  who  chose  to  use 
it,  who  might  perform  such  religious 
ceremonies  as  they  desired;  or,  if  they 
preferred,  there  might  be  no  religious 
ceremony  at  all.  No  difficulty  had  been 
found  in  arranging  the  interments  of  dif- 
ferent classes,  under  reasonable  restrictions 
as  to  time,  and  other  matters  of  a  reason- 
able nature.  The  sting  of  the  Bill,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire, seemed  to  be,  not  the  burial  of 
Boman  Catholics,  but  of  Protestant  Dissent- 
ers, in  the  Church  of  England  burial  grounds. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  a 
greater  dislike  to  Dissenters  than  to  Roman 
Catholics,  and  lost  no  opportunity  that  the 
forms  of  the  House  permitted  of  opposing 


everything  they  wished.  Their  claim  to 
interment  in  the  Church  burial-grounds  in 
England  ought  not  to  be  forgotten,  and  he 
hoped  the  Bill  of  1863  would  soon  be  re- 
vived. There  was  no  reason  why  the  pri- 
vilege claimed  by  the  BiU  for  Dissenters 
in  Ireland  should  not  be  extended  to  their 
brethren  in  England.  He  hoped  that  a 
clause  to  that  effect  might  be  introduced 
in  Committee  ;  but  if  it  endangered  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  he  should  not  press  it. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  hoped 
the  House  would  not  divide,  but  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time.  The  clergymen  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  had  hitherto  been  placed 
in  a  false  position.  The  Act  of  1824 
gave  the  right,  noi  the  privilege,  of  being 
buried  in  the  Church  burial-grounds  in 
Ireland,  which  in  many  instances  had  been 
refused.  Those  who  objected  to  the  Bill 
showed  that  they  had  not  advanced  as  they 
ought  to  have  done  as  to  their  sense  of 
what  was  due  from  them  to  the  members 
of  other  religious  denominations.  At  the 
grave  all  religious  differences  ought  to  be 
forgotten.  If  there  was  a  wedge  at  all  in 
this  case,  the  thin  end  had  been  inserted 
by  the  Bill  of  1824.  He  was,  he  belie ved, 
as  sincere  a  Protestant  as  any  Gentleman 
in  that  House ;  but  he  thought  he  acted 
in  thorough  conformity  with  Protestant 
principles  in  supporting  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HUBBARD  said,  this  was  not  so 
simple  a  case  as  had  been  described,  for 
the  Bill  was  supported  by  different  speakers 
on  contradictory  premises.  He  did  not 
wish  to  refer  to  the  question  which  lurked 
behind  this  Bill — namely,  that  of  the  Irish 
Church.  The  Act  of  1824  had,  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases,  worked  well.  Power  was 
by  that  Act  reserved  to  the  clergy,  because 
on  that  power  depended  the  whole  legal 
position  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  ;  and  if 
it  had  not  been  an  act  of  indulgence,  but 
a  right  as  this  Bill  proposed,  there  would 
have  been  no  Established  Church  in  Ireland. 
They  could  not  accept  this  Bill  without  an- 
ticipating the  great  solution  of  the  Irish 
Church  difficulty  which  was  looming  before 
them.  The  Bill  now  before  the  House 
would  be  as  complete  an  abolition  of  the 
legal  sUUui  of  the  Irish  Church  as  any  that 
could  be  effected  by  the  Resolutions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone).  This 
Bill  was  a  short  cut  to  the  point  which 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to 
reach  by  a  more  circuitous  route,  and  con- 
consequently  he  was  not  prepared  to  agree 
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the  Mooad  readfaq;  of  tlM  Bill  The  few 
isUneM  of  iaaoDYoiiioneo  thmt  htd  aiitea 
»ro  not  siAriont  to  warrant  tho  pasting 
thii  Bill.    Bolief  ing  tbo  Bill  to  be  on- 
»  and  ieeinff  iU  indireet  eieot 
the  Irish  Charniy  he  oonld  oot  snp- 
it. 

Ma.  CBUM-EWIMa  snpported  the  Bill, 
a  Beolohmaii,  he  protested  against  the 
iwo  1^  Glentlenien  opposite  who  opposed' 
BHI.  In  Seotland  persons  of  all  de- 
linadoM  were  allowed  to  baye  their 
religions  senriee  at  their  bortal.  He 
the  Hoese  would  not  pledge  itself 
rejeeting  this  Bill  to  pnrsne  a  bigoted 
~  ly  In  religions  matters. 
Mm.  BBARDBN  said,  that  the  people 
Irebuid  were  not  only  not  allowed  to  lire 
their  eeontry,  hot  were  not  e?en  allowed 
be  buried  in  it.  He  protested  against 
prsetiee  of  the  hon.  Members  for  North 
^arwieksliire  and  Bnrj  St.  Edmnnd*s 
Ir.  Kewdegate  and  Mr.  Greene)  of  ont- 
iging  on  allMeasieiis  the  feelings  of  the 
»man  Gatholie  Members  of  that  House, 
had  a  hich  respeet  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
fbr  Norm  Warwiekshire  t  bat  he  on- 
m\j  iosnhsd  Roman  Oatholio  Mem- 
bj  his  eonstant  referenoe  to  the  Re- 
luen.  He  might  reply  to  the  hon. 
rember  b^  ssyrog  Uiat  Nero  was  an  angel 
eompanson  with  Henry  YIIL;  and  as 
Elisabeth,  he  would  not  ssy  snytbing  of 
ler  moral  character.  The  Reformation 
ad  led  to  the  establishment  of  as  many 
[ifferent  religions  as  the  number  of  years 
tat  had  since  elapsed.  He  asked  how 
mg  the  grievances  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
If  Ireland  were  to  continue? 

Mb.  HUBBARD  rose  to  move  that  the 
lill  be  read  the  seoond  time  that  day  six 
lonths. 
Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  hon. 
[ember  could  not  now  make  that  Motion. 
Colonel  W.  STUART  said,  as  the 
>n.  Member  for  Buckingham  had  omitted 
make  the  Motion  in  his  speech,  he  would 
)  so.  Ho  said  Protestants  had  as  much, 
not  more,  reason  to  complain  of  the 
ingusge  used  by  Roman  Catholics  to- 
rards  Protostants  than  the  former  had  of 
le  latter.  The  remarks  they  had  just 
Istened  to  were  not  calculated  to  conciliate 
Votestants. 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
rord  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
|on  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  six 
tonths."— •(OSo/onel  William  JStuart) 
Question  put,  **  That  the  word 'now' 
id  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr,  Subiard 


The  House  HwUtd  :— Ajee  74 1  Noes 
61 :  Majority  33. 

Main  Question  pot,  and  agr&id  to. 

Bill  read  a  seeoiid  time^  And  oeatmlffsil 
for  ro-morroie. 

StTND&T  TRADING  BILL-[Biu  40.] 
(Mr.  l%mai  fh^to .  Lori  CkmA  WmMrn^ 


Order  for  Seoond  Reading  read. 

Mn.  THOMAS  HUGHBS  foeelomete 
the  seoond  reading  of  this  Bill.  It  was  p^ 
eisely  similar  in  efaaraeter  to  the  BID  wUeh 
the  Honse  read  a  seeond  Uese  laei  year, 
with  the  appretal  of  the  then  SeeretMy  e( 
StaU  lor  the  Home  Department,  and  wMsh 
was  aHerwards  oonsidered  In  Oennsittee 
of  the  Honse,  when  eertain  Amendments 
were  inserted.  That  Bin.  howeter,  nhi^ 
metely  beeame  a  dropped  Order  at  the  end 
of  the  Sessioni  and  what  he  new  ndkid  Ike 
Honse  to  do  was  to  plaee  the  Bill  b  trnm^f 
the  same  pesitkm  as  that  in  whieh  It  was 
left  last  year.  When  the  aeeend  reedlsf 
was  agreed  to  last  yesTp  it  wie  Men  Ike 
nnderstanding  that  in  ease  the  BOI  mm 
out  of  Committee  In  an  objeelletfinhtelbtmb 
then  Ofory  hon.  Member  ehenM  !•  isl)^ 
feetly  at  liberty  to  oppose  the  fhM  nm«nf« 
Thst  was  a  perfectly  reasonaUe  nnder* 
derstanding,  and  he  was  quite  prepared  to 
act  on  it  if  the  same  course  were  adopted 
this  year.  The  Bill  was  printed  in  the  same 
form  as  last  year,  and  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Recorder  of 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Russell  Gumey), 
which  bad  been  agreed  to  by  the  Commit- 
tee, not  being  embodied,  he  (Mr.  Hughes) 
proposed  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time  pro 
formd,  and  to  introduco  those  words  at 
once  before  going  into  Committee.  Cer- 
tain hon.  Members  were  afraid  that  the 
Bill  would  affect  the  Act  of  Charles 
II.,  and  in  order  to  meet  their  views  he 
would  be  perfectly  willing  when  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee  to  allow  a  olanse 
to  be  inserted  to  prevent  the  Bill  in  any 
way  interfering  with  the  operation  of  that 
Act.  Under  these  circumstances  he  hoped 
the  House  would  consent  to  read  the  Bill 
a  second  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  road  a  seoond 
tims."— (i/r.  Thomas  Hughsi.) 

Mr.  FRESHFIBLD,  who  had  giren 
notiee  to  mofo  that  the  BiU  be  rmid  e 
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■eeond  time  thtt  day  tiz  months,  Mid,  he 
entirelj  diitented  from  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  belienng  that  it  woald  be  improper  to 
alter  the  law  which  for  300  years  had  regu- 
lated  the  obsenrance  of  the  Sabbath  in 
this  coautry.  But  after  the  statement  of 
the  hon*  Member,  that,  in  Committee,  he 
would  consent  to  the  introduction  of  a 
proTision  to  the  effect  that  the  Act  of 
Charles  II.  shoold  not  in  any  way  be 
interfered  with,  he  would  consent  to  with- 
draw his  opposition  at  this  stage. 

Mr.  graham  opposed  the  second 
reading.  The  exceptions  contained  in  the 
Bill  were  so  numerous  as  to  weaken  the 
legal  sanction  hitherto  given  to  the  obser?- 
ance  of  the  Sabbath.  They  would  consti- 
tute a  fulcrum  by  means  of  whiob  the 
enemies  of  the  Sabbath  obserrance  would 
work  hereafter  for  the  further  infraction  of 
the  Sabbath.  He  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  thought  it  was 
most  undesirable  that  the  question  of  Sun- 
day observance  should  be  muddled  by  a 
Bill  which  would  involve  two  conflicting 
principles.  Until  the  question  could  be 
dealt  with  in  a  much  broader  and  more 
eacisfactory  way  we  had  better  leave  things 
as  they  were.  He  should,  therefore,  second 
the  Amendment,  though  upon  quite  differ- 
ent grounds  from  those  urged  by  the 
Horer. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now/*  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
iiionth8."-»(Afr.  Oraham,^ 

Mb.  FRESHFIELD  said,  the  course 
whieh  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr. 
Hughes)  proposed  to  adopt  would  secure 
the  object  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Graham)  had  in  view.  If  he 
had  thought  that  it  would  not  do  so  he 
should  certainly  have  pressed  his  own  Mo- 
tion for  the  rejection  of  the  measure  to  a 
division.  At  the  same  time  he  was  bound 
to  sar  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  if  the 
Bill  did  pass  into  law  with  the  provision  of 
whieh  he  had  spoken,  it  would  be  a  dead 
letter  in  its  operation. 

Mb.  REMINGTON  MILLS  thought  that 
the  House  would  stultify  itself  by  passing  a 
meaaare  involving  two  opposite  principles. 
If  the  Bill  would  be  a  dead  letter  after  the 
insertion  of  the  provision  respecting  the 
Act  of  Charles  II.,  what  was  the  good  of 
passing  it  at  allt  He  should  certainly 
vote  against  the  second  reading. 

CoumBL  FRENCH  wanted   to  know 


what  was  the  use  of  the  House  spending 
time  in  the  discussion  of  Bills  introduced 
by  private  Members  when  tliere  was  not 
the  slightest  possibility  that  any  result 
would  bo  arrived  at  f  There  were  certain 
public  measures  as  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  bound  shortly  to  state  what 
their  intentions  were  with  regard  to  push- 
ing them  forward, — as,  for  instance,  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  Reform  Bills — and  until 
the  course  of  Public  Business  had  been 
settled  he  should  certainly  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  this  private  Bill. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  considered 
that  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  under 
unnecessary  alarm  in  supposing  that  this 
Bill  would  occupy  any  great  length  of  time. 
Its  principle  was  fully  discussed  last 
Session,  and  the  objections  then  taken  to  it 
had  been  satisfactorily  met.  He  hoped  no 
further  objection  would  be  raised  to  its  pro* 
gross  to-day. 

Mr.  G  ATHORNE  HARDT  hoped  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel 
French)  would  be  prepared  to  facilitate  the 
passing  of  the  measures  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  But,  as  the  House  knew,  certain 
questions  had  been  raised,  for  which  the 
Government  were  not  responsible,  and 
which  interfered  with  the  progress  of  those 
measures  ;  and  the  sooner  those  qnestions 
were  out  of  the  way  the  better  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  pleased,  in  order  that  they 
<night  go  on  with  the  business  before  the 
House.  With  respect  to  the  present  Bill, 
he  thought  there  would  be  ample  time  to 
discuss  it,  and,  without  committing  himself 
to  the  support  of  the  third  reading,  he  was 
prepared  to  accept  the  position  taken  last 
year  by  his  predecessor.  He  thought  the 
Bill  should  be  allowed  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, and  it  would  afterwards  be  seen 
whether  the  measure  in  its  details  was  one 
whieh  oonid  be  approved  by  the  House. 
That  was  the  view  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley)  last  year,  and  he  (Mr.  G. 
Hardy)  thought  the  course  was  one  which 
might  be  adopted  with  convenience  now. 
At  the  same  time  he  thought  that  con- 
siderable weight  was  to  be  attached  to  the 
objections  both  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  68;  Noes 
31  :  Majority  37. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 


CfmrnfMh  Ammi^        (OOlQCOirS) 
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OANONOATB  AHmnTT  TAX  BILL. 
{Mr.    MUren,  Mr.  DmU^,  Mr.  BemUr.) 

[biu.  60.]  ascon)  BSABiira. 

Order  for  Seeond  Beading  read. 

He.    MCLAREN,     haring    presented 

reral  petitions  in  faronr  of  the  meaaure, 

~ :  It  is  not  ny  intention   to  oeeupj 

Honse  with  any  tery  minute  details 

this  question.    Tbe4N)ints  whieh  I 

itend  to  mention  ere  only  those  whieh 

trike  one  as  being  the  most  salient.     I 

fill  tmke  np  the  question  as  it  now  stands, 

lainly  as  a  qnestion  of  praetieal  grie? anee. 

is  the  only  remains  of  a  ehureh  rate 

[hieh  noweiiste  in  Bdinbnrgh.   That  part 

it  whieh  is  distinetly  a  ehnreh  rate  is 

le  payment  whieh,  by  an  Aet  passed  in 

\  is  fixed  at  £4,200  annaelly  out  of 

I  poliee  rates  of  the  eity  in  aid  of  the  sti- 

ids  of  ministers.    There  is  also  another 

lall  indireet  impost ;  but  I  will  not  take 

the  time  of  the  House  by  entering  into 

iat  point  at  present.    The  tax  has  been 

moeh  eompiained  of,  and  it  has  been 

ebnstani  souree  of  heartburning  and  ill- 

lilL  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reeding  two 

itenees  from  a  petition  whieh  I  have  pre- 

ited  to-day  from  Mr.  Arehibeld  Toung. 

[his  gentleman  states  that  he  belongs  to 

mptist  denomination,  and  that    the 

trinee  of  that  Choreh  preelnde  its  mem- 

irs  from  paying  anything  towards  the  sup- 

»rt  of  any  other  Establialiment,  and  that 

and  his  father  liave  resisted  doing  so. 

m   three  occasions  he  has  been  dragged 

[trough  the  Courts  of  Law  ;  and  since  the 

kssing;  of  the  Act  of  1860  he  has  liadlo 

ty  £50  for  legal  expenses  for  opposing 

ho  levying  of  the  rate ;  and   since  that 

me  he  has  been  dragged  into  the  Court  of 

[cssion  for  payment  of  tlie  arrears  of  the 

Id  Annuity  Tax,  and  is  thereby  likely  to 

istain  an  additional  loss  of  £150.     He 

[lerefore  approves  of  this  Bill  as  likely  to 

it  a  stop  to  this  long-vexed  question.  The 

letition  is  but   a  fair  example  of  others 

jhich  might  be  quoted  from  persons  who 

lave    been   put    to  very    large   expenses 

account  of  this  tax.     The  tax  has  in- 

ired  the  collection  of  the  other  rates  of 

le  city,  which  are    mixed    up    with    it, 

such  a    degree  that  a  very  large  loss 

jcurs  annually  in   the  collection.     Now, 

te  remedy  proposed  in  this  Bill  is  a  very 

|mple  one.      I  propose  that  out  of  the 

idowed  churches  of  the  City  of  Edinburgh 

le  stipend  of  three  of  the  ministers  should 

|e  discontinued,  and  this  would  relieve  a 

im  of  £1,800  annually,  and  leaYO  them 


with  an  endowment  of  £6,000  from  other 
sonroes.  It  may  be  supposed  by  parties 
not  eonverssnt  with  the  matterg  that  the 
Establuhed  Chursh  will  snffsr  by  doing 
this  ;  but  I  may  say  with  eonfidenee  that 
nothing  of  the  kind  ean  by  possibility  oe- 
enr.  Hon.  Members  would  hardly  beltere 
the  paneity  of  mttendanee  in  aome  of  these 
ehnrehes.  and  the  extraragant  ezpendi- 
tnre  whieh  is  kept  np  in  Aree  of  these 
ehurehes.  The  whole  of  the  seatHfente 
amount  to  only  £278.  and  the  number  U 
sests  let  in  these  three  ehurehes  is  only  790. 
In  the  other  ehurehes  of  the  eity  there  are 
no  fewer  than  6,674  seats  unlet  and  frss^ 
so  that  if  these  790  persons  were  to  ge 
into  other  ehnrohee  no  ineonfenienee  emdd 
possibly  arise.  In  the  wliole  of  the  thirteen 
eity  ehurehes  there  are  only  8^840  sittings 
let,  and  6,600  unlet  and  free ;  and  all  that 
is  asked  by  this  BiU  is  that  the  fntm 
ministers  of  the  three  ehurehes  I  have 
mentioned  shall  not  have  any  right  to  the 
stipends  now  payable.  Testea  interestSi 
however,  will  be  respeeted,  beeanse  vnder 
the  arrangement  of  the  Bill  the  stipends 
will  only  eease  when  a  vaeaney  shall  eeeor 
in  any  of  these  three  ineumbenoias  t  aid 
after  vaeaneies  have  ooenrrsd  la  diese 
three  easee,  there  will  be  no  .longer  .susy 
direot  ehoroh  ratea  levied  fai  the  City  A 
Bdinburgh.  Surely  for  sooh  a  small  matter 
as  this  it  is  reasonable  that  the  persons  in- 
terested should  consent  to  make  this  small 
sacrifice.  When  the  stipends  in  connection 
with  these  three  Churches  have  ceased, 
they  may  do  anything  they  like  with  them 
for  the  spread  of  Christianity  ;  and,  under 
some  new  system,  perhops  they  may  bo 
better  able  to  fill  them  than  they  are  at  pre* 
sent.  I  should  now  like  to  say  a  word  or 
two  as  to  the  accommodation  for  religious 
bodies  which  at  present  exists  in  the  city 
of  Edinburgh.  The  Established  Kirk  of 
Scotland  has  26  places  of  worship  within 
the  extended  bounds  of  the  municipality, 
but  only  13  arc  endowed  from  this  Annuity 
Tax,  while  11  have  no  public  endowment, 
and  depend  strictly  upon  the  voluntary 
offerings  of  those  who  attend  them,  just  as 
the  Dissenting  places  of  worship  do.  Then 
there  are  2  suburban  churches  which  have 
other  endowments.  So  much  for  the  Estab- 
lished Churoh.  One  great  cause  for  this 
Bill  being  necessary  is  the  disruption  whieh 
took  place  in  the  Church  of  Scotland  in  1843 
because  a  great  number  of  places  of  wor- 
ship have  since  then  been  opened  in  Edin- 
b  ugh.  Wliile  there  are  only  26  Established 
churches  altogethofi  36  new  Free  ohurchss 
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bare  been  erected  since  1843,  and  I  bave 
reason  to  believe  tbat  the  number  of 
Bcat-boldera  in  these  35  Free  churches  is 
more  than  double  the  number  of  seat- 
holders  in  all  the  Established  churches  put 
together.  Then  there  are  18  churches 
connected  vith  the  United  Presbyterian 
body,  who  are  identical  in  faith  with  the 
Free  Church,  and  they  are  now  in  treaty 
for  union  with  the  Free  Church.  If  you 
take  these  two  bodies  together,  therefore, 
you  ha?e  54  churches,  as  against  26  be- 
longing to  the  Established  Church  ;  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  anyone 
conversant  with  the  facts  of  the  case  will 
say  that  there  are  at  least  four  times  as 
many  seat-holders  in  connection  with  them 
as  are  connected  with  all  the  Established 
churches  put  together.  Then  we  have  12 
Episcopalian  churches,  4  Baptist,  3  Con- 
gregational, 3  Evangelical  Union,  and  3 
Roman  Catholic.  The  number  of  Roman 
Catholic  churches,  however,  does  not  give 
a  fair  idea  of  the  number  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics attending  them;  for  there  are  no  less 
than  15,000  Roman  Catholics  in  the  city  of 
Edinburgh.  Then  there  are  11  churches 
connected  with  other  denominations,  so 
that,  altogether,  there  are  in  Edinburgh 
115  places  of  worship.  With  this  fact 
within  their  knowledge,  can  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  this  House,  or  any  man  out  of  it, 
stand  up  and  say  that,  by  suppressing  3 
of  the  Established  churches,  you  would  do 
the  slightest  injury  to  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, or  to  the  cause  of  Christianity  ?  No 
man  would,  I  think,  venture  to  take  such 
a  stand,  or  to  make  such  a  statement. 
There  is  plenty  of  room  in  the  other  Esta- 
blished churches  of  the  city.  Those  who 
oppose  the  Irish  Church  would  be  very  in- 
consistent if  they  did  not  support  the  Bill 
which  I  now  ask  the  House  to  read  a  se- 
cond time.  This  measure  does  not  seek 
to  suppress  the  Scotch  Church;  but  is  only 
a  measure  for  lopping  off  one  of  its  super- 
fluous parts,  which  circumstances  have 
rendered  altogether  useless.  It  is,  in  fact, 
just  such  a  measure  as  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  shadowed  forth  as  that  which 
he  and  his  Colleagues  would  be  willing  to 
pass  for  Ireland — namely,  to  remove  any- 
thing in  the  shape  of  superfluous  accommo- 
dation— a9ything  which  was  not  wanted. 
This  Bill  points  out  superfluous  accom- 
modation which  confers  no  practical  bene- 
fit ;  and  now  that  the  times  have  so 
changed  that  all  the  other  sects  in  Edin- 
burgh— far  more  numerous  than  the  Es- 
tablished Church— are  obliged  to  contri- 

TOL.  CXCI.     [XHIBD  8SBIXS.] 


bute  more  or  less  directly  for  the  sup- 
port of  a  small  minority  of  church-going 
people,  I  think  the  grievance  is  as  great 
in  Scotland  as  it  is  in  Ireland  ,  and,  in 
some  respects,  even  greater.  The  time 
was  when  the  Church  of  Scotland  included, 
perhaps,  not  a  majority  of  the  inhabitants, 
but  still  probably  one-half  ;  but  I  think  at 
present  the  proportion  of  the  people  belong- 
ing to  that  body  is  so  very  small  in  Edin- 
burgh that  those  who  attend  these  churches 
are  not  one-eighth  part  of  the  population  of 
the  city.  Why,  then,  should  all  the  other 
classes  of  religionists  who  support  their 
own  ministers  at  their  own  expense  bo 
called  upon  to  support  three  surplus  con- 
gregations. One  of  these  churches  is  the 
High  Church,  which  the  Queen  attends 
when  in  Edinburgh,  and  which  the  judges 
and  magistrates  attend  officially ;  but  there 
are  only  117  sittings  in  it  which  are  let, 
and  the  seat-rents  only  amount  to  £42  6<.! 
The  sight  it  exhibits  is  very  distressing. 
The  arrangements  by  this  Bill  are  such  that 
a  grievance  such  as  this  could  no  longer 
exist;  it  would  be  entirely  abolished.  There 
is  one  other  subject  upon  which  I  should 
like  to  touch,  because  a  good  deal  has 
been  said  about  it  out-of-doors,  and  a 
good  deal  has  been  said  in  the  Lobbies  of 
this  House— about  some  alleged  compromise 
that  took  place  in  the  year  1860,  when  a 
Bill  was  passed  for  reducing  the  payment 
for  ministers.  The  Magistrates  and  Town 
Council  of  Edinburgh,  at  whose  request 
I  have  brought  in  this  Bill,  have  published 
a  statement  which  has  been  pretty  exten- 
sively  circulated,  in  which  thejr  state  the 
facts  of  the  case  in  a  condensed  form.  They 
show  that  they  were  no  parties  whatever  to 
any  compromise  in  1860  ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, opposed  the  Bill  at  every  stage,  and 
that  even  after  the  Bill  had  passed  and  be- 
come law  there  was  a  great  meeting  called  in 
the  largest  room  in  Edinhurgh,  when  a 
solemn  protest  was  agreed  to  be  signed 
against  the  measure ;  and  was  subscribed 
by  7,600  ratepayers,  of  whom  upwards  of 
3,000  were  Parliamentary  electors,  and 
which  was  presented  to  the  Town  Council ; 
and  they  have  never  ceased  in  their  endea- 
vours to  get  the  Act  of  1860  repealed.  In 
consequence  of  all  this,  they  have  done  me 
the  honour  to  ask  tbat  I  would  introduce 
this  Bill  for  the  practical  repeal  of  that 
Act,  and  I  assented  with  great  pleasure. 
In  so  far  as  respects  that  portion  of  the 
original  tax  still  payable  under  the  form 
of  a  police  rate,  amounting  to  £4,200,  the 
former  Bill  nndoubtedly  made  a  financial 
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I  fmproTement.  With  regard  to  the  lesser 
sum  still  paid,  it  was  not  only  obnoiious  in 
{itself,  but  the  conditions  under  which  it  was 
levied  were  also  exceedingly  objectionable. 
Baving  been  a  member  of  the  Town  Council 
of  Edinburgh  for  many  years,  and  an  atten- 
tive observer  of  events  in  that  city  for  the 
last  fifty  years,  I  say  with  confidence  that 
no  measure  would  give  more  general  satis- 
faction to  the  inhabitants  than  that  this 
Bill  should  pass  into  law.  This  is  a  subject 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  ought  to 
have  dealt  with,  and  I  was  in  hopes  that 
the  learned  Lord  Advocate  would  have  been 
lable  to  introduce  a  Bill  of  his  own  ;  in 
If  act,  I  delayed  my  Motion  for  nearly  two 
Imonths  expecting  this  ;  and  if  he  had 
jbrought  in  a  satisfactory  measure  I  should 
lave  been  only  too  glad  to  have  given  him 

ly  support,  and  to  have  withdrawn  my 
till.  However,  I  see  no  chance  of  any- 
thing of  the  kind  being  done — in  fact,  it 
tppears  to  be  entirely  out  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  therefore  I  must  ask  the  House 
to  be  kind  enough  to  affirm  the  principle 
»f  this  Bill  by  votin(r  for  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWING  :  I  beg  to  second 
the  Motion.  I  shall  only  say  that  if  this 
louse  is  of  opinion  that  justice  in  matters 
\{  religious  belief  ought  to  be  done  to  the 
leople  of  Ireland,  it  will  also  do  justice 
to  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  do  away 
^ith  a  tax  which  has  been  a  fertile  source 
)f  discontent  and  strife  in  the  city  of  Edin- 
iDi'gh.  After  the  very  excellent  reasons 
[iven  by  my  hen.  Friend  who  introduced 
this  Bill  why  it  f^liould  bo  read  a  second 
time,  I  will  not  occnpy  tlio  attention  of  the 

ouse  by  any  further  observations. 

Motion  made,  and    Queetion   proposed, 
"  Thnt  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
{Mr.  McLaren.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE,  in  rising  to 
love  that  the  Bill  bo  read  a  eecond  time 
this  day  six  months,  said  : — I  cannot  help 
mving  that  any  hon.  Member  interested  in 
[his  question,  wiio  has  inquired  into  the 
[acts,  must  bo  quite  sensible  that  the  result 
)f  the  nrrnngements  made  in  1860,  and  1*0 
late  as  1867,  has  been  to  produce  apjreatly 
Improved  state  of  feelinpr  in  Edinbur^jh;  and 
jhc  tax  is  now  collected  in  a  way  which  is 
rcry  creditable  to  the  people  of  thnt  city, 
do  not  found  upon  tho  absence  of  agita- 
tion as  a  reason  for  witholding  justice  to 
ho  pcopio  of  Edinburgh.  Quito  the  con- 
rary.  But  I  hope  the  spirit  which  has 
jxisted  of  late  in  regard  to  this  matter  will 
Mr.  JiPLaren 


have  its  effect,  and  that  we  shall  in  future 
find  that  the  Annuity  Tax  is  not  that  bone 
of  contention  which   unfortunately  it    has 
been  for  so  many  previons  years.    This  tax 
has  ezistec|«  as  explained  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren)  from  the 
time  of  Charles  I.     There  are  many  places 
in  Scotland   in  which  the  ministers  were 
supported   by  the  burghs,  without  having 
any  teinds  for  their  maintenance.      At  the 
time  of  the  Reformation,  the  burghs  having 
obtained  Church  property  on  certain  con- 
ditions, the  obligation  was  imposed  npon 
them  to  support  the  ministers.     In  Edin- 
burgh, it  appears   that  there  was   some 
arrangement  of  this  kind;  but  unfortunately 
there  was  some  failure  of  the  property  given, 
and  the  people  of  Edinburgh  applied  to  have 
a  tax  imposed  upon  them  for  the  support 
of  their  ministers.     That  tax  has  existed 
from  that  down  to  the  present  day.    It  was 
originally  placed  at  6  per  cent.,  and  com- 
paring it  with  the  rental,  it  amounted  to 
lOd.   in  the  pound;  but  from    1820  the 
ministers  ceased   to  be  stipendiaries,  and 
became  entitled  to  the  whole  proceeds  of 
the  tax.     Previous  to  that  time  they  had 
been  to  some  extent  stipendiaries.      The 
city  of  Edinburgh  had  accumulated  a  sum 
in  excess  of  that  which  thej  had  paid  to 
the   ministers,    amounting    to    £50,000. 
The  ministers  subsequently  to  1820  having 
become  entitled  to  the  whole  proceeds  of 
tho  tax,    considerable   dissatisfaction    was 
felt  in  regard  to  its  payment.     In  the  first 
place,  it  was  held  that  ]0d.   in  the  pound 
was  too  large ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
tho  tax  was  held    to  be  unjust   in   this  re- 
spect,  that  a   largo   and    wealthy  class  of 
persons   in   Edinburgh,   who   answered  ia 
this  country  to  the  borriHters  and  attorneys, 
were  wholly  exempt  from   the  payment  of 
the  tax.      This  caused  a  very  natural  ogita- 
tion  among  the  people.     Thirdly,  and  more 
especially,  the  tax  was  objected  to  by  those 
who,    professing   tho    voluntary  principle, 
were  opposed  to  an  Establishment;  and  I 
recognize  the  hon.  Member  who  introduced 
the  Bill  as  a  prominent    objector   to    the 
tax.      In  the  progress  of  that  agitation  in 
1848,  Sir  John  Lefevre  wos  sent  by  the 
then  Government  to  Edinburgh  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  tho  tax,  and  made  a 
Keport   on   the   subject.     Ho  found  that 
there  were  fifteen  churches,  and  eighteen 
ministers    in    Edinburgh,  and   that   there 
were    some   of   them    what   were  termed 
Collegiate  churches.  He  recommended  that 
the  double  charges  should  be  reduced  to 
single  ones,  and  that  the  ministers  shoold 
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become  Btipendiaries ;  and  that  after  the 
death  of  the  existing  incumbents  they  should 
have  right  only  to  a  stipend  of  £550  a  year, 
it  being  then  somewhat  more  than  £600  a 
year.  He  also  recommended  that  exemp- 
tion in  fovourof  the  legal  profession  should 
be  abolished.  Notwithstanding  tliis,  no- 
thing more  was  done  till  1851,  when  there 
was  the  Report  of  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  ;  and  the  Report  pointed  to  the 
reduction  of  the  Ministers  from  eighteen 
to  fifteen,  and  r.ecommended  that  there 
should  be  a  fund  created  for  the  payment 
of  the  Ministers,  of  which  £2.200  should 
consist  of  the  Annuity  Tax.  The  Annuity 
Tax  was  therefore  adhered  to.  Several 
attempts  were  made  to  settle  the  matter, 
and  in  1860  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Moncreiff)  introduced  a  mea- 
sure fur  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  to  a 
termination  ;  and  he  proposed  that  the 
exemption  in  favour  of  the  legal  classes 
should  be  abolished.  The  result  would,  of 
course,  be  that  there  would  be  a  large 
addition  to  the  proceeds  of  the  tax  ;  and 
he  proposed  further  that  the  tax  should  be 
continued  in  order  to  accumulate  a  fund 
which  should  be  sufficient  at  the  end  of 
fifteen  years  to  put  an  end  to  the  tax 
altogether.  That  was  a  proposition  which 
I  regret  exceedingly  was  not  carried  into 
effect;  because  the  result  would  have  been 
that  by  this  time  we  should  have  been 
more  than  half  through  the  period,  and 
we  should  have  been  able  to  see  a  prospect 
of  the  complete  termination  of  the  tax. 
But  the  Lord  Provost  of  the  day  addressed 
a  letter  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
who  held  the  office  which  1  have  now  the 
honour  to  hold,  suggesting  that  the  Bill 
would  give  no  relief  to  the  parties  ag- 
grieved, and  that  it  would  be  much  better 
to  reduce  the  amount  of  the  tax,  so  that 
there  should  be  a  sensible  relief  given  to 
the  people.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  reluctant  to  adopt  this  course,  but  it 
was  pressed  upon  him  by  the  authorities; 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  it  was  a  prin- 
ciple which  was  not  combated  by  one  indi- 
vidual at  that  stage  of  the  proceedings  — 
namely,  that  a  certain  portion  of  the  An- 
nuity Tax  should  be  retained.  Unfortu- 
nately, a  discussion  arose  on  the  part  of 
some  persons  who  objected  to  the  kind  of 
security  which  was  to  be  given,  and  to 
some  other  matters  which  I  do  not  tliink 
affected  the  question  of  principle.  Well, 
Diy  hon.  and  learned  Friend  thought  pro- 
per to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  which  pro- 
posed to  go  further  than  the  reoommenda- 


tinns  of  the  Select  Committee  and  those  of 
Sir  John  Lefevre,  in  not  only  proposing 
to  abolish  Collegiate  charges,  but  to  take 
away  the  ministers  from  two  of  the 
churches  of  the  Old  Town,  which  was  very 
distasteful  to  the  ministers  of  the  town  of 
Edinburgh.  But,  at  the  same  time,  look- 
ing upon  it  as  a  Bill  which  would  bring 
about  the  settlement  of  a  long-vexed  ques- 
tion, the  result  was,  that  these  ministers 
did  not  oppose  the  measure,  and  it  was 
passed.  There  were  certain  advantages 
attending  the  measure.  The  condition  of 
the  payment  to  ministers  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  of  1860  was  this — A  bond 
was  granted  by  the  city  of  Edinburgh  over 
their  property  for  an  annuity  of  £4,200  in 
perpetuity.  That  was  secured  on  the  pro- 
perty of  the  town,  which  was  a  security  that, 
being  considered  in  all  other  casesT  to  be  a 
very  good  one,  was  offered  to  the  ministers. 
This  bond  constituted  the  security,  and  the 
town  was  empowered  to  impose  a  tax  for 
the  purpose  of  relieving  itself  from  the  pay- 
ment of  the  bond.  No  doubt  it  was  a  sub- 
stitution for  the  Annuity  Tax,  which  was 
not  to  be  levied  as  such  ;  and  it  was  thought 
that  it  would  relieve  the  scruples  of  those 
who  objected  to  pay  it  as  an  Annuity  Tar 
that  it  should  be  paid  in  the  same  way  as 
the  police  tax.  Further,  the  ministers  were 
entitled  to  the  seat-rents,  which  amounted 
to  about  £3,000  a  year.  There  were  cer- 
tain burdens  upon  this  sum — namely,  the 
repair  of  the  churches.  The  people  were 
relieved  of  church  rates,  and  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  undertook  to  make 
payment  for  all  the  repairs  of  the  churches. 
It  was  hoped  that  the  result  of  passing 
that  Bill  would  have  been  to  have  put  an 
end  to  all  further  agitation  upon  tlie  sub- 
ject ;  but  the  arrangements  proposed  were 
not  altogether  agreeable  to  the  Church  in 
Edinburgh,  because  it  was  thought  a  great 
grievance  that  some  of  its  ministers  should 
be  taken  away.  The  result  has  been  this— 
The  property  of  Edinburgh  has  for  many 
years  been  increasing  year  by  year,  and  if 
the  ministers  had  continued  to  be  entitled 
to  the  whole  of  the  proceeds  of  the  Annuity 
Tax,  or  even  if  they  had  remained  stipen- 
diaries, they  would  be  realizing  incomes  of 
from  £800  to  £1,000  a  year  ;  but  instead 
of  that  they  consented  to  restrict  their 
stipends  to  £600  a  year,  and  ultimately 
to  £550.  There  was  also  this  great  ad- 
vantage accruing  to  the  citizens,  that  the 
professional  classes,  in  order  to  conciliate 
the  general  public,  agreed  to  forego  the 
exemption  to  ivhich  they  bad  been  op  to 
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ihat  time  entitled,  and  to  render  themselveB 
lliable  to  the  tax  ;    bo  that,  for  six  years 
pretioua  to  the  introduction  of   this   Bill, 
Ithe  professional  gentlemen  who  had  before 
Ibeen  exempt  ha?e  contributed  towards  the 
JBupport  of  the  clergy,  thus  relieving  the 
general  public  from  a  burden  which  would 
otherwise  have  fallen  upon  it  exclusively. 
JThercforo  the  House  will  observe  that  the 
jdergj  abated  a  large  amount  of  the  legal 
slaim  ;    and  the  professional  classes  sub- 
Jjected  themselves,  for   the   first  time,  to 
Ithe  payment  of  the  Annuity  Tax,  and  con- 
Itinued  to  pay  it  from  that  time  to  the  pre- 
went.    Matters  went  on  in  this  way  down  to 
11866,  when  application  was  made  to  the 
House  to  appoint  a  Select  Committee  to 
Ireport  upon  the  subject.     That  Committee 
Itook  evidence,  but  made  no  Report,  not 
Iconsiderlog    it  necessary  to   do   so.      In 
11866,  my    hon.  Friend    the   Member   for 
lEdinburgh    (Mr.    M'Laren)   introduced   a 
laimilar  Bill  to  the  present — indeed  it  was 
{almost  precisely  the  same  as  the  present. 
It  was  proposed  that  it  should  bo  read  a 
lecond  time  at  the  end  of  February  last 
r  ;  and  on   the  second  rending  it  was 
'ejected  by  a  considerable  majority.     In 
^he  month  of  May  one   of  the  ministers 
\l  the  Canongate  died.     The  Canongate 
jis  under  a  separate  municipal  government, 
md  wos  not  included  in  the  Bill  of  1860, 
10  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Canongate 
were  subject  to  the    grievance   of    liaving 
itill  to  pny  10(i.  in  the  pound  down  to  lust 
'ear,  while   those  of  Eiiinbur<;h  only  paid 
\d.  in  tlio  pound,  which  certainly  is  a  very 
Jonsiderabie  roduction.      As  soon  as  one  of 
the  ministers  of  the  Canongate  died,  it  was 
>rougl)t  under  tlio  notice  of  the  Govern- 
ment,   who    considered    it   right  that    the 
Canongate  should   be  placed  in  the  same 
(osition  as  the  people  of  Edinburgh  ;  and 
iccordingly  an  Act  was  passed  last  Session 
•educing  the  Annuity  Tax  in   the  Canon- 
;ato  from   10c?.  to  3d.  in  the  pound,  and 
Jiis  Bill  is  now  working  very  satisfactorily, 
^ell,  then,  I  confess  that  1  do  feel  sur- 
prised that  now,  in  1868,  one  of  the  first 
neasures  brought  forward  is  what  is  called 
the  Canongate  Annuity  Tax  Bill,  after  the 
mssing  of  the  Act  of  lost  year,  one  of  the 
irovisions  of    which   is   that   the  Annuity 
'ux  should  be  abolished  altogether  in   the 
Canongate—  that  is  to  say,  that  the  reduced 
tax  of  3d.,  provided  for  by  the  Act  of  18G7, 
diould  be  extinguished.     And  what  is  the 
provision    niado    for    the    support   of   tho 
ministers  of   the  Canongate  ?      Only  one 
>f    these  ministers  has  a  claim  upon  the 
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Annuity  Tax  for  a  stipend  of  £250.  What 
is  the  provision  made  in  this  Bill  for  the 
support  of  this  clergyman  f  The  proposal 
is  to  give  him  the  seat-rents  ;  but  in  tho 
Canongate,  which  is  a  very  poor  district^ 
the  seat-rents  do  not  amount  to  more  than 
£16  or  £18,  and  any  further  provision 
for  the  minister  must  be  made  by  those 
inhabitants  of  the  Canongate  who  are  able 
and  willing  to  pay. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  :  I  beg  to  explain  that 
that  is  not  so.  The  Canongate  minister  is 
not  to  depend  upon  the  seat-rents  in  hia 
own  church,  but  those  seat  rents  are  to  bo 
amalgamated  with  the  seat-rents  of  the 
city  churches.  The  Canongate  seat-rents 
and  the  city  seat-rents,  with  the  income 
from  the  other  accumulated  funds,  would 
give  the  minister  of  tho  Canongate  £250. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  :  That  may 
be  so ;  but  1  do  not  know  why  the  burden 
of  the  Canongate  church  is  to  be  thrown 
upon  the  city  churches.  The  Canongate 
church  and  the  city  churches  have  alwayi 
been  kept  distinct,  and  I  do  not  know  why 
the  city  should  now  beaV  the  burden. 
Then  it  is  proposed  by  the  Bill  to  abolish 
three  of  the  city  ministers,  which  is  going 
further  than  the  Report  of  the  Seleot  Com- 
mittee or  Sir  John  Lefovre.  But  five  of 
the  city  ministers  were  taken  away  in  I860. 
I  object  to  any  further  reduction.  And» 
with  regard  to  the  city  ministers,  what 
provision  is  made  for  them  ?  They  are  to 
he  supported  out  of  the  seat-rents.  These 
seat-rents  produce  at  present  from  £1.600 
to  £1,800  a  year,  after  provision  hns  been 
made  out  of  them  for  the  repairs  of  tho 
churches.  For  the  repairs  of  these  churches 
it  is  now  proposed  that  the  collections  at 
tho  church  doors  should  bo  appropriated, 
amounting  to  about  £1,400  a  year.  But 
these  collections  at  the  church  doors  are 
given  for  the  support  of  the  poor,  and  we 
find  them  a  most  valuable  fund  for  prevent- 
ing the  spreading  of  pauperism.  There  are 
many  persons  who,  by  a  little  timely  aid, 
are  kept  from  actual  pauperism.  By  this 
Bill,  tho  collections  at  the  church  doors 
will  be  taken  from  the  poor  ;  but  it  does 
not  follow  that  the  congregations  will  con- 
tribute them  for  the  purpose  of  repairs.  I 
venture  to  say  that,  to  take  this  sum  away 
from  the  poor  is  a  step  which  this  House 
will  not  sanction.  I  submit,  therefore,  that 
our  proper  course  is  not  to  countenance 
this  Bill  by  reading  it  a  second  time.  It 
must  not  be  supposed  that  the  Established 
Church  is  negligent  of  its  duties.  There 
arc  other  Churches  doing  their  best  for  iho 
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"  We  have  to  prepare  for  the  services  of  the 
LordVday.  We  have  to  visit  the  sick,  both  of 
our  parishes  and  congregations  ;  we  have  to  visit 
our  eongregntton,  and  the  inhabitants  of  our  pa- 
rishes from  house  to  house ;  we  have  to  set  agoing 
schools,  to  keep  going  Sunday-schools ;  we  Jiave 
to  set  agoing  Bible-classes,  we  have  the  poor  to 
attend  to.  In  the  Tron  Church  Parish  we  have 
our  regular  kitchen  for  providing  food  for  the 
Door,  where  there  is  regular  cooking  for  them. 
We  provide  them  with  clothing,  we  provide  them 
with  coal,  we  provide  their  children  with  educa- 
tion ;  either  pajing  for  it  or  seeing  they  are  sent  to 
schools  where  no  payment  is  required.  Finding 
that  so  many  girls  who  remained  in  the  parish 
went  to  utter  ruin,  we  set  agoing  an  industrial 
school  for  girls,  in  order  to  train  them  for  do- 
mestic service.  Then,  in  the  Tron  parish  we  have 
services  on  the  Lord's-day.  I  do  not  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  carry  it  on  now :  but  during  the  life  of 
my  venerable  colleague  we  had  two  services  in 
church  at  ordinary  hours,  and  then  I  had  a  service 
in  the  parish  tor  the  very  poor  on  Sunday  evening. 
Then  we  had  two  other  meetings  during  the  week 
for  public  worship ;  one  during  the  day,  and  one 
in  the  evening.  The  one  was  superintended  by  a 
missionary,  and  the  other  was  conducted  by  our- 
selves. Then,  H  is  tp  be  remembered,  that  we 
and  the  city  missionaries  have  to  do  with  hospitals, 
and  charitable  societies ;  and  for  myself  I  have  to 
do  with  the  Infirmary,  where  I  have  aoted  as  col- 
league with  Mr.  M*LAren  very  frequently ;  and  I 
believe  I  am  well  employed  in  attending  to  the 
noble  charity,  because  my  own  parish  is  very 
greatly  benefited  by  it.  My  own  congregation  is 
benefited  by  the  Heriot  School,  by  Heriot's 
Hospital,  by  Donaldson's  Hospital,  by  the  Desti- 
tute Sick  Society,  and  by  a  great  many  other  so- 
cieties with  which  I  am  connected." 

Now,  these  are  the  duties  which  are  per- 
formed bj  these  gentlemen  in  the  Old 
Town  district  of  Edinburgh,  and  they  are 
assisted  by  missionaries,  who  are  paid 
either  by  the  congregations  connected  with 
the  Church,  or  by  the  aid  of  more  wealthy 
people  in  the  New  Town.  Reference  has 
been  made  to  the  fact  of  their  not  being 
many  seats  taken  in  ^ome  churches.  It  is 
unfortunate  that  in  the  case  of  two  of  these 
churches  the  clergymen  are  in  very  in- 
different health,  and  that  may  to  some  ex- 
tent explain  the  reason  why  the  churches 
are  not  so  well  attended  ;  but  the  other 
Old  Town  churches  are  full.  I  believe 
there  are  no  seats  to  be  had  in  them.  I 
venture,  therefore,  to  think  that  the  proper 
course  will  be  not  to  countenance  this 
Bill,  which  repeals  the  Act  of  1860  and 
the  Act  of  last  Session.  Whether  it  be 
possible  to  obtain  some  relief  for  the  citizens 


of  Edinburgh  from  any  other  ecclesiastical 
funds  in  the  country  is  a  question  which  I 
certainly  should  be  very  happy  to  see  solved 
in  the  affirmative,  and  I  shall  do  my  best 
to  give  some  assistance  in  that  way  ;  but, 
whether  that  be  so  or  not,  I  think  it  would 
be  exceedingly  dangerous  to  countenance 
this  Bill  by  allowing  it  to  be  read  a  second 
time.  I  therefore  move  that  the  Bill  bo 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months. 

Mb.  miller  seconded  the  Motion,  not 
so  much  on  the  grounds  which  had  been  so 
excellently  stated  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  as  on  account  of  the  injustice 
that  it  did  to  the  interests  of  Leith.  It  pro- 
vided that  the  stipends  of  the  Edinburgh 
ministers  should  be  provided  out  of  £4,200 
to  be  obtained  from  seat  rents  and  £2,0u0 
from  the  revenues  of  Leith  Docks.  It  was 
true  that  for  some  time  past  this  sum  of 
£2,000  had  been  levied  from  the  Leith  re- 
venues. His  constituents  had  never  agi- 
tated for  its  abolition,  because  they  felt  that 
in  any  scheme  for  abolishing  the  Annuity 
Tax  their  claim  would  also  be  attended  to. 
But  now  it  was  proposed  that  while  the  tax 
was  to  be  abolished  as  far  as  Edinburgh 
was  concerned t  it  was  to  be  maintained  upon 
the  harbour  and  port  of  Leith.  If  he  asked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  why  this 
tax  was  to  be  continued,  no  doubt  he  would 
say,  as  he  had  often  said  before  that  the 
docks  and  harbours  of  Leith  were  originally 
the  property  of  the  city  of  Edinburgh.  It 
was,  however,  very  easy  to  prove  the  fallacy 
of  this  argument.  In  1838,  the  Corpora* 
tion  of  the  city  of  Edinburgh  being  bank- 
rupt, brought  in  a  Bill  to  sell  the  Leith 
harbours  and  docks  to  a  joint-stock  com- 
pany, for  £25.000,  and  the  titles  of  the 
city  were  inquired  into,  and  it  was  then 
found  that  the  city  had  no  right  of  pro- 
perty— that  the  harbour  was  public  pro- 
perty, and  was  vested  in  the  corporation  in 
trust.  If  Edinburgh  were  to  be  relieved 
from  the  burden  of  supporting  her  minis- 
ters Leith  ought  to  be  relieved  also. 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
months."— (7Ae  Lord  Advocate.) 


Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  apprehended 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  rather  have  the  vote  than  the 
advocacy  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leith 
(Mr.  Miller).  As  he  understood  the  hon. 
Member,  he  would  disestablish  the  Church, 
at  any  rate  disendow  it,  by  withdrawing 
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*om  it  that  which  has  been  made  its 
Jropertj  by  Act  of  Parliament.  What- 
Iver  might  be  said  of  taxes,  dues  must  bo 
|f  the  nature  of  property  ;  and  yet  the  hon. 
Tember  had  proposed  that  the  dues  on  the 
leith  Docks  should  be  abandoned.  The 
|ght  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
token  of  the  services  rendered  by  the 
lergymen  in  the  Old  Town  of  Edinburgh, 
^here  were  two  answers  to  these  stute- 
lents.  In  the  first  place,  their  industry, 
IhriAtian  effort  and  zeal  had  never  been 

illed  in  question ;  and  in  the  second  plnce, 
|)ere  were  other  ministers  in  Edinburgh 
zealous  and  as  industrious,  havin;; 
|iarge  of  congregations  as  poor,  and 
kbouring  in  as  poor  a  locality — yet,  these 
iv.  gentlemen  had  no  aids  external  to 
leir  Churches,  and  were  dependent  for 
ipport  on  the  voluntary  efforts  of  their 
m^regations.  The  ritrht  lion.  Gentleman 
|d  the  House  to  believe  that  by  this  Bill 
te  income  of  the  clergy  would  be  reduced  ; 

it  it  will  not  reduce  tlie  stipend  of  a 
Innle  clergyman  in  Edinburgh.  The 
jipends  of  the  clergy  would  remain  as  nt 
*esent;  and  even  their  successors  would  be 

precisely  the  same  position,  barring  the 
liree  churches  that  were  abolished  by  the 
Jill.    Nu  personal  interest  would  bo  affected 

it,  presently  or  prospectively.  The  Bill 
Id  not  ask  the  congregations  to  increase 
lieir  contributions  towards  the  mainten- 
poe  of  their  clergy,  or,  if  any  advance  was 

pccted,  it  was  not  more  than  £100  in 
14,000  ;  and  ho  apprehended  that  the 
Icrgy  of  tiie  Established  Church  did  not 
Ihour  anmngst  the  poor  more  exclusively 
lan  the  Dissenting  niinistera;  but  that,  on 
ic  contrary,  their  concrregjitions  were  corn- 
iced of  the  richer  classes  of  the  Old  Town. 
le  appreheiide'l  that  there  was  no  objec- 

m  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  for  it  con- 
|rnied  to    principles    already  adopted    by 

Lrliamcnt  in  tlie  Act  of  1860.  It  would 
lither  diminish  the  provision  for  the  reli- 
|ou9  well-being  of  the  city  of  Edinburgh, 
►r  touch  the  religious  belief  of  per- 
ins  it  affected.  Even  if  they  had  to  have 
course  to  other  churches,  there  were 
|irty-five  of  the  Free  Church,  and  eighteen 

the  Unitt^d  Presbyterian  Church,  where 
[eeiaely  the  same  form  of  worship  was 
^served  as  in  the  Established  Church  ; 
it  there  is  ample  room  in  the  churches  of 
|e  EstHblishment  for  all  who  would  be 
ithdrawn  from  the  churches  dealt  with  by 
lis  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
liled  to  show  what  damage  will  bo  done 

tho  Bill.     A  caso  in  its  favour  is  made 
Mr.  CandlUh 


out  by  the  fact  that  there  is  ample  provi- 
sion for  the  spiritual  wants  of  Edinburgh  in 
the  existing  churches,  and  by  the  fact  that 
by  the  present  law  an  injustice  is  inflicted 
upon  seven-eighths  of  the  people  of  Edin- 
burgh, lie  was  surprised  that  any  one 
should  defend  this  tax  of  Zd  in  the  &\ ,  for 
it  degraded  the  clergy  to  the  position  of  a 
police  force,  the  tax  being  collected  in  con- 
nection with  and  as  a  police  tax.  It  appeared 
that  the  Bill  of  I860  was  not  satisfactory 
either  to  the  DiAseoters  or  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  therefore  he 
should  suppport  the  Motion  for  the  secoDd 
reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  MONORBIFF  :  As  I  carried 
through  the  Bill  of  1860,  I  will  say  a  few 
words  on  the  Motion  before  the  House.  I 
shall  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Advocate,  not  so  much  on  the  merits  of 
the  Bill,  as  because  I  think  the  aettlemeot 
of  I860  was  fair  and  equitable  nnder  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  ;  and  it  it  not 
desirable  to  disturb  that  arrangement.  Bat 
on  the  subject  of  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  I 
will  simply  say  that  I  doubt  very  moch 
whether  its  finance  will  at  all  come  up  to 
the  representations  of  the  hon.  Member. 
The  substance  of  the .  Bill  in  point  of 
finance  is  simply  this — that  the  Established 
Church  is  left  to  its  own  voluntary  re- 
sources, with  the  exception  of  the  JS2.000, 
about  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Leith 
has  made  so  loud  a  complaint,  the  seat- 
rents,  and  the  chnrch-door  collections.  So 
far  as  the  iG2,000  is  concerned,  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Leith  need  be 
much  disturbed;  because  if  this  Bill  were 
to  pass  this  year,  next  year  we  may  find 
more  empty  churches,  and  on  the  same 
principle  as  that  on  which  my  hon.  Col- 
league has  introduced  his  Bill,  Leith  would 
bo  relieved  from  the  payment  of  the 
£2,000.  With  regard  to  the  rest  of  the 
finance  of  the  Bill,  the  £4,200  can  only 
be  made  available  after  the  seat^rents — on 
tho  assumption  that  the  church-door  col- 
lections arc  suBicient  to  maintain  the  fabric 
of  the  building.  I  doubt  very  much  whe- 
ther that  will  be  found  to  be  the  case, 
even  if  it  were  desirable  to  apply  these 
collections  in  that  way.  If  the  collections 
were  so  applied,  they  would  soon  fall  off 
in  amount  ;  and  if  it  is  intended  to  keep 
this  as  an  endowment  for  tho  Established 
Church,  I  believe  it  will  turn  out  to  be  an 
illusivo  idea.  The  question  whether  we 
should  have  an  Established  Church  in 
Scotland  is  another  matter  altogether  ;  but 
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if  you  are  to  raise  the  question,  it  would  be 
better  to  state  boldly  what  principle  of  the 
Established  Church  should  be  given  up, 
and  should  trust  to  the  voluntary  principle 
for  proTiding  the  necessary  appliances.  I 
do  not  belong  to  the  Established  Church. 
I  belong  to  the  Free  Church,  and  feel  a 
pride  in  the  great  effort  and  sacriGce  it 
has  made,  tfnd  the  wonderful  increase  it 
has  met  with  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
let  us  not  discuss  this  as  a  mere  formal 
question — odopiing  the  voluntary  principle 
on  the  one  hand,  and  rejectinjr  it  on  the 
other.  If  the  Established  Church  is  to 
be  maintained,  it  must  be  maintained  with 
a  reasonable  endowment ;  but  it  is  not  on 
that  ground  that  I  shall  vote  with  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  I  wish  to  make 
an  explanation  about  the  settlement  of 
1860.  That  was  a  fair  settlement  of  a 
question  which  had  been  loni;  pending,  but 
we  are  two  parties — a  good  deal  being 
surrendered  on  each  sideband  it  would  not 
be  fair  to  take  advantage  of  the  surrender 
made  by  the  Established  Church  as  the 
groundwork  of  a  second  assault.  It  is, 
perhaps,  unfortunate  for  me  that  I  have 
been  a  kind  of  medium  between  the  con- 
tending parties,  without  having  much  sym- 
pathy with  the  views  of  either.  When  I 
held  the  office  now  6lled  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  I  was  applied  to  by  both  sides  to 
see  whether  the  controversy  could  not  be 
settled.  There  had  previously  been  va- 
rious attempts  at  a  settlement.  A  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  in  1853 
recommended  a  substantial  reduction  of 
the  number  of  ministers,  and  that  any 
deGciency  in  the  funds  for  their  sup- 
port should  be  made  up  by  an  appropria- 
tion of  municipal  taxes.  It  was  thought 
by  the  voluntary  Dissenters  of  Edinburgh 
that  if  the  ministers  ceased  to  be  the  col- 
lectors of  the  tax,  and  it  were  left  to  the 
magistrates  to  impose,  they  would  be  able 
conscientiously  to  pay  it,  and  that  was  the 
opinion  of  my  right  hon.  Colleague  in 
1853.  for  in  that  year,  be  being  the  Chief 
Magistrate,  asked  me  to  introduce  a  Bill 
based  on  that  principle.  I  introduced  that 
Bill,  and  a  great  meeting  of  Dissenters  in 
Edinburgh  was  almost  unanimous  in  its 
favour,  and  the  Town  Council  also  sup- 
ported it.  But  the  clergy  were  opposed 
to  the  arrangement,  and  it  fell  through. 
In  1857  another  attempt  was  made  at  the 
Instance  of  the  Town  Council,  who  re- 
quested me  to  introduce  a  Bill  not  founded 
on  the  principle  of  a  permanent  municipal 
tax,  but  for  continuing  the  existing  tax 


for  twelve  years,  doing  away  with  the  ex- 
emptions which  existed,  and  forming  a 
sinking  fund  of  a  capital  out  of  which  the 
ministers  would  be  endowed.  But  that 
also  failed.  We  were  in  this  position  in 
I860 — we  had  had  thirty  years  of  acrimo- 
nious warfare,  and  there  was  all  manner 
of  ill-feeling  on  both  sides,  and  the  greatest 
possible  discontent,  and  it  was  felt  that  an 
arrangement  should  be  come  to  by  giving 
up  something  on  both  sides.  I  voted  for 
Mr.  Black's  Bill  in  1857.  It  passed  the 
second  reading  with  a  considerable  ma- 
jority, but  the  House  knew  it  had  not  the 
slightest  chance  of  passing  into  law ;  and, 
if  this  Bill  were  carried,  we  should  have 
years  of  conflict  before  us.  In  1860,  I 
made  a  proposal  to  continue  the  tax  for 
fifteen  years,  and  then  put  an  eod  to  it 
altogether ;  but  the  Town  Council  of 
Edinburgh  changed  their  minds  on  this 
matter.  I  will  refer  to  what  was  said  by 
my  Colleague  at  that  time — Mr.  Black— 
for  whom  this  House  and  all  who  knew 
him  have  the  most  unfeigned  respect.  He 
said — and  insisted  on  it  in  a  speech  at 
Edinburgh — that  the  tax  should  cease  at 
the  end  of  fifteen  years  ;  but  a  meeting, 
subsequently  held,  pronounced  in  favour  of 
a  diminished  and  perpetual  tax,  in  the 
hope  of  promoting  peace ;  and,  accord- 
ingly, a  Resolution  to  that  effect  was  sent 
to  me  from  the  Lord  Provost  and  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Town  Council.  At  a  publio 
meeting  held  about  the  same  time  similar 
resolutions  were  passed,  to  this  effect— 
that  they  would  acquiesce  in  the  proposal 
of  a  tax  on  occupiers,  which  would  enable 
the  Corporation  to  provide  the  funds  for 
thirteen  ministers  at  £600  a  year,  taking 
the  seat-rents,  the  tax  to  be  redeemable  at 
the  option  of  the  ratepayers  and  undoubted 
security  being  given  for  the  payment  of 
the  stipends.  The  meeting  passed  resolu- 
tions, and  the  Magistrates  approved  of 
them.  I  was  not  present  at  the  meeting, 
but  they  communicated  with  me  officially, 
and  I  was  therefore  entitled  to  conclude 
that  they  were  agreed  upon  a  settlement. 
The  details,  certainly,  were  not  agreed 
upon  ;  but  the  principle  was,  and  it  was  to 
be  a  Government  measure.  Accordingly, 
my  next  duty  was  to  communicate  with 
those  who  were  connected  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  Well,  they  were  willing 
to  have  the  ministers  reduced  to  thirteen. 
The  proposition  in  1853  was,  that  they 
should  be  reduced  to  fifteen  ;  so  that  there 
was  a  gain  to  this  extent.  No  doubt  it 
was  a  hard  wrench,  and  galling  to  their 
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ride  as  an  institution,  to  submit  to  this  ; 
id  doubtless  they  conscientiously  thought 
jftt  it  was  a  diminution  of  the  means  of 
[ligious  instruction  in  Edinburgh.  But 
ivertheless  they  acquiesced  in  it.  They 
squiesced  in   having  their  stipends  fixed 

j6600.  Therefore  we  had  the  inhabit- 
Its  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  ministers  on 
|e  other,  agreed  upon  these  general  priii- 
>les.  Upon  one  matter  only  did  they 
Iffer,  The  Town  Council  meeting  had 
jked  that  tlie  sent  rents  should  be  valued, 
ting  from  £1,G00  to  £2,500.  I  found 
lat  the  Church  wuuld  not  consent  to  that, 
Wuse  thoy  thoufirht  it  would  diminish 
eir  stipends.  The  consideration  I  had, 
erefore,  was  whether  1  would  surrender 
|e  Bill  altogether,  and  thus  havo  a  war 

another  thirty  years.  I  came  to  the 
inclusion  that  it  was  my  duty  not  to 
low  the  opportunity  of  a  settlement  to 
lost;  and  1  did  so  the  more  for  this  rea- 
|n,  that  the  whole  difference  in  the  amount 
seat-rents,  promised  on  the  one  hand 
id  refused  on  the  other,  was  far  more 
Ian  compensated  for  by  the  fact  that,  at 
|at  moment,  there  were  two  ? acancies  not 
led  up  in  the  city  churches,  and  if  tiie 
|11  was  lost  that  year  those  vacancies 
mid  have  to  be  filled  up,  and  thus  the 
by  would  be  saddled  with  two  more  life- 
Iterests.  Now,  that  was  the  position  of 
]e  Act  of  1860.  Great  opposition  has 
idoubtedly  arisen  to  that  Act ;  but,  on 
le  other  liand,  I  must  say  that  I  tliiiik 
le  town  has   received   very  great  benefit. 


were  I  to  give  my  countenance  and  sup- 
port to  the  Bill  under  the  circumstances 
which  1  have  endeavoured  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  House. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  that  some  most 
scandalous  scenes  had  taken  place  in  Edin- 
burj^h  in  connection  with  this  subject.  The 
police  tax  was  levied  upon  all  denomina- 
tions of  Christians  and  Jews,  so  that  the 
ministers  were  paid  out  of  a  tax  contri- 
buted mainly  by  those  who  did  not  receive 
any  religious  benefit  in  return.  He  con- 
sidered the  case  exactly  analogous  to  that 
of  church  rates  in  England.  He  contended 
that  it  was  most  unjust  to  compel  those 
who  did  not  derive  any  advantage  from  the 
ministrations  of  these  clergy  —  against 
whom,  as,  a  body,  he  did  not  wish  to  say  a 
single  word  ;  on  the  contrary,  ^ery  many  of 
them  were  distinguished  for  their  piety,  seal, 
and  ability  ;  but  what  he  did  say  was,  that 
persons  of  other  religious  persuasions  should 
not  be  called  upon  to  pay  towards  their 
maintenance  and  support.  No  Dissenter 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  contribute  to  this 
tax.  What  had  been  the  result  of  the 
present  state  of  things  in  Edinburgh  ?  The 
Dissenters  had  offered  to  pay  the  tax  col- 
lector the  amount  leyied  upon  them  for 
police  purposes,  but  not  the  proportion 
which  went  to  the  clergy  annuity.  Of 
course  the  tax  collector  would  not  receive 
this,  and  the  arm  of  the  law  was  brought 
in  ;  and  he  would  quote  to  them  an 
instance  of  what  had  followed.  A  re- 
spectable   8ho|)keeper    was   told    that    the 


he  question  is   whether  we  ought  to  go  |  power    of   the   law  would    be   brought  to 
Ick  ?     For   my  part,   I   think   wo  ought  |  bear  against  him  if  ho  did   not  pay,  and 


►t  to  do  80.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
joke  last  appears  to  think  that  the  minis- 

•8  levy  this   tax   for  their  own   support. 

>w,  the  ministers  havo  nothing  to  do 
Jth  it.  The  settlement  of  1860  was  a 
Ittlement   of    this    kind  :     tho    ministers 

sre  no  longer  paid  by  the  tax,  hut  their 
jpends  were  saddled  upon  tho  property  of 
town,  and  the  tax  was  intended  for  the 
|rpo8o  of  filling  up  the  void  made  in  the 

inicipal  funds.     And  this  leads  me  to  re- 


that  a  distress  would  be  levied  upon  his 
goods.  He  put  armour  plates  around  his 
shop  and  door  ;  but  tho  local  authorities 
were  too  strong  for  him,  for  they  came 
with  a  posse  of  constables,  who,  armed 
with  sleclgO'hnmniers,  beat  in  his  door, 
his  goods  were  carried  off  to  an  auction 
room  and  offered  for  sale,  amidst  tumult 
and  execrations  ;  and  such  scenes  had 
been  often  repeated.  Was  not  this  a 
scandal  to  a  Christian  country  ?  Could 
rk  that  1  do  not  think  my  friends  of !  anything  be  more  irreconcilable  with  the 
Council  have  been  administering  the  |  principle  of  pence  and  good-will  to  all 
vn  funds  in  tho  spirit  of  tho  Act.  I  |  men  ?  Well,  the  question  for  the  House 
d  that  they  have  been  paying  off  debts  ;  to  consider  was,  whether  they  desired  to 
I  do  not  believe  that  they  are  entitled  !  have  these  scenes  repeated  ?  He  hoped 
levy  this  3d,  in  the  pound  for  municipal  i  they  did  not.  It  was  to  bo  regretted  that 
Irposcs  and  to  pay  off  tho  debt.  In  con- !  the  proposition  nmdo  by  his  right  hon, 
sion  I  will  say  that  it  is  an  unfortunate  Friend  in  1860  was  not  acquiesced  in. 
tter  that  we  should  be  still  embroiled  Mr.  M*LAREN  rose  to  reply.  He 
this  question  ;  but  I  should  have  been  said,  in  respect  to  the  alleged  compro- 
charging    my   duty   very   inadequately  j  miso,  I  will  just  mention   a  fact,  rather 

Mr,  Moncreiff 
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than  enter  into  any  arf^inient.  When  the 
Bill  wat  before  the  House,  there  was  a 
petition  presented  against  it,  signed  bj 
14.000  inhabitants ;  and  after  the  Bill  had 
receired  the  Hojal  Assent,  there  was  a 
public  meeting  held  to  protest  against 
it.  A  memorial  to  the  Town  Council 
was  got  np,  which  was  signed  by  none 
but  householders.  It  received  7,600  signa- 
tures ;  there  being  no  less  than  3,000 
of  these  Parliamentary  electors.  I  now 
come  to  the  question  touched  upon  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leith.  Thirty  years  ago 
it  was  thought  desirable  to  take  the  har- 
bour of  Leith  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  Edinburgh,  who  held  it  by  a 
charter  from  Robert  the  Bruce.  In  what 
I  am  about  to  say  I  speak  from  personal 
knowledge  ;  because  I  held  the  honorary 
oiBce  of  City  Treasurer  at  that  time,  and 
came  to  London  to  get  the  Bill  carried 
through.  Well,  the  Goveniment  of  that 
day  sent  down  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (now  Lord  Taunton)  to 
Talue  the  interest  of  the  city  of  Edinburgh 
in  the  harbour,  and  he  valued  the  interest 
of  the  city  of  Edinburgh  in  the  harbour  at 
£7,680  as  an  annuity.  A  Select  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  consider  this  pro* 
posat»  and  many  of  the  first  men  in  Par- 
liament of  that  day  were  appointed  Members 
of  that  Committee  •—  Sir  James  Qrabam 
being  amongst  the  number.  I  gave  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee ;  and  they  una- 
Dimousty  approved  of  the  proposal  which 
bad  been  made.  A  few  years  since  the 
aame  process  was  adopted  in  Liverpool ; 
but  the  Corporation  of  that  town  got  an 
annuity  of  £75,000  for  their  interest,  as 
against  our  getting  £7,680.  The  Select 
Committee  in  our  case  said — You  must, 
however,  pay  £2,000  to  the  clergy  out  of 
the  £7,680,  and  abolish  a  rate  levied  for 
their  behoof,  called  the  Merk  per  ton.  All 
thia  was  done  as  recommended  by  that 
Committee,  and  it  is,  therefore,  a  pure  de- 
lusion to  think  that  this  payment  is  a  bur- 
den on  Leith  ;  because,  if  the  Established 
Church  were  abolished  to-morrow,  the  city 
of  Edinburgh  would  continue  to  draw  this 
£2,000.  The  whole  of  the  public  bodies 
of  Leith  have  petitioned  in  favour  of  this 
arrangement.  I  had  the  personal  friend- 
ship of  one  who  was  nearly  related  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  —  Mr.  Miller  —  he  then 
being  the  Treasurer  to  the  Borough  of 
Lmth. 

Mb.  MILLER:  I  must  claim  the  iu- 
dolgance  of  the  Speaker. 

Tbb  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 


is  out  of  order.  If  he  baa  anything  to  say, 
he  must  reserve  his  explanation  until  after 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now  in  posses- 
sion of  the  House  has  concluded  his  remarks. 

Mr.  MCLAREN  :  I  am  referring  to  the 
hon.  Member's  own  father,  who  was  a 
most  anxious  promoter  of  this  Bill.  Well, 
now,  let  me  refer  to  another  subject.  I 
have  been  twitted  with  my  opinions  in 
1853.  That  is  a  long  time  ago  ;  and  I 
have  got  wiser  since  that  time,  not  only 
upon  this,  but  upon  many  subjects.  But 
let  me  say  this  much,  that  I  was  then  in 
favour  of  household  suffrage,  and  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Irish  Church  ;  and  yet  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  made  good  speeches  on 
these  subjects  now,  while  they  were  strongly 
opposed  to  them  at  the  time  I  speak  of. 
We  live  in  changing  times.  It  is  said 
that  by  this  Bill  we  are  placing  the  Church 
on  the  voluntary  system.  But  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  say  so  would  appear  not 
to  know  the  meaning  of  the  voluntary 
principle.  Now,  what  is  its  meaning  ? 
Why,  it  means  finding  everything  for 
themselves.  But  does  this  Bill  propose  any- 
thing like  that?  Certainly  not.  Under 
this  Bill  the  clergy  will  get  their  £4.000 
for  seat-rents,  and  the  £2,000  from  the 
city  of  Edinburgh.  Surely,  then,  this  Bill 
cannot  be  the  introduction  of  the  voluntary 
system.  The  Lord  Advocate  knows  well 
enough  that  this  question  will  never  be 
settled  except  on  some  such  basis  as  that 
which  I  now  propose.  It  is  of  no  use  blink- 
ing the  matter.  The  attempt  to  put  a  stop 
to  this  grievance  must  ultimately  succeed; 
and  I  think  it  would  be  a  wise  thing  for 
the  Lord  Advocate  to  withdraw  himself 
from  the  position  which  he  has  taken  in 
connection  with  the  matter.  If  the  Bill 
fails  once  or  twice,  you  may  be  sure  the 
agitation  will  be  continued  ;  and  ultimately 
you  may  find  a  measure  carried  going  much 
further  than  the  one  at  present  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  Under  these 
circumstances.  I  hope  the  House  will  con- 
sent to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Mb.  MILLER  desired  to  make  some 
observations  upon  the  speech  which  had 
just  been  delivered ;  but — 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  it  would  not 
bo  competent  for  him,  in  explanation,  to 
reply  to  the  speech  just  made.  He  must 
confine  himself  to  any  point  on  which  he 
might  himself  have  been  misunderstood. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  had  voted 
against  this  Bill  on  a  former  occasion, 
because  he  thought  a  compromise  had  been 
entered  into  between  the  parties ;  but  since 
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timet  iMvbg  ctf«n  Aa  matter  a  foller 
ittderatioDi  be  nad  eome  to  the  eonclu- 
^ion  that,  on  the  preaent  ooeaaion»  be  ought 
>  give  the  meaaare  hit  tapport.  and  aeeord- 
in^j  he  ahoold  TOte  for  the  weond  read- 
pg.  The  qneation  waa  parallel  with  the 
^haroh  rate  qoestion  io  thia  eoantrr;  and 
~ie  ease  proved  how  wiie  those  who  had 
Ivocated  the  abolition  of  eharoh  rtiea 
been*  in  alwajt  declining  to  enter  into 
ij  eompromiae  whatever.  Although  the 
ireaent  meaaare  waa  not  the  volontarj 
^jatem^  jet  it  wata  atep  in  that  direction  ; 
~  therefore  he  ahoold  give  it  hia  aupport* 

Qoettion  pnti  '*  That  the  word  '  now ' 
land  part  of  the  Qneation/* 

The  Hooae  dioicU:— Ajea  £9;  Koea 
^ 27. 
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ASSASSINATION  OF  MB.  D'ABCT  ITGEE. 

QUEsnoir. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CARNABYON  aaid,  that 
though  their  Lordships  had  oomo  to  a 
Resolution,  requiring  Notioe  to  he  gifos 
before  Questions  were  aaksd,  ha  navartha- 
lesa  hoped  that,  inaamuoh  u  he  had  no 
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opportunity  of  placing  on  the  Paper  a 
Notice  of  a  Question  he  desired  to  ask  in 
reference  to  a  matter  of  some  importance, 
the  House  would  permit  him  now  to  put 
the  Question  to  the  noble  Duke  at  the 
head  of  the  Colonial  Department.  Their 
Lordships  were  all  aware  that  an  excep- 
tionally atrocious  crime  had  recently  been 
committed  in  Canada.  Mr.  D'Arcy  M*Oee, 
a  public  man  of  great  eminence  in  the 
colony,  after  leaving  the  Parliament 
House,  had  been  most  cruelly  and  foully 
assassinated  in  the  streets  of  the  capital 
of  Canada,  and  while  on  the  door- steps  of 
his  own  house.  He  deeply  regretted  the 
loss  of  Mr.  D'Arcy  M*Gee,  not  only  on 
personal  grounds,  but  because  he  thought 
that  gentleman's  services  would  —  at  the 
present  moment  especially  —  have  been 
most  valuable,  in  connection  with  the  re- 
cent constitutional  changes  in  Canada. 
Mr.  D'Arcy  M'Gee  was  the  leader  of  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  party  in  that  colony, 
and  on  more  than  one  occasion  he  had, 
by  his  remarkable  character,  and  by  the 
influence  he  exercised  over  his  Irish  fellow- 
subjects,  rendered  essential  service  to  the 
Crown,  to  his  adopted  country  of  Canada, 
and  also  to  his  mother  country,  the  con- 
nection with  which  he  dearly  prized.  The 
loss  of  such  a  man  was  deeply  to  be  re- 
gretted. It  was  said  that  he  had  fidlen  a 
victim  to  that  dark  conspiracy  which  em- 
bodied itself  under  the  name  of  Fenian- 
ism.  Not  knowing  how  far  that  suspicion 
might  be  well  founded,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  should  be  sorry  to  make  the 
Fenian  conspiracy  responsible  for  another 
atrocious  crime  until  its  responsibility  on 
that  head  was  clearly  and  absolutely  made 
out.  For  the  present  he  would  content 
himself  with  asking  the  noble  Duke  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  Whether  he  could  give 
the  House  any  information  respecting  this 
lamentable  occurrence  ? 

The  Ddkb  op  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
that  it  was  unfortunately  too  true  that 
Mr.  D'Arcy  M'Gee  had  fallen  a  victim  to 
assassination  on  leaving  the  Parliament 
House  at  Ottawa.  Little  was  known  of 
the  details  beyond  what  had  already  ap- 
peared in  the  ordinary  channels  of  infor- 
mation ;  but  within  the  last  twelve  hours 
he  had  received  from  the  Governor  General 
Lord  Monck,  a  despatch,  a  few  passages 
from  which  would  constitute  the  best  Ans- 
wer he  could  give  to  the  Question  ad> 
dressed  to  him.  The  despatch  was  dated 
the  9th  of  April,  1868,  and  in  it  Lord 
Monck  stated — 


"  I  have  the  hoDoar— with  feelingi  of  rogret 
and  horror,  to  annonnce  to  jonr  Gmeo  the  assu- 
sination  of  the  Hod.  T.  D'Arcj  M'Gee,  M.P.,  at 
about  two  o'olock  on  the  morning  of  Taesdaj,  the 
7th  instant.  Mr.  M'Gee  had  left  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  had  just  adjourned,  and  walked 
to  his  own  residence,  which  waa  situated  dose  b/. 
It  would  appear  that  while  stooping  down  to  in- 
sert a  latch  key  in  the  door  of  his  house  the  as- 
sassin must  have  come  behind  him  and  put  a  pis- 
tol close  to  the  back  of  his  head,  the  bullet  from 
which  passed  right  through  and  out  at  his  mouth, 
causing  almost  instantaneous  death.  The  general 
impression,  in  which  I  concur,  is  that  this  atro- 
cious crime  has  been  the  work  of  some  member  of 
the  Fenian  organisation,  prompted,  most  likel/, 
bj  the  eloquent  and  Tigorous  denunciations  which 
Mr.  M'Qee  persistentljr  launched  against  that  con- 
spiracy  The  Government  of  the 

Dominion  has  otfored  a  reward  of  5,000  dollars ; 
those  of  the  Provineea  of  Ontario  and  Qnebeo 
2,500  dolUrs  each ;  and  the  cities  of  Montreal 
and  Ottawa  respectively  5,000  dollars  and  4,000 
dollars  for  the  discovery  of  the  perpetrator.  The 
city  of  Montreal  has  decided  that  the  funeral  shall 
be  a  public  one,  conducted  at  the  eipense  of  the 
citizens';  and  it  is  the  intention  of  my  Ministers 
to  recommend  to  Parliament  that  a  provision  shall 
be  made  out  of  the  public  purse  for  the  widow  and 
orphans  of  Mr.  M*Gee." 

In  a  private  note  written  on  the  same  day, 
just  as  the  mail  was  closing,  Lord  Monok 
stated — 

"  I  think  we  have  the  perpetrator  of  the  crime 
in  custody,  and  as  we  have  every  reason  to  belioTO 
that  several  persons  were  privy  to  the  aot,  I  hope 
the  large  reward  which  has  been  oflbred  will  in- 
dooe  some  of  them  to  give  evidence." 

He  could  add  nothing  to  what  had  heen 
stated  hy  the  nohle  Earl,  in  reference  to 
the  loss  of  Mr.  D'Arcy  M'Oee.  He  feared 
that  Mr.  M'Gee  had  fallen  a  victim  to  the 
principles  that  guided  him,  and  he  seemed 
to  have  risked  his  life  for  what  he  con- 
sidered the  good  of  his  country.  He  he- 
lieved  that  Mr.  D'Arcy  M'Gee  was  warned 
beforehand  —  and  it  seemed  he  was  not 
the  only  one — of  the  fate  which  awaited 
him  if  he  persisted  in  the  course  of  loyalty 
and  devotion  which  he  was  pursuing. 
Within  an  hour  of  the  time  of  his  death 
Mr.  D'Arcy  M'GFee,  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  in  the  Parliament  at  Ottawa, 
used  as  almost  his  last  words,  '^  Base  is  he 
who  would  not  risk  his  popularity  in  a 
good  cause^that  of  his  country."  It  was 
sad  to  reflect  that  he  should  have  fallen  a 
victim  to  an  act  as  foul  as  ever  was  com- 
mitted, for  his  main  object  had  been  to 
keep  his  fellow-countrymen  in  the  path  of 
duty,  and  to  prevent  their  being  led  astray 
by  designing  men  ;  and  his  loyalty  and 
devotion  to  Canada  and  to  the  mother 
country  were  his  only  crimes. 


Ill     Compulwry  Church  Sates        ( LORDS ) 
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COMPULSORY    CHURCH    RATES 

ABOLITION  BILL. 

{Earl  Ruttell.) 

(KO.  5o).       second   BE4DCfG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
g  read. 

Earl  KUSSELL  :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to 
ik  your  Lordships  to  give  a  second  read- 
g  to  this  BiU.  The  reasons  for  the  Bill, 
re  contained  in  its  Preamble.  It  is  stated 
hat  the  collection  of  church  rates  has 
eased  to  be  made  or  collected  in  a  great 
umber  of  the  parishes  in  the  country, 
nd  that  in  others  their  collection  has 
ven  rise  to  litigation  and  ill-will,  and  it 
pleaded  that  it  is  advisable  that  the  abo- 
tion  of  compulsory  church  rates  should 
ke  place.  The  first  part  of  the  Bill  is 
xccedingly  clear  and  exceedingly  plain, 
nd  practically  puts  an  end  to  the  compul- 
ry  payment  of  church  rates.  Your 
rdHhips  will  see  from  the  provisions  of 
he  Bill  that,  so  far  as  the  objection  to 
hurch  rates  is  concerned,  the  grievances 
omplained  of  are  entirely  abolished,  and 
ntire  satisfaction  is  given  to  those  who 
ave  hitherto  opposed  the  levying  of 
hurch  rates.  The  first  clause  of  the  Bill 
nacts  that  henceforth  no  proceeding  shall 
>e  instituted  in  any  ecclesiastical  or  other 
urt  to  enforce  the  payment  of  church 
ates.  The  next  clause  of  the  Bill  pro- 
idcR  that  where  money  had  been  borrowed 
n  tlie  faith  of  church  rates,  or  in  cases 
here  the  parish  is  liable  lor  an  extra  rate, 
he  re-payment  of  the  money  shall  con- 
in  ue  to  be  secured  by  means  of  church 
ates.  Provision  is  also  made  in  regard 
0  j)articular  cases.  The  words  are  very 
eneral ;  and  if  they  do  not  completely 
nawer  their  object,  I  should  be  ready  to 
ssent  to  tlie  introduction  of  any  words  to 
arry  that  object  into  effect.  The  object 
Is  to  preserve  the  sum  or  allowances  made 
In  certain  places  and  parishes  where  sums 
•hich  are  not  applicable  to  the  building  or 
opairof  churches,  or  to  any  purposes  for 
•hich  church  rates  are  usually  levied, 
avc  been,  by  Act  of  Parliament  or  ether- 
ise, set  aj)art  for  the  purpose  of  giving  a 
alary  or  allowance  to  tho  minister  of  the 
hurch  in  lieu  of  other  claims  that  he 
ight  have.  There  are  several  cases  in 
his  nu-tropolis — Bishopsgnto  and  Betbual 
reen  for  example — where  by  Act  of  Par- 
ament  the  tiilics  have  been  commuted 
or  an  annual  sum  collected  upon  houses, 
nd  those  sums  are  called  by  the  name  of 
hurch  rates.     It  is  evident  that  it  would 


be  inequitable  to  abolish  the  collection  of 
such  sums;  and  persons  deriving  an  in- 
come from  such  allowances  would  have  a 
fair  right  to  complain  if  their  income  was 
put  an  end  to  by  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
second  part  of  the  Bill,  which  begins  at 
the  5th  clause,  is  by  no  means  of  the 
same  nature  as  the  first,  and  is  intended 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up  the 
machinery  of  church  rates  where  it  may  be 
considered  a  convenient  mode  for  obtaining 
the  sums  necessary  for  the  repair  of  the 
fabric  of  the  church.  Your  Lordships  are 
aware  that  the  circumstances  in  connection 
with  the  levying  of  church  rates  is  very 
different  in  different  parishes.  I  remember 
some  years  ago  asking  an  archdeacon  what 
his  experience  was  in  relation  to  church 
rates;  and  his  answer  was  that  generally  in 
towns  there  was  a  good  deal  of  difficulty, 
and  very  grave  disputes,  and  that  very  often 
church  rates  were  altogether  refused;  bat 
that  in  country  parishes  his  experience 
was  totally  different,  that  with  a  rate  of  a 
\d,,  \d.,  or  a  Id.  in  the  pound  the  repairs 
of  the  church  were  satisfactorily  effected, 
and  there  was  no  difficulty  in  obtaining 
the  vote  for  the  rate,  or  in  its  collection* 
Now,  the  object  of  the  clauses  which  com- 
mence with  the  5th  clause  is  to  maintain 
the  existing  machinery  in  force  where 
parishes  would  think  it  a  convenient  mode 
of  collecting  sums  for  the  repair  of 
churches;  but  the  rate  to  bo  levied  by 
means  of  that  machiner}'  will  be  entirely 
voluntary.  Still,  I  should  suppose  there 
were  a  great  many  country  parishes  in 
which  that  macliincry  is  very  convenient, 
where  there  are  few  or  no  Dissenters  in  tlic 
parish,  and  all  the  Churchmen  are  willing 
to  vote  for  a  rate,  and  where  therefore  it 
would  be  very  convenient  that  things 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  allowed  to  go 
on  as  usual  without  any  disturbance  of  the 
existing  system.  There  are  further  clauses 
in  the  Bill  the  object  of  which  is  preven- 
tion; and  which  declare  that  persons  who 
do  not  happen  to  have  subscribed  to  a  for- 
mer voluntary  rate  shall  not  be  entitled  to 
vote  with  respect  to  tho  levy  of  that  which  is 
about  to  be  collected.  Besides  these  there 
is  a  clause  empowering  owners  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  burden  of  the  charge 
instead  of  tenants  and  giving  them  power 
to  vote  accordingly,  buch  are  the  general 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  which  are  exceed- 
ingly simple,  and  which,  having  been 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the  other 
liouse,  has  been  received  there  with  almost 
unanimous  support.      I  trust,  therefore, 
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that  it  will  alto  meet  with  your  Lordships 
assent. 

Ifoved,  **  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2\" 
—(Earl  RusmII). 

The  Dxjxe  op  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
he  mast  confess  that  he  had  expected  to 
have  heard  more  reasons  adduced  in  sup- 
port of  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  than  had 
heen  advanced  by  the  noble  Earl  on  the 
present  occasion.  He  certainly  could  not 
have  thought  that  a  Bill  dealing  with  a 
question  which  had  received  so  much  dis- 
cussion and  conf^ideration  for  the  last  thirty 
years,  and  with  regard  to  which  there  had 
heen  so  mnch  diversity  of  opinion,  would 
have  heen  submitted  to  the  notice  of  their 
Lordships'  House  with  so  little  preface  and 
with  so  few  facts  adduced  in  its  support. 
The  noble  Earl  rested  his  whole  case  upon 
the  statements  of  the  Preamble  that,  in 
certain  parishes,  church  rates  had  been 
discontinued  in  consequence  of  opposition, 
and  that  in  other  parishes  their  collection 
had  given  rise  to  litigation  and  ill-will. 
Bat  their  Lordships  were  left  without  any 
foots  to  substantiate  those  statements.  The 
Preamble  was  no  doubt  true  to  some  ex- 
tent ;  but  only,  as  shown  by  the  Returns 
which  had  at  various  tiroes  been  laid 
before  Parliament,  to  a  very  limited  ex- 
tent. From  these  Returns  it  appeared 
that  the  amount  received  for  church  rates 
and  applied  to  church  purposes  was  not 
sow  less  than  it  was  in  former  years, 
taking  into  account  the  large  sums  con- 
tributed in  several  parishes  under  special 
local  enactments,  and  by  means  of  volun- 
tary contributions ;  and  certainly  the  last 
Betam  laid  before  their  Lordships,  in 
1867,  showed  that,  in  a  large  majority  of 
the  parishes  of  England,  churcii  rates  were 
•till  made  and  collected,  and  that  the 
amoont  levied  by  such  process  was  even 
then  largely  in  excess  of  that  which  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  and  the  Government 
of  which  he  was  a  member  in  former 
times  thought  was  the  right  sum  to  charge 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  churches  of  this  country. 
If  he  felt  that  it  was  the  proper  course 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  call 
upon  that  House  to  reject  the  Bill  upon 
the  second  reading,  there  would  be  but 
little  difficulty  in  showing  that  the  actual 
fiwta  with  regard  to  church  rates  and  the 
present  poeitiou  of  the  question  ought 
rather  to  induce  their  Lordships  to  con- 
demn than  to  support  the  Bill.  But  there 
were  other  grounds  to  be  taken  into  con- 


sideration upon  this  question  beyond  those 
set  forth  in  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill.  The 
question  had  been  repeatedly  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  and  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had,  at  various  times,  endeavoured  to 
bring  forward  some  measure  which  would 
be  accepted  as  a  satisfactory  arrangement 
of  this  difficult  and  troublesome  matter. 
Although  those  endeavours  had  failed  in 
producing  any  measure  which  had  met 
with  general  assent,  they  had  no  doubt 
had  the  effect  of  sending  up  to  their  Lord- 
ships' House  the  Bill  now  under  discus- 
sion without  any  decided  or  strong  oppo- 
sition in  the  other  House  of  Parliament ; 
and  the  measure  was  not  opposed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  by  the  Government 
upon  the  second  reading,  nor  after  it  had 
passed  through  Committee  was  there  any 
division  affecting  its  principle.  It  there- 
fore came  before  their  Lordships  with,  no 
doubt,  a  strong  approval  of  the  principle 
contained  in  it  from  the  other  House. 
Moreover,  it  could  not  be  denied  that 
during  the  thirty  years  or  so  that  this 
question  had  been  under  consideration  the 
circumstances  with  regard  to  church  rates 
had  to  a  considerable  extent  changed,  and 
that  it  could  no  longer  be  argued  that  it 
was  the  universal  law  of  the  country  that 
the  churches  were  supported  or  maintained 
by  means  of  church  rates.  That  state  of 
circumstances  had  arisen,  not  alone  from 
the  opposition  which  there  had  been  in 
many  cases  to  the  levying  of  church  rates; 
but  from  the  fact  that  the  spiritual  wants 
of  the  population  had  greatly  increased,  re- 
quiring in  many  places  the  erection  of  new 
churches  and  the  formation  of  new  paro- 
chial districts.  These  districts  had  been 
formed  and  churches  had  been  built  where 
no  compulsory  powers  existed  by  which 
the  parishioners  could  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  to  the  support  of  those  churches. 
That  had  made  a  material  difference  in  the 
state  of  the  question  from  the  time  when 
it  was  first  brought  prominently  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament ;  and  the  fact 
that  there  were  a  considerable  number  of 
the  churches  in  this  country  for  the  main- 
tenance of  which  no  compulsory  powers 
existed,  and  the  numerous  attempts  made 
in  the  other  House  to  effect  by  compro- 
mise a  settlement  of  the  question,  might 
well  justify  the  Goverr.ment  in  not  asking 
the  House  to  reject  this  Bill  on  the  second 
reading,  but  rather  to  place  it  in  the 
hands  of  a  Committee,  who  would  con- 
sider the  various  points  connected  with  it. 
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If  the  Committee  succeeded  in  malciDg  i  trolling  and  applying  the  fands  raised 
the  measure  satisfactory,  the  Gorcrn-  .  should  be  kept  under  the  public  eye;  that 
meat  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  pass  .  the  whole  district  for  which  they  were 
the  measure  when  it  came  buck  to  them,  collected  should  hare  a  right  to  see  to 
and  if  the  Committee  failed  in  doing  so  their  application;  and  that  full  powers  to 
they  would  then  propose  its  rejection.  If .  contribute  should  be  given  to  all  those 
additional  reasons  were  wanting  for  the ,  who  might  wish  to  do  so.  Now,  as  the 
course  he  had  indicated,  they  were,  he  i  Bill  was  framed,  although  the  5th  clause 
thought,  to  be  found  in  the  Bill  itself.  ;  enacted  that  the  parishioners  in  Testir 
It  consisted  of  two  principles;  but  signally  '  might  agree  upon  a  voluntary  rate  to  be 
failed  in  providing  the  machinery  for  giv-  '  assessed  |upon  the  occupiers,  the  8th  clause 
ing  proper  effect  to  those  principles.  The  i  appeared  to  take  away  that  right.  By 
first  portion  was  devoted  to  the  abolition  j  the  5th  clause  it  would  appear  that  it 
of  the  present  power  of  levying  compul-  I  was  the  parishioners  in  vestry  who  were 
sory  rates,  coupled  with  certain  saving  j  to  decide  on  the  question  of  the  rate, 
clauses  and  qualifications  to  guard  a  num-  which,  under  a  voluntary  system,  would 
ber  of  local  enactments,   in  cases  where   seem   to   be  the  proper  mode;   but,  ao- 


those  enactments  had  provided  for  charges 
by  what  were  called  church  rates.  The 
second  portion   purported    to   provide  a 


cording  to  the  8th  clause,  no  person 
was  to  have  the  right  to  vote  upon  the 
question  of  a  voluntary  rate,   or  to  be 


substitute  —  which  he  presumed  was  ;  churchwarden  or  other  oflBcer,  who  had  not 
the  substitute  the  noble  Eurl  referred  to  |  paid  his  share  of  the  preceding  voluntary 
when,  on  a  former  occasion,  he  said  he  j  rate;  so  that  persons  in  arrears  of  rate,  or 
should  vote  against  the  total  abolition  of  parishioners  who  had  not  agreed  to  the 
church  rates  unless  some  substitute  was  rate,  were  practically  deprived  of  ail  power 
I  provided.  The  substitute  now  proposed  over  the  application  of  the  funds,  the  oontrol 
I  was  the  voluntary  collection  of  rates,  and  and  management  of  which  would  thai 
the  voluntary  support  of  the  Church.  This   come  under  the  control  of  a  few  instead  of 


was  the  proposition  of  the  Bill  to  meet 
{the  views  of  those  who  had  steadily  op- 
posed unconditional  abolition.  In  its  pre- 
sent shape,  however,  the  Bill  fell  singu- 
larly short  of  carrying  out  these  objects. 


the  whole  vestry.  He  thought  that,  if  the 
voluntary  system  was  to  be  relied  on  at  all| 
the  full  right  of  all  parishioners  to  vote  on 
any  question  connected  with  the  church  or 
the  election  of  churchwardens   should  be 


Here  was  a  Bill  for  t;iving  back  to  tlie    retained;  and  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  a 

owners  and  occupiers  of  land  in  this  conn-  '  great  misfortune  if,  under   the  voluntary 

try  the  rates  which  they  now  paid  for  the  '  system,   the  control  of  the  parish  church 

I  maintenance   of  the   Church,   and  which    and  its  maintenance  were  to  fall  into  the 

amounted  to  something  over  £300,000  a    hands  of  a  few  wealthy  persons  connected 

year;  and  it  was  proposed  to  return  this  .  with  the  parish.    It  was  also  essential  that 

amount  to  persons  who  had  hardly  asked  :  all  persons  being  owners  of  property  in  a 

for  it,  and  to  rest  the  chance  of  recover-    parish,  or  representing:  owners,  «ihould have 

ing  the  loss  upon  the  voluntary  contrihu-  >  power  to  contribute  to  the  voluntar)-  rate, 

tions  of  those  persons.     It  was  essential,    but   the    10th    clause,    while    it    enabled 

rwheu  they  were  dealing  with  so  large  an    owners  to  j)uy  instead  of  occupiers,  and  to 

amount  of  taxation — which  was  applied  to  i  claim  the  vote,  failed  altogether  to  enable 

the  maintenance  of  the  fabrics  and  services  i  trustees  of  property  to  contribute,  a  volun- 

pf  the    Church — one-third  of  which,  in    tary  church  rate  not  being  a  legal  chnrgc. 

round  numbers,  might  bo  stated  to  be  «p-  ,  Property  belonging  to    the   Ecclesiastical 

plied  to  the  maintenance  of  churches  whose    Commissioners,  for  instance,  would  be  un- 

decadence  the  whole  nation  would  deplore  ■  able  to  contribute,  although  the  property 

— that  the  macliinery  and  conditions  pro-  |  so  exempt  might  form  a  considerable  part 

Ivided  as  the  substitute  for  compulsory  rates  !  ^^  a  parish.       He  could  not  see,  moreover, 

Ifihould  be  carefully  and  well  considered.  ,  how  the  voluntary  system  could  be  carried 

IHe  was  not  disposed  to  think  that  uiti-  j  o"t  unless  there  was  power  to  compel  pay- 

puately  the  funds  of  the  Church  would  fall    i»ent  from  those  who  had  agreed  to  a  rate; 

;reatly  short,  under  a  system  of  voluntary  ,  ^or  it  frequently  happened,  particularly  in 

jontributions,  as  compared  with  a  system    the  case  of  small  parishes,  that  the  cost  of 

lof  compulsory  rating  ;  but  it  was  essential    repairing  a  church  was  spread  over  two  or 

Ito  the  well-working  of  such  a  system  as    three  years   and   over  several   successive 

[was  now  proposed  that  the  power  of  con-   rates.    But  those  repairs  under  the  volun- 

Thc  Duk$  of  Buckingham  ' 
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tary  sjstein  would  depend  on  a  rate  being 
made,  which  there  would  be  no  means  of 
compelling  even  those  who  were  consenting 
parties  at  the  vestry  where  the  rate  was 
agreed  upon  to  pay.  He  thought  a  volun- 
tary rate  could  not  be  successfully  applied 
without  some  system  by  which  those  who 
agreed  to  the  rate  should  be  compelled  to 
carry  out  their  agreement.  There  was 
another  point  to  which  attention  ought  to 
be  directed,  and  that  was  with  regard  to 
the  liability  of  churchwardens  and  their 
duties  with  respect  to  Church  property; 
and  it  must  be  recollected  that  it  is  not 
only  the  church  but  the  burial  grounds 
which  the  Bill  makes  dependent  on  volun- 
tary contributions.  Nor  was  it  at  all  clearly 
■et  forth  in  this  measure  as  it  stood  whe- 
ther  where  a  voluntary  rate  was  refused  in 
the  first  instance,  and,  therefore,  had  never 
been  made,  any  rate  could  afterwards  be 
levied.  There  were  many  other  points 
which  would  require  very  careful  conside- 
ration before  the  measure  could  be  placed 
in  such  a  form  that  the  House  ought  to  be 
ealled  upon  to  say  whether  or  not  it  would 
accept  the  voluntary  system  as  a  substitute 
for  compulsory  rating;  and  upon  those 
grounds  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  had 
decided  that  it  was  better  the  Bill  should 
be  sent  at  an  early  day  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee, where  a  full  opportunity  would  be 
given  of  completing  and  amending  the 
measure  in  the  points  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, and  also  with  regard  to  the  saving 
elaosee  and  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
legal  enactments  which  would  be  affected. 
There  was  one  other  point  well  deserving 
of  consideration,  and  that  was  as  to  the 
means  by  which  the  incumbent  and  church- 
wardens or  other  persons  might  be  incorpo- 
rated as  trustees  to  receive  and  apply  funds 
given  ibr  repairing  the  church.  There 
was  no  provision  as  yet  in  the  Bill  for  that 
purpose ;  and  there  existed  practically  no 
mode  by  which  funds  not  voted,  but  in- 
tended to  be  applied  to  repairs  of  the 
ehnrch,  could  bo  applied,  except  at  the 
trouble  of  appointing  separate  trustees. 
Ha  held  that  it  must  be  a  necessary  com- 
plement of  the  Bill  to  establish  some  corpo- 
ration, such  as  the  incumbent  and  church- 
wardens, for  the  purpose  of  applying  such 
grants.  Believing  that  it  would  tend 
rather  to  facilitate  than  delay  or  obstruct  a 
lair  and  reasonable  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion to  allow  the  measure  to  pass  its  present 
stage  and  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee, 
ha  was  not  disposed  to  oppose  the  Motion 
fcr  the  second  reading.      The   measure 


could  be  fhlly  and  satisfactorily  discussed 
upon  its  return  from  the  Select  Committee, 
or  upon  the  third  reading.  There  was  one 
thing  which  ought  to  be  carefully  guarded, 
and  that  was  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church  of  England  as  the  Church  of  the 
many  and  not  of  the  few.  In  any  measure 
which  established  the  voluntary  system 
care  should  be  taken  to  keep  the  control  of 
the  Church  and  the  maintenance  of  its 
fabrics  in  the  hands  of  the  great  body  of 
the  parishoners;  so  that  the  affairs  of  the 
Church  might  not  be  regulated  by  a  few 
wealthy  persons — ^by  an  autocracy  sitting 
in  close  committee,  where  no  one  could 
vote  except  those  who  agreed  to  pay;  but 
thai  the  Church  should  still  continue  the 
Church  of  the  parish  in  which  all,  even 
many  who  now  objected  to  a  rate  or  even 
to  the  precise  form  of  worship  that  was 
carried  on,  might  yet  feel  an  interest,  and 
take  pride  in  supporting  it  and  maintaining 
the  fabric.  It  appeared  to  him  that  under 
this  Bill,  unless  some  material  modifica- 
tions were  made  in  its  provisions,  there 
would  be  great  danger  that  the  Church 
would  become  the  Church  of  the  rich  and 
not  of  the  poor.  Believing  that  the  day 
when  that  occurred  would  bo  an  evil  day 
for  the  Church  of  England,  and  that  any 
misfortune  which  happened  to  it,  anything 
which  should  make  it  the  Church  of  a  sect 
rather  than  of  the  nation,  would  be  a 
great  source  of  ill  not  only  to  the  Church 
but  to  the  Empire,  he  wished  to  see  the 
Bill  modified  in  some  importnnt  points.  In 
announcing  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  when  declining  to  object  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  with  the  in« 
tention  of  referring  it  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee, he  distinctly  reserved  the  right  of 
opposing  it  if  he  should  think  fit  on  the 
Report,  and  also  on  the  third  reading. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he  rose 
at  this  early  period  of  the  debate,  because 
their  Lordships  might  be  anxious  to  know 
the  sentiments  of  the  right  rev.  Bench  on 
the  measure  before  the  House.  He  had 
another  reason  for  rising — because  he  bad 
been  intrusted  with  a  very  important  pe- 
tition on  the  subject  of  one  clause  of  the 
Bill,  which  he  would  explain  in  a  few 
words  hereafter.  He  had  certainly  no  in- 
tention of  opposing  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  He  was  a  member  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House  eight 
years  ago,  which  carefully  went  into  the 
whole  question  of  church  rates  and  ex- 
amined a  groat  number  of  witnesses.  On 
that  Committee  there  were  men  who  were 
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llikelj  to  be  able  to  form  a  correct  jadgment 
Ion  the  matter — the  noble  Earl  the  lute  head 
lof  Her  Majesty's  Government  (the  £arl  of 
iDerby)  was  one,  the  late  Archbishop  of  Can- 
Iterbury  was  another,  and  the  noble  Duke 
the  President  of  the  Council  (the  Duke  of 
marl  borough),  who  had  taken  great  into- 
Irest  in   such   matters,   and   had  himself 
>een  the  author  of  legislation  regulating 
the  condition  of  the  Established  Church, 
'he  result  of  the  deliberations   of   that 
ISelect  Committee   was  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  system,  which  he  believed  in  its 
issential  features  was  embodied  in  the  Bill 
|of  the  noble  Earl  (Eurl  Kussell).    He  very 
luch  regretted   that  the  Report  of  the 
ISelect  Committee  to   which    he  referred 
ras  not  embodied  by  the  noble  Duke  in 
some  legislative  measure  at  the  time  when 
it  was  presented  to  the   House;    for   he 
thought  the  question  might  just  as  easily 
lave  been  settled  eight  years  ago  as  now. 
lince  that  time  he  had   never  been  de- 
ieived  by  the  apparent  majorities  in  the 
)thor  House  of  Parliament,  which  had  led 
»me  people  to  suppose  that  the   happy 
lays  were  returning  when  church  rates 
light  be   forced   on   unwilling  parishes. 
[e  hoped,  however,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
tussell)  would  forgive  him  if  he  ventured 
to  say  that  it  was  not  unlikely  that  some 
;reater  difficulty  than   might  otherwise 
lave  been  anticipated  would  be  found  in 
inducing  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land to  see  the  expediency  of  this  mea- 
jure  at  the  present  moment.     They  who 
represented    the   clergy  more    or    less  in 
:hat  House  were  bound  to  consider  their 
feelings  on   all  such    questions,    and   not 
their  feelings   only,    but   the   feelings   of 
the   vast  body  who  were  attached  to  the 
)rinciples    of    the    Church    of    England. 
low,  he  could  not  conceal  from  himself 
that  the  occurrences  of  the  last  six  weeks 
lad    made   the   clergy  somewhat  jealous 
)f  anything    which  in   any  way  affected 
[he  Established  Church,   and  when  thev 
leard    from    tho    noble   Duke    who    had 
last  addressed  their  Lordships  (the  Duke 
>f  Buckingham)  that  this  Bill  dealt  with 
tho  yearly  amount   of  £300,000   of  pro- 
)erty  now  devoted  to  Church  purposes,  it 
would   require,  ho    thought,  a  very    full 
statement  of  the  merits  and  great  calmness 
►f  discussion  to  restore  conQdenco  to  the 
jlergy  of  this  country  and  to  persuade  them 
that  there  was  not  more  in  this  Bill  than 
the  nohle  Earl  stated.      The  noble  Earl 
laturally  took  for  granted  that  the  Hill 
vould  be  accepted  at  once,  and  especially 
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on  the  ground,  which  he  considered  a 
strong  one,  of  tho  names  which  appeared 
on  the  back  of  the  Bill  as  its  authors  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Now,  it 
might  be  doubted  whether  this  would  re- 
commend it  to  the  clergy  of  the  Church  now 
in  the  same  way  in  which  it  would  have 
done  some  six  weeks  ago.  He  might  also 
question  whether  there  was  not  a  double 
paternity  in  this  Bill.  They  had  heard  from 
a  great  authority,  of  danger  threatening 
the  Church  and  State  from  a  coalition.  He 
expressed  no  opinion  as  to  the  reality  of 
the  existence  of  such  a  coalition  ;  but  they 
could  not  be  blind  to  tho  fact  that  there 
were  certain  members  of  the  Church  of 
England — visionary  theorists  they  might 
be  called— -who  were  in  favour  rather  of 
a  so-called  free  tlion  of  an  Established 
Church.  Those  few  visionaries  if  left  to 
themselves  would  not  have  any  g^eat  in- 
fluence in  the  Established  Church;  but 
they  were  united  in  their  view  with  a 
very  compact  body  of  opponents  from  with- 
out, and  this  Bill,  in  the  general  principle 
of  which  he  acquiesced,  had  certainly  the 
misfortune  to  have  in  it  a  clause  which  he 
thought  had  its  origin  in  the  Liberation 
Society.  Now,  with  regard  to  that  olanse 
—  the  2nd  clause  of  this  Bill— if  thoir 
Lordships  would  take  the  trouble  to  read 
it  they  would  fine  it  rather  difficult  to 
comprehend  its  meaning.  He  happened 
to  know  a  little  about  it,  but  only  a  little. 
The  petition,  however,  which  he  held  in 
his  hand  would  explain  it.  The  petition 
complained  of  the  2nd  clause,  which  dealt 
with  local  Acts — a  very  serious  mat- 
ter to  include  in  a  general  Bill— Acts 
which  nobody  had  seen,  which  nobody 
had  taken  the  trouble  to  read,  which  no- 
body knew  except  the  vestries  connected 
with  them  ;  and  if  they  were  suddenly  to 
pass  this  measure,  and  say  that  all  local 
Acts  respecting  church  rates  were  from 
this  time  forward  repealed,  it  certainly 
would  bo  desirable  to  inform  themselves 
as  to  what  were  the  meaning  and  con- 
tents of  those  local  Acts.  It  did,  there- 
fore, appear  to  him  that  tho  wise  course 
to  take  with  reference  to  a  matter  so 
complicated  as  this  must  bo  that  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Duke  of  referring  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  He  thought 
the  clergy  of  tlie  country  would  be  better 
satisfied  if  the  matter  were  thus  dealt  with 
calmly  and  patiently,  after  full  and  due 
examinaticm  by  their  Lordships;  for  his 
opinion  was,  that,  at  this  moment,  there 
was  a  very  uneasy  feeling  in  the  minds  of 
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the  dergy  on  this  and  similar  matters. 
Many  persons  supposed  that  because  there 
had  been  no  utterance  on  the  part  of  the 
clergy  nothing  was  felt :  but  deep  feeliugs 
were  dumb ;  and  their  Lordships  might  be 
persuaded  of  this — that  there  was  at  this 
moment  a  very  anxious  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  with 
regard  to  this  question  and  to  measures 
which  might  be  in  contemplation,  and 
which  might  affect  the  very  existence  of 
the  Establishment  to  which  they  belonged. 
He  should  deceive  their  Lordships  if  he  led 
them  for  a  moment  to  suppose  that  this 
feeling  would  not  be  very  dangerous  unless 
proper  measures  were  taken  to  meet  the 
natural  desire  of  the  clergy  that  matters 
which  so  concerned  their  interests  should 
be  very  carefully  and  dispassionately  con- 
sidered. It  had  been  the  glory  of  the  Church 
of  England,  during  the  time  he  had  been 
one  of  its  ministers,  to  have  nothing  to  do 
with  party  politics.  They  had  20,000  edu- 
cated men,  clergymen  of  the  Established 
Church,  each  of  them  the  centre  of  a  great 
sphere  of  influence,  and  yet  th^se  persons 
had  hitherto,  as  a  rule,  abstained  from  mix- 
ing themselves  up  in  matters  of  party  poli- 
ties ;  but  if  the  suspicion  were  once  to  enter 
iheir  minds  that  there  was  any  danger  of 
that  great  institution  to  which  they  be- 
longed being  tampered  with  for  any  party 
purpose,  he  could  not  doubt  they  would 
icon  see  a  great  change  on  the  part  of  the 
clergy  in  this  matter.  The  heads  of  the 
Church  would  have  great  difficulty  in  re- 
straining those  who  at  present,  he  was 
thankful  to  say,  used  their  pulpits  and  in- 
fluence for  the  sacred  purposes  alone  to 
which  they  ought  to  be  devoted,  if  any 
rash  step  were  taken  that  might  endanger 
the  institution  which  they  rightly  be- 
lieved to  have  been,  for  many  hundred 
▼ears,  the  nurse  of  ecclesiastical  and  li- 
beral learning,  the  defence  against  Papal 
aggression  and  the  revival  of  mcdiaBval 
tyranny,  and  the  real  educator  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country.  The  clergy  looked  with 
great  anxiety  and  considerable  jealousy  on 
any  measures  which  might  in  any  way 
whatsoever  tend  to  alter  the  position  of 
the  Church  of  which  they  were  the  minis- 
ten.  Hence,  therefore,  the  duty  of  the 
right  rev.  Bench  to  be  able  to  satisfy  the 
olergy  at  such  a  time  that  this  Bill — to 
which  he  gave  his  general  assent — con- 
tained nothing  inimical  to  the  interests 
of  the  Established  Church.  The  2nd 
dause  of  this  Bill — to  which  he  had  al- 
ready allnded — dealt  with  property  se* 
YOL.  CXCI.    [teiu)  bsbiss.] 
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cured  by  local  Acts  of  Parliament.  The 
petition  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  which 
was  signed  by  the  Rector  of  St.  Botolph's, 
Bishopsgate,  stated  that  the  late  Bishop  of 
London,  when  rector  of  that  parish,  had 
procured  a  Private  Act  to  be  passed,  by 
which  church  rates  were  totally  abolished 
in  that  parish,  the  rector  taking  on  him- 
self and  his  successors  the  payment  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  church  and  its  services 
out  of  the  tithes  of  the  parish.  But 
this  Bill,  by  the  2nd  clause,  would  sweep 
away  all  such  private  Acts.  He  held  in 
his  hand  another  petition  to  the  same  ef- 
fect from  St.  Paul's,  Coveiit  Garden.  He 
therefore  thought  that  great  care  required 
to  be  taken  so  that  the  property  of  the 
Church  might  not  be  confiscated  under  the 
name  of  the  abolition  of  compulsory 
church  rates.  Having  made  these  state- 
ments for  the  purpose  of  shewing  the 
difficulties  which  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered in  legislating  on  this  subject,  he 
repeated  that  he  desired  to  support  the 
general  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  be- 
lieved that  they  had  already  lost  all  that 
they  could  lose  of  church  rates.  There 
were  country  parishes  in  which  church 
rates  were  regularly  paid  ;  but  still  he 
was  afraid  that  disaffection  was  even  there 
gradually  creeping  in.  ["No!"]  He 
trusted  it  was  not  so ;  but  in  the  towns 
church  rates  were  not  as  a  rule  collected  ; 
and,  upon  the  whole,  ho  could  not  help 
thinking  that  as  regarded  the  town  parishes 
the  Church  would  gain  more  than  she 
would  lose  under  this  measure.  He  did 
not  think  it  was  unimportant  to  surrender 
even  that  nominal  right,  but  it  was  a 
matter  of  expediency  ;  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that,  if  there  were  even  the  shadow  of 
a  grievance  in  this  case,'^it  were  better  to 
have  done  with  it  and  to  accept  the  com- 
promise which  was  now  proposed.  He  had 
spoken  of  the  Church  as  an  Establishment, 
and  it  was  as  an  Establishment  that  it  was 
dealt  with  by  this  Bill ;  but  it  was  not  as 
an  Establishment  only  that  its  members 
were  attached  to  that  great  institution. 
They  believed  that  the  Establishment  con- 
ferred great  blessings  upon  the  country ; 
but  they  also  believed  that  they  had  tho 
happiness  of  having  in  their  Establish* 
ment  a  real,  true,  and  pure  branch  of  the 
Apostolic  Church  of  Christ,  purged  of  its 
errors  at  the  Eeformation  ;  that  it  had  been 
enabled  to  perform  spiritual  functions  for 
the  good  of  the  people  ;  and  that,  if  dises- 
tablished, it  would  continue  still  to  per- 
form them,  but  that  in  its  present  connec- 
2  0 
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Eon  wifh  fhe  State  it  held  a  pontum  aiieh 

no  other  Charoh  in  the  world  held  for 

iraging  and  gniding  the  feelings  of 

le  people,  and  at  the  same  time  giving 

ill  ioope  to  that  spirit  of  firee  inqnirj 

rhieh  was  the  oharacterietie  of  this  age. 

Thx  Aschbisrop  or  CANTEBBTIRY 

lid,  that  after  the  deolaration  made  on 

le  part  of  the  Government  that  it  was 

|ot  their  intention  to  oppose  the  second 

ling  of  the  Bill,  it  wonld  be  vain  for 

[nyone  to  suppose  that  that  Motion  could 

defeated,  and  he  did  not  himself  intend, 

lerdbre,  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the 

froposaU    But  he  rose  fbr  the  purpose  of 

itisfying  his  own  consdenoe,  by  stating 

le  reasons  why  he  eould  not  accept  the 

inciple  of  the  Bill.    He  saw  no  essen- 

ial  diflforenoe  between  the  present  Bill 

id  all  fbrmer  Bills  for  total  abolition  of 

lurch  rates.    It  appeared  to  him,  also, 

lat  the  measure  involved  a  great  many 

fiiBoulties    and    eomplioations,    through 

~  lich  he  eould  not  see  his  way,  and  which 

ie  believed  would  simply  end  in  the  adop- 

lon  -of  the  voluntary  principle.    Oovem- 

lenty  by  mnorities,  was  one  of  the  great 

loiples  of  our  Ckmstitution,  and   he 

lid  not  see  why  it  should  be  abrogated 

the  eaae  of  church  rates.    Many  <rf  the 

iwn  parishes  had  rejected  the  rate ;  but 

was  still  levied  in  the  vast  majority  of 

16  country  parishes ;  and  he  did  not  see 

rhy  those  parishes  should  be  deprived  of 

lie  right  which  they  had  enjoyed  for  cen- 

Inries  —  of  making  rates  for  maintaining 

Ibo  fabric  of  their  churches.     This  Bill 

rould  give  to  landlords  that  which  had 

lever  boon  theirs,  and  it  would  take  away 

rom  the  poor  the  privilege  which  Ihey 

lad  for  centuries  enjoyed — of  having  the 

lepairs  and  the  services  of  the  Church 

Jefrayed  by  the  landowners.    In  behalf  of 

jhe  clergy,  as  well  as  the  poor,  he  depre- 

jated  the  adoption  of   such   a  measure. 

'heir  Lordships  were  well  aware  of  the 

reat  sacrifices  which  the  clergy  had  made 

>r  the    promotion  of  education.     They 

'ere  overburdened  already  ;  and  he  feared 

lat,  if  the  ancient  means  for  maintaining 

|he  fabric  of  the  church  were  withdrawn, 

te  burden   of  maintaining    that  fabric 

rould  fall  upon  the  clergy.  So  many  pub- 

io  men  had  given  utterance  to  contradic- 

lory  opinions  on  this  question,  that  he 

Ihought  the  time  for  quoting  Hansard  was 

]one  by ;  but  the  arguments  formerly  used 

that  House  and  elsewhere  in  favour  of 

|he  maintenance  of  church  rates  still  pre- 

railed  with  him ;  and  he  conld  not  see 
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why,  in  such  a  cafts  as  thi^  they  dwidd 
yield  to  agitation  that  wl^di  they  had 
declined  to  concede  to  reason  and  to  aigu- 
ment.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  religions  equality  laid  at  flie  hot* 
torn  of  the  question.  But  let  theta  eoft- 
sider  the  conse(}uenoea  of  adopting  fha 
principle  of  religions  equality.  It  wooU 
lead  to  the  diseetaUishment  c«  the  Ghvreh^ 
and  to  a  sevenmoe  of  the  ooniieotioii  b^ 
tween  the  Church  and  the  State.  Vor 
these  reasons  he  entertained  a  liferokig  dh 
jeotion  to  the  prindplo  of  the  Bill.  It 
might  be  riightly  amended  in  Oomiftittei  i 
but  as  he  did  not  antioipite  fhsA  aaj  Ma- 
terial remedy  eould  be  applied  to  th6.«f0i 
he  anticipated  from  the  meatare^  lie  kad 
thought  it  his  duty  to  exprMN  hb  disi^ 
provtd  of  its  prindple^  althoqgit  he  woud 
not  move  that  it  be  read  t  ieetai  tiMM 
upon  that  day  six  monthi. 

Tn  Easl  or  DBEBT:  iCy  iMk^  I 
will  not  upon  fjiis  ooeasion  tiespli  it  iif 
length  on  the  time  of  year  Loidsiki|^ 
hat,  witti  the  opinions  whidh  I  h«t«  wmk 
entertained  upon  this  satrjeet^  I  inl  It  fa 
impossible  for  me  to  Mmiia  afcWiklJi^ 
silent  throughout  fliia  diieanfaito.  I  Ml* 
not  help  ocpressing  l^e  ifevy  |^MI  i^^fMt 
whieh  I IM  that  the  Hbnse  of  0mmm 
should,  apparently  from  sheer  wtMittili 
upon  this  subject,  have  aeqnieloed  in  tUi 
Bill ;  but  I  confess  that  the  large  majori- 
ties by  which  the  Bill  has  been  passed  in 
the  other  House  is  a  ground — a  sufficient 
ground,  although  the  only  one — to  justify 
the  Government  in  not  opposing  the  pre- 
sent Motion.  Another  ground  put  forward 
in  defence  of  the  measure  is,  that  it  is  a 
compromise  by  which  a  question  which 
has  been  long  agitated,  and  which  hu 
provoked  much  animosity  in  many  parts 
of  the  country,  will  be  at  last  finally 
settled ;  and  then  it  is  further  said  thai  it 
is  a  compromise  proposed  by  one  who  has 
always  proved  himself  to  be  a  staunch  and 
firm  supporter  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment. I^ow,  with  regard  to  the  latter  of 
these  two  arguments,  I  must  confess,  as 
was  confessed  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  London),  that  a  short  tine 
ago  I  should  have  attached  more  import- 
ance to  it  than  I  do  at  present.  I  must 
say  that  I  do  not  derive  any  satisfaction, 
or  any  inducement,  to  vote  in  fkvour  of 
the  Bill  from  the  character  of  its  author 
—  or  of  its  supposed  author^ in  eonse- 
quence  of  the  line  of  eonduet  which  he 
has  recently  adopted  upon  Churoh  ques- 
tions.   It  is  said  the  Bill  is  a  ooapriMaSiei 
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but  I  saj  it  it  no  compromise,  but  is  an 
absolute  and  entire  surrender  on  the  part 
of  the  Established  Church  of  the  whole 
principle  that  has  hitherto  guided  our 
legislation  in  reference  to  that  Church. 
Let  me  just  remind  your  Lordships  of  the 
position  which  the  Church  of  England 
occupies  towards  the  State.  It  will  not 
be  deoied  that  there  exists  an  obligation 
—a  legal  obligation — on  the  part  of  each 
parish  to  maintain  the  fabric  and  to  defray 
the  expense  of  the  services  of  the  Church. 
'This  is  a  right — a  legal  right — but  a  right 
which  the  Courts  of  Law  will  not  enforce, 
because  it  can  be  enforced  in  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Courts.  Churchwardens  thus  found 
that  the  law  imposed  upon  them  the  duty 
of  maintaining  the  fabric  and  the  services 
of  the  Church,  and  they  sought  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Courts  for  the  purpose  of 
learning  whether  they  could  impose  a  rate 
—even  although  a  minority  only  of  the 
parishioners  voted  in  its  favour.  The  case 
was  brought  before  the  Coarts  of  Law, 
and  ultimately  it  was  decided  by  your 
Lordships'  House  against  the  church- 
wardens; and,  from  that  period  to  the 
present,  there  has  been  no  means  of  levy- 
ing a  rate  unless  it  has  received  the  sup- 
port of  the  majority  of  the  parishioners. 
Bat  we  are  told  that  a  voluntary  rate  may 
be  levied  under  this  Bill.  That,  however, 
can  only  mean  a  rate  which  any  one  who 
pleases  may  refuse  to  pay;  and,  while  they 
elaim  all  the  benefits  of  churchmanship, 
may,  at  the  same  time,  refuse  to  contri- 
bute anything  towards  the  maintenance  of 
the  church  fabric.  You  impose  rates  for 
a  variety  of  objects — for  public  libraries, 
for  museums,  even  for  baths  and  wash- 
honses ;  and  no  one  can  decline  to  pay  his 
proportion  of  those  rates  because  be  does 
not  visit  the  museum,  or  because  he  does 
not  study  in  a  public  library,  or  because 
lie  does  not  choose  to  make  use  of  a  bath 
or  of  a  wash-house.  The  majority  of  the 
parishioners  in  all  these  cases  has  u  right 
to  make  a  rate,  and  the  minority  is  bound 
to  accept  that  decision.  And  why,  1 
would  like  to  know,  should  the  Church 
of  England  be  placed  in  a  worse  position 
than  sneh  institutions  as  museums,  or 
pablic  libraries,  or  baths  and  wash- 
hoases?  Why,  if  no  such  plea  is  allowed 
in  those  cases,  should  any  dissentient  per- 
ion  be  allowed  to  withdraw  himself  from 
his  share  of  a  burden  which  has  been 
imposed  for  a  great  Imperial  purpose.  A 
voluntary  rate!  What  does  a  voluntary 
imte  mean  ?    It  is  said  that  in  many  places 


there  is  no  difficulty  in  raising  a  voluntary 
rate;  and  that  by  that  means  churches  are 
supported  in  several  of  our  most  populous 
towns,  in  which  church  rates  hnve  been 
long  done  away.  But  how  are  they  sup- 
ported }  They  are  supported  mainly 
through  that  least  desirable — to  say  the 
least  of  it — system  of  letting  out  pews. 
The  consequence  of  that  system  is,  that 
that  which  was  intended  for  the  benefit  of 
all,  and  more  especially  of  the  poor,  is 
limited  to  the  rich,  who  can  afford  to  pay 
their  contributions ;  and  the  church  fabric 
is  maintained,  but  maintained  only  for 
those  who  individually  benr  the  burden. 
My  noble  Friend  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Marlborough)  who  assented — I 
believe  most  unwillingly — to  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  said 
that  there  are  many  new  districts  in  which 
no  church  rate  is  levied,  and  in  which 
the  churches  are  nevertheless  kept  in  re- 
pair. But  in  the  formation  of  a  new  dis- 
trict the  first  step  talcen  after  the  endow- 
ment is  to  provide  a  repair  fund  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabric ;  and  that  is  a 
permanent  fund,  not  liable  to  be  dealt 
with  according  to  the  caprice  of  any  indi- 
vidual. For  my  own  part,  I  cannot  help 
seeing  that  the  argument  on  which  the 
Bill  rests  is  the  argument  of  expediency, 
and  the  argument  of  a  false  expediency, 
in  violation  of  a  true  principle.  It  is  one 
of  the  steps — and  a  large  one — by  which 
the  Legislature  of  this  country  is,  I  am 
afraid,  rapidly  advancing  in  the  direction 
of  placing  the  Established  Church  on  a 
level  with  all  other  religious  sects  and  de- 
nominations in  the  State.  That  is  the  ob- 
ject which  is  avowed— not  by  noble  Lords 
opposite — not  by  those  Members  of  your 
Lordships'  House  who  support  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill — but  by  those  persons 
behind  the  scenes  who  are  working  for 
the  overthrow  of  all  ecclesiastical  Estab- 
lishments, and  for  the  universal  adoption 
of  the  voluntary  principle.  Whatever  al- 
teration you  may  make  in  the  Bill  in 
Committee,  you  cannot,  I  believe,  get  rid 
of  this  its  fundamental  vice — that  it  is  an 
abandonment,  without  any  compensation, 
of  the  great  principle  that  the  Church  of 
England  is  the  Established  Church  of  the 
country.  That  is  a  principle  which  this 
country  has  always  regarded  as  a  vital  one 
for  its  existence  and  its  Constitution.  I 
do  not  go  so  far  as  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  BussoU)  went  a  few  years  ago, 
when  ho  said,  "  If  you  do  away  with 
church  rates  you  do  away  with  the  Church, 
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Ind  if  you  do  away  with  the  Church  you 

[o  away  with  the  Throne  ;'*  but  I  pay 
tat  by  the  adoption  of  this  measure  you 
'ill  be  unwittingly  forwarding  the  ob- 
^cts  of  those  who  are  opposed  to  all  Es- 
tblishments  and  all  endowments  for  reli- 

[ious  purposes,  and  you  will  be  taking  a 
trge  step  towards  what  I  consider  a  seri- 

|us  evil — namely,  the  equalization  of  all 
icts  in  this  country,    and  the  abolition 

|f  any  distinction  between  the  Established 
!hurch  and  all  other  denominations  of 

jhristians.    At  the  same  time  I  think  that, 

lonsidering  the  large  majority  who  sup- 

jortcd  the  Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons, 

jler  Majesty's  Government  are  justified  in 
tenting  to  the  Motion   for  its   second 
fading ;  and,  for  my  part,  I  am  not  dis- 

|o8cd  to  interfere  with  the  apparent  unani- 
mity which  seems  to  exist  in  this  House 
favour  of  the  Motion ;  but  I  must  so 
ir  enter  my  protest  against  the  measure 

[s  to  express  my  belief  that  no  alterations 
lat  can  be  made  in  the  Bill  in  Committee 
^ill  do  away  with  the  serious  objections 
its  details,  and  that  even  if  they  did 
le  vice  of  its  principle  would  remain, 
id  would  continue  to  be  of  a  vital  and 
indamental  character. 
The  Earl  of  CABJ^ARVON  said,  that 

[is  noble  Friend  who  had  just  addressed 
le  House  had  admitted  that  bis  objection 
the  Bill  was  fundamental  and  unalter- 
)le.  That,  no  doubt,  was  a  position 
'hich  their  Lordsljips  had  to  decide  upon, 
id  to  determine  whether  they  were  to 
lopt  the  principle  of  *'  2^0  Surrender  ''  or 

['ould  accept  a  compromise  ;  and  they 
oTild  have  to  consider  what  interest  the 

Ihurch  of  England  had  in  maintaining 
le  existing  stale  of  things,  or  how  fur 
ley  would  be  benefited  by  the  compro- 
lise.  For  liis  own  part,  lie  must  frankly 
ly  that  he  differed  in  some  respects  from 
>me  of  his  noble  Friends  in  estimating 
>mewhat  lower  than  they  did  the  interest 

^hich  the  Church  of  England  had  in  main- 
lining things  in  their  present  position, 
'e  saw  that  in  many  parishes  throughout 
le  country  church  rates  were  absolutely 
)olished;  while  in  many  others  they  were 
)llected  only  after  a  process  of  vexatious 

|tigation.  He  saw  further  tliat  the  amount 
jaiized  was  not  very  large,  and  that  the 
listing  state    of  the  law  often  brought 

lergyraen  into  collision   with   their   pa- 

jshioners  upon  that  most  odious  of  all 
lestions,  the  question  of  money.  Besides, 
tor  the  decision  in   the  Braintree  case, 

|ie  principle  that  the  sustentation  of  the 

T7ie  Earl  of  Derhy 


fabric  of  the  church  was  a  direct  liability 
which  might  legally  be  enforced  on  a  parish 
had  clearly  broken  down.  Under  those 
circumstances,  however  cloudy  the  horizon 
might  appear  to  be,  believing  that  the 
Church  of  England  had  a  greater  work  be« 
fore  her  even  than  she  had  yet  achieved, 
he  was  desirous  to  set  her  free  as  far  as 
possible  for  the  performance  of  that  work, 
and  ho  was  willing  to  sacrifice  what  he 
looked  upon  as  a  comparatively  small  ad- 
vantage to  secure  that  great  gain.  For 
several  years  a  succession  of  Bills  had  been- 
brought  before  Parliament  on  the  subject 
of  church  rates.  Those  Bills  might  be  re- 
duced to  two  classes — the  one  providing 
for  the  total  and  absolute  abolition  of  the 
rate,  the  other,  under  the  semblance  of 
compromise,  seeking,  in  reality,  to  main- 
tain the  existing  state  of  things.  Now, 
at  the  eleventh  hour  of  the  controversy, 
however,  a  measure  of  a  different  character 
was  submitted  to  the  notice  of  Parliament, 
which — although  he  should  have  been  glad 
to  see  it  different  from  what  it  was  in  many 
of  its  details — be  must  say  he  regarded  as 
being  drawn  up  in  a  tolerant  and  fair 
spirit  of  compromise.  It  differed,  he 
thought,  notwithstanding  what  had  ^llen 
from  his  noble  Friend  who  had  last  spoken, 
in  two  or  three  important  respects  from  t 
measure  of  total  abolition.  In  the  first 
place  it  had  in  its  favour  the  great  recom- 
mendation that  it  retained  the  churchwar- 
dens and  vestry,  and,  indeed,  tho  whole 
of  tho  existing  machinery — although,  of 
course,  in  some  parishes  in  which  the 
levying  of  church  rates  was  successfully 
opposed,  that  machinery  with  the  charge 
itself  would  altogether  disappear.  There 
was  one  provision  of  the  13ill  which  he 
deemed  of  the  greatest  value — namely, 
that  those  only  who  paid  the  rate  should 
vote,  and  that  those  only  who  contributed 
to  it  should  have  a  voice  in  its  appropria- 
tion. He  could  not  understand  how  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Buckingham) 
could  object  to  what  was  really  the  com- 
pensating and  remedial  clause  for  much  to 
which  ho  should  otherwise  object.  It  was, 
in  fact,  the  essence  of  the  compromise. 
Apart  from  these  advantages  possessed  by 
the  Bill  their  Lordships  ought  to  consider 
whether  there  was  any  likelihood  of  more 
favourable  terms.  After  the  explanation 
that  had  been  given  of  the  proposal  to 
refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  ho 
could  not  but  regard  it  as  an  intention  to 
shelve  or  destroy  it ;  and  the  question  for 
those  who  desired  to  retain  as  much  as 
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those  who  would  not  pay  into  a  sort  of 
select  committee,  partly  official,  the  status 
of  which  it  would  he  impossible  to  ascer- 
tain. That  body  would  levy,  with  an  ap- 
pearance of  authority,  a  rate  which  they 
would  have  no  power  to  enforce.  It  was 
surely  much  better  to  leave  alone  the  cases 
in  which  public  subscriptions  had  been 
substituted  than  to  attempt  to  set  up  this 
miserable  sham  of  a  vestry;  an  attempt 
which  he  very  much  deprecated  was  made 
in  the  6th  clause  to  mix  up  the  volun- 
tary contribution  or  subscription  system 
with  the  rating  system.  Why  should  vo- 
luntarv  contributions  go  through  a  vestry 
at  all:  The  advantage  of  a  vestry  and 
of  the  rating  system  that  at  present  existed 
was  that  an  estimate  was  framed  aud  such 
a  rate  levied  as  upon  a  known  assessment 
would  raise  the  requisite  amount;  the  cal- 
culation of  ways  and  means  being  ac- 
curately adjusted  to  the  estimated  expense. 
But  he  had  received  a  letter  from  an  arch- 
deacon in  the  Northern  province  inform- 
ing him  that  at  a  meeting  of  clergy  and 
churchwardens,  convened  to  consider  a 
former  Bill  proposing  a  voluntary  rate,  a 
very  intelligent  farmer  stated  that  in  three 
years  the  farmers  would  universally  cease 
payment ;  only  one  gentleman  present  dis- 
senting from  that  opinion.  Now,  he  would 
not  say  that  such  would  be  the  case  uni- 
versally; but  it  was  the  impression  of  in- 
telligent men  as  to  a  particular  district. 
He  could  not  conceive  the  use  of  agreeing 
to  a  rate  of  Id.  or  2d,  in  the  pound,  if  the 
number  of  those  who  paid  gradually  dimi- 
nished, and  if  in  three  years  nobody  at 
all  would  pay.  Nor  would  the  other  ad- 
vantage of  a  vestry,  that  the  whole  parish 
controlled  the  expenditure,  be  secured.  It 
was  already  gone  under  the  subscription 
system;  and  under  this  Bill  every  one  who 
neglected  to  pay  would  be  ousted  from  the 
vestry.  What,  then,  would  become  of  the 
vestry  ?  It  would  have  no  power  of  com- 
pulsion, and  therefore  could  not  make  a 
rate  ;  it  would  be  no  popular  assembly  of 
the  whole  ratepayers,  and  would  therefore 
not  be  a  vestry.  A  former  Bill  proposed 
that  anybody  who  did  not  pay  should  not 
have  the  right  of  being  assigned  a  seat  in 
church.  Now,  so  far  from  regarding  such 
restrictions  as  a  compensation,  he  looked 
upon  them  as  the  greatest  possible  evil 
which  could  befall  a  national  Church. 
Much  had  been  said  in  another  place  of 
the  compound-householder,  and  of  a  large 
class  of  the  population  who  did  not  pay  a 
rate,  however  small,  for  the  simple  reason 


possible  of  the  existing  systems  and  to 
abandon  as  little  as  possible  of  the  rights 
and  interests  of  the  Church  was  whether, 
by  rejecting  the  Bill  or  by  referring  it  to 
a  Select  Committee,  which  was  tantamount 
to  its  rejection,  they  were  likely  to  obtain  | 
a  more  satisfactory  settlement.  Now, 
neither  the  Government  nor  a  single  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  had  ventured  to  express 
a  belief  that  better  terms  might  be  ex- 
pected— and  indeed  it  was  obvious  they 
were  not.  It  was,  therefore,  now  in  the 
power  of  the  House  and  the  Government, 
by  accepting  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  and  re^rring  it  in  the  usual  course 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  to 
close  this  long  standing  controversy  with- 
out any  great  sacrifice  of  the  dignity,  the 
honour,  or  even  the  material  interests  of 
the  Church.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
rejected  the  Bill  by  sending  it  to  a  Select 
Committee,  they  might  perhaps  prolong 
the  controversy — protracting  it,  perhaps, 
till  next  Session,  but  he  ventured  to  think 
not  much  later — they  would  have  before 
them  an  alternative  which  they  had  more 
than  once  pledged  themselves  to  reject — 
namely,  absolute  and  entire  abolition. 

The  Abchbishof  of  YORK  said,  he 
did  not  regard  the  proposal  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  as  an  attempt 
to  throw  it  out  or  shelve  it,  and  he  might 
say  he  did  not  intend  to  give  any  vote 
which  would,  embarrass  or  impede  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill.  It  could  not  bo  expected 
that  he  should  feel  any  enthusiastic  ap- 
proval of  the  measure;  but  he  believed  the 
time  had  come  when  it  was  necessary  that 
the  irritation  and  ill-feeling  attending  this 
controversy  should  be  done  away  with. 
Be  should  therefore  vote  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading,  and  should  do  nothing  to 
impede  the  further  progress  of  the  mea- 
sure. All  compromises  must  consist  of  two 
parts ;  but  while  the  first  part  of  the  Bill 
conceded  for  ever  the  right  of  compelling 
payment  of  church  rates,  he  could  not, 
after  a  most  microscopic  examination,  find 
that  the  second  portion  offered  any  com- 
pensation. The  measure  altogether  over- 
looked the  state  of  things  existing  in  the 
large  towns ;  where  church  rates  were  al- 
ready compensated  by  public  subscriptions, 
the  necessary  expenses  of  the  Church  were 
raised  without  any  application  to  a  vestry 
at  all.  But  the  Bill  proposed  a  kind  of 
Testry,  which  in  the  first  instance  would 
consist,  as  it  ought  to  do,  of  every  rate- 
payer, but  which  would  dwindle  away  by 
the  exclusion  of  those  who  could  not  and 
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heard  of  an;  irhs  had  allowad  hii  mlli  to 
be  diem  an  tied  in  order  that  frmn  thoae  dia- 
mantled  valla  he  might  fin  an  ttnlimitod 
qnanUt;  of  blank  oartridgt.  Then  it  WM 
sud  that  the  new  constitneDeieB  wonld  ba 
oompoaed  of  thoao  olaeaea  whtoh  mn  Bunt 
under  the  inflnenee  of  the  libaratioB  So> 
oietj.  Bat  he  begged  to  remind  thoae  vho 
raiaed  thia  panio^trielun  017  th«t  wlun 
ohnnih  ratea  exiated  th^Wan  impooed  bf 
the  majori^  of  the  panahionera;  whanai 
now  an  attempt  waa  uada  to  oratiol  the 
ooniae  of  aotion  of  thoae  who  onlj  nnd 
their  libortf  to  muntain  the  ntea.  Wh* 
wera  they  to  enppoae  that  in  a  nwti'ffliu 
Parliament  there  would  set  be  a  atraonK 
fueling  in  behoU  of  the  national  Chnnuf 
The  noble  Earl  (tha  £arl  of  CarnarroD) 
bad  told  them  that  thej-  could  not  liopo  to 
get  better  terma  than  vere  offered  by  thti 
moaaDre;  but  aeveral  noble  Lorda  had 
ahown  Uiat  they  oonid  not  Imrc  much 
wotaa.  He  tnuted  they  would  not  attempt 
to  aettle  thia  qneatioa  cow  without  giving 
the  new  Faiwiment  an  opportuuitj  of  ox> 
_     .      ...     .  ^  ^^^^  j^^  ^^  J  ^^^^  jj^^ 

deoeivo  themaelrea  and 
Iho  eonntn  hy  agieeing  to  an  absolute  nir- 
render  uDoer  ttio  twI  of  what  he  considered 
a  one-iided  and  <nIu«l«B  c^mpromiae. 

EuL  6RB7  laid,  he  concurred  in  the 
aeoood  leading  with  the  purpose  of  rertst- 
ring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  very 
much  for  the  reasona  which  had  been 
stated  hj  the  noble  Duke  who  apoke  on 
behalf  of  Her  Slujcaty's  Qavemment  (the 
Duke  of  Marlborough) — that  it  was  not 
espeJient  thut  the  measure  should  be  re- 
jected without,  at  least,  undergoing  a  veiy 
careful  consideration.  But  he  could  not 
help  decIaTing  with  respect  to  the  general 
policy  of  the  measure  that  tha  abolition  of 
church  ratea  would  be  oontraiy  both  to 
cipodiency  and  to  justice.  In  his  opinioa, 
the  noble  Eocl  (the  Earl  of  Gamarron)  bad 
greatly  oTcr-estimated  the  importance  of 
the  movement.  That  noble  Eu-1  said  that 
church  rates  were  already  gone  in  a  great 
number  of  pariahes,  and  that  it  wsa  only 
in  certain  places  they  could  be  maintained. 
aa  very  different  from  what  waa  proposed  Now,  in  a  wealthy  town  there  would  be 
themea3urauowbeforelhcHouee,nhtch  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  money  n- 
ft  payment  entirely  to  indiTidual  caprice,  quired  for  the  maintenance  of  tho  labriea 
hey  had  beard  much  as  to  the  cry  of  "  Ko  of  the  church  ;  but  in  the  rural  diatnett 
irrender,"  and  something  also  of  the  the  case  was  very  different.  To  hia  flST' 
isdom  of  yielding  in  time.  But  he  would  priee,  his  noble  Friend  who  had  recom' 
mind  their  Lordahipa  that  though,  in  the  I  mended  to  their  Lordshipa  the  adoption  of 
story  of  wars,  they  had  often  read  of  a  |  the  Bill  (Earl  Buasell)  had  employed  an 
ineral  who  surrendered  a  fortress  that  :  argument  which  would  tell  against  tha 
might  not  fall  in  ruins,  they  had  never  simple  abolition  of  the  ratea, 
The  JrchMs^  of  York  ' 


it  they  oc 

ih  a  daai  tana  the  TOatiy  beoaose,  for- 
nth,  they  bad  not  paid  a  ohuroh  rate 
light  have  a  aemblanoe  of  fairness,  but 
tat  aa  he  should  otgeot  to  taking,  away 
leir  right  to  oome  and  woiahip,  so  he 
jgeoted  to  patting  them  under  this  other 
iMbility.  It  had  hitherto  been  the  glory 
r  the  Chnmh  of  England,  thoogh  witli 
'eataliortooming8,thatithadendeaTonred 
'  aaek  oat  the  poor  of  Christ's  flock,  and 

■how  that  the  Churoh  of  a  parish  be- 
Dged  aa  much  to  the  poor  aa  to  the  rich. 
^00  to  the  Church  if  that  glory  should 
'at  be  taken  away;  but  there  lurked  in 
me  of  the  olansea  of  tiie  Bill  a  principle 
hieh  if  applied  would  gradually  tnni  the 
nr  man's  Church  into  the  Church  of  the 
oh,  and  the  conaequeneea  which  had  been 
ipreoated  would  tiien  too  nirdy  follow. 
ha  poaition  of  tha  Church  of  England 
onld  be  taken  away,  bacasae  she  would 
m  ceased  to  be  the  Churoh  of  the  ssr 
on,  taking  care  of  Ood'a  poor  in  erery 
irt  of  the  natioD,  and  would  hare  become 
le  Ohorah  of  a  eliqae  or  aeot  —  a  naolt 
hieh  liie  deigy  wwild  deeply  deplore. 

Lois  COLQBESTEB,  who  requeated 
leir  LtwdBbips*  indulgence  as  a  young 
[ember  of  the  House,  aud,  he  did  not 
dnk  it  desirable  that  a  queetion  like  this 
lould  be  broaght  forward  in  the  last  year 
'  the  existence  of  an  expiring  Ferliament; 
or  if  the  occaaion  had  been  suitable  did 
i  tliink  the  mcoaure  before  tho  Houee  a 
itiafactory  compromise,  or  that  it  was 
amed  on  a  satisfactory  huais.  U^any 
are  had  been  undertukcu  by  this  country 
hieh  were  against  the  feelings  of  a  mi- 
jrity  of  t!iB  people,  and  many  other 
linga  were  paid  for  out  of  public  taxes 
I  which  many  persons  might  be  entirely 
)po5ed.  It  was  not  aufflcient,  there- 
re,  to  say  that  there  were  many  in  the 
luntry  who  were  conscientioualy  opposed 
'  the  payment  of  church  rates.  It  might 
I  desirable  that  there  should  be  some 
impromiae,  and  that  persons  who  con- 
ientiousty  dissented  from  the  Church 
lOuld  not  be  called  upon  to  pay;  but  that 
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Baid  that,  practically,  in  the  great  majority 
of  country  parishes  the  system  of  church 
rates  at  this  moment  worked  quite  snccess- 
fully — the  rates  were  levied,  people  took  a 
pride  in  supporting  the  fabric  of  their 
church,  and  no  man  would  run  counter  to 
the  feeling  of  his  fellow-parishioners  by 
resisting  the  payment  of  the  rate.  But 
what  would  happen  under  this  Bill? 
They  were  told  that,  where  there  was  a 
general  consent,  things  would  go  on  just 
as  before.  It  would  be  no  such  thing.  It 
was  a  very  different  thing  to  say  that, 
where  the  majority  of  the  parish  was  in 
favour  of  the  rate  it  might  be  levied,  and 
to  leave  the  law  in  such  a  state  that  one 
individual  —  perhaps  some  publican  who 
was  angry  with  the  clergrman  of  the 
parish  for  discouraging  tippling — by  refus- 
ing to  pay  his  share,  might  dispose  other 
people  also  not  to  pay  theirs ;  and  thus 
the  whole  system  would  be  practically 
broken  down.  He  thought  that  those 
clauses  which  had  been  inserted  in  the 
Bill  as  compensating  clauses  were  an  ab- 
surdity and  an  aggravation  of  the  wrong 
which  the  Bill  itself  committed.  The  ten- 
dency of  those  clauses  was  to  take  the  con- 
trol of  the  parish  churches  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  body  of  the  parishioners  and  put  it  into 
the  hands  of  a  few  wealthy  persons.  The 
operation  of  this  Bill,  if  it  passed,  would 
in  a  few  years  place  the  parish  churches 
under  the  control  of  a  party  having  ex- 
treme opinions  on  one  side  or  another.  If 
the  Bill  were  to  be  passed  at  all,  it  would 
be  much  improved,  he  thought,  by  striking 
out  those  clauses  altogether.  He  approved 
sendins:  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 
The  Bill  was  not  recommended  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Eussell)  as  a  compro* 
mise.  but  as  a  measure  which  simply  gave 
up  the  whole  point  of  dispute,  and  as 
effecting  a  practical  settlement  of  the 
question.  He  (Earl  Grey)  thought  the 
right  compromise  to  have  been  made  on 
this  subject  was,  taking  the  state  of 
things  as  they  found  it,  to  endeavour  to 
preserve  what  was  admittedly  useful  and 
good,  to  enable  the  majority  of  the  parish- 
ioners to  apply  a  certain  sum  of  money  for 
Church  purposes  out  of  the  general  rate 
levied  for  relief  of  the  poor.  He  should 
himself  submit  Amendments  to  that  effect. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  the  adoption  of 
such  Amendments  would  lead  to  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill  in  "  another  place ;  "  but  it 
was  perfectly  consistent  withParliamentai7 
usage  and  practice  that  a  new  Bill  em- 
bodying the  principle  for  which  he  con- 


tended should  be  introduced ;  and  it  was 
most  fit  that  their  Lordships  should  dis- 
tinctly bring  before  the  other  House  the 
propriety  of  making  some  alteration  of  this 
kind,  because  they  would  be  maintaining 
what  he  thought  the  right  of  the  poor 
man  to  have  his  church  kept  up  for  him. 
He  looked  upon  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape  as  a  measure  simply  for  robbing  the 
poor  for  the  benefit  of  the  rich.  It  was 
said  to  be  unjust  to  Dissenters  to  compel 
them  to  pay  church  rates,  because  they 
derived  no  benefit  from  the  Church.  But 
that  argument  rested  upon  a  total  miscon- 
ception of  the  principle  on  which  church 
rates  proceeded.  We  did  not  ourselves 
pay  church  rates  simply  because  we  de- 
rived advantage  from  the  services  of  the 
Church,  but  because,  from  the  earliest 
times,  the  obligation  was  binding  on  tho 
owners  and  occupiers  of  property  to  main- 
tain the  church  for  the  benefit  of  their 
poorer  neighbours  in  each  parish.  The 
poor  had  a  right  to  have  the  church  kept 
up  for  them  at  the  expense  of  those  who 
held  property  in  the  parish.  Of  that  right 
this  Bill  would  deprive  them  ;  and  he,  for 
one,  could  not  be  a  party  to  an  arrange- 
ment of  that  kind.  He  acquiesced,  how- 
ever, in  the  second  reading,  in  the  hope  of 
engrafting  upon  it  in  Committee  the  prin- 
ciple to  which  he  had  referred. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFOBD  said,  he  de- 
sired to  state  in  a  very  few  words  why  he 
acqueisced  as  the  noble  Earl,  who  had  just 
sat  down,  acquiesced,  in  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill — in  one  word,  he  acquiesced 
on  the  ground  stated  by  the  noble  Earl 
late  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  believed  church  rates  to  be  just 
and  to  be  a  proper  provision  for  the  poor 
members  of  the  Church  of  England;  he 
regarded  them  as  a  charge  on  property, 
either  inherited  or  obtained  by  purchase. 
Whether,  therefore,  that  property  was 
held  by  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land or  not  it  was  no  injustice  whatever 
that  that  property  should  pay  church  rates. 
He  had  always  held  that  doctrine,  and  he 
saw  no  reason  whatever  to  doubt  the  jus* 
tice  of  the  principle.  But  the  question 
now  came  to  them  under  wholly  aifferent 
circumstances.  It  came  with  what  they 
could  not  mistake  to  be  the  decision  in  "an- 
other place  "  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people  of  this  country  that  they  would 
not  continue  the  system  of  church  rates. 
He,  for  one,  could  not  justify  such  a  de- 
cision for  a  moment.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  that  it  was  a  great  misfortune  to 
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lis  country  if  the  mind  of  the  people  un- 

Icr  any  circumstances  had  drifted  into  the 

[osition  that  it  would  he  for  the  henefit  of 

le  religion  of  the  poor  if  church  rates 

^ased  to  he  a  charge  upon  property.    But 

seemed  to    him,   when    it   was    once 

loronghly  ascertained  to  he  the  mind  of 

le  people  of  this  country  that  the  change 

lould  take  place,  and  when  their  Lordships 

[ad  exhausted  the  power  of  sending  hack 

lis  question  to  the  other  House  to  he 

ited  again  and  again,  so  as  to  ascertain 

lat  it  was  really  the  mind  of  the  people, 

lat  the  time  had  gone  hy  for  that  House 

continue  its  refusal.     He  went  further 

|nd  said  that  he  could  not  refuse  his  assent 

the   second  reading  of  this  measure, 

lowever  much  he  ohjected  to  it.    Then  the 

[uestion  arose,  was  this  Bill  any  hetter 

I  an  a  simple  ahandonmcnt  of  the  prin- 

[ple  of  church  rates  ?      He  helieved  it  to 

|e  a  great  deal  better.     It  seemed  to  him 

Lat  the  Bill  promised  to  relieve  them  from 

le  evils  of  a  mere  voluntary  arrangement. 

'he  great  advantage  of  the  Bill  was  that 

said  that  those  who  in  future  took  the 

>mmon  management  of  Church  affairs  in 

ich  parish  should  pay  a  fair  share  of  the 

>mmon  expense — that  they  must  either 

[ay  that  or  give  up  their  places  amongst 

le  maintainers  of  the  Church.     By  that 

Irovision  they  got  rid  of  the  temptation 

Inder  which  sefishneps  would  act  of  ilie 

inglo  mean  man  pulling  clown  the  com- 

\um  Rubscriptions  of  all  around  him.    An- 

:lier  groat  aflvanlago   was  that  the  Bill 

i(*i)t  alivo  the  parochial  machinery  of  the 

r^untry  for  colk:cting  and   managing  the 

jhuroh  funds.     It  had  lucn  said  tliat  this 

I'ould  throw  our  parochial  system  into  a 

!W  liands ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 

liat  even  now  the  vestry  had  nothing  to 

|o  with   church  rates.     The  management 

our  churches  was  not   by  law  in  the 

lands  of  tho  vestry,   but  in   those   of  the 

jrdinary.     The  power  of  the  vestry  only 

[tended  to  a  refusal  to  pay  in  advance 

)r  anything  they   disapproved  of.     This 

(ill  did  not  destroy  the  parochial  vestry,  I 

lit  it  confined   the  administration  of  the  I 

jinds  to  those  who  gave  those  funds.    The ; 

lucstion  to  be  decided  was  w^hether  their  i 

jordships  would  wait  to  see  church  rates ' 

)olished    altogetlier,    or    whether    tliey  i 

[ould  nccej)t  snmo  such  provision  as  was  | 

fered  in  the  present  Bill  ?     There  were  i 

vo  provisions   which  he  sliould  wish  to 

to  introduced  into  the  Bill.     One  was  a' 

•ovision  to  constitute  the  churchwardens  I 

[id  clergyman  of  each  parish  a  corporation  i 

T/ir  Bi$hc,p  of  Oxford  ' 


for  receiving  gifts  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  fabric  of  the  church.  The  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  would  not  act  so  well 
for  that  purpose  ;  for  many  persons  who 
would  be  willing  to  give  £100  for  the 
maintenance  of  their  parish  church  would 
not  be  ready  to  give  their  money  unless 
they  knew  that  it  was  invested  in  the 
hands  of  trustees  connected  with  the 
parish,  and  whom  they  knew ;  the  other 
was  a  provision,  just  and  equitable,  and 
he  might  almost  say  essential,  before  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  carried  out — 
namely,  to  give  to  the  owners,  and  even 
life-owners  of  property  the  power  of 
charging  their  estates  with  a  sum  equal  to 
that  which  those  estates  now  paid  towards 
the  maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the 
church,  the  Mortmain  Act  and  other 
rights  of  property  notwithstanding.  He 
thought  that,  with  these  additions,  the 
present  measure  would  be  anything  but  a 
real  surrender ;  and  if  the  parochial  clergy 
were  to  take  the  matter  kindly  in  hand 
and  explain  that  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature  was  not  to  do  away  with 
church  rates,  hut  to  provide  another  mode 
of  obtaining  them,  he  believed  that  in  a 
great  many  of  our  towns  where  the  church 
rates  were  now  lost  they  might  be  re- 
covered under  the  action  of  this  Bill.  He 
was  prepared  to  agree  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  with  a  distinct  understand- 
ing that,  as  proposed  by  the  Government, 
it  should  then  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, not  to  defeat  the  Bill,  but  to  per- 
fect it. 

Thk  lord  CILVXCELLOR  said,  if  it 
were  necessary  at  that  stage  of  the  mea- 
sure to  decide  absolutely  whether  this  Bill 
should  be  accepted  as  it  stood  or  rejected, 
he  owned  that  he  should  have  great  diflfi- 
culty  in  giving  his  assent  to  it.  In  coming 
to  that  decision,  ho  should  not  be  at  all 
appalled  by  the  alternative  proposed  that 
evening — namely,  that  if  the  Bill  were  not 
accepted  there  was  no  other  choice  but  the 
unconditional  abolition  of  church  rates; 
because,  speaking  for  himself,  he  owned 
that  if  the  choice  were  presented  to  him, 
to  concur  in  this  measure  as  it  stood  or  to 
submit  to  unconditional  abolition,  much  as 
lie  w^ould  deplore  such  a  result,  he  should 
be  willing  to  accept  the  latter  alternative 
rather  tlian  assent  to  tho  clauses  of  the 
Bill  as  he  understood  them.  But  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  there  were  good  rea- 
sons why  their  Lordships  should  take  the 
course  suggested  by  the  Government  of 
referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee 
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after  pasring  its  present  stage.  One  of 
those  reasons,  no  doubt,  was  founded  upon 
the  degree  of  assent  which  the  Bill  re- 
ceived in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
not  merely  from  one  side  or  one  party,  but 
from  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
Another  reason  was,  that  this  was  not  the 
first  Bill  on  the  subject  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  that,  in  pre- 
vious years,  measures  had  been  offered  by 
Members  on  different  sides  of  the  House 
which  more  or  less  proceeded  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  enactments  proposed  by  the 
present  Bill.  Another  reason  why  he  de- 
sired to  see  the  Bill  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  was  the  very  great  difficulty 
he  laboured  under  of  understanding  the 
effect  and  operation  of  the  clauses  as  they 
were  now  worded.  He  regretted  that  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  moved  the  second 
reading  (Earl  Russell)  had  offered  no  ex- 
planation of  what  appeared  to  be  the 
grave  difficulties  of  the  measure  as  it  stood. 
He  would  not  delay  their  Lordships  by 
referring  to  that  which  was  so  well  treated 
of  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who  spoke 
first  (the  Bishop  of  London) — ^he  meant 
the  2nd  claase.  It  was  a  clause  thirty 
lines  in  length,  without  breathing  space 
from  beginning  to  end,  and  before  one  had 
read  it  half  through  the  mind  was  lost  in 
utter  bewilderment  as  to  what  possibly 
could  be  meant  by  it.  They  could  only 
deal  safely  with  local  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  provided  for  the  exigencies  of  par- 
ticular places  by  excepting  those  Acts  alto- 
gether from  the  operation  of  the  general 
measure,  or  by  taking  them  up  one  by  one, 
and  making  the  alterations  they  intended. 
The  cases  that  had  been  mentioned  might 
easily  be  multiplied,  and  their  Lordships 
might  depend  that  every  one  of  those  Acts 
had  been  passed  by  way  of  bargain  and 
arrangement ;  and  if,  by  a  general  mea- 
■nre.  Parliament  opened  up  the  arrange- 
ments that  had  been  made,  it  could  not 
fell  to  inflict  grievous  and  gross  injustice 
npon  places  which  those  local  Acts  at 
present  regulated.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross  Benches  (Earl 
Grey)  that  their  Lordships  could  make  no 
greater  mistake  than  to  suppose  that,  be- 
caose  at  the  present  time,  when  a  church 
rate  once  made  was  leviable  under  the  law 
of  the  land,  in  the  great  majority  of  coun- 
try parishes  church  rates  were  levied  and 
paid,  that  therefore  when  the  compulsion 
was  taken  away  the  rates  would  continue 
to  be  paid  as  they  were  at  present.  It 
stood  to  reason  that  it  made  all  the  differ- 


ence in  the  world,  when  a  rate  had  been 
made  and  the  parishioners  knew  that  pay- 
ment could  be  compelled,  whether  the 
power  to  enforce  payment  were  continued 
or  taken  away.  But,  passing  from  that, 
he  wanted  to  know  the  meaning  of  the 
5th  section.  As  far  as  he  could  under- 
stand it,  he  did  not  believe  it  would  have 
any  operation  at  all.  If  he  read  correctly, 
the  5th  clause  did  propose  to  act  upon  the 
old  and  well-known  machinery  and  condi- 
tions, but  gave  new  statutory  authority 
to  whom  the  voluntary  rate  was  to  be  pay- 
able, and  to  whom  was  it  to  be  paid? 
Power  was  given  to  the  parishioners  in 
vestry  assembled  to  agree  upon  a  volun- 
tary rate.  The  necessary  consequence  was 
that  there  must  be  unanimity — a  single 
dissentient  voice  would  destroy  the  whole 
operation  of  the  clause.  The  most  he 
could  say  for  the  clause  was  that  he  be- 
lieved it  never  could  work.  He  appre- 
hended the  noble  Earl  would  say  that  his 
understanding  was  that  there  was  to  be  a 
majority  and  a  minority ;  and  if  the  ma- 
jority carried  the  rate,  their  decision  would 
operate  upon  those  who  concurred  with 
that  majority.  But  if  that  were  the  mean- 
ing, the  clause  was  nothing  but  a  device 
to  take  the  fabric  of  the  church  and  the 
management  of  the  parish  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  parishioners.  In  that  case  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  cross  Benches  was  perfectly 
right,  and  they  might  depend  upon  it  that 
in  the  course  of  a  very  few  years,  under 
the  operation  of  this  clause,  coupled  with 
the  8th,  a  few  monied  men  in  the  parish 
would  remain  masters  of  the  situation, 
and  would  have  the  whole  control  of  the 
church  and  everything  connected  with  it. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  who  spoke  last  (the 
Bishop  of  Oxford)  had  suid  theoretically, 
with  perfect  accuracy,  that  the  control  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  Ordinary  ;  but  they 
all  knew  how  very  different  the  state  of 
things  was  practically.  The  control  of  the 
church  rested  with  the  incumbent  and  with 
those  who  had  got  the  funds  which  were 
to  be  laid  out  upon  the  church.  "What 
might  occur  in  any  parish  was  that  a  few 
men  with  long  purses,  extremely  anxious 
to  carry  out  their  own  views,  either  sesthe- 
tical  or  ecclesiastical,  would  continually 
and  vigilantly  subscribe  and  pay  the  rates, 
and  if  the  incumbent  concurred  with  them 
they  would  become  masters  of  the  church, 
with  such  a  margin  of  power  as  would 
enable  them  practically  to  operate  upon  it 
in  any  way  they  might  think  fit.  Thus 
a  small  moniod  hierarchy  would  become 


■  of  tha  duBA  of  ths  psub,  «ad 
r  wlut  iboald  be  ft  f^atj  and 
I  tbcvhok  puUt  an  olgaet 
a  and  didike.  Tba  6tl>  elame 
jwaeadiaff  atlavior 
M  neomy  of  Um  nloatarf  enatribo- 
Daa  i  bat  ba  anut  aaj  that  notbii^  eonld 
I  Ban  Altai  to  tha  prinopla  of  nlon- 
tjitm  tbaa  br  bolrtenog  it  np  with  Riuib 
.pron«io>.  Tbo  right  nr.  ndato  (tha 
"^-'-p  of  Ozind)  eouidcfad  that  mm  ad- 
f>  of  tha  Bin  wa>  that  it  would  keep 
baotdtpaij  aadraonpind  ■aebJiiaty  w 
bo  pariah  in  op§ntbaa,  Bnt  araa  that 
a?  Wba(h«ppMwdandarthe7tbdanM? 
Im  proper  pavMMia  to  nndntako  tho  wdi- 
laiy  MBB^MBat  of  tha  paiuk  ehnidi 
reold  be  thoduudiwanlona;  but  if  the 
hnrdiwardMi  hippanad  to  ba,  a*  ha  fro- 
"T  vi^tbe,  a  non-amtribntor  to  the 
■  aomtribabm  wen  to  ^poiat  a 
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mdaawiito  bo  out  of  oflae  fiir  tha  pnr- 
loaa  of  nodriog  and  appljing  the  Auida. 
low,  thea,  were  they  to  be  wdied? 
IThat  ri^t  wonld  the  tiMKirer  of  tha« 

'alontanr  aontributioiu  haro  to  appnaoh 
ha  f""!  dumb,  and  oust  the  ohnrah- 
nioen  in  the  iqiplioatioa  of  the  money  to 
I  Uric  i  Ttaay  woald  have  ehonh' 
wdau  deprimd  of  their  joziidietton  to 
WTO  and  ^ply  the  ftiada,  aad  a  tiea- 
rer  withont  tM  power  of  approaobiog 
he  pariah  church  to  spenj  the  money 
it;  and  he  wanted  to  know  what, 
inder  these  ci re um stances,  was  to  become 
if  the  money  ?  By  the  8th  clause  it  was 
irovided  that  no  one  was  to  Tote  who  had 
_iai(l  the  previous  rate.  How  wan  it 
0  be  Jetermincd  on  the  first  occasion  who 
ras  entitled  to  tote  ?  But  suppose  they 
pt  over  tho  difficulty  on  the  first  occasion, 
od  a  rate  was  made  by  the  select  body 
intitled  to  vote,  it  appeared  that  the  nuxt 
ear  the  same  persons,  aud  those  only, 
rould  be  entitled.  Suppose  a  new  contri- 
lutor  wanted  to  come  in  ho  could  not  do 
;  because  he  would  not  have  qualified 
liraself  by  payment  of  the  rate  of  the 
ireviouB  year.  Thus  the  body  of  contri- 
lutors  would  bo  limited  to  the  first  con- 
ributors,  and  might  dwindle  away.  He 
lid  not  say  that  clauses  could  not  bo  de- 
ised  which  would  go  far  to  render  a  Bill 
if  this  kind  more  jialateable;  hut  certainly 
heir  Lordships  ought  to  sec  that  the  clause 
iresented  for  their  consideration  was  such 
Duld  have  a  tangible  and  clear  opera- 
IIo  quite  concurred  with  the  right 
er.  Prelnto  (tho  Bishop  of  Oxford),  that 
Tht  lord  C/Mtueller 


Bill  paaad  or  bo^  weald  bnlw  iiwililiila 
a  Boct  ti  ipedd  eorpontiaa — whuthar  it 
wereUw  inmnibent  of  tha  naridi  aad  tiia 


to  ba  U>e  nd|uenta  of  TdnntaiT  eontriba- 
tiooa  for  the  mdntenanoe  of  t^  fdaio  of 
the  dinr^  Bot  the  other  pn^oaitiaa  of 
the  right  rarerand  Frahto  voold  ba  ■(■ 
leaded  with  t«7  mat  danger.    The  pra- 

waa  tiiat  Oie  ownir  of  land  ahnll 
cliar;ge  bis  laixi  with  a 

_    to  the  amooat  at  the  cburah 
nte^  notwithatiding  the  Iforfnain  J 
What  wonld  be  the  eoueqaaaea  <d  t 
When  land  i 


1  belhoeoueqM 
waaaoduneds 
othly  enough  ao 


owner  waa  a  benber  of  the  ( 

if  it  came  into  the  hands  of 
the  rent-charge  to  bim 
woald  be  tha  old  chutch  rate  to  Hra,  and 
ha  woold  wwiriain  at  much  a«  ever.  He 
tnated  their  Lordahipa  would  allow  the 
aeeond  leading  to  paai,  that  the  Bill  might 
go  to  •  Saleet  Committee — not  with  tba 
view  of  Adnng  it,  but  to  see  whether  the 
aixangenKnta  it  propnaed  «oakl  not  be  par 
MDted  to  their  ItfdAipa  in  a  man  m- 
ooptaUe  Etna,  ""d  ibdr  ^aedahnin  MMd 
■^  m  the  third  ra^ifig  wha4«r  4*  !m 
as  amended  00^  or  mptt  aot  to  qMBI 
their  OMenL 

Tn  Eau  or  HAKDWICEK  mU,  Aat 
at  any  rate  this  dtacnnioa  ihowod  that 
their  Lordships  were  about  to  road  a 
second  time  a  Bill  from  which  they  en- 
tirely dissented.  From  the  beginning  to 
the  end  of  the  debate  there  had  not  been 
expressed  lite  slightest  approval  of  the 
Bill.  It  would  go  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  it  would  come  out  a  Bill  for  introdno- 
ing  the  voluntary  principle  in  rc^rd  to 
the  support  of  the  church  buildiugi.  It 
was  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge,  which  was 
now  about  to  bo  driven  home  hard,  with 
the  view  of  rendering  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land by  degrees  dependent  on  the  volnn- 
tary  system,  by  freeing  it  from  the  State. 
It  would  thus  become  as  much  a  volnntaij 
Cliurch,  and  quite  as  sectarian,  as  the  Wea> 
leyan  or  any  other  body,  for  whom  he  had 
a  very  great  respect,  thoogh  be  did  not 
wish  to  see  his  Churoh  placed  upon  the 
same  level.  For  himself,  be  could  not  vote 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  BilL  Loot 
ing  at  tho  character  of  tho  times,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  a  safe  policy  that  thur 
Lordsliips  should,  without  making  ths 
•lightest  effort,  yield  in  a  case  in  vhioh 
any  oppression  of  tho  people  yiu  not  la- 
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Tolyed  in  the  slightest  degree.  If  a 
foreigner  happened  to  be  present  at  the 
Bar  of  the  Uoase  during  the  present  dis- 
cussion, he  would  naturally  imagine  that 
the  churches  of  England  were  in  a  state 
of  ruin,  whereas,  the  fact  was  that  they 
were  never  in  better  condition ;  so  that, 
in  that  respect,  there  was  nothing  to  com- 
plain of  under  the  existing  law.  It  should 
be  remembered  that  in  the  parishes  where 
the  church  rates  were  still  maintained 
they  must  be  enforced  by  the  will  of  the 
majority  of  the  parish.  But  if  voluntary- 
ism, pure  and  simple,  were  established,  in 
how  many  parishes  did  their  Lordships 
suppose  they  would  be  enforced?  He 
would  remind  their  Lordships  that  there 
were  many  parishes  where  there  were  no 
rich  people  to  be  found.  He  would  take 
the  case  of  the  fens  of  Lincolnshire  and 
Norfolk,  and  would  ask  what  prospect 
there  was  in  those  districts  of  maintaining 
the  churches  without  rates?  In  many 
oases  the  Dissenters — he  spoke  of  the  re- 
ligious and  not  of  the  political  Dissenters 
—were  parties  to  the  church  rate.  He 
felt  bound  to  offer  his  opposition  to  the 
destruction  of  the  present  system. 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  said,  he 
had  addressed  letters  to  several  clergymen 
asking  them  to  give  him  their  opinion  as 
to  the  facility  with  which  church  rates 
were  collected  in  the  rural  districts, 
and  as  to  the  probable  results  of  the 
establishment  of  the  voluntary  system  ; 
and  the  unanimous  answer  had  been 
that  the  charge  was  easily  levied;  but 
that  if  the  voluntary  system  were  resorted 
to  the  rates  would  probably  dwindle 
away,  and  the  consequence  would  be  that 
in  those  districts  the  maintenance  of  the 
ohurches  would  be  altogether  thrown  on 
the  clergy  and  a  few  rich  persons.  He 
felt  it  to  be  impossible  for  him,  after  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place,  to  resist 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
should  reserve  to  himself  the  right  of  op^ 
posing  any  of  the  provisions  to  which  he 
might  olnect  at  a  future  stage. 

The  Mabqtjbss  of  BATH  said,  that 
although  a  nominal  power  of  enforcing 
the  payment  of  church  rates  existed, 
they  had  practically  been  abolished  in  all 
the  town  parishiM,  and  that  in  those  coun- 
try parishes  in  which  their  collection  was 
contested,  ground  was  from  year  to  year 
gained  by  those  by  whom  they  were  op- 
posed. It  was,  under  these  circumstances, 
jiot  Tery  difficult  to  foresee  that  the  oom- 
pnlsory  payment  of  church  rates  would 


before  very  long  cease.  Now,  the  Bill 
before  the  House  was  neither  so  ver}'  good 
nor  so  very  bad  as  some  persons  seemed  to 
imagine  ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  bet* 
ter  that  it  sliould  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Whole  House  than  that  it  should  be  sent 
to  a  Select  Committee,  by  whom  altera* 
tions  80  considerable  might  be  made  in  it 
as  materially  to  endanger  its  prospects. 
The  measure  was  a  sort  of  compromise, 
and  if  it  were  materially  altered  there 
would  be  a  danger  of  its  not  passing  ;  and 
then  they  would  have  to  face  the  danger 
of  total  abolition.  They  would  never 
again  meet  the  House  of  Commons  under 
circumstances  so  favourable  as  the  pre- 
sent; and  he  would  ask  their  Lordships 
whether  it  would  be  wise  to  risk  the  losing 
all  that  the  present  Bill  would  save  to  the 
Church  by  adopting  the  foolish  policy  of 
"  No  Surrender  ?"  He  had  known  a  Bill 
rejected  one  year,  and  the  next  year  a  Bill 
far  more  important  in  its  consequences  had 
been  passed.  Much,  therefore,  as  he  dis- 
liked this  measure,  he  did  not  think  any 
better  terms  could  be  secured  for  the 
Church ;  and  he  hoped  noble  Lords  on 
that  side  of  the  House  would  not  be  in- 
duced by  the  Qovemment,  because  some 
of  the  clauses  were  not  altogether  satisfac- 
tory, to  run  the  risk  of  losing  all  the  com- 
pensating clauses. 

Earl  RUSSELL,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  gratified  to  find  that  the  reception  of 
the  Bill  had  been  such  that,  with  very  few 
exceptions,  their  Lordships  did  not  intend 
to  oppose  the  second  reading.  Another 
circumstance  which,  he  confessed,  hnd 
given  him  great  pleasure,  and  on  which  he 
must  congratulate  the  House,  was  the  pre- 
sence in  his  place  of  the  noble  Earl  lately 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who  had 
spoken  with  such  vigour  as  to  indicate 
that  ho  had  greatly  recovered  his  health. 
He  had  been  somewhat  surprised,  how- 
ever, at  the  position  the  noble  Earl  had 
taken;  for  he  believed  that  some  years  ago 
Mr.  Walpole,  on  behalf  of  a  Government 
headed  by  the  noble  Earl,  introduced  into 
the  other  House  a  Bill  for  the  abolition  of 
compulsory  church  rates.  Ho  had  also 
been  surprised  to  hear  the  noble  Earl 
compare  the  question  of  church  rates  to  a 
rate  for  a  museum  or  public  library.  In 
the  latter  case  when  a  decision  was  arrived 
at  the  minority  can  have  no  difficulty  in 
submitting  to  the  majority ;  but  a  church 
rate  was  connected  with  considerations  of 
religion  and  conscience,  which  led  men  to 
resist  what,  were  it  merely  a  money  ques* 
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ion,  thoy  would  submit  to.  It  was 
Itrange  that  after  more  than  thirty  years' 
liscussion  of  this  question  the  noble  Earl 
kould  have  used  such  an  argument.  But 
real  question  which  he  (Earl  Bussell) 
icsired  the  friends  of  the  Church  to  con- 
[ider  was  that  this  controversy  had  pro- 
luced  and  was  still  producing  ill-will  and 
Ltigation,  and  that  it  was  not  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  Church  that  such  agitation 
Ihould  continue.  He  believed  the  ob- 
jectors to  church  rates  might  be  divided 
ito  two  classes.  The  first  class  was  com- 
posed of  moderate  men,  who  really  felt  it 
hardship  and  a  grievance  that,  while 
jupporting  their  own  places  of  worship, 
Ihey  should  be  compelled  to  contribute  to 
)ther  religious  edifices,  which  they  never 
[ntered,  and  against  the  doctrines  preached 
which  they  protested.  They  were 
[nxious  to  get  rid  of  that  grievance,  and 
^ere,  at  the  same  time,  willing  to  agree  to 
[lauses  sanctioning  voluntary  rates.  The 
jther  class  were  men  who  wished  to  keep 
question  alive  for  the  purposes  of 
[gitation ;  and  who  thought  this  the  best 
luestion  on  which  they  could  oppose  the 
established  Church,  and  they  would  con- 
jquently  be  delighted  if  their  Lordships 
[ejected  the  Bill,  either  by  strangling  it  in 
Select  Committee  or  by  openly  refusing 
Ihe  second  reading.  He  thought  all  judi- 
jious  friends  of  the  Church  should  be  de- 
[glited  to  get  rid  of  a  question  in  which  it 
Ian  be  more  efrcctually  held  up  lo  odium 
|han  any  other.  Ho  thought  it  most  un- 
)rtunato  that  the  rcnair  of  churches  was 
irown  centuries  ago  on  a  rate  to  bo  raised 
[y  the  decision  of  the  parishioners.  In 
Icotland  there  was  a  different  arrange- 
hent ;  for  when  a  kirk  or  manse  required 
jnlargement  or  repair  the  heritors  were 
umraoned  and  contributed  their  share 
p  make  up  the  required  sum.  In  this 
jountry  the  decision  by  a  majority  lias 
;iven  rise  to  great  disputes  and  ill-will, 
Ind  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  for  the  in- 
erests  of  the  Church  that  it  should  bo 
rot  rid  of  as  soon  as  possible.  The  noble 
Ind  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  had 
(omplained  that  he  (Earl  Russell)  had 
lot  explained  th(»  clauses  of  the  Bill.  It 
k'as  not  his  Bill,  however  ;  he  had  not 
Iramod  it,  and  he  should  not  undertake  to 
jxpound  its  clauses.  This  ho  knew,  bow- 
er, that  his  right  hon.  Friend  Mr. 
rladstone  had  taken  very  good  legal  ad- 
[icc;  and  he  also  knew  from  repeated  in- 
jtances  that  when  one  lawyer  had  framed 
plea  or  proposition,  there  was  always 

Earl  Russell 


some  other  lawyer  who  could  pick  holes  in 
it  and  show  that  it  was  utterly  useless. 
He  had  no  doubt,  therefore,  that  if,  in  a 
Select  Committee  or  otherwise,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  inserted  clauses,  the  ob- 
jectors to  church  rates,  on  the  clauses 
being  sent  down  to  the  other  House,  would 
pick  holes  in  them  quite  as  plausibly  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  done  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  Objection 
had  been  taken  to  the  expression  that  the 
parishioners  should  "  agree  "  —  as  if  a 
unanimous  decision  were  thereby  required 
for  a  voluntary  rate ;  but  it  would  be  easy 
to  clear  away  such  a  difficulty  by  inserting 
"a  majority  of  *'  before  "the  parishioners." 
He  had  been  pleased  to  hear  the  speech  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  (^e  Bishop  of 
Oxford),  and  agreed  with  him  as  to  the 
advantages  of  a  voluntary  rate  as  com- 
pared  with  a  subscription ;  for  if  the  pa- 
rishioners decided  on  a  rate  of  so  much  in 
the  pound,  persons  would  be  called  upon 
for  their  just  proportion,  and  would  feel 
morally  bound  to  pay  it ;  whereas,  if  no 
particular  sum  was  asked  each  man  might 
subscribe  as  little  as  he  pleased.  A  rate 
would  produce  contributions  in  a  much 
fairer  proportion  than  would  otherwise  be 
the  case.  The  Bill  contained  three  im- 
portant principles.  The  first  was  the  abo- 
lition of  compulsory  payments,  which,  of 
course,  was  the  essence  of  the  Bill  ;  and  if 
it  were  modified,  or  struck  out,  the  mea- 
sure would  virtually  bo  at  an  end.  The 
second  principle  was  that  all  payments 
which,  though  made  under  the  name  of 
church  rates,  w-ere,  in  fact,  payments  to 
the  incumbent  by  way  of  commuted  titho 
should  be  continued.  If  it  were  thought 
necessary  to  recite  the  Acts  in  question,  he 
should  have  no  objection;  for  gentlemen 
who  received  their  income  in  this  manner, 
were  as  much  entitled  to  it  as  other  clergy- 
men were  to  a  rent- charge  for  commuted 
tithe.  The  third  principle  was  provision 
for  a  voluntary  rate,  and  the  machinery 
was  a  question  of  detail.  It  was  possible 
that  the  15ill  could  be  better  considered  by 
a  Select  Committee  ;  but  ho  should  bo 
very  reluctant  to  agree  to  that  course,  for 
if  clauses  were  introduced  in  the  Bill  by 
a  Select  Committee  in  secret,  and  after  a 
discussion  unknown  to  the  public,  those 
wlio  represented  the  objectors  to  church 
rates  in  the  other  House  would  certainly 
find  some  hidden  meaning  in  those  clauses, 
which  they  would  not  do  had  they  been 
openly  debated.  Without,  therefore,  giv- 
ing any  definite  opinion  on  the  question. 
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he  was  disposed  to  prefer  the  considera- 
tions of  the  Bill  by  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House.  He  would,  howeyer,  think 
over  the  point  as  carefully  as  he  could,  and 
would  inform  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Malmesbury)  what  course  he  would 
take  on  the  Motion  being  made  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  He  would  fix 
the  Committee  for  Thursday  next,  before 
which  day  he  would  inform  the  noble  Earl 
of  his  decision. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
he  had  been  much  disappointed  at  the 
noble  Earl  not  haying  made  the  Bill  intel- 
ligible to  the  House.  The  noble  Earl  had 
said  that  it  was  not  his  Bill,  and  it  had 
apparently  come  into  the  House  without 
feUier  or  mother.  Nobody  was  present  to 
explain  it,  and  it  was  still  consequently, 
as  at  fiye  o'clock,  when  their  Lordships 
met,  unintelligible  to  both  sides  of  the 
House.  The  noble  Earl  had  said  that  he 
had  taken  the  Bill  upon  trust  from  Mr. 
Gladstone,  that  Mr.  Gladstone  had  trusted 
to  a  lawyer  to  draw  it  up,  and  that  it  was 
a  case  of  one  lawyer  picking  holes  in  the 
work  of  another.  He  certainly  thought 
the  noble  Earl  should  haye  been  prepared 
to  make  the  Bill  perfectly  intelligible; 
whereas  it  was  no  disrespect  to  him  to  say 
that  he  did  not  himself  understand  the 
2nd  clause.  For  his  own  part  he  had 
•iked  seyeral  lawyers  and  others,  but  no- 
body could  understand  it.  A  large  depu- 
tation from  Marylebone,  moreoyer,  had 
waited  npon  him  to  ask  what  it  meant, 
they  being  in  the  greatest  consternation, 
because,  if  the  meaning  were  such  as  they 
apprehended,  it  abolished  local  Acts,  in 
which  case  fiye  of  their  clergymen  would 
at  once  lose  a  considerable  part  of  their  in- 
comes. The  important  question  before  their 
Ldrdsbips  was  whether  the  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  or  not. 
Again  he  must  ask  the  noble  Earl,  in  all 
ooortesy,  to  make  up  his  mind  as  to  that 
point.  They  had  had  some  conyersation 
on  the  subject  before,  and  he  found  the 
noble  Earl  then  not  unwilling  to  allow  the 
BUI  to  be  sent  to  a  Select  Committee— in 
faet,  if  he  had  not  misunderstood  the  noble 
Earl,  he  said  he  was  willing;  but  the 
next  day,  after  consultation  with  his 
ftiends,  he  reyoked  that  consent,  and  said 
he  thought  it  better  to  haye  the  discussion 
upon  the  danses  take  place  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House.  He  could  assure  the 
noble  Earl  that  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
hid  no  intention  whateyer  of  shelying  the 
Bill ;  but  to  attempt  to  alter  Uie  BUI  in 


Committee  of  the  Whole  House  would  pro- 
duce nothing  short  of  a  perfect  Babel  of 
conyersation .  A  Committee  could  be  chosen 
to  amend  the  Bill  upstairs,  and  it  would 
then  re-appear  before  their  Lordships  in 
an  improyed  condition.  He  must  press 
the  noble  Earl  to  giye  an  answer  on  this 
subject  as  soon  as  possible,  because  it  was 
his  intention,-  on  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee,  to  moye  that  the  BiU  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  The  noble 
Earl  wished  to  go  into  Committee  on  Thurs- 
day next.  That  was  quite  as  short  an 
interyal  as  custom  would  sanction.  But 
he  hoped  that  by  to-morrow  eyening  the 
noble  Earl  would  consult  with  his  friends 
and  be  able  to  state  finaUy  his  intentions. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

BUI  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eommitted 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Thurtday  next. 

IIoQse  adjourned  At  a  quarter  before  Nine 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

before  Fiye  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OE    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  Jprii23,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— SxLBCT  CoMMinn  — On  Bank 
IloUdayi  nominaUd, 

Wati  and  Mxah8 — considered  in  Committee. 

PuBuo  Bills — Ordered — Government  of  India 
Act  Amendment;  Governor  General  of  In- 
dia * ;  Petroleum  Act  Amendment.* 

First  Iteduting— Goyemment  of  India  Act  Amend- 
ment [91];  Governor  General  of  India* [92]; 
Petroleum  Act  Amendment  *  [93]. 

Second  /2«a^in^— Marriagei  (Frampton  Maniel)* 
[79] ;  Brought/  Ferry  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation* [90];  United  Parishes  (Scotland)* 
[81]. 

Committee — Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders 
in  Council  [69]. 

Report — Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in 
Council  [69]. 

Considerea  at  amended — Legitimacy  Declaration 
(IreUnd)*  [87]. 

jTAtr^/Z^^adtn^— Metropolis  Subways*  [41],  and 
pateed. 


MIDDLESEX  REGISTRY  OFFICE. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  What  course  the  Government 
intend  to  take  as  to  the  reform  of  the 
Middlesex  Eegistrj  Office,  and  whether  11- 
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egal  fees  haye  been  received  there  since 
he  date  of  Mr.  Greenwood's  Report  ? 

Mb.  GATHOllNE  HARDY  said,  in 
jreply,  that  an  official  inquiry  had  been 

ade  by  Mr.  Greenwood  into  the  circum- 
tances  of  the  Middlesex  Registry  Office, 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
ouse.     The  House  was  aware  that  the 

nded  Estates  Court  had  not  answered 
he  expectations  formed  of  it,  and  the 

rd  Chancellor  had  issued  a  Commission 
m  that  Court,  and  he  had  thought  it  right 

add  to  the  inquiry  the  subject  of  the 

iddlesex  Registry,  thinking  the  two  sub- 
ects  to  be  kindred.  He  had  received  a  note 
from  the  Registrar  that  day  stating  that 
jillegal  fees  were  not  received  at  the  Office. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Hadfield, 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
he  inquiry  would  not  extend  to  the  York- 
jshire  Registry  Office. 

SPAIN  AND   PRUSSIA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  AKROYD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
lask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, If  he  has  received  information  that  a 
Treaty  of  Commerce  has  recently  been 
signed  between  Spain  and  Prussia  on  the 
part  of  the  Germanic  Confederation;  and, 
if  he  can  state  what  are  the  main  pro- 
visions of  that  Treaty,  and  whether  he  can 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of 
Ithe  same? 

Lord  STANLEY  replied  that  he  had 
Ireceived  information  that  such  a  Treaty 
had  recently  been  signed ;  but,  as  he  had 
mot  yet  received  a  Copy,  he  was  unable  to 
state  its  provisions.  As  soon  as  he  re- 
ceived a  Copy  he  would  take  stops  for 
making  them  known.  No  doubt  they 
would  be  a  matter  of  interest  to  the  com- 
|mercial  community  of  London. 

CHINA— TREATY  OF  TIEN-TSIN. 
QUESTION. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  would  beg  to 
lask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, Whether,  in  view  of  tlie  expected  mo- 
difications in  the  Treaty  of  Tien-tsin  this 
year,  an  opportunity  will  be  afforded  to 
Members  of  the  House  to  consider  any 
[changes  before  they  are  finally  adopted? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
there  was  no  ahsolute  necessity  for  modi- 
fying the  Treaty  this  year;  and  he  could 
only  state  in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  that  ho  had  no  power  to  de- 
Ipart  from  the  constitutional  practice  under 
[which  Treaties  wero  made  upon  tho  re- 
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sponsibility  of  the  Executive  GoTemment. 
He  was  in  communication  with  yarious 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  and  undoubtedly 
any  obsenrations  which  any  hon.  Member 
might  have  to  make  on  the  subject  would 
meet  with  due  attention. 

In  answer  to  Mb.  Lataed,  the  noble 
Lord  said  the  Treaty  would  not  be  re- 
newed without  some  modification. 

INDIA— HYDERABAD.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Why  the  Political  Section  of  the  Adminis- 
tration Keport  for  1862,  made  by  Colonel 
Davidson,  resident  at  Hyderabad,  for 
which  an  Address  was  ordered  on  the  20th 
Auguat,  1867,  has  not  been  included  in  the 
Papers  laid  before  Parliament  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  there  was  no  Political  Sec- 
tion in  the  Administration  Report  of  1 86 1-2; 
and  though  there  was  such  a  Section  in 
the  Administration  Report  of  1862-8,  it 
had  no  bearing  upon  the  Retams  laid  be- 
fore Parliament. 

ABYSSINIAN  EXPEDITION.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  F  a  WCETT  said,  he  woald  beg  to  uk 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  Estimates  he  has  received  from  Bom- 
bay of  the  sums  expended  on  behalf  of 
the  Abyssinian  Expedition  are  sufficiently 
full  and  accurate  to  enable  tho  GoFern- 
ment  correctly  to  calculate  its  aggregate 
cost  up  to  tho  present  time? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOllTHCOTE  replied 
that  the  accounts  received  from  Bombay 
were,  he  regretted  to  say,  neither  so  lull 
nor  so  accurate  as  ho  could  have  wished. 
They  had,  however,  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  a  gentleman  of  great  experience 
in  connection  with  military  expc^litions, 
and  ho  liad  been  engaged  in  making  an 
Estimate  which  might  be  relied  upon  as 
much  as  any  Estimate  of  the  kind  could  be. 

PARLIAMENT  — TUE    CONFERENCE 
ROOM.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  tho  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  On 
how  many  occasions  the  present  Conference 
Room  has  been  used  for  a  Conference  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Room  referred  to 
by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  not  for  some  time  been  used  for  the 
purposes  of  a  Conference.     It  had  been 
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•nd  was  still  used  as  a  Committee-room 
for  the  House  of  Lords. 

TURKEY— CONDITION  OF  CRETE. 

If  B.  LAYABD  said,  he  would  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  Report  of  his  Highness  Ali 
Pasha  upon  the  condition  of  the  Island  of 
Crete  has  been  communicated  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoTemment;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  lay  it  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  ? 

Lord  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
receired  the  Beport  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  he  proposed  including  it  in 
the  next  collection  of  printed  Papers  on 
the  subject. 

IMPORTATION  OP  FOREIGN  CATTLE. 

OBSBRYATIOKS. 

LoBD  BOBERT  MONTAOU  said,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  not  to  bring  on  a  Motion  which 
stood  in  his  name  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
morrow, on  the  ground  that  the  subject- 
matter  of  that  Motion  was  now  under  in- 
quiry by  a  Committee  of  the  House.  The 
counsel  for  the  Southampton  Dock  Com- 
pany had  urged  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  the  yery  point  which  the  hon. 
Member  proposed  to  bring  forward.  It 
was  therefore  Tery  inconvenient  to  ask  the 
House  to  debate  the  question  before  the 
evidence  was  taken  or  reported,  and  which 
had,  by  a  decision  of  the  House  itself, 
been  referred  to  the  investigation  of  a 
Committee. 

Mb.  HOBSFALL  said,  he  regretted  that 
he  could  not  comply  with  the  request  made 
by  the  noble  Lord.  The  restrictions  which 
had  been  imposed  entailed  a  serious  loss 
upon  the  importers,  butchers,  and  consu- 
mers of  meat,  and  he  therefore  felt  bound 
to  press  his  Motion. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 

Wats  A2rn  Msiirs  eoimdered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Tot  CHAKCELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  the  interest  with  which  the 
Financial  Statement  is  generally  received 
— so  far,  at  least,  as  regards  the  retrospect 
of  the  past  year — is,  on  this  occasion,  some- 
what lessened  by  the  fact  that  a  partial 
review  of  the  financial  position  of  the  ooun- 
try  was  given  to  the  House  in  November 


last.  From  the  statement  then  made  the 
Committee  will,  I  think,  be  prepared  to 
hear  that  the  elasticity  of  the  Bevenue 
during  the  past  year  has  not  equalled  that 
which  we  had  the  good  fortune  to  hear  of 
In  connection  with  the  years  immediately 
preceding.  But,  considering  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case — considering  we 
have  been  suffering  from  two  bad  harvests 
— considering  that  we  have  not  yet  re- 
covered the  financial  depression  of  1866 
and  the  beginning  of  1867 — ^I  think  we 
have  reason  on  the  whole  to  congratulate 
ourselves  on  the  financial  condition  of  the 
country. 

I  propose.  Sir,  in  the  first  place,  to 
compare  the  Bevenue,  as  estimated  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bisraeli)  at  the 
commencement  of  last  year,  with  the 
actual  receipts  ;  and  then,  in  the  next 
place,  to  compare  the  Bevenue  of  the  year 
1867-8  with  that  of  the  year  1866-7.  The 
original  Estimate  of  Bevenue  g^ven  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  on  the  4th  of  April, 
1867,  was  £69,130,000.  When  the  sup- 
plementary Financial  Statement  was  made 
in  November  last  there  was  added  to  that 
original  Estimate,  on  account  of  additional 
Income  Tax,  a  sum  of  £840,000  ;  which 
makes  a  total  of  £69,970,000.  Of  that  Esti- 
mate there  has  been  realized  in  round  num- 
bers £69,600,000  only,  or  £370,000  less 
than  the  amount  estimated.  Now,  I  have 
no  doubt  it  will  be  interesting  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  informed  under  what  sources  of 
Bevenue  there  was  a  failure,  and  on  what 
an  excess,  of  the  Estimate.  Those  sources 
of  Bevenue  which  exceeded  the  Estimate 
in  fruitftilness  are  Customs  by  £650,000 ; 
Stomps  by  £201,000  ;  Taxes  by  £9.000; 
and  Crown  Lands  by  £5,000.  Those 
heads  which  have  yielded  something  short 
of  the  Estimate  are  Excise  by  £538.000  ; 
Income  Tax  by  £663,000  ;  Post  Office 
by  £20,000  ;  Miscellaneous  by  £14,000. 
Thus  those  sources  of  Bevenue  which 
have  exceeded  the  Estimate  have  done  so  to 
the  extent  of  £665,000,  and  the  deficits  of 
those  which  have*  fallen  short  of  the  Esti- 
mate make  a  total  of  £1,235,000.  Deduct- 
ing the  total  of  increases  fit>m  the  totol  of 
decreases  we  have  £370,000  as  the  sum  by 
which  our  actual  receipts  have  fkllen  short 
of  the  Estimate.  I  will  now  compare  the 
totol  Bevenue  of  1 867-8  with  that  of  the 
previous  year.  In  1866-7  the  totol  Bevenue 
was  £69,434,568;  in  1867-8  it  was 
£69,600,219 ;  showing  an  increase  of 
£165,651.  But  with  reference  to  this  it 
must  be  remembered  that  in  1866-7  some 
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extraordinary  sources  of  Revenne  came 
to  the  aid  of  the  Exchequer — the  China 
indemnity  gave  us  £250,000,  and  the 
New  Zealand  Bonds  £500,000,  making 
£750,000  of  extraordinary  Revenue, 
which,  of  course,  was  not  repeated 
in  the  past  year ;  so  that  to  make  a 
just  comparisou  hetween  the  two  years 
we  must  deduct  this  £750,000  from 
the  Beyenue  of  1866-7,  and  having  hy 
this  means  brought  the  total  down  to 
£68,684,568,  we  may  compare  it  with 
£69,600,219,  the  Revenue  of  1867-8,  and 
show  that  the  real  difference  in  the  yield 
of  the  two  years  amounts  to  £915,651  in 
favour  of  1867-8.  Then  it  will,  no  doubt, 
be  said  that  during  the  past  year  we  had 
an  additional  Income  Tax  imposed.  In 
the  mouth  of  November  it  was  my  duty  to 
propose  an  additional  tax  of  Id.  on  the 
year,  or,  as  it  was  put  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  of  2d.  on 
the  last  half  of  the  year.  The  House 
agreed  to  the  proposal,  and  it  was  esti- 
mated that  the  additional  tax  would  yield 
£840,000.  This,  however,  was  the  first 
time  that  an  addition  to  the  Income  Tax 
had  been  made  at  that  period  of  the 
year,  and  the  novelty  of  the  proceeding 
prevented  the  whole  circumstances  of 
the  case  affecting  the  difficulty  of  col- 
lecting that  addition  within  the  financial 
year  being  taken  into  consideration.  The 
result  has  been  that  we  have  failed 
to  get  into  the  Exchequer  within  tlie 
halt-year  half  the  amount  we  antici- 
pated. The  additional  \d.  has  brought 
us  as  yet  only  £377,000.  It  must  also  be 
remembered  that  last  year  a  reduction 
of  the  marine  insurance  duty  took  effect, 
which  caused  a  loss  to  the  Kevenuo  of 
£270,000  ;  therefore,  setting  off  the  loss 
from  the  reduction  of  the  marine  insu- 
rance duty  against  the  gain  by  the  addi- 
tional Income  Tax,  we  have  only  as  yet  a 
real  gain  to  the  llevcnue  of  £107,000.  And 
if  wo  deduct  this  £107,000  from  the 
£915,651,  which  represents  the  increase 
in  the  yield  of  1867-8  over  1866-7,  we 
get  £808,651  as  the  real  expansion  of  the 
Kevenue  during  the  year  1867-8.  I  there- 
fore think  that,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, wo  may  congratulate  ourselves  on 
the  result.  Notwithstanding  the  adverse 
circumstances  to  which  I  have  alluded,  wo 
find  that,  although  the  Eevenue  has  not 
expanded  to  the  amount  we  have  been 
accustomed  to  of  late  years,  it  has  not  al- 
I  together  lost  its  elasticity,  but  shows  a  sub- 
stantial advance. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Now,  Sir,  I  have  already  stated  the 
total  amount  of  Revenue  for  1867-8 ;  but 
perhaps  the  Committee  would  like  to  know 
the  amounts  derived  from  each  source,  and 
the  increase  or  decrease  of  each  in  1867-8 
as  compared  with  1866-7.  The  Customs, 
then,  produced  £22,650,000,  an  increase 
of  £347,000  on  the  previous  year;  the  Ex- 
cise, £20,162,000,  a  decrease  of  £508,000, 
Stamps,  £9,541,000,  an  increase  of 
£121,000 ;  Taxes,  £3,509,000,  an  increase 
of  £41,000  ;  Property  and  Income  Tax  ; 
£6,177,000,  an  increase  of  £477,000;  the 
Post  Office,  £4,630,000,  an  increase  of 
£160,000 ;  Crown  Lands,  £345,000, 
an  increase  of  £15,000;  Miscellaneous, 
£2,586,219,  an  increase  of  £262,835;  and 
there  was  the  absence  of  anything  to  cor* 
respond  with  the  China  indemnity  and 
New  Zealand  Bonds.  It  may  be  interest- 
ing to  the  Committee  to  have  some  further 
details  regarding  these  sources  of  Bevenue. 
Taking  the  Customs,  I  find  that  com  showed 
an  increase  of  £71,000;  dried  iraits  of 
£4,000;  spirits,  £126,000;  tea,  £168,000; 
tobacco  and  snuff|  £87,000  ;  and  wine, 
£78,000.  There  were  decreases  in  coffee 
to  the  amount  of  £7,000,  and  in  sugar 
and  molasses  of  £65,000.  The  totak 
showed  an  increase  of  £462,000  on  the 
Customs  receipts.  But  this  does  not  ap- 
pear on  the  sheet,  because  this  sum  is  de- 
creased partly  by  a  reduction  of  casual  re- 
ceipts and  partly  by  outstanding  balances 
to  £347,000.  As  regards  Excise,  I  may 
mention  an  increase  on  licences  of 
£371,000;  on  railways  of  £18,000;  and 
on  sugar  used  by  brewers  of  £32,000 ;  a 
decrease  on  malt  of  £538,000,  on  spirits 
of  £240,000,  on  stage  and  hackney  car- 
riages of  £40,000,  and  on  chicory  of 
£3,000.  But  it  is  remarkable  that  while 
spirits  showed  a  total  decrease  of  £240,000, 
there  is  in  Ireland  an  actual  increase  of 
£160,000.  I  think  this  should  be  a  sub- 
ject of  congratulation.  [^Laughter.']  An 
hon.  Member  seems  to  treat  that  observa- 
tion with  ridicule  ;  but  an  increase  of  re- 
venue from  Excise  has  always  been  deemed 
matter  of  congratulation,  because,  being 
an  evidence  of  the  consuming  power  of  the 
country,  it  shows  prosperity  among  the 
lower  orders;  and  the  figures  I  have  stated 
may  by  that  rule  reasonably  be  taken  as 
evidence  of  Ireland's  material  prosperity 
during  the  past  year,  notwithstanding  Par- 
liament has  been  obliged  to  pass  special 
measures  for  the  safety  of  the  country. 
Therefore  the  total  decrease  for  the  year 
under  the  head  of  Excise  is  £400,000; 
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and  that  has  been  increased  to  £508,000, 
in  consequence  of  the  whole  of  the  cur- 
rent charges  for  the  cost  of  collection 
of  the  Inland  Be  venue  being  now  paid 
for  the  first  time  out  of  the  Excise.  It 
has  been  transferred  to  that  Department 
for  the  purpose  of  simplifying  the  ac- 
counts ;  but  that  fact  has  the  effect 
of  interfering  with  the  comparison,  un- 
less the  matter  is  explained.  With 
regard  to  tho  Stamps,  the  principal  varia- 
tions have  been  as  follows :  —  There  has 
been  an  increase  in  legacy  and  succession 
duties  of  £285,000,  in  the  common  law 
court  stamps  of  £90,000,  in  the  receipt 
■tamps  of  £10,000,  and  in  the  fire  insur- 
ance stamps  of  £33,000.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  is  the  decrease  I  have  men- 
tioned in  marine  insurances  of  £270,000, 
a  decrease  on  bills  of  exchange  of 
£45,000,  on  probate  duty  of  £20,000, 
and  on  deeds  of  £30,000.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  Taxes,  the  Committee  will 
recollect  that  there  was  an  alteration  made 
last  year  with  regard  to  the  dog  duty, 
which  was  then  transferred  from  the  Taxes 
to  the  Excise  ;  the  assessed  tax  duty 
for  the  last  year  of  collection  having  been 
reduced  from  12«.  to  7«.  But,  notwith- 
■tanding  this  reduction,  the  Taxes  show 
an  actual  increase,  which  is  attributable  to 
the  increase  in  the  house  duty,  of  £4 1,000, 
and  of  an  increase  in  the  Income  Tax  of 
£477,000,  which  latter  is  partly  owing  to 
the  extra  duty  imposed  last  autumn  under 
that  head. 

Perhaps  the  Committee  will  now  allow 
me  to  advert  to  the  somewhat  striking 
discrepancy  between  the  Estimate  of  the 
Bevenue  taken  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  at 
the  commencement  of  last  year  and  the 
actual  receipts  as  regards  the  different 
■ooroes  of  Revenue  from  which  the  National 
income  has  been  derived.  Now,  if  we 
oompare  the  Customs  with  the  Excise  re- 
venue we  shall  find  the  following  to  have 
been  the  result.  There  is  an  excess  over  the 
Estimate  in  Customs  of  £650,000,  while 
there  has  been  a  decrease  in  the  Excise  of 
£538,000  —  the  excess  of  the  Customs 
OTer  the  deficit  of  the  Excise  being  some- 
thing over  £100,000.  It  has  often  been 
observed  that,  in  those  years  when  there 
hai  been  a  deficiency  in  the  harvest  of  this 
country,  the  Excise  revenue  suffers  while 
the  Customs  revenue  increases.  On  those 
ooeasions  we  are  obliged  to  have  recourse 
to  foreign  markets  for  the  supply  of  those 
articles  which  imder  unfavourable  skies 
are  not  produced  in  the  usual  abundance 
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in  this  country,  and  a  portion  of  the 
usual  revenue  comes  into  the  Exchequer 
through  the  medium  of  the  Customs 
instead  of  through  the  medium  of  the 
Excise  duties.  Therefore,  when  we  fail 
to  find  the  amount  we  expect  under  the 
head  of  Excise,  we  naturally  turn  to  the 
Customs  duties  to  see  if  we  can  see  any- 
thing there  which  will  account  for  that 
deficit.  And  in  this  year,  although  not 
to  the  extent  which  might  have  been  ex- 
pected under  other  circumstances,  we  find 
that  the  Customs  duties  do,  to  a  certain 
extent,  afford  some  explanation  of  the 
deficit  in  the  Excise  duties.  I  have 
already  stated  that  the  Customs  duties 
upon  foreign  spirits  show  an  increase  in 
the  past  year  of  £126,000.  There  has 
been,  I  believe,  a  falling  off  in  the  duty 
upon  rum  and  brandy,  but  there  has  also 
been  a  considerable  increase  under  the 
head  of  Geneva  and  other  spirits.  I  am 
told  that  there  is  a  spirit  that  comes  into 
this  country  under  tho  denomination  of 
German  spirit,  which  is  largely  used  for 
fortifying,  on  account  of  its  possessing  but 
little  flavour  of  its  own,  and  it  is  tho  in- 
creased importation  of  this  spirit  which 
accounts  for  the  increase  under  the  head  of 
Geneva  and  other  spirits.  This  increase, 
however,  must  be  attributed  partly  to  the 
deficiency  in  our  harvests  and  to  our 
having  recourse  to  foreign  markets  for 
spirits  which  we  fail  to  get  at  a  sufficiently 
low  price  in  this  country.  Therefore  this 
sum  of  £126,000  increase  in  the  Customs 
I  think  may  fairly  be  considered  to  have 
replaced  an  equal  amount  of  revenue  in 
the  Excise.  There  is  also  an  increase  this 
year  in  the  duty  upon  the  sugar  used  by 
brewers.  The  excess  of  Excise  duties 
upon  this  article  amounts  to  £32,000, 
and  as  all  sugar  used  by  brewers,  except- 
ing the  small  quantity  made  in  this  coun- 
try, pays  Customs  duty,  besides  paying 
Excise  duty,  it  follows  that  part  of  the 
increase  in  the  Customs  Revenue  must  be 
attributed  to  the  importation  of  sugar  for 
browing  purposes.  Now  if  wo  take  roughly 
the  proportion  of  duty  payable  under  the 
head  of  Customs  and  of  Excise  upon  this 
article,  I  find  that  the  Customs  duty  is 
about  three  times  the  amount  of  the  Ex- 
cise duty.  Thus  we  have  a  sum  of  about 
£100,000  of  Customs  revenue  derived 
from  the  sugar  duty,  which  no  doubt  must 
have  replaced  an  equal  amount  of  malt 
duty,  which  under  other  circumstances 
would  have  come  under  the  head  of  Excise. 
These  two  sums  taken  together — the  in- 
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pease  under  the  head  of  Geneva  and  other 
jipirits,  and  that  under  the  head  of  duty 
ipon  Bugor — account  for  two-fifths  of  the 
liiference  between  the  estimated  and  the 
ictual  receipts  of  Excise  up  to  last  April. 
[n  addition  to  this,  the  fact  I  before  men- 
lion  ed,  that  the  payments  into  the  Exche- 
[uer  on  account  of  Excise  revenues  have 
)een  diminished  by  more  than  £100,000, 
lust,  of  course,  be   taken  into  account, 
ind  that  also  reduces  the  payments  under 
(he  head  of  Excise  revenue  into  the  Exche- 
[uer  by  that  amount.     After  taking  this 
Into  consideration,  there  is  a  deficit  re- 
taining of  about  £200,000,  which  must 
jo  attributed  to  a  less  amount  of  consump- 
lion  having  taken  place  than  was  antici- 
pated at  the  commencement  of   the  last 
inancial  year.     Tlien,  as  regards  the  ex- 
jess  of  the  receipts  of  Customs  over  that 
'hich  was  estimated,  I  have  already  men- 
jioned    the   sum  of   £226,000  as  having  , 
mnd  its  way  into  the   Customs   which  I 
^ould  in  ordinary  years   have  found  its 
'ay  into  the  Excise,  and  to  that  we  must 
Id  £70,000  for  the  com  duty,  also  attri- 
iutable  to  the  bad  harvests  of  the  last  two 
[cars.    These  three  sums  together  account 
)r  nearly  one-half  of  the  excess  of  Cus- 
>m8  revenue  over  the  Estimate.    The  re- 
taining increase  upon  the    Customs  ro- 
|eipts  over  the  Estimate  must  be  attributed 
the  increased  power  of  consumption  of 
le  country  of  Customable  articles,  unless  ' 
['c  assume — wliich  I  fear  is  too  sanguine  ' 
supposition — that  the  increase  due  to  the  , 
^ceipts  of  tea   duties  is  the  result  of  a  \ 
haii^'c  in  the  habits  of  the  people,   and  | 
lat  the  beverage   "  which  cheers  but  not , 
lebriates  '*  has  taken  the  place  of  those 
rdent   liquors   which   so    often  are  more 
[rotitable  to  the  Exchequer  than  beneficial  i 
the  individuals  who  consume  them.         ' 
There  has  been  a  deficit  in  the  Income  , 
[ax  received,  compared  with  the  Estimate,  , 
nearly  £663,000,   which  is  attributed  , 
|y   that  Department  to   an  actual  loss  of  \ 
jvenuo    of    £200,000,    and    to    arrears  \ 
lounting  to   £463,000,    which    sum   is 
ipected   to   fall    in    during  the  current ' 
lear.      The  deficit  upon  the  Post  Office 
rises  solely  from  the  change  we  have  made 
determining  to  omit  from  the  Estimates  ' 
'otes  for  the  Postages  for  the  public  De-  ; 
lartments.       We  came  to  the  conclusion 
[lat  it  was  useless  to  ask  Parliament  to 
)te  money  which  had  afterwards  to   be 
lid  into  the  Exchequer  as  Eevenue,  and  ; 
hereforo  we  determined  not  to  submit  to  ' 
|ie  House   Estimates  for  such  postages. 
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Ilad  this  determination  not  been  arrived 
at,  it  would  have  been  necessary  to  have 
submitted  to  this  House  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  for  Postages  for  public  Depart- 
ments, which  would  have  brought  up  the 
revenue  of  the  Post  Office  to  the  sum 
which  it  was  estimated  to  produce.  The 
deficiency  upon  the  Miscellaneoos  Eeceipta 
is  only  in  round  numbers  £14,000  short 
of  the  Estimate;  but  in  the  statement 
made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  last  April  he  took  into  account  a 
certain  amount  he  expected  to  receive 
from  the  operations  of  the  Fees  and  Fines 
(Ireland)  Bill ;  but  the  House  showed 
such  a  reluctance  to  pass  that  measure  and 
sanction  that  transfer  that  the  Government 
did  not  press  it,  and  the  consequence  hai 
been  a  certain  loss  to  the  Revenue  under 
the  head  of  Miscellaneous  Receipts.  The 
result  of  all  that  I  have  stated  is  a  deficit 
of  £370,000  upon  the  Estimates,  which 
would  have  been  more  than  coanterbft- 
lanced  had  it  not  been  for  the  delay  in  the 
collection  of  the  Income  Tax  at  the  cloee 
of  last  year. 

The  Committee  will  no  donbt  with  to 
be  informed  of  the  e£E(ect  of  the  amall 
alterations  which  took  place  in  par  ayetem 
of  taxation  last  year.  The  alteration  in 
the  marine  insurance  duty  was  estimated 
to  cause  a  loss  of  £210,000,  bnt  the  ao- 
tual  loss  was  £270,000.  I  am,  however, 
informed  that  this  loss  is  more  apparent 
than  real,  because  there  were  certain  old 
stocks  of  stamped  papers  in  the  hands  of 
persons  concerned  in  that  business  which 
have  been  exchanged  for  new  ones ;  and 
this  accounts  for  some  of  the  loss.  Then 
there  is  another  matter  which,  although  it 
was  not  dealt  with  as  part  of  the  Budget, 
must  be  considered  as  forming  a  part  of  the 
financial  arrangements  of  the  year — namely, 
the  alteration  in  the  dog  duty.  When  the 
Bill  upon  that  subject  was  introduced  last 
year,  this  tax  was  estimated  to  produce 
£300,000  ;  but  the  produce  of  the  Excise 
duty  upon  dogs  last  year  amounts  to 
£366,000.  The  Committee  will  remem- 
ber that  during  the  year  of  the  alteration 
the  Excise  duty  was  taken  for  merely  nine 
months.  The  new  duty  commenced  at 
the  beginning  of  the  last  financial  year. 
Of  the  £366,000  a  sum  of  £207,000 
was  collected  during  the  nine  months 
ending  31st  December,  1867,  and  the 
remaining  £169,000  during  the  first 
three  months  of  the  natural  year  1868. 
The  Committee  may  like  to  have  a  com- 
parison   between    the    number    of    dogs 
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brought  into  charge  under  the  old  system 
and  that  under  the  new.     The  number  of 
dogs  charged  under  the  assessed  taxes  up 
to  April,  1867,  was  445,645.    The  number 
of  dogs  brought  into  charge  under  the  Ex- 
cise licences  between  April  and  December, 
1867,  was  828,341  ;  and  the  number  of 
dogs  for  which  licences  had  been  taken 
out  this  year  up  to  March  was  637,000.  I 
think  the  Committee  wiU  be  of  opinion 
that  the  change  which  was  made  has  been 
a  success;  and  this  result  gives  rise  to  the 
consideration  whether,  at  some  future  time, 
it  may  not  be  desirable  to  make  a  like 
change  as  regards  some  others,  if  not  all, 
of  the  assessed  taxes.    The  advantage  of 
turning  assessed  taxes  into  Excise  duties 
is  this — that  you  pay  for  the  year  in  which 
the  articles  are  kept.     Under  the  assessed 
tax  system  no  one  is  called  for  a  return  of 
the  articles  kepi  till  the  year  has  expired; 
and  it  frequently  happens  that  the  most 
conscientious  persons,  anxious  to  make  a 
most  correct  return,  are  not  able  to  do  so, 
not  remembering  exactly  the  date  of  the 
changes  made  in  their  establishment.    Be- 
sides,  in  making  such  charges  it  seems 
more  reasonable  that  the  tax  should  be  on 
the  number  of  articles  kept  on  the  year 
for  which  the  charge  is  made,  rather  than 
on  the  number  kept  in  a  previous  year. 
Moreoyer,  a  great  loss  often  falls  on  the 
Exchequer,  because  people  keeping  articles 
this  year  may  become  bankrupt  or  insol- 
Tent,  or  may  disappear  from  the  country, 
or  from  the  world  altogether ;  and  conse- 
quently there  is  a  great  difficulty  in  col- 
lecting assessed  taxes  to  the  full  amount 
they  oaght  to  be  collected.     Therefore  I 
aay  it  will  be  well  to  consider  whether  at 
some  future  time  it  may  not  be  well  to 
follow  the  initiative  taken  with  regard  to 
dogs  in  respect  of  the  other  assessed  taxes. 
I  now  come  to  the  Estimate  of  the  ex- 
penditure compared  with  the  result : — and 
in  taking  the  Estimate  of  expenditure  I 
am  taking  the  Estimate  of  the  interest  of 
Debt  and  of  the  ordinary  charges  on  the 
Consolidated  Eund,  as  stated  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  commencement  of  the 
last  year ;  but  the  Supply  Services  I  am 
taking  as  they  were  voted,  because,  some 
alterations  were  made  in  them  —  some 
diminutions  and   some   increases.     I  am 
afraid  there  was  more  increase  than  dimi- 
nation  after  these  Estimates  were  origi- 
nally presented,  and  therefore  I  am  taking 
them  as  they  were  voted.     With  regard  to 
the  interest  of  Debt,  the  actual  payment 
was   £26,571,760,  being   £178,000  less 


than  the  Estimate.  The  other  ordinary 
charges  on  the  Consolidated  Eund  were 
£1,893,898.  being  £6,000  less  than  the 
Estimate.  The  Army  expenditure  amounted 
to  £15,418,582,  being  £118,000  more 
than  the  Estimate.  The  !Navy  charges 
amounted  to  £11,168,949.  being  an  ex- 
cess of  £102,000  over  the  Estimate.  The 
Miscellaneous  Civil  Services  amounted  to 
£8,491,342,  being  £83,000  more  than 
the  Estimate.  The  Bevenue  Departments 
took  £4.883,203,  being  £170,000  less  than 
the  Estimate.  The  Post  Office  Packet  Ser- 
vice was  £808,518.  With  regard  to  the 
Extraordinary  Expenditure  for  the  Service 
of  the  Abyssinian  Expedition,  the  Esti- 
mate was  not  exceeded.  The  whole  shows 
a  total  expenditure  of  £71,236,242,  as 
against  an  Estimate  of  £71,287,000 ;  so 
that  the  expenditure  was  less  than  the 
Estimate  by  £51,000. 

I  now  proceed  to  compare  the  expendi- 
ture for  1867-8  with  that  for  1866-7. 
In  the  interest  of  the  Debt  there  was  an 
increase  of  £489.972  ;  on  the  other  ordi- 
nary charges  on  Consolidated  Eund  an  in- 
crease of  £29,567 ;  on  the  Army  there 
was  an  increase  of  £743,042;  on  the 
Navy  of  £492,848;  on  Miscellaneous  Civil 
Services  of  £678,648 ;  on  the  Eevenue  De- 
partments £59.245.  Then  there  was  an 
extraordinary  item  of  £2,000,000  for  the 
Abyssinian  Expedition :  thus  making  the 
total  expenditure  for  1867-8  a  sum  of 
£71,236,242,  as  against  an  expenditure  of 
£66,780,396  for  the  year  1866-7,  show- 
ing a  total  increase  for  the  past  year  of 
£4,493,322.  Of  course,  the  Abyssinian 
Expedition  accounts  for  nearly  half  that 
—namely,  £2,000,000. 

I  come  now  to  state  the  Revenue  and  ex- 
penditure of  the  previous  year,  as  compared 
with  each  other.  I  have  already  stated  the 
expenditure  of  1867-8  at  £71,236,242  ; 
while  the  Revenue  was,  in  round  numbers, 
only  £69,600,000,  showing  a  deficit  on 
the  year  of  £1,636,000  ;  but  I  think  it 
would  be  right  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  some  part  of  this  expenditure 
was  not  due  to  the  year  just  past,  but  to 
the  previous  year;  because  there  were 
Excess  Yotes  taken  to  the  amount  of 
£228,000  for  sums  paid  in  respect  of 
money  spent  in  1866-7,  though  they 
come  into  the  account  of  1867-8.  The 
deficiency  I  have  stated  was  £1,636,000; 
and  it  will  be  remembered  that  when  the 
Supplementary  Financial  Statement  was 
made  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
in  November  last  we  estimated  for  a  defi- 
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jiency.  "We  estimated  for  taking  out  of 
the  balances  a  sum  of  £960.000,  to  which 
bhe  Committee  assented.     The  Committee 

'onld,  no  doubt,  wish  to  hear  how  the 
liiference  between  those  two  sums  is  to  be 
iccounted  for.     At  that  time  we  estimated 

surplus  of  £200,000,  which  has  not  been 

^alized.      On  the  contrary,  the  Supple- 

lentary  Estimates  and  Excess  Votes  have 
swelled  the  expenditure  by  £362,000. 
"•he  expected  saving  of  £100.000  on  ex- 
)enditure  has  not  been  realized  in  the  way 

^e  then  anticipated.  This  shows  how  the 
lifference  between  the  deficit  which  we 
estimated   in   November  and   the  deficit 

hich  appeared  when  the  accounts  were 
ictually  made  up  is  accounted  for.  This 
leficit  has  however  been  met  out  of  the 
)alances  in  the  Exchequer.  There  was 
resides  an  excess  of  expenditure  over  in- 
iome  on  the  Eevenue  and  expenditure  of 
[;ho  year,  also  an  excess  of  payments  over 
receipts  in  the  Exchequer  accounts  other 
than  the  Revenue  and  expenditure  to  a 
[onsiderable  amount,  which  further  reduced 
[he  balances  by  £876,000.  That  is  prin- 
cipally—  indeed,  I  may  say  entirely — due 

payments  op  the  Sinking  Fund  account. 
*hc  result  is  that  the  balances  which  on  the 

Ist  of  March,  1867,  stood  at  £7,294,000, 
'ere  on  the  31st  of  March,  1868,  reduced 
|o  £4,782.000,  showing  a  diminution  of 
,2,512,000,  between  the  two  periods.  I  do 
lot  tliiiik  that  the  balances  stand  as  high 
is  tliey  sliould  do  ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
yo  found  at  the  commencement  of  this 
inarter    sufficient    to    carry    us    tlirough 

ithout  having  recourse  to  tiie  Bank  for 

Idvances.      \Vc  have  been    able    in    this 

juarter  to  pay  the  interest  of  the  Debt,  the 

marges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  all 

|ther  demands  on  the  Exchequer,  and   to 

?ave  a  sum    remaining  without    having 

^course   to  the  assistance   of   the  Bank. 

fherefore,  though    the  balances  are  lower 

lan    I   think  they  ought  to   be,  I  cannot 

ly  that,  up  to  the  present  time,  that  has 

|aused  us  any  practical  inconvenience. 

The    Committee    mav    wish    to    have 

►mo  account  of    the   alterations    which 

lave    been    made    in    the    Public    Debt 

juring    the    year    that  has    passed.       In 

Idition  to  the  conversion   of    the   Bank 

lebt    to    the    amount    of    £24,000,000 

|iere  was  further  a  conversion  into  Ter- 

linnble     Annuities    to     the    amount    of 

;2. 500,000  under  the  Acts  of  last  Session. 

jesides  this,   "\ve  cancelled  stock    to    the 

jniount    of    £888,766     under     ordinary 

lowers.    Then,  Exchequer  Bills  have  been 
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cancelled  under  the  permanent  Acts  to  the 
amount  of  £45,700,  while  stock  has  been 
cancelled  by  conversion  into  life  and  other 
annuities  under  old  Acts  to  the  amount  of 
£804,102.  Then,  in  accordance  with 
what  I  stated  to  the  Committee  in  Noyem- 
her  last.  Sinking  Fund  money  to  the 
amount  of  £901,638  has  been  applied  in 
repayment  of  Bank  advances,  which  would, 
if  our  Exchequer  had  been  in  a  more 
flourishing  state,  have  been  applied  to  the 
extinction  of  the  permanent  Debt.  The 
power  given  to  the  Government  to  renew 
Exchequer  Bonds  to  the  amount  of 
£1,700,000  has  been  exercised,  and  the 
Bonds  have  been  renewed  ;  but  they  have 
been  renewed  on  more  fayourable  terms 
than  before — namely,  at  the  rate  of  3} 
per  cent  interest,  instead  of  3f  per  cent 
and  4  per  cent. 

And  now  I  come  to  the  present  financial 
year,  1868-9.  and  I  think  I  shall  best  con* 
suit  the  convenience  of  the  Committee  if 
I  first  of  all  deal  with  the  estimated  ordi- 
nary  expenditure    and    income,   putting 
aside  the  Abyssinian  Expedition  for  the 
present.      We  can  afterwards   aee   what 
must  be  added  to  each  side  of  the  aooonnt 
in  consequence  of  that  Expedition.     The 
interest  of  the  Debt  I  take  at  £26,700.000; 
other  charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
£1,865,000.     Then,   as  regards   Supply 
Services,  the  estimated  expenditure  will  be 
as  follows: — For  the  Armv,  £15,456,000; 
for  the  Navy,  £11,177,000  ;  for  the  Civil 
Services,   £9,173,000;    for  the    Revenue 
Departments.    £4,968,000  ;    and    for  the 
Post  Office  Packet  Service,    £1,089,000. 
The  total  of  these  amounts  is  £70,428,000. 
It  may  now,  perhapp,  be  convenient  to  the 
Committee  to  hear  what  alterations  have 
been  made  in  tho  charge  for  the  interest 
of  Debt  in  consequence  of  the  operations 
of  the  previous  year.    There  is  nn  increase 
in   respect  of  Terminable   Annuities   ex- 
piring in  the  year  1885  of  £801,134,  and 
on  account  of  interest  on  life  and  tontine 
annuities  there  is  an  increase  of  £47,253, 
making  a  total  of  £848,387.    Against  this, 
however,  savings  on  other  accounts  must 
be  set.     In  the  first  place,  a  deduction  of 
£292,870   must   be  made   in  respect  of 
**  the  dead- weight  annuities  *'  which  have 
expired.     Then  there  is  a  diminution  of 
interest  on    the   permanent  Debt,  to  the 
extent  of  £438,569  ;  and  on  annuities  for 
terms  of  years  to  the  extent  of  £2,297 ; 
saving,    in  consequence   of  lowering  the 
rate   of    interest   on    Exchequer    Bonds, 
£1 1,000  ;  a  similar  saving  on  the  interest 
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on  Exchequer  Bills  to  the  amount  of 
£26,169,  and  a  small  saving  of  £387  in 
the  management  of  the  Debt.  The  total 
amount  saved  by  these  means  is  £771,292, 
leaving  only  £77,095  as  the  net  increase 
of  the  charge  for  Debt. 

And  now,  I  should  like,  if  the  Commit- 
tee will  allow  me,  to  say  a  few  words 
about  the  increase  in  the  Estimates  for 
the  present  year;  and  I  think  it  is  the 
more  necessary  tbat  I  should  do  so  in  con- 
sequence of  the  remarks  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Colonel  Sykes)  began  to  make 
the  other  evening  when,  by  the  ruling  of 
the  Chairman,  he  was  prevented  from 
concluding  them.  These  remarks  had  re- 
ference to  the  great  increase  of  the  Civil 
Service  and  Bevenue  Department  Esti- 
mates for  the  present  year.  Now,  the 
greater  part  of  that  apparent  increase  is 
entirely  due  to  a  different  mode  having 
been  adopted  in  making  out  the  accounts. 
It  was  formerly  the  practice  in  the  case 
of  regular  Votes  to  apply  the  extra  moneys 
received  by  a  Department  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  amount  it  required,  and  only  to 
ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  vote  the  ba- 
lance; but  in  the  early  part  of  this  Session, 
an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed  which 
provided  that  the  Treasury  might  require 
that  all  such  extra  receipts  should  be  paid 
into  the  Exchequer,  the  object  being  that 
the  House  might  have  a  greater  control 
over  the  expenditure  of  the  various  De- 
partments. The  new  system  was  followed 
in  making  out  the  Estimates  for  the  pre- 
sent year,  the  consequence  being  that  the 
Yotes  have  been  greatly  increased  in  no- 
minal amount.  The  desirability  of  making 
that  change  was  carefully  considered  by 
the  Government,  and  it  was  thought  ex- 
pedient to  make  it  for  this  reason — because 
a  Department  might,  by  estimating  its 
extra  receipts  under  the  amount  it  was 
likely  to  receive,  really  get  more  money  to 
expend  than  the  House  of  Commons  in- 
tended it  to  have.  Indeed,  during  the 
last  few  years,  some  glaring  instances  of 
this  have  occurred,  and  the  Government, 
therefore,  recommended  the  House  to  pass 
a  Bill  on  the  subject.  There  existed  con- 
siderable difference  of  opinion,  I  am  aware, 
as  to  the  expediency  of  the  change ;  but 
we  were  in  favour  of  it  because  we  were 
greatly  impressed  with  tho  desirability  of 
bringing  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
the  whole  of  the  expenditure  of  each  De- 
partment, and  we,  therefore,  introduced 
the  Bill,    To  those,  however,  who  have 


not  carefully  studied  the  Estimates,  or  the 
abstracts  of  them,  the  change  will  be 
exceedingly  misleading,  and  I  regret  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  should 
have  been  led  to  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  indulging  in  very  extra- 
vagant notions  and  propositions.  The  fact, 
I  believe,  is  that  on  the  Navy  Estimates 
there  is  really  an  increase  of  £10,000 
only.  In  the  Army  Estimates,  it  is  true, 
there  is  an  increase  of  £200,000 ;  but  the 
cause  of  that  has  been  already  explained 
to  the  House  hy  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  There  is  an 
increase  on  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  of 
something  over  £400,000.  A  great  part 
of  that  increase— I  think  about  £170,000 
or  £180,000— is  attributable  to  the  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
extend  education ;  and  the  exact  amount 
will  be  found  under  the  head  of  '*  Educa- 
tion in  England  and  Ireland,"  and  **  Sci- 
ence and  Art."  About  £198,000  is  under 
Class  1,  for  Buildings.  Now,  I  believe 
that,  with  the  exception  of  about  £34,000, 
these  sums  are  taken  for  the  purpose  of 
continuing  works  which  have  already  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  this  House,  and 
which  must  therefore  be  of  necessity  fol- 
lowed up.  I  do  not,  of  course,  say  it 
necessarily  followed  that  the  additional 
sums  should  be  asked  for  this  year  ;  but,  at 
all  events,  it  was  desirable  to  complete 
without  delay  the  buildings  which  had 
been  commenced.  Some  other  items  in 
excess  this  year  are  owing  to  the  legislation 
of  last  year.  The  House  has  recently 
shown  increased  anxiety  to  prevent  the 
food  of  the  people  from  being  adulterated, 
and  also  to  protect  the  people  in  their  em- 
ployments ;  and  in  accordance  with  these 
beneficent  views.  Acts  of  Parliament  were 
passed  last  year  which  required  a  great  deal 
of  inspection  of  people  in  their  employ- 
ments under  the  Home  Office,  and  of  the 
articles  of  consumption  to  be  made  use  of 
by  people  at  sea,  under  the  administration 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  This  circumstance 
also  accounts  for  a  considerable  increase  in 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates.  In  addition 
to  this,  the  Bill  passed  last  year  in  regard 
to  the  Irish  constabulary  made  a  consi- 
derable increase  in  the  Estimates  ;  and 
there  is  also  a  proposition  to  be  made  this 
year  for  an  increase  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  to  which  it  is  proposed  that  the 
Government  should  contribute  in  the  same 
proportion  as  they  have  hitherto  done.  I 
believe  I  have  now  indicated  the  principal 
sources  of  increase  in  the  Civil  Service 
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lEstimates  for  the  present  year,  and  having 
JBaid  this  much,  I  will  pass  on  to  the  rest 
|of  my  statement. 

I  have  stated  that  the  total  estimated 
[ordinary  expenditure  of  the  year  is 
£70,428,000,  and  I  now  come  to  the 
lestimatod  Revenue,  in  order  to  see  what 
Iwe  have  to  meet  this  expenditure.  The 
ICommittee  is,  of  course,  aware  that  the 
tea  duty  expires  in  the  course  of  the  year, 
land  that  the  Income  Tax  has  already  ex- 
Ipired  ;  and  if  I  were  strictly  accurate,  I 
Imight  treat  these  duties  as  heing  entirely 
put  of  the  question,  and  thereby  show  a 
very  considerable  deficit.  But  I  think 
it  will  be  more  convenient  that  I  should 
assume  that  the  tea  duty  will  be  continued 
Jat  the  same  rate  as  at  present,  and  the 
llncome  Tax  at  the  rate  of  4rf.,  at  which  it 
jstood  in  the  beginning  of  last  year.  I 
Iwill  proceed,  then,  upon  this  assumption. 
Il  estimate  the  Revenue  from  the  Customs 
at  £22,800,000 ;  the  Excise  £20,330,000; 
IStamps,  £9,650,000;  Taxes,  £3,640,000; 
Property  and  Income  Tax  at  4<f.,  including 
[estimated  arrears,  £6,900,000 — those  ar- 
rears amounting  to  £1,070,000;  PostOflSce, 
|£4,660.000  ;  Crown  Lands,  £350,000  ; 
Miscellaneous,  £3,130,000.  The  last  item, 
Iwhich  is  very  considerable,  is  swollen  by 
Ithe  extraordinary  receipts  to  which  I  have 
lalready  alluded ;  and  there  is  also  a  sum 
Iwhich  we  propose  should  be  paid  over  to 
Itho  Exchequer  on  the  winding  up  of  the 
Ithe  Irish  Court  of  Chancery  Fee  and  Fine 
[Fund,  but  that  will  in  reality  be  a  re- 
lj)ayment  of  moneys  paid  out  in  previous 
[years.  It  is  only  the  part  payment  of  a 
debt  ;  and  no  ^I  ember  of  the  Committee 
[representing  Ireland,  however  much  im- 
pressed with  the  notion  that  Chancellors 
lof  the  Exchequer  are  anxious  to  filch 
[money  from  their  country,  could  raise  an 
[objection  to  that  proposition,  as  was  done 
lin  the  case  of  the  Irish  Fines  and  Fees 
iFund.  The  total  Revenue  derived  from 
Ithese  sources  we  csliniate  at  £71,350,000. 
iTherefore,  we  have  as  the  Revenue  of 
Ithe  year  on  the  estimate  I  have  made 
[£71^350,000,  as  against  an  expenditure 
>f  £70,428,000,  leaving  a  surplus  of 
;92-2,000.  Now,  it  is  right  the  Commit- 
tee should  fully  understand  that  the  whole 
>f  that  surplus,  and  something  over,  is 
iue  to  the  arrears  in  the  collection  of  the 
'ncomc  Tax  of  the  previous  year.  Con- 
jidering  the  state  in  which  the  balances  had 
)cen  left,  I  think  the  greater  part  of  that 
'um  ought  reall}'  to  be  maintained  as  a  sur- 
)lus  in  order  to  strengthen  the  balances. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


I  now  come  to  the  extraordinary  expen- 
diture of  the  year — namely,  that  for  the 
Abyssinian  Expedition.  It  will  bo  in  the 
recollection  of  the  Committee  that,  in 
moving  a  Vote  of  Credit  for  that  Expedi- 
tion, my  right  hon.  Friend  stated  that  a 
sum  of  £2,000,000  would  be  required  to 
place  the  Expedition  on  the  shores  of 
Abyssinia,  fully  equipped.  We  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  that  Estimate  has 
been  exceeded.  It  was  contemplated  at 
the  time  that  Sir  Robert  Napier  would 
land  with  the  whole  t>f  bis  force  by  the 
1st  of  January,  1868,  and  it  was  stated 
to  the  Committee  that,  as  the  expense  to 
be  incurred  over  and  above  the  £2,000,000 
during  the  financial  year  1867-8  would  be 
defrayed  in  the  first  instance  by  the  Indian 
Government,  there  would  bo  no  chance  of 
our  being  called  to  account  for  that  ex- 
penditure within  the  financial  year.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  stated  that  the  expendi- 
ture for  the  Expedition  alone  up  to  the 
end  of  April  was  then  expected  to  amount 
to  £3,500,000,  or  possibly  £4,000.000. 
Considering  all  the  ciroumstances  of  the 
case«->con5idering  the  unknown  character 
of  the  country  to  which  we  were  sending 
our  troops,  and  the  disadvantage  we  were 
under  in  regard  to  obtaining  informationy 
owing  to  the  distance  from  this  country— 
I  think  the  officers  of  the  Indian  Qovem- 
ment,  on  whom  we  principally  relied  for 
our  data,  deserve  very  great  credit  for  the 
Estimate  which  they  made.  But  since  that 
statement  was  made  we  have  heard  that 
the  sup])lies  to  be  obtained  from  the  coun- 
try itself  were  much  less  than  it  was  an- 
ticipated they  would  be.  The  consequence 
is  that  supplies  have  had  to  be  con- 
veyed from  a  distance,  and  the  estimate  of 
transport  expenditure  has  been  consider- 
ably exceeded.  Taking  it  that  £2,000,000 
will  pay  the  expense  of  the  Expedition  up 
to  the  end  of  the  year  1867  ;  on  the  infor- 
mation that  we  have  now  before  us,  we 
estimate  that  it  will  require  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  natural  year,  from  the 
1  St  of  January,  1 868,  £600,000  per  month 
to  defray  the  cost  of  the  Expedition.  Con- 
sidering that  the  £2,000,000  clears  off  the 
account  up  to  the  end  of  the  year  1867, 
we  start  the  natural  year  1868  with  an 
expenditure  of  £600,000  per  month.  I 
propose  to  lay  on  the  table  the  Estimates 
that  have  been  prepared  at  the  India 
Office  ;  but  I  will  state  to  the  Committee 
the  heads  under  which  the  expenditure 
falls.  The  ordinary  pay  of  the  troops  is 
excluded,  that  being  defrayed  by  the  In- 
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dian  Qoyemment.    Sea  transport  will  cost 


cause  two  disturbances— one  when  the  da- 


£400,000  per  month;  provisions  for  troops, 
£28,000 ;  provision  for  baggage  animals, 
£90,000  ;  extra  allowance  to  troops  over 
and  above  their  ordinaxr  paf,  £10,000  ; 
coals,  £26,250  ;  and  miscellaneous  items, 
£35,000 ;  making  a  total  of  £589,250  per 
month,  or  in  round  numbers  £600,000. 
We  expect  that  the  Expedition  will  last 
until  the  end  of  May,  and  that  five 
months  will  have  to  be  paid  for  at  the 
rate  named.  ["  Oh !"]  The  information 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  received  from 
Sir  Robert  Napier  is  that  he  anticipates, 
if  all  goes  well— and  the  accounts  lately 
received  lead  us  to  suppose  that  all  things 
are  going  on  well— he  shall  be  on  his 
way  homeward,  with  his  back  upon  Theo- 
dore and  his  army,  by  the  20th  of  April. 
If  there  be  any  further  charge  we  believe 
it  will  be  very  small  in  amount,  and  it 
will  probably  be  met  by  the  supplies 
taken  back  by  the  Indian  Government. 
Therefore  we  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
there  will  be  any  additional  charge  of  more 
than  an  insignificant  amount ;  assuming,  of 
course,  that  the  Expedition  closes  by  the 
end  of  May.  I  am  told  that  I  used  an 
expression  of  a  somewhat  anibiguous  na- 
ive with  regard  to  a  British  commander 
taming  his  back  on  his  enemy —of  course 
I  meant  after  the  enemy  had  been  defeated, 
and  not  before.  According  to  information 
at  our  disposal  we  estimate  the  total  ex- 
penditure for  the  Abyssinian  Expedition, 
auppofiing  that  it  is  successful,  and  sup- 

{)osing,  as  we  have  reason  to  hope,  that  it 
eaves  the  country  by  the  end  of  May,  at 
£5,000,000.  Of  that  £2.000,000  has  been 
already  provided  for,  and  £3,000,000  has 
now  to  be  provided.  The  Committee  will 
be  desirous  of  knowing  how  the  Qovem- 
ment  propose  to  meet  this  expenditure. 
If  there  were  reason  to  suppose  that  thot 
expenditure  would  be  of  anything  more 
than  of  a  temporary  nature — as  we  have 
eyery  reason  to  suppose  it  will  not  be— if 
there  were  reason  to  suppose  that  it  was 
likely  to  last  for  any  considerable  time,  we 
should  certainly  have  felt  it  to  be  our 
dntv  to  propose  to  the  Committee  the  im- 
position of  extraordinary  taxation  upon 
articles  of  consumption.  But  we  consider 
that  the  expense  of  this  Expedition  will 
cease  within  a  very  short  time ;  and,  under 


ties  were  put  on,  and  another  when  they 
were  taken  off.     Our  experience  has  been 
that  when  such  changes  are  made  the  ge- 
neral public  usually  gets  the  worst  of  it, 
and  a  large  profit  goes  into  the  hands  of 
those  few  people  who  are  highly  intelli- 
gent in   the  pursuit  of  their  trade.      I 
gather  from   the    expression    of  opinion 
around  me  that  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  that  respect  is  approved  by  the 
Committee.     Then  there   comes  the  re- 
source which  the  most  obtuse  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  naturally  think 
of,  and  that  is  the  Income  Tax.     In  esti- 
mating the  ordinary  Hevenue  of  the  year, 
I   have   supposed   that  the  Income  Tax 
would  be  continued  at  4d.     If  it  were 
taken  at  6d.  for  the  present  year  the  ad- 
ditional 2d.  would  give  us  this  result :  we 
should  get,  according  to  the  estimate  of 
the  Department,  by  an  addition  of  2d.  to 
the  Income  Tax  for  the  year,  £2,900,000, 
or  very  nearly  the  sum  we  estimate  will 
be  required  for  the  cost  of  the  Expedition. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  :  But  not  all  within  the 
year.]     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  says  *'  l^ot  all  within  the  year.'' 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown 
us  the  way  of  doing  so :  for  I  think  it  was 
part  of  one  of  his  financial  schemes  to  im- 
pose extra  Income  Tax,  and  throw  it  all 
upon  the  first  half  year;  and  that  is  a 
mode  of  raising   the   money  within  the 
year.     There  is  this  inherent  fault  in  the 
Income   Tax,   that,  if  imposed    upon  the 
whole  of  the  year,  in  the  ordinary  way, 
the  greater  part  of  it  does  not  come  in 
within  the  year.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  before  now  got  over  that  difficulty 
by  imposing  the  extra  Income  Tax  on  one 
half  of  the  year.     If  that  course  can  be 
avoided,  it  is  one  that  I  think  ought  not 
to  be  followed.     Suppose  the  Committee 
assent  to  my  proposition,  and  ^x  the  In- 
come Tax  at  6d.  this  year,  and  we  were 
to  collect  the  extra  2d,  in  the  first  half- 
year,   it   would   bo    virtually  laying  an 
Sd,  tax  upon    the    income   of  that  half 
of  the   year.      That,   I  think,  would  be 
a    course    more    oppressive    than    there 
is  any    necessity    to    adopt    under   pre- 
sent circumstances.     And,  in  addition  to 
its  being   oppressive,   there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  inequality  in  it;  because,  when 


these  circumstances,  it  appears  to  us  very  property  changes  hands,  it  is  difficult  to 
olgeotionable  to  cause  great  disturbance  of  j  adjust  the  burdens  falling  upon  it  unless 
trade  by  alterations  of  the  Customs  tariff,  they  fall  equally  throughout  the  year. 
The  impoaition  of  extraordinary  duties  |  Therefore,  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  that 
upon  articles  of  general  consumption  would ,  course  should,  vif   possible,    be   avoided. 
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Tow,  what  I  propose  is  to  impose  a  6i.  I  cow  ask  for.  Of  course  we  cannot  cal- 
icomo  Tax  in  the  ordinary  way,  and ;  culate  upon  that.  We  must  estimate  the 
kread  it  over  the  whole  of  the  year.  :  Revenue  according  to  the  hest  of  our  judg- 
fhen  the  neccsfiitics  of  the  Exchequer  will  [  mcnt,  and  we  must  endeavour  to  provide 
such  that  if  we  merely  take  the  extra  this  money  in  case  the  expenditure  should 
\d.  in  the  ordinary  way  we  shall  not  ob- ;  all  full  within  the  year;  and  the  estimate  of 
lin  the  money  we  want.  According  to  !  Revenue  we  propose  should  not  be  exceeded^ 
ir  Estimate  we  should  obtain  by  an  extra  Well,  Sir,  suppose  the  Committee  accept 
of  Income  Tax  in  the  present  year !  our  proposition,  this  will  be  the  result — 


,800,000,  and  in  the  year  to  come 
:i,  100,000.  :^ow,  what  I  have  to  pro- 
>se  to  the  Committee  is  this — that  we 
lould  take  power  to  issue  Exchequer 
[onds  for  one  year  to  the  amount  of 
1,000,000,  to  anticipate  the  receipt  of 


AVe  have  the  surplus  of  £922,000  on  the 
figures  I  have  already  mentioned.  Then 
wc  should  receive  by  the  additional  In« 
come  Tax,  £  1,800,000;  and  if  we  were 
to  issue  Bonds  for  the  amount  proposed, 
we  should  receive  £  1 ,000,000.  Thus  there 


le  extra  2d.  of  Income  Tax,  which  will  j  would  be  available  £3,722,000,  leaving  a 
ill  into  the  Exchequer  next  year.  We '  surplus  of  £722,000  to  strengthen  the 
sk  the  Committee  to  assent  to  that  course  ;  Exchequer  balances.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  full  understanding  that,  if  it  be  if  no  Exchequer  Bonds  were  issued,  we 
lopted,  this  £1,00:), 000  of  Exchequer  !  should  only  have  £1.800,000  in  addition 
|onds  is  to  be  paid  off  next  year.  At  I  to  our  surplus,  or  £2,722.000  available  to 
le  time  wo  are  asking  for  power  to  |  meet  the  expenditure,  and  there  would 
[sue  these  Bonds  we  are   actually  pro-  '.  consequently  be  a  deficit  of  £278,000. 


^ding  by  taxation  within  the  year  for 
le  means  of  paying  them  off,  and,  there- 
ire  it  cannot  be  said  that  we  arc  trust- 
\g  to  the  future.  We  ask  for  this  power, 
it  it  does  not  at  all  follow  thut  we 
jed  exercise  the  power.  Though  we 
ive  estimated  the  expenditure  of  the  £x- 
idition  noir  unpaid  at  £3,000,000,  it 
)es  not  follow  that  that  sum  will  be 
tiled    fur   within    the   present   financial 


I  think,  perhaps,  it  would  be  advisable  to 
see  whether  the  proposition  I  have  made 
is  one  which  ought  to  be  supported  on 
general  grounds.     Now,  taking  the  total 
cost  of  the  war  at  £5,000,000,  let  us  see 
how  fur  we  have  met  it  out  of  taxation. 
We  raised  by  taxation  on  the  income  of 
1867-8,  though  it  was  not  all  collected 
within    the    year    1867-8,    the    sum   of 
£1,450,000.     We  now  propose  to  provide 
'ar.     The  expenditure  is  defrayed  in  the  '  by  taxation  on  the  income  of  this  year 
'^t  instnrico   by  the  Indiuii  Government,  '  £-,900,000.     Tims,  we  have  provifled  by 
id   the  exi*(-riencr  of  past.  arniii^criKiits  .  taxation  within  two  yc^irs  £4,350,000  out 
;twcen  the  Impeiial  and  In'lian  (Govern-    of  the  total  of  £5,000.000,  throwing  upon 
|ent.s  leads  iis  to  suppose  th;jt  it  is  quite  ;  the  halances  in   the  Exchequer — that  is, 
jssihle  that  the  accounts  will  not  be  ad-  ,  the  nceuniulations  of  general  Revenue — 
l«ted  by  the  end   oJ   the  tinancial  yoar,     the  difference — namely,  £650,000.     Well, 
id   in  that  case  the  whole  of  tl.e  money  .  I  think    it    cannot    Le    said  that  we  are 
|iil  not  be  called  for  within  that  period.  ,  throwing  upon  the  future  the  burden  of 
»elievc  thut  in  the  ca?c  of  the  last  China    this    expedition.       Questions,    of    course, 
ar  the  accounts  are  ftill  open  between  ;  may  be  raised,  and  probably  will  be  raised, 
le  Indian   and   the  Home  Governments.  ,  as  to  the  desirability  of  meeting  the  whole 
jien,  again,  there  is  another  reason  why    of  lliis  expenditure  out  of  direct  taxation; 
is  possible   that,  if   we    are    intrusted  ■  but  I   think  the  arguments  I   have  used 
ith   this  power,  wo  may  not  be  called    appear  to  recommend  themselves  to  the 
)on  to  exercise  it.     The  past  year  has  '  Committee — that  it  is  not  expedient,  when 
len   a  year  of  depression.     It  has  been    the  expenditure  to  be  provided  for  is  of  so 
ceediugly  difficult  to  estimate  the  lieve-    temporary  a  character,  to  disturb  trade  by 
le  for  the    present  year,   and   we  have  ;  increasing  taxation  on  articles  of  consump- 
lought  it  prudent  under  existing  circum-  ;  ti(m.     These,    Sir,   are  tlie  propositions  I 
mces  to  make  a  careful  and  a  low  Esti-    have  to  make,  and  ask  the  assent  of  the 
ite.      Under   these    circumstances  it  is  :  House  to. 

Issible  that  if  commercial  prosperity  There  is  a  passage  in  one  of  the  minor 
nirns,  and  the  elasticity  of  the  ritveuue  .  poets  of  antiquity  in  wluch  he  laments 
|ll  return  with  it,  that  the  proceeds  of    over  his  unhappy  fate  in  having  been  born 

in  such  late  times  that  the  whole  poetic 
harvest  had  been  gathered  in  by  the  great 


year  may  suffice  without  our  having 
jourso   to  any   such    power  as  thut  we 

'/'/<'■  Choiicti-.or  of  the  Hxche^uer 
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masters  of  song,  and  that  there  were  few 
flowers  left  for  him  to  cull.   I  do  not  think 
the  time  has  come  yet  for  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  take  up  that  strain.    I  do 
not  think  he  need  say  there  is  nothing  in 
our  financial  system  that  requires  further 
reform.     "  Much  has  heen  done,  but  more 
remains  to  do."     If  there  are  not  many 
flowers  to  cull,  there  are  many  noxious 
weeds   in   our  fiscal  system  still  to   be 
rooted  up ;  there  are  blots  in  that  system 
which  have  often  attracted  the  attention 
of  the  House,  and  which  have  been  much 
urged  upon  successive  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer ;  and  there  are  other  blots  in 
our  system  which  have  not,  in  my  opinion, 
yet  received  sufficient  attention.    Holding 
these  views  I  hope  I  shall  receive  some 
sympathy  at  the  hands  of  the  Committee 
if,  on  this  occasion,  the  exigencies  of  fate 
have  obliged  me  to  propose  a  most  unam- 
bitious Budget.     I  felt  that  the  circum- 
stances  of  the  time  were  such  that  it 
would  be  out  of  place  to  propose  extensive 
changes  in  our  fiscal  system,  and,  there- 
fore, it  has  been  my  lot  to  propose  a  very 
matter-of-fact  Budget.     I  think  the  Com- 
mittee will,  at  all  events,  agree  that  it  is 
a  very  simple  and  intelligible  proposition  ; 
and  I  feel  that  I  can  recommend  it  to  the 
Committee  as  being  financially  sound,  and 
I  think  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  we 
propose  to  provide  for  the  extraordinary 
expenses  entailed  upon  us  in  a  manner 
which  will  not  be  unduly  oppressive  to 
the  people  of  this  country.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  proposing 
the  usual  formal  Besolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That,  toward!  raising  the  Supply  granted  to 
Her  Majesty,  the  Duty  oF  Customs  now  charged 
on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  levied  and  charged  on 
mad  after  the  1st  day  of  August  1868  until  the 
Isi  day  of  August  1869,  on  the  importation  thereof 
into  Great  Britain  and  Ireland :  rix.  #.  d. 
Tea        ...        .    the  lb.     0    0." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  this — that 
if  he  has  been  in  some  respects,  as  I  think, 
unfortunate  in  the  circumstances  under 
irhich  he  has  acceded  to  the  duties  of  an 
arduous  office,  he  has  laid  before  us,  with 
great  pains  and  ability,  a  very  full  state- 
ment of  all  information  which,  as  he 
thought,  would  tend  to  improve  our  means 
of  judgment  upon  the  important  question 
he  has  submitted  to  the  Committee.  I 
need  not  say  that  I  do  not  propose  to  enter 
at  large  upon  the  matter  contained  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech ;  but  the 


occasion  is  one  of  importance,  and  one  on 
which,  taking  such  a  view  as  I  am  able 
to  take  of  public  affairs,  it  is  right  there 
should  be  a  special  meaning  attached  to 
the  assent  which  I,  for  one,  shall  be  quite 
prepared  to  give  to  the  Resolution  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  reference  to 
our  freedom   of  future  action  upon  the 
state  of  affairs  he  has  made  known  to  us. 
I  quite  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  that  the  retrospect  of  the  Reyenue 
of  the  country,  all  things  considered,  is 
not  unsatisfactory.     I  think  that  the  aug« 
mentation  which  he  has  stated  to  have 
taken  place  in  the  Revenue,  under  the 
circumstances  of   the  year,   is   quite  as 
much  as,  or  more  than,  we  were  entitled 
to  expect.    I  am  also  glad  to  find  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  well  satisfied  with 
the  result  of  the  transfer  of  the  Dog  Tax 
from  the  head  of  assessed  taxes  to  that  of 
Excise;  and  no  doubt  there  is  very  conside- 
rable force  in  the  argument  he  has  urged 
in  favour  of  other  similar  transfers,  though, 
perhaps,  some  points  may  likewise  be  urged 
on  the  other  side  of  the  account.     I  must 
also  make  this  admission  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — ^that  I  think,  if  we  are  to 
assume  the  charge  of  the  country  to  re- 
main as  he  has  stated  it,  the  manner  in 
which  he  proposes  to  meet  that  charge  as 
he  has  described  it  is  simple  and  sound. 
I  have  nothing  to  object  to  it.     Viewing 
the  exigency  with  which  he  has  to  con- 
tend, I  think  he  is  eminently  right  in  not 
attempting  to  disturb  the  trade  of   the 
country  by  any  change  in  indirect  taxa- 
tion.    I  think,  likewise,  that  the  amount 
of  the  provision  he  proposes  with  reference 
to  the  account  between  ourselves  and  what 
we  call  posterity  is  a  fair  division  of  the 
charge.      That  which  weighs  upon  my 
mind  is  a  point  of  a  different  character. 
It  is  one  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  by  no  means  kept  out  of  view,  for 
nothing,  I  think,  could  be  more  fair  and 
ingenuous  than  his  statement.      But  it  is 
a  point,  at  the  same  time,  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  one  which,  I  doubt,  whe- 
ther the  House  or  the  country  have  at 
present  taken  into  view.     [Mr.  White  : 
Hear,  hear !  j     The  impression  which  pre- 
vails out-of-doors,  and    which,    I   think, 
prevails  extensively  among  Members  of 
this  House,  and  certainly  prevails  among 
persons  generally  well  informed,  is  that 
we  were  to-day  to  be  called  on  to  mako  an 
addition  to  the  taxation  of  the  country  in 
consequence  of  the  Abyssinian  War.  Now, 
Sir,  that  impression  is  an  erroneous  one. 
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whan  flia  daanoial  year  waa  aueady  ftr 
advanced ;  and  it  waa  sot  poiaible  —  at 
least,  it  would  not  have  been  equitable 
to  expect  that  the  Oovernment  should 
have  been  in  posseuian  of  resources  to  en- 
able them  to  meet  the  charges  for  the 
Abyssinian  Expedition.  But  I  wish  now 
to  point  out  —  taking  the  figures  of  ihe 
right  hon.  Gentleman — what  I  think  is 
necessarj  in  order  to  support  the  state- 
ment Ibat  I  have  made.  I  nm  bound  to 
observe  that  it  sounds  to  me  as  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  been  over 
liberal,  to  say  the  very  least,  in  the  pro- 
in  that  he  proposes  to  make  for  the 
war  in  Abyssinia.  I  must  own  that  I 
think  him  sanguine  in  that  respect.  He 
has  taken  the  charge  for  five  months  from 
the  1st  of  January  lost,  and  beyond  those 
five  months  he  has  t^en  nothing  what- 
ever. He  assumes  that  on  the  31st  of  Hay 
his  troops  will  have  been  re-landed  in 
India,  bis  transports  dismissed,  hie  estab- 
lisbraents  reduced,  and  that  he  will  hove 
a  clear  stage  for  what  follows  that  dale; 
or,  if  I  understood  him  aright,  as  far  as 
any  qualifioations  were  to  be  made  to  that 
etatement,  a  sufBcieot  set-off  would  be 
Mr.  OladttoM 


td  the  yciir    1S68-9. 

which  is  a  very  umple    i 
if  our  permaneut  cxpen-    | 
ditna — that  ia  to  say,  cur  expenditure  ou    i 
tha  ordintiT  heads  of  charge— had  been 

it  ia  by  £2,0TS,0UO,  tbe  riglit  | 
would  not  have  been  re-  i 
qnind  to  make  any  call  on  the  countr}-  | 
uc  any  now  tax  whatever.  And  eUhougti  I 
approve  the  nature  of  the  eaQ  | 
n^^boii.  Gentleman  has  mad«.  j 
if  the  UBiaaity  for  it  be  established,  yet  | 
I  think  wf  vntt  carefully  distinguish  be-  i 
twaon  an  uwopriate  mode  of  finding^he  | 
W^a  and  Vaans  and  the  propriety  of  ' 
the  ekarga  itatif,  which  tbe  Ways  and    | 

intended  lo  meet     Xow,  hov 
do  wa  ataad?     As   I   have    said,    thers 

£3,078,000  to  be  provided.  This,  Sir,  I 
ia  the  Tery  unfile  comparison  that  I  pro- 
pose to  make.  I  propose  to  compare  the 
Estimates  as  they  are  now  on  the  table 
with  the  Estimates  which  were  on  the  table 
two  years  ago.  That  compariaon  ia  one 
which,  at  least,  is  fair  to  Her  Uiyea^'s 
Government,  because,  undonbtedlj,  thay 
have  been  unfortunate  in  the  nnmber  n 
Supplemental  Estimates  which  it  haa  beea 
either  their  fault  or  their  misfbrtnna— I 
do  not  say  it  has  been  their  faolt— to 
submit ;  and  they  have  been  still  more  id- 
fortunate  in  the  Excesses — whioh  appeal 
to  have  become  almost  normal — of  expen- 
diture over  and  above  the  snma  voted  with 
which  they  have  had  to  coma  befiffo  tha 
House  of  Commoni.  Therefore,  the  asa- 
parieon  I  am  about  to  make,  if  it  be  nnfiiri 
is  not  unfairtoHerllaJestf'sOavemnMni 
I  will  not  trouble  theCommittee  with  any 
question  as  to  the  Debt  and  | 
charge  of  the  country;  bnt  wiU  e 
myself  to  what  may  be  called  tl 
or  optional  charges — namely,  aueb  aa  an 
voted  in  Supply ;  and  I  take  tha  origiisl 
Estimates  of  the  years  1866-7,  lB67-8i 
and  1B68-9.  The  Bstimataa  of  1866-7 
amounted     to    £38,I6Ji,0OOi    thoaa   bt 
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J  867- 8  to  £39,733,000;  and  those  for 
1868-9  are  £41.863,000.  iVimA  facie, 
there  is  aa  increase  of  £3,700,000  ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  observed 
with  perfect  propriety  that  there  are  deduc- 
tions to  be  made  from  that  increase,  because 
some  considerable  amounts  now  appear  on 
both  sides  of  the  account  which  formerly 
appeared  on  neither  side.  Sir,  I  haye 
endeavoured,  and  with  the  assistance  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers),  to  ascer- 
tain, as  well  as  we  can,  what  are  the  items 
that  fall  within  that  class,  so  as  to  learn 
how  much  of  this  formidable  amount  of 
£3,700,000  is  merely  a  nominal  and  not  a 
real  increase  of  charge.  As  far  aa  we  are 
able  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion — and  I  am 
Tery  confident  that  we  are  not  very  far 
wrong  in  it,  though  X  by  no  means  submit 
it  as  a  conclusion  positively  and  minutely 
exact — the  reduced  and  corrected  Estimates 
of  this  year,  making  allowance  for  those 
charges,  may  be  said  to  stand  for  compari- 
son with  the  Estimates  of  two  years 
ago,  not  at  £41,863,000,  but  at  about 
£41,000.000  in  round  numbers. 

The  GHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  How  much  have  you  taken  off? 

Mb.  OLADSTONE:  £860,000, 

The  GKANGELLOR  of  the  EXGHE- 
QUEB :  The  deductions  should  be  more 
than  that. 

Mr.  GLAI)ST0NE  :  Yery  well,  there 
are  some  points  which  might  be  made  mat- 
ter of  detailed  argument;  but  the  margin 
of  dispute  between  us  is  not  very  large, 
and  even  if  I  accept  the  data  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  it  will  not  in  the 
least  interfere  with  my  proposition.  There- 
fore, I  have  to  compare  £41,000,000 
with  the  sum  of  £38,165,000,  at  which 
the  Estimates  stood  in  1866-7  ;  and  I  show 
an  addition  to  the  permanent  charge  of 
the  country,  within  what  has  not  yet  been 
the  full  financial  year,  of  £2,840,000. 
Well  as  the  whole  of  this  Abyssinian 
deficit  amounts  to  £2,078,000,  the  appear- 
ance of  the  matter  is  this — that  had  we 
continued  at  the  point  of  expenditure 
where  we  were  two  years  ago — and  1, 
for  one,  have  never  concealed  my  opinion 
that  that  was  a  very  high  point— instead 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  being  now 
obliged  to  condole  with  himself,  and  my 
being  obliged  to  condole  with  him  on  the 
nature  of  the  appeal  that  he  makes  to  us, 
he  would  have  appeared  before  us,  notwith- 
atanding  the  financial  crisis,  notwithstand- 
ing the  bad  harvest  and  the  comparatively 
unfavourable  state  of  the  Revenue,  with  a 


dear  snrplns  of  £800,000.  Thai  is  a  mat- 
ter which,  on  the  simple  statement  of  it, 
I  own  I  think  requires  grave  reflection. 
The  state  of  things  for  the  last  two  years 
has  been  somewhat  peculiar.  During  the 
Session  of  1866  it  would  have  been  most 
invidious  and  offensive  if  even  Independent 
Members  of  the  House — still  more  if  the 
Members  of  an  out-going  Government — 
had  cavilled  too  sharply  at  such  an  aug- 
mentation as  was  then  made  to  the  Esti- 
mates of  the  year.  During  the  Session  of 
1867  it  was  very  natural  that  the  absorbing 
impatience  and  anxiety  of  the  House  to  close 
the  subjectof  Parliamentary  Reform,  at  least 
as  far  as  regards  the  most  populous  of  the 
three  kingdoms  and  the  most  difficult  por- 
tions of  the  question,  placed  in  abeyance 
almost  entirely  the  function  of  an  Opposi- 
tion with  respect  to  criticism  on  financial 
proposals.  The  case  having  been  so,  I  do 
not  at  this  moment,  and  without  further 
examination*  mean  to  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  what  was  done  in  former 
years  in  this  respect  is  matter  of  blame 
or  not ;  but  I  do  mean  to  reserve  to  myself 
the  power  of  considering  whether,  as  I 
have  said,  the  course  in  which  we  have 
embarked  is  a  safe  and  prudent  one.  An 
augmentation  not  far  short  of  £3,000,000 
sterling  to  the  permanent  charge  of  the 
country,  when  it  was  already  high,  brings 
that  permanent  charge  I  think  I  may  say 
to  a  higher  point  than  in  time  of  peabe  it 
ever  has  attained.  I  do  not  think  that, 
under  the  anxieties  of  the  years  1859, 
I860,  and  1861 — if  we  strike  off  the  dis- 
tinct war  charges  of  that  period— our  per- 
manent, normal,  and  regular  expenditure 
was  nearly  as  high  as  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  calls  upon  us  to 
sanction  in  the  arrangements  of  the  pre- 
sent year.  These  arrangements  are  still 
to  a  great  extent  in  our  power.  And  I 
must  say,  without  presuming  to  give  a 
confident  opinion— for  it  would  be  most 
presumptuous  in  me,  as  an  individual,  to 
do  so — that  I  do  hope  the  House  will  ex- 
amine for  themselves  the  statement  that  I 
have  made— namely,  that  this  augmenta- 
tion of  Income  Tax  which  is  now  demanded 
from  the  people  is  not  a  demand  made  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  the  Abyssinian 
war  I'*  Oh ! "] ;  but  is  a  demand  made  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  an  augmentation  of 
the  permanent  charge  upon  the  country. 
And  if  this  allegation  is  not  shaken— if 
the  augmentation  is,  as  1  should  put  it, 
£2,840,0001  or,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  put  it,  £2,700,000— for  I  will 


176 


TheBud^et-^ 


I  COMMONS  I         Financial  Statmmi.         1 176 


lot  quarrel  with  him  as  to  the  difference — 
that  is  more  than  enough  to  make  good 
ij  allegation  that  it  is  the  increase  of 
)ermanent  charge  which  requires  us  to 

lake  good  this  new  demand  upon  the 
country.  And  if  that  be  so,  I  will  not  go 
further  than  to  Bay  that  it  will  be  our  duty 
rery  carefully  to  consider  whether  this 
lugmentation  of  permanent  charge  is  really 
lecessary ;  whether  we  can  justify  it  in  the 
jface  of  the  country ;  or  whether  it  may  not 
)e  our  duty  to  make  some  effort  for  bring- 
[ng  tho  expenditure  of  the  country — I 
lean  the  permanent  and  ordinary  expendi- 
ture— within  more  moderate  bounds.  I 
raise  no  objection »  Sir,  to  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Colonel  STKES  said,  that  as  the 
'ight  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to 
lis  remarks  the  other  night,  he  wished 
to  say  now,  that  if  the  Chairman  of  tho 
'ommittee  had  not  ruled  him  to  be  out 
it  order,  he  was  prepared  to  prove  the 
statement  ho  had  made,  that  the  Civil 
lervico  Estimates  had  been  steadily  and 

ipidly  increasing.  In  the  matter  of  sala- 
'ies  alone  there   was  a  net  increase   of 

148,000.  Other  items  were  in  proportion, 
md  the  result  was,  that  the  net  increase 
all    the    Departments    amounted    to 

11,207,476.  His  right  hon.  Friend  ap- 
)earcd  to  think  that  he  had  not  deducted 
those  sums  which*  now  appeared  on  both 
jides  of  the  Estimates  for  the  first  time ; 
>ut  ho  begged  to  say  that  he  was  not  in 
tho  habit  of  dealing  so  loosely  with  figures; 
md  ho  found  that  tlic  actual  inereasc  of 
)crmanent  charge,  aficr  those  deductions, 
imounted  to  £431,000.  Tho  contrast  be- 
;weeu  the  military  and  naval  expenditure 
>f  tho  j)resent  and  former  financial  years 
was  not  less  striking.  The  Navy  Kstimatcs, 
13  compared  with  those  of  two  years  ago, 
showed  a  net  increase  of  £201,037,  and 
those  for  the  Army  of  £203.200.  In  the 
Tcnch  Navy  budget  for  18G8-9  there  was 
m  increase  of  £607,451  ;  nevertheless, 
l;ho  total  charge  was  only  £6,529,510; 
v'hilo  the    charge  for    the    British   Navy 

'as    £11,177,290.     The   charge-  for   the 

'rench  Army  was  increased  this  year 
)y   £1,342,532  ;  but  tho  whole  cost  for 

,200,000  men,   including   reserves,    was 

15,267,782  ;  and  the  British  charge  was 

15.455,400  for  130,650  men  and  ofiicers, 

jxclusive  of  militia,  reserves,    <kc.      The 

jame  contrast  is  exliihited  in  the  total  ex- 

jcnditure  of  Franco  for  tho  year,  which 

IS    £65,111,367;    and    that   of   England 

|£69,600,218.   besides  £2,166,023  for  the 

Jfr.  Ol'/tlstonc 


Abyssinian  Expedition;  in  all  £71,766,241. 
This  increase  in  expenditure  was  going  on, 
and  he  believed  it  would  continue  to  go  on, 
unless  the  House  felt  that  it  was  dan- 
gerous to  their  popularity  in  the  country, 
and  Members  attended  to  the  duty  which 
he  was  sorry  to  say  so  many  of  them  now 
neglected,  to  guard  the  public  purse.  Year 
by  year  the  taxation  was  increasing,  and 
the  rate  of  pauperism  was  keeping  pace 
with  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  estimated 
that  the  Abyssinian  Expedition  would  be 
over  and  the  troops  recalled  before  May. 
He  was  afraid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  taken  into  account  the  fact  that 
the  south-western  monsoon  blew  up  the 
lied  Sea  from  tho  month  of  May  until 
September.  Including  steamers,  there  were 
now  employed  as  transports  261  vessels. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that 
these  could  re-embark  not  only  the  soldien 
of  the  Expedition  but  all  the  stores  by  the 
end  of  May  ?  It  had  taken  the  troops  three 
months  to  reach  the  district  into  which 
they  had  now  advanced,  and  he  expected 
that  it  would  take  them  two  months  to 
march  back  again.  Then  there  was  the 
accumulated  transport  agency,  indading 
8,000  mules  and  forty-five  elephants  carry- 
ing the  guns.  It  was  much  more  likely  that 
the  last  of  the  Expedition  would  leave  in 
August  than  in  May;  and  he  could  not 
bring  himself  to  believe  that  the  "if**  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rested  upon  any 
very  substantial  basis.  Tho  cost  of  transport 
alone,  independent  of  coals,  was  £414,000 
i  a  month  ;  and  supposing  that  tho  Ex- 
pedition lasted  a  twelvemonth  the  expense 
in  this  direction  would  bo  £4,968.000,  an 
expense  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  regard  as  almost  certain  ;  for  he 
could  scarcely  cx])ect  that  the  duties  of 
this  service  would  be  completed  by  that 
time.  He  thought,  under  the  circum- 
stances, that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Civil  Service  of  the  year  to  be  performed 
for  the  Estimates  laid  down  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Mil.  T.  BAKING ;  I  hope  the  House 
will  indulge  me  for  a  few  minutes,  in  order 
to  express  mj"  opinion  on  this  question ; 
and  I  think  it  the  more  my  duty  to  do  so, 
for  unfortunately  my  opinions  are  in  op- 
position to  those  who  have  already  ad- 
dressed tho  House,  and  certainly  they  arc 
not  in  accordance  with  what  is  repre8ent<?d 
to  be  the  general  and  popular  feeling. 
The  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is,  that  the  whole  charge    for  the 
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Abyssinian  War  shall  be  placed  npon  in- 
come and  property.     Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  truly  said  that  it  requires 
no  ingenuity,  that  the  most  obtuse  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  find  it  easy 
to  come  down  to  this  House,  and  by  the 
imposition  of  another  penny  or  twopence 
meet  every  exigency  that  may  arise.    But, 
Sir,  is  that  just  to  the  country,  and  is  it 
likely  to    contribute    to  the  permanent 
prosperity  of  the  country  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  he  wishes  to  avoid 
any  disturbance  of  trade.    Well,  Sir,  but 
this  argument  will  apply  at  any  time ;  at 
any  moment,  in  any  event,  we  may  be 
told  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  disturb 
trade,  and  that,  therefore,  an  addition  to 
the  Income  Tax  roust  be  imposed.  We  see 
the  practice  growing;  for  the  precedent  is 
seductive  to  a  Government  that  is  guided 
by  popular  feeling,  but  from  it  I  augur 
the  greatest  misfortunes  to  this  country. 
The  precedent  will  not  be  neglected  in 
after  times.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  thinks 
that  the  war  will  not  come  to  an  end  so 
soon  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
supposes.     But  if  it  is  continued,  shall  we 
not  have  more  expenditure,  another  want 
of  money,  another  increase  of  direct  tax- 
ation, under  the  plea  that  Ve  roust  not 
disturb  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country  ?    Let  me  say  that  I  doubt  whe- 
ther* if  we  were  to  impose  indirect  taxa- 
tion, the  disturbance  to  the  trade  of  the 
country  would  be  so  great  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  assumes.     If  you  were  to 
propose  an  additional  5  per  cent  on  the 
Cnstoms  duties,  it  would  raise  the  sum  of 
£1,600,000,  and  it  would  not  involve  that 
injury  to  trade  which  he  imagines.    There 
would  be  great  complaints,  no  doubt;  but 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  you  are  to  adopt 
systematically  the  proposals  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  if  the  Income  Tax  is  to 
meet  every  want  which  a  popular  Govern- 
ment may  devise,  you  will  soon  be  landed 
in  an  eipenditure  to  which  the  present 
ftmonnt  is  a  trifle.     It  would,  indeed,  be 
the  greatest  disgrace  to  the  present  gene- 
ration, if  they  were  to  propose  to  meet 
the  wants  and  necessities  of   this  war, 
which,  in  my  opinion,  has  been  created  by 
previous  diplomatio   errors,  by  throwing 
the  burden  upon  posterity.     HsTing  got 
into  the  scrape,  it  would  be  dishonest  in 
US  to  throw  the  taxation  for  it  upon  future 
generations.     But  what  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  about  to  do  ?    He  says,  "  I  do 
not,  howeveri   merely  propose   to   issue 


£1,000,000  of  Exchequer  Bonds  which  we 
shall  pay  off  at  the  end  of  the  year."  But 
has  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  heard  of 
former  Exchequer  Bonds  borrowed  with 
the  same  intention,  but  which  have  never 
been  met,  and  which  are  renewed  from 
year  to  year?  And  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  is  now  no  doubt  sincere 
in  his  belief,  give  us  any  guarantee  that 
he  will  not  renew  these  Bonds  next  year? 
The  whole  thing  comes  to  this — Is  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  have  his 
task  made  easy  for  him  by  being  allowed 
another  turn  at  the  Income  Tax  screw 
whenever  he  is  in  difficulties ;  or  is  every 
class  in  the  country  to  be  roade  to  pay 
their  share  in  this  expensive  war  ? 

Me.  AYTOUN  said,  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  one  particular  poiiit.  Ihe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  about  to  meet  a  portion 
of  the  expenditure  by  the  issue  of  Exche- 
quer Bonds,  which,  whenever  it  roight  be 
paid,  was  still  to  be  borrowed  in  the  same 
way  as  the  permanent  Debt.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  last 
year  a  charge  was  made  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  which,  however  it  roight  be 
acquired,  was  simply  the  addition  of  an 
annuity  towards  the  extinction  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt.  He  alluded  to  the  Act  known 
as  the  Terminable  Annuities  Act,  by  which 
the  debt  due  to  the  Savings  Banks  was  sup- 
posed to  be  wiped  off ;  but  the  only  result 
of  it  was  that  an  annuity  was  charged 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  out  of  the 
proceeds  of  which  there  was  paid  every 
year  the  sums  necessary  to  meet  the  de- 
mands of  the  Savings  Banks,  and  the  re- 
mainder went  to  extinguish  Consols.  Now, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  for 
power  to  issue  Exchequer  Bonds  while  this 
annuity  was  to  be  roet,  this  was  really  to 
proceed  upon  the  plan  condemned  by  every 
financier — the  paying  oflF  debt  with  bor- 
rowed rooney.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleroan  would  tell  him  whe- 
ther, in  his  opinion,  it  was  a  sound  prin- 
ciple to  go  on  paying  off  debt  when  they 
had  to  borrow  money  for  an  expensive 
war;  or,  whether  he  did  not  think  the  ne- 
cessities of  the  State  did  not  require  them 
for  the  present  to  suspend  the  operation  of 
the  Terminable  Annuities  Act  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  STIRLING-MAX- 
WELL  said,  ho  wished  to  complain  of  a 
grievance  which  arose  from  an  Act  passed 
during  last  Session;  but,  before  doing  so, 
desired  to  congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
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pwfcmad  ■  duty  wbiali  had  dsvolred 
nyini  him  under  aJwentanaw  hi  wmit  do- 
rnt  diBfwritig.  Tha  piannoa  to  whioh 
M  allncM  Btoaa  under  tha  tax  impoaad 
■poo  riwip  don  *  tu  vbioh  bora  m^ 
ri^  npcm  aome  of  tha  poonr  inbabi- 
s  u  Iw  eota^  ha  npnaaatad  (Parth- 
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n).  BannlpatitiomliMbeeBpnaaaAed 
■hut  thb  tut.  Thioh,  Blttwagh  a  mall 
Ite  totha^Honaa^  waa  bo  iaoonndeiable 
Har  to  tiie  petwaa  who  had  to  pay  it 
Two  «f  thaaa  doga  mn  nqniied  by  ararj 
riiaphard,  and,  a*  they  wara  of  little  oae  to 
blm  until  they  wen  ugfataeo.  montha  old, 
'fc  woold  ba  aaen  that  tha  tax  waa  not  a 
.It  bad  been  impoaed  for  tiu 
t  time  at  «  period  when  the  bnaueai 
in  wUoh  thaaa  men  wars  engaged  wm  in 
t  iMMt  dapfanad  atate.  He  bad  been  a 
warn  np^arter  of  the  tax  on  general 
nnada,  and  it  had  prorad  tbij  aBBoaea 
;  bst  in  that  anoeaw  ba  aaw  «  good 
■aeon  wbj  the  alight  remiawm  ha  Mked 
traboaldaotbaauida.  Hia  ■oggaatad  that 
diepharda  might  be  raUered  from  the  dog 
tax  on  predaung,  in  «aoh  aaae,  a  oertifl- 
Mta  under  the  hand  of  a  jnattoe  of  the 
paaaa.  To  naa  the  motapbor  of  tha  Ohao- 
Bailor  of  the  Ezeheqnar,  he  hoped  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  woold  poll  vp  thii 
Iwal  waad,  eapaeiilly  aa  it  waa  one  of  bla 
iwn  phmting* 

Urn.  HUBBASD  nid,  ho  beliered  the 
BritioiamB  to  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
hequer'B  statement  had  been  subjected 
9  founded  on  erroneouB  vievB  of  the 
case.  Hie  right  hon.  Friend  the  Uember  for 
South  Lancashire  had  spoken  of  the  demand 
made  for  additional  taxation  as  being  ocoa- 
lioned  not  by  the  Abysiinian  War,  but  hj 
an  exceptional  and  nnnecessary  increase  of 
ordinary  expenditure  ;  but  before  the  Go- 
vernment waa  oondemnedon  account  of  thii, 
it  waa  neceisary  to  inquire  whether  that  in- 
orease  of  ordinary  expenditure  could  have 
been  BToided.  Tfow,  he  had  heard  from  all 
aides,  without  oontradiction,  that  the  late 
Goremment  had  left  the  defences  of  the 
ooaatry  at  an  improperly  low  ebb,  so  that 
the  proaeot  Government  was  under  the 
neceaaity  of  raiaiog  the  expenditure  to 
oorreot  the  error  of  their  predecessors. 
And  if  we  had  spent  less  during  the  past 
two  years  on  the  Army  and  Navy  than  we 
bad  by  £3,000,000,  ahould  wq  have  been 
in  poasesaion  of  that  sum  aa  a  surplus  ? 
He  apprehended  not.  A  reduction  in  our 
expenditure  would  have  entailed  a  reduc- 
tion in  our  taxation.  The  Abyssinian  de- 
mand would,  in  that  oaae,  have  oome  upon 
air  William  8lirUng-Maxvitll 


tbeCommittee  in  the  shape  of  an  nneipeeted 
and  additionnl  charge  of  £4,000,000  M 
f6,0O0.0OO.Bnd  extraordinary  meanit  would 
hav«  been  resorted  to  to  meet  it.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Huntingdon  {Ur. 
Baring)  had  advocated  an  addition  of  5  {kt 
oent  to  the  CuatomB  dudes  on  all  articlet, 
large  or  imaU,  as  a  means  of  rataing  Be- 
Tenue  ;  but  he  entirely  disapproved  of  audi 
a  euggestion.  It  would  be  an  incooTeni- 
onoe  to  everybody,  it  would  disturb  our 
arrangementa  with  every  couutry  with 
which  wo  were  at  present  engaged  in 
trade,  and  it  would  go  a  great  way  toward* 
disturbing  that  aimplidoaliou  of  our  Cus- 
toms duties  which  it  was  so  desiruble  to 
retain.  With  regard  to  the  method  u( 
raiaing  the  Revenue  which  had  been  odopted 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  ha 
legretted  that  the  Income  Tax  was  atiU 
loft  in  a  condition  bo  discreditable  to  tba 
ngqoity  of  the  goveniora  of  the  oountry, 
and  80  ill-fitted  tor  beaoming  a  permanent 
meana  of  Bevenue.  It  was  not  yet  •  per- 
manent moana  of  Revenue — it  had  to  ba 
levied  from  year  to  year  ;  but  he  hoped  at 
no  distant  date  atteutioo  would  be  directed 
to  the  subject,  and  that  it  would  be  litl«d 
to  become  a  permanent  souroe  of  Keve- 
nna.  Ho  noticed  that  neither  the  Cban- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer  nor  the  right  hon. 
Ustnber  for  South  Lancashire  had  alluded 
to  the  operation  of  the  Terminable  Annui- 
ties Bcheme,  which  was  at  present  absorl*- 
ing  an  extra£l,000,000  of  taxation;  pro- 
bably the  reflections  it  gave  rise  to  wen 
not  altogether  palatable  to  them,  for  if 
thej  bad  followed  the  old-&shioned  oonna 
of  roieiug  sufficient  Revenue  for  the  yaai 
and  applying  the  aurplus  aa  it  roae  to  tha 
reduction  of  the  National  Debt,  this  exb) 
£1,000,000  would  have  been  aTailable  ts 
meet  the  Abyssinian  Expedition ;  tbi 
Chancellor  of  the  Exobequei'a  £900,000 
surplus  would  in  that  oaae  hare  IMB 
£1,900,000,  and  have  diminished  to  that 
extent  the  atrain  upon  tha  Inoome  TbXi 
Upon  the  whole,  however,  he  waa  booDl 
to  say  that,  considering  the  rimnmatannW 
of  the  times  and  the  diffloultiea  nadil 
which  the  Government  took  office,  with 
the  Abyssinian  Expedition  before  thent— 
not  the  result  of  Uieir  own  managemaali 
bo  it  remembered — the  Cbauoellor  of  tba 
Exchequer  deserved  the  thanka  of  tbi 
Committee  for  the  very  Batia&otorj  pi^ 
poaals  he  hed  made.  , 

Mb.  white  aaid,  it  would  ae«m,  bm 
iwhat  fell  from  the  hon.  Hember  fbr  HnIl^ 

;don  (Ur.  T.  Soring),  ttiat  tha  poorff 
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classes  of  this  country  did  not  pay  their 
due  share  of  taxation.  But  if  he  should 
have  the  honour  to  be  returned  to  a 
Beformed  Parliament,  he  hoped  to  haye 
the  opportunity  of  showing,  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  on  the 
Inoidenoe  of  Taxation — hitherto  refused 
him— that  the  amount  paid  by  the  poorer 
classes  was  larger  in  proportion  than  that 
paid  by  the  rich.  The  shadow  of  a  house- 
bolder  Parliament  was  already  upon  them, 
and  any  attempt  to  increase  indirect  tax- 
ation would  have  to  meet  with  no  ordinary 
opposition  in  that  House.  A  Tery  intelli- 
gent constituent,  who  was  largely  engaged 
in  trade,  had  given  him  some  figures  show* 
ing  how  much  the  poor  man  paid  the  Go- 
▼emment  out  of  every  It.  he  disbursed  in 
articles  of  ordinary  domestic  consumption. 
If  1<.  were  laid  out  in  tea,  the  average 
cost  of  which  was  2«.  9d.  per  lb.,  Ifi. 
went  to  the  Government  as  duty.  Of 
coffee  at  1<.  6d.  a  lb.  the  Government  got 
Hd.  out  of  every  U. ;  and  taking  sugar  at 
Aid.  per  lb.,  S^d,  in  every  1«.  accrued  to 
the  Qovemment.  On  every  U.  spent  on 
currants  Sd.^  and  on  raisins  Hd.  were  ex- 
acted by  the  Qovemment  in  Customs 
duties;  and  to  summarize  the  figures, 
they  proved  that  of  the  money  expended 
by  the  humbler  classes  in  sugar,  27^  per 
cent  was  paid  to  the  Government  in  taxes ; 
15  per  cent  upon  tea,  10  per  cent  upon 
coffie,  25  per  cent  upon  currants,  and  15 
per  cent  upon  raisins.  In  addition  to  this, 
the  duties  paid  upon  spirits  and  tobacco 
were  absolutely  enormous ;  but  for  obvious 
reasons  no  one  objected  to  those  articles 
being  largely  taxed.  It  must  not  be  for- 
gotten, further,  that  the  retailer  charged 
his  profit  upon  the  duties  paid,  which 
would  make  an  additional  10  per  cent  ex- 
acted from  the  consumer.  He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckingham 
(Mr.  Hubbard)  had  objected  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  that  the 
increase  of  Income  Tax  was  due,  not  to 
to  the  Abyssinian  war,  but  to  an  increase 
in  the  expenditure,  because  it  was  clear  to 
his  mind,  as  he  told  the  House  last  Ko- 
vember,  that  had  the  expenditure  of  the 
country  not  been  unduly  augmented,  the 
necessity  of  any  increase  iu  the  direct 
taxation  would  not  have  arisen.  The  duty 
of  the  Opposition  in  regard  to  this  matter 
was  clear.  Though  he  had  not  spoken  on 
this  suliject  since  the  November  sitting,  he 
had  conveyed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Membsr  for  Soath  Lancashire  his  opi- 
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nion  of  the  duty  of  Opposition  Leaders-^ 
namely,  not  to  abdicate  their  functions, 
but  to  strive  to  curtail  the  present  exces- 
sive  public  expenditure.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  not  succeeded  with  all  his  teaching  to 
educate  his  party  in  economy,  although 
when  in  Opposition  he  spoke  strongly 
against  the  ''swollen  and  bloated  arma- 
ments "  of  the  country ;  and,  therefore,  if 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  had  concluded  with  a 
Motion  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Go* 
vemment  on  the  ground  of  excessive  ex* 
penditure  during  the  last  two  years,  he 
should  have  felt  bound  to  support  such  a 
Motion.  During  the  last  two  years  the 
whole  tone  of  society  had  been  in  the 
direction  of  economy ;  but  the  Government, 
in  contemptuous  disregard  of  the  condition 
of  the  country  and  of  public  opinion,  had  i 
gone  on  unnecessarily  increasing  the  pub-  I 
Uc  expenditure. 

Mjl  GKEENE  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  a  very  considerable  saving  might  be 
effected  in  the  national  expenditure ;  but 
he  did  not  believe  that  would  be  accom- 
plished until  political  strife  was  laid  aside 
and  the  financial  affairs  of  the  nation  were 
considered  in  a  calm  and  deliberate  man- 
ner.  He  had  never  heard  the  question 
fairly  brought  before  the  House  during  the 
long  period  the  Liberal  party  were  in 
power.  In  fact,  during  their  tenure  of 
office,  particularly  during  the  time  of  Lord 
Palmeraton's  Government,  the  expenditure 
had  increased  several  millions  a  year. 
Speaking  as  a  man  of  business,  he  could 
see  many  ways  of  collecting  the  taxes  at  a 
less  cost,  and  also  how  taxation  might  be 
increased  and  yet  be  less  burdensome  than 
now.  A  large  saving  might  be  effected  on 
the  cost  of  collecting  the  national  Beve- 
nnes.  But  so  long  as  they  were  engaged 
in  party  conflicts  they  ooidd  iiever  settle 
down  to  the  far  more  important  business 
of  taxation.  Under  all  the  circumstances 
he  thonght  that  the  mode  in  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  brought 
the  Budget  before  them  was  highly  satis- 
£actory.  The  country  had  had  two  bad 
harvests— last  year  and  the  year  pre* 
ceding.  There  was  at  present  a  prospect 
of  a  good  harvest ;  and  if  that  should  turn 
out  to  be  the  case,  the  price  of  com  would 
fall,  and  there  would  again  be  an  increase 
in  the  consumption  of  articles  of  Excise. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  so  clear 
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md  conclusive,  in  what  he  did  say,  that 
te  only  rose  to  g^ve  a  few  figures  as  to  one 
>art  of  the  subject  which  he  had  passed 
)ver.  For  the  first  time  for  many  years 
there  was  a  deficit  last  year,  which  was 
lucceedcd  by  another  and  a  heavier  one 
this  year.  Last  year,  omitting  the  Abys- 
nnian  expenditure  and  the  proceeds  of 
the  taxes  raised  to  defray  it,  the  Ee- 
renue  was  £69,223,000,  and  the  Expen- 
liture  £69,236,000,  leaving  a  deficit  of 
|£1 3,000,  and  this  year,  making  the  same 
>missions,  the  Eevenue  was  estimated  at 
|£70,280.000,  and  the  Expenditure  at 
£70,428,000,  the  result  being  a  deficit  of 
£148,000.  Besides  these  the  right  hon. 
lOentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
[uer  estimated  the  Expenses  of  the  Expedi- 
tion to  Abyssinia  at  £5,000,000,  and  cal- 
mlated  that  the  Id,  additional  Income  Tax 
last  year,  and  the  2d.  this,  would  yield 
''4,350,000.  The  position  of  their  finances, 
therefore,  was  that  out  of  the  balances  in 
the  Exchequer  they  were  to  pay  £650,000 
For  Abyssinia,besides  deficits  on  ordinary  ez- 
>endituro  for  the  last  two  years  of  £  13,000 
ind  £148.500.  During  each  of  the  three 
)reviou8  years  there  had  been  a  consider- 
|ablo  surplus.  In  the  year  1864-5  the  sur- 
)lu8  was  £3,851,000  ;  in  1865-6  it  was 
|£l, 897,000;  and  in  1866-7,  £2,654.000. 
'hese  were  the  last  three  years  of  the 
inancial  administration  of  the  lato  Govern- 
lent,  and  they  gave  an  average  surplus  of 
12,800,000  a  year.  The  two  years  of  the 
idrainistration  of  the  prepent  Government 
;ave  defieits  of  £13.000  and  £148,500. 
[lis  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
louth  Lnncasliiro  had  pointed  out  that 
these  deficits  were  due  to  the  enormous 
Increase  of  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
'he  policy  of  the  late  Government  had 
)cen,  to  the  best  of  their  information,  to 
jstimate  what  would  be  necessary  for  the 
•cquirements  of  the  year,  and  then  to  keep 
lown  the  expenditure  witliin  the  limits 
'hich  had  thus  been  fixed.  The  result  of 
that  policy  was,  that  in  1864-5  the  Esti- 
lato  of  expenditure  upon  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend *s  Budget  was  based  was 
:38,560,000  for  Supply  Services.  The 
ictual  issues  were  £38,190,000;  so  that 
the  issues  were  less  than  the  original 
Istimate  by  £370.000.  In  the  following 
•ear,  in  which  there  was  a  larf;o  Sup- 
[)lementary  Estimate,  the  ori«j;inal  Estimate 
fvas  £37,899,000,  and  the  issues  were 
;37,797,000  ;  showing  that  under  the 
inost  difficult  circumstances  the  Govern- 
lent  expended  during  the  year  £92,000 
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less  than  the  original  Estimate.  But 
what  had  been  the  state  of  affairs  during 
the  last  two  years  in  which  the  present 
Government  had  administered  the  finances 
of  the  country?  In  1866-7  the  original 
Estimate  of  expenditure  was  £38,165,000, 
and  theissuesof  the  year  were  £38,834,000; 
so  that  the  issues  exceeded  the  original 
Estimate  by  £669,000.  The  original  Esti- 
mate for  the  year  1867-8,  including  the 
Vote  for  Abyssinia,  was  £42,234,000, 
and  the  issues  were  £42,771,000;  the 
issues  being  £537,000  in  excess  of  the 
original  Estimate.  What  did  these  figures 
show  ?  They  showed  that  the  policy  of 
the  late  Government,  of  which,  as  deficient 
in  economy,  many  complaints  had  been 
made,  was  to  keep  well  within  the  origins! 
Estimate  ;  while  the  practice  of  the  pre* 
sent  Government  had  been  to  spend  very 
much  more  than  their  original  Estimate. 
He  desired  to  add  that  he  was  able  from  a 
careful  analysis  of  figures  strongly  to  cor- 
roborate the  statement  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  8outh  Lancashire, 
that,  after  making  every  possible  redaction, 
the  permanent  expenditure  of  the  coantry 
was  £2,700,000  more  than  it  was  two 
years  ago.  Upon  the  fortification  question 
he  had  ventured  to  interrupt  his  ri|sht 
hon.  Friend  opposite,  who,  he  waa  sorry, 
had  not  before  him  the  figures  bearing 
upon  that  subject ;  for  he  believed  it  had 
been  the  universal  practice  of  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer  during  many  years  past, 
after  stating  the  surplus  or  dt'ficienoy, 
not  taking  into  account  the  fortification 
expenditure,  afterwards  to  state  the  matter 
over  again,  including  the  fortification  ex- 
penditure. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Liincashire  had  adopted 
this  course  during  the  Inst  three  years  suc- 
cessivelv.  and  he  had  been  able  neverthc- 
less  to  shew  a  large  surplus  each  year. 
And  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  had 
that  evening  followed  a  similar  course,  and 
had  repeated  the  figures. including  the  forti- 
fication expenses,  the  results  which  would 
then  have  become  apparent  would  have 
made  the  House  very  sensible  of  the  great 
change  which  had  come  over  our  finances. 
He  hoped  that  the  House,  having  now  for 
manv  vears  left  the  discus^^ion  of  the  Esti- 
mates  to  small  Committees  of  Supply, 
consisting  of  twenty,  thirty,  or  forty 
Members,  now  that  they  wero  landed  in 
an  annual  deficit  of  £100,000  or  £200,000, 
instead  of  having  a  surplus  of  £2,800,000, 
would  give  some  assistance  to  those  who 
were  anxious  to  keep  down  the  expenditure. 
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Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  From 
some  observations  which  have  been  mnde 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  it   would 
appear  that  the  statement  of  my  ri^^ht 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer with  regard  to  the  Abyssinian  Expe- 
dition has  been   a  little   misunderstood. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  gave  his  calculation 
as  to  the  probable  amount  of  expenditure, 
supposing  the  expedition  were  to  termi- 
nate by  the  end  of  May.     He  said  he  took 
that  expenditure  at  the  rate  of  £600,000 
a  month  for  five  months,  beginning  with 
January  and  ending  with  May;    and  he 
mentioned  among  the  items  of  which  this 
was  made  up,  one  of  £400,000  for  trans- 
port.   Upon   this  my  hou.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel 
Sykes)  assuming  that  the  expedition  would 
not  terminate  in  May,  says,  '*  You  will 
have  this  item  of  £400,000  a  month  for 
transport  running  on/'  and  he  calculated 
what  that  would  come  to  in  a  year.     But 
it  should  be  understood  thut  the  mode  in 
which  the  Estimate  had  been  made  was 
this  ~ we  had  received  information  from 
Bombay  upon  which  that  statement  was 
founded ;  and  at  that  particular  time  we 
had  a  very  large  fleet  of  transports  plying 
between  Bombay  and  the  Bed  Sea,  and 
which  vessels  were  required  at  that  mo- 
ment.    The  cost  of  that  transport  was,  as 
well  as  we  could  reckon  it,  £400,000  a 
month ;  but  it  never  was  believed  that  the 
cost  of  transport  would  be  permanent  at 
£400,000  a  month.     It  happened  that  the 
yessels  which  had  been  taken  up  were  now 
to  a  large  extent  discharged;  and  if  we 
had  to  employ  means  to  fetch  away  the 
men  and  what  remained  of  the  supplies, 
we  could  do  it  at  a  much  smaller  expendi- 
ture than  £400,000   a  month.     But   in 
order  to  make  the  matter  more  safe,  we 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  cost  of  trans- 
port should  be  estimated  at  the  same  for 
the  five  months ;  and  we  fully  believed  that 
the  expenditure  would  be  covered  by  the 
Vote  which  we  proposed  to  take.     The 
quantity  of  stores  sent  to  Abyssinia  has 
been  extremely  large,  owing  to  the  great 
uncertainty  in  which  we  stood  as  to  the 
probable  duration  of  the  Expedition,  and 
also  as  to  what  would  be  necessary  with 
the  prospect  of  the  rainy  season  in  view. 
But  there  is  now  in  the  country  a  supply 
that  would  suffice  for  the  whole  force  till 
the  month  of  November,  so  that  no  more 
supplies  will  bo  required.     When    the 
time  comes  for  the  return  of  the  troops, 
we  hope  that  means  may  be  found  for  dis- 
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posing  of  a  considerable  portion  both  of 
these  supplies  and  of  the  baggage  animals, 
especially  the  mules,  upon  favourable 
terms — among  others,  to  the  planters  in 
the  Mauritius,  perhaps;  so  that  it  will 
not  be  necessary  to  employ  anything  like 
the  amount  of  transport  that  was  required 
to  place  the  Expedition  in  the  country.  I 
believe  we  may  say  that  the  Estimate 
which  has  been  taken  is  a  very  safe  Esti- 
mate ;  and  supposing,  what  we  all  hope, 
that  the  Expedition  has  terminated  suc- 
cessfully in  the  early  days  of  the  present 
month,  there  is  reason  to  believe  with  some 
confidence  that  the  sum  which  has  been 
taken  will  be  found  amply  sufficient  to 
cover  the  whole  cost  of  the  Expedition.  I 
am  very  sorry  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
interruption  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
Malta  and  Alexandria  Cable,  no  later  in- 
formation has  been  received  within  the 
last  few  days.  As  far  as  our  information 
extends,  we  have  reason  to  hope  that  the 
whole  object  of  the  Expedition  has  before 
this  time  been  attained. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  did  not  dispute 
the  success  which  had  attended  the  opera- 
tion of  the  new  dog  tax,  but  that  it  had 
been  attained  partly  at  the  expense  of  a 
very  deserving  body  of  men.  The  tax  fell 
heavy  upon  shepherds'  dogs,  a  result  which 
was  in  direct  antagonism  to  the  principles 
which  had  always  guided  the  House  in 
legislating  for  the  rural  population,  that  of 
exempting  animals  employed  in  operations 
of  husbandry.  Cart-horses  were  exempted 
from  taxation  upon  that  principle;  and 
could  anybody  say  that  a  shepherd's  dog 
was  not  equally  indispensable  in  the  per- 
formance of  daily  avocations  upon  the 
large  grazing  farms  in  the  North  of  Eng- 
land ?  He  thought  that  the  tax  upon 
shepherds'  dogs  was  an  improper  tax  ;  and 
on  the  proper  occasion  he  should  do  his 
best  to  induce  the  Government  to  deal 
with  the  matter. 

Ms.  FAWCETT  said,  he  thought  a 
good  case  had  been  made  out  against  tax- 
ing shepherds'  dogs.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  Financial  Statement 
which  they  had  heard  was  much  more 
serious  than  they  might  at  first  suppose  it 
to  be.  Put  it  as  they  liked,  the  fact  was 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
going  to  borrow  £1,000,000,  He,  indeed, 
said  that  it  was  to  be  a  temporary  loan  ; 
but  were  the  finances  in  such  a  condition 
that  they  could  see  that  next  year  they 
would  be  in  a  better  position  than  they 
now  were  to  pay  off  tlus  temporary  loan  ? 
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!he  whole  hope  of  the  Budget  was  that 
|he  Abyssinian  Expedition  would  tcrmi- 
late  by  the  end  of  May  ;  but  nine  out  of 
len  of  the  best  informed  men  believed  that 
Ibis  would  not  bo  so.     If  the  Expedition 
|hould  not  be  at  an  end  by  the  time  sup- 
posed, then  the  finances  would  be  in   a 
^orse  position  next  year  than  they  were 
low,  because  there  would  then  be  an  ex- 
penditure for  which  they  had   made   no 
provision.     Under  these  circumstances  he 
jhought  that  they  were  not  justified  in 
laking  the  loan.     The  £1,000,000  would 
[irtually   be    spent    as   a  sinking   fund, 
.e  objected  to  this  principle  when  tem- 
porary annuities   were  proposed   for  the 
iurpose  of  reducing    the  National  Debt, 
l^oause  the  system  had  the  vice  of  the  old 
Inking  fund,  that  when  the  finances  were 
an  unsatisfactory  state  they  would  have 
borrow  or  increase  taxation  in  order  to 
[uce  the  Debt.     9e  was  as  strongly  as 
Iny  man   in  favour  of  reducing  the  Na- 
lonal  Debt ;  but  there  was  only  one  way 
|f  doing  it,  and  that  was  the   straigbt- 
»rward  plan    of   getting    a   surplus   by 
jonomy,  and  applying  it  immediately  to 
mcel  a  certain  amount  of  debt,   or  by 
Iranting  terminable  annuities  instead  of 
lermanent  annuities.     He  feared  that  the 
Feet  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
|er  for  South  Lancashire  would  be  a  little 
larred  by  the  vice  of  overstatement.  The 
|roposition  which  the  riglit  hon.  Gentle- 
laii  sought  to  prove  was  this,  that  the  2il. 
Ifldition  totho  fncoracTax  was  not  caused 
the  Abyssinian  Expedition,  hut  by  thi- 
icrcase  of  the  ordinary  expenditure  ;  and 
[lis  was  not  an  absolutely  correct  state- 
lent.   lie  would  have  greatly  strengthened 
lis  proi)osition  if  he  had  said  that  tlio  ad- 
ition  to  the  Income  Tax  was  caused  just 
much  by  increased  expenditure  as  by 
lie  Abyssinian  Expedition.     Increased  ex- 
Vndituro  was  caused  in  two  ways.     The 
icrease  was  due  either  to   policy   or   to 
li'tail.      No  man  was  so  much  responsible 
[r  the  policy  of  extravagant  j)osition  as 
le  late  Lord  Palmerston,  who  frightened 
Jngland  by  the  bugbear  of  foreign  inva- 
|on.  He  deluded  the  country  and  induced 
to  enter  upon  a  career  of  rivalry  witli 
[reign  Powers,  which  were  now  ruining 
leraselves   by    bloated  and    extravagant 
[maments,  Europe  was  now  so  frightfully 
['erarmed    that    her  industry   could    not 
)ar  tlie  burden,  and  the  countries  were 
[•ing  rapidly  led  to  bankruptcy.    The  cx- 
'ndituro   of  our  own  country   could  be 
[ntrolled  by  looking  after  details  ;  and  he 
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thought  that    the    most   BeriouB    charge 
against  the  Government  was  that  they  hod 
not  been  sufficiently  careful  as  to  the  de- 
tails of  their  expenditure.     He  did  not 
say  this  in  a  spirit  of  party  animosity,  for 
those  on  his  side  of  the  House  were  not 
guiltless  in  the  matter.     Did  Independent 
Members,  when  discussing  Estimates,  ever 
receive  any  assistance  from  the  front  Op- 
position Bench?     Sometimes  it  was  said 
that  our  large  expenditure  was  not  now  of 
much  consequence,  because  we  had  got  rid 
of  our  worst  taxes ;  but  he  did  not  admit 
this  to  be  so.     We  had  still  some  of  the 
worst  possible  taxes,  such  as  the  taxes 
upon  locomotion  and  the  It.  duty  upon 
corn.     He  complained  that  they  had  been 
hurried  into  the  Expedition  to  AbyBsinia 
without  the  representatives  of  the  country 
being  consulted,   involving  them  in  pe- 
cuniary difficulties  with  India,  and  risk 
about  which  they  knew  nothing.     He  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  at  the  end  of 
last  Session  with  respect  to  this  qnestion 
had  completely  misled  him.     He  had  con- 
sidered that  there  was  no  risk  of  their 
being  involved  in  a  war  without  the  House 
of  Commons  having  an  opportunity  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  respecting  the  policy  of 
that  war.     The  expense  and  risk  were 
great,  without  a  prospect  of  glory,  and  it 
would  be  still  more  expensive,  only  they 
liad   unjustly   and    ungenerously   east    a 
portion  of  the  expense  of  the  Expedition 
upon  the  people  of  India,  who  had  no  more 
to  do  with  it  than  the  people  of  Canada  or 
Australia.     He  would  far  sooner  that  this 
country  should  bear  an  additional  burden 
than   that  the  people  of  India  should  be 
called  upon  to  pay  £300,000  or  £400,000 
for  such  an  object ;   or  tliat  this  country 
should  incur  a  suspicion  of  putting  on  a 
dependency   a   charge    which   they  knew 
they  dare  not  cast  upon  the  people  of  any 
of  their    colonies.      Ho   hoped  the   right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  would 
change  the   policy   with  regard  to   their 
rivalling  European  Powers,  and  join  the 
Independent  Members  in  protesting  ogain>»t 
every  item  of  expense'  that  could  be  looked 
upon  as  unnecessary. 

Mr.  M'LAKMN  submitted  that  the  tax 
on  sliephcrda*  dogs  was  levied  from  the 
wrong  person.  The  shepherd  must  keep 
two  (logs— one  to  scatter  the  sheep  and 
send  them  to  tho  hill ;  the  other  to  bring 
them  back.  The  shcphei^  paid  a  tax  of 
5s.  a  year  for  each  of  these  dogs,  and  that 
was  very  nearly  equal  to  the  house  tax, 
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where  a  man  with  a  rental  of  £20  a  year 
paid  15«.  a  year  tax.  The  poor  Bhepherd 
lived  Id  a  poor  cottage,  with  a  small  in- 
come,  and  the  tax  should  not  he  laid  upon 
him  who  was  the  mere  herd  of  the  farmer 
to  do  a  certain  work,  hut  upon  the  farmer 
himself ;  and  the  shepherd  should  receive 
the  wages  formerly  paid  to  him  without  a 
deduction  of  1 0«.  for  this  tax. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  that  a 
considerahle  portion  of  the  deficit  now  to 
he  provided  for  might  he  as  fairly  ascribed 
to  the  operations  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  in  converting  perma- 
nent into  terminable  annuities  as  to  the 
other  causes  which  had  been  assigned  for 
it.  The  Budget  of  last  year  was  a  con- 
temptible exhibition  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  that  day ;  and  as  we  had 
it  on  the  authority  of  an  ancient  writer  that 
imitators  were  a  very  servile  race,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  that  day  only  said  ditto  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  and  who  he  must  still  call  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  With 
regard  to  the  proposed  increase  of  the 
Income  Tax,  that  particular  species  of 
taxation,  though  it  might  not  press  heavily 
on  the  richer  classes,  fell  with  peculiar 
severity  upon  small  annuitants  and  clerks 
who  had  to  keep  up  a  respectable  appear- 
ance upon  less  than  £200  a  year,  while 
the  well-paid  mechanic  escaped  its  inci- 
dence. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  naturally  adopted  the  rough  and  ready 
mode  which  came  first  to  his  hand  for 
raising  the  money  he  required ;  but,  for 
his  own  part,  he  must  reserve  to  himself 
the  liberty  of  renewing  the  proposal  he 
had  made  last  year  for  the  relief  of  in- 
comes under  £200  per  annum  from  an 
impost  extremely  onerous  to  their  pos- 
sessors. 

Mb.  Alderhait  SALOMONS  hoped  that 
nothing  should  be  done  to  disturb  the  ar- 
rangements of  the  financial  scheme  of  last 
year  for  creating  annuities  that  were  to 
terminate  in  1885.  When  they  compared 
the  price  of  our  national  funds  with  that 
of  other  parts  of  the  world,  they  might 
feel  well  satisfied  not  to  disturb  existing 
arrangements  for  the  reduction  of  the  Debt, 
and  which  tended  to  place  the  credit  of 
the  country  in  that  proud  position.  This 
year,  besides  the  arrangements  made  for 
the  payment  of  the  annuities,  they  had 
laid  out  about  £900,000  in  the  reduction 
of  the  National  Debt ;  and  he  would  sug- 
gest that  when  it  was  necessary  to  issue  the 
Exchequer  Bonds,  for  which  credit  would 


be  taken  in  the  Budget,  it  should  be 
enacted  that  these  Bonds  should  be  paid  off 
in  preference  to  any  other  reduction  of  the 
Debt.  Perhaps  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex< 
chequer  would  see  fit  to  introduce  a  clause 
into  his  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  such  an  arrangement. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  wish.  Sir,  to 
ask  upon  what  day  the  Qovernment  pro- 
pose to  proceed  with  their  financial  mea- 
sures ?  The  business  of  the  House  next 
week  will  be  of  a  rather  absorbing  cha- 
racter, as  there  will  be  the  three  Besolu- 
tions  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church 
to  consider.  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  will 
not  be  convenient  to  run  the  risk  of  inter- 
rupting the  discussion  on  them.  Ai)d 
perhaps  the  Government  will  be  kind 
enough  to  tell  us,  whether  Monday  week 
or  some  similar  day,  will  suit  them  for 
proceeding  with  their  proposal  relating  to 
the  Income  Trx  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said :  Sir,  I  do  not  know 
whether  any  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee desires  to  ofiiir  any  observations 
upon  the  Financial  Statement;  but  with 
regard  to  the  Question  just  asked  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  I  may  at 
once  say  that  we  desire  to  put  the  Reso- 
lutions, which  are  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  proposals  of  the  GoTcrnment,  for  Mon- 
day week.  I  cannot,  Sir,  but  feel  gratified 
by  the  manner  in  which  the  proposals 
which  I  have  had  the  honour  to  submit 
to  the  Committee  have  been  generally  re- 
ceived. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Huntingdon  (Mr.  Baring)  has  taken  oh* 
jection  to  our  proposal  to  meet  from  the 
Income  Tax  the  whole  expenditure  for  the 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  and  he  said  that 
that  was  a  precedent  which  could  be  easily 
and  frequently  followed.  He  omitted, 
however  to  observe  that  I  stated  that  we 
proposed  to  limit  that  charge  to  the  In- 
come Tax ;  on  the  ground  that  this  was 
merely  a  temporary  addition  to  our  ex- 
penditure, and  that,  had  we  contemplated 
that  this  extraordinary  expenditure  would 
continue,  we  should  have  felt  it  our  duty  to 
propose  an  increase  of  duty  on  some  article 
of  general  consumption.  Therefore,  the 
views  which  I  put  before  the  Committee 
certainly  did  not  lead  to  the  inference 
which  my  hon.  Friend  drew  from  them. 
Several  hon.  Members  who  have  spoken 
have  objected  to  the  proposition  to  issue 
Exchequer  Bonds,  saying  it  is  the  creation 
of  debt.  I  hold  that  the  transaction  is  a 
perfectly  legitimate  one ;  because  at  the 
2  Q  2 
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time  we  are  issuing  these  Bonds  we  are 
actually  providing,  by  the  taxation  of  the 
year,  the  means  of  paying  them  off.  The 
transaction  appears  to  me  much  like  that 
of  a  trader  who,  having  goods  in  his  pos- 
session the  value  of  which  he  is  not  yet 
able  to  realize  by  sale,  gives  a  bill  for  the 
amount  in  anticipation  of  it.  An  appeal 
has  been  made  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Perthshire  with  respect  to  the  taxation 
of  shepherds'  dogs.  I  do  not  think  that 
that  is  a  matter  between  the  Chancellor  of 
Ithe  Exchequer  and  the  shepherds,  but  one 
Ibetween  the  shepherds  and  their  em- 
Iployers.  I  admit  that  it  is  hard  upon  the 
phepherd  to  have  to  pay  5«.  for  his  dog ; 
mt  I  do  not  admit  that  it  is  hard  for  the 
jshepherd's  employer  to  have  to  do  so. 
^hen  we  reduced  the  tax  upon  dogs  to 
|5«.  we  thought  no  exemption  was  neces- 
Isary.  If  you  admit  the  principle  of  ex- 
jemption  it  will  lead  to  evasion,  and,  in  this 
^ase,  the  tax  would  bo  evaded  by  nearly 
»very  dog  being  described  as  a  shepherd's 
log.  Employers  will  lose  nothing  in  the 
long  run  by  paying  the  tax  upon  their 
jshepherds'  dogs,  seeing  that  their  com- 
)laint  has  hitherto  been  of  the  number  of 
stray  dogs  which  worried  their  flocks  and 
lestroyed  their  lambs ;  and  I  am  sure  that 
[f  the  tax  is  continued,  and  the  sheep 
Farmers  pay  the  tax  for  as  many  dogs  as 
ire  needed,  they  will  find  their  account  in 
[lieir  relief  from  tlie  predatory  cavSes  of 
'hich  the)'  have  complaiued.  In  reply 
to  a  question  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
trighton,  I  have  to  state  that  the  amount 
>f  the  duty  upon  foreign  corn  imported 
into  this  country  during  the  past  year 
'OS  £869,324,  whicli  at  Is.  per  quarter 
would  give  17,980,000  quarters — a  very 
serious  amount  to  import  from  abroad  in 
mo  year.  I  omitted  to  mention  in  my 
Jtatement  that  on  the  18th  of  March  18G9, 
1600,000  of  Exchequer  Bonds  will  fall 
I  lie,  which  I  propose  to  take  power  to 
•encw.  In  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
ion.  Member  for  Pontefract  with  regard 
to  fortifications,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
mm  raised  for  fortifications  durinp:  the  past 
-ear  was  £480,000,  as  against  £500.000 
luring  the  previous  year,  and  £530,000 
has  been  expended  during  the  past  year, 
ho  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  took  oc- 
lasion  to  felicitate  himself  and  the  Go- 
ernment  of  which  he  was  a  Member 
ipon  the  largo  surplus  which  they  were 
enabled  to  present  to  the  Ilouse  at  tho  end 
>f  tlie  three  years  of  their  administration, 
lud  he  proceeded  to  contrast  that  surplus 
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with  the  deficit  which  it  is  the  unfortunate 
fate  of  the  existing  Government  to  have 
to  present  to  the  House  on  this  occasion. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  that  the  different  positions  of  the 
two  Governments  in  this  respect  is  entirely 
owing  to  the  prescience,  sagacity,  and  good 
administration  of  those  who  preceded  us 
in  Office ;   but  I  think  that  those  who  are 
not  inclined  to  be  as  partial  as  he  if*,  will 
think  that  the  rains  and  the  sunshine  of 
Heaven  have  had  almost  as  much  to  do 
with  the  prosperity  of  which   he  boasts 
as  the  Government   whose  lines  happily 
fell  in  such  pleasant  places.  Impartial  per- 
sons will  also  be  willing  to  admit  that  it  is 
no  fault  of  the  present  Government  that 
has  occasioned  the  extraordinary  mone- 
tary  disarrangement  that  has  lately  caused 
such  contraction  of  trade  and  of  enterprises 
of  almost  every  kind,  and  which  conse- 
quently places  the  finances  of  the  country 
in  a  less  favourable  position    than   they 
previously  were.      The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire — 
whose  absence  from  his  place  at  the  present 
moment  I  regret — made  a  very  severe  at- 
tack upon  the  present  Administration  on 
account  of  the  extravagance  of  their  Esti- 
mates  over  those  of  previous  years.    That 
attack  must  have   been  directed  against 
the  Estimates  of  last  year,  for  the  Esti- 
mates of  the  present  year  are  only  slightly 
in  excess  of  those  of  last  year.      I  be- 
lievo  the   observations  of  tlic  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  pointed  principally  against 
the    Military   and    Kaval    Estimates.      I 
must  observe,  in  reply  to  these  observa- 
tions,   that    the    Estimates   of  last    year 
were  assented  to  by  the  House,  and  were 
assented  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.       If  tho   right   hon.    Gentleman 
held  so  strong  an  opinion  as  to  the  extra- 
vagance  of    those    Estimates    and   as  to 
the   policy   which   led  us  to  recommend 
those  Estimates    to    the    House,    he,    as 
a   Member   of    this   House,    and    as   the 
Leader  of  a  party  which  professes  to  have  a 
majority  in  this  House,  was  bound,  in  dis- 
charge  of  his  duty,   to   have   urged  the 
House  not  to  assent  to  them,  instead  of 
permitting  a  year  to  pass  before  he  brings 
forward  his  objections  to  them.     As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think  fit  to 
make  any  objection  to  those  Estimates  at 
the   time   they   were  brought  forward,  I 
regard  him  as  being  as  much  responsible 
for  the   expenditure  which   he   now  de- 
nounces as  extravagant  as  any  Member  of 
the  Government.     I  can  assure  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  that,  as  long  as  he  confines 
himself  to  making  war  upon  profligate  and 
unnecessary  extravagances,  he  may  always 
rely  upon  my  support;  but  when  he  de- 
nounces what  he  characterizes  as  an  un- 
necessary,  a  profligate,  and  an  eztrayagant 
expenditure,   I  would  remind  him  that 
there  is  an  unwise  parsimony  as  well  as  an 
unwise  extravagance,  and  snould  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  think  fit  to  renew  his 
attack  upon   the  Government  upon   this 
-point,  the  question  will  arise,  whether  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  so  eminent  a 
Member  is  not  as  much,  if  not  more,  re- 
sponsible   for  this  large  expenditure  as 
those  who  are  now  in  Office  ?     It  is  un- 
fortunate that  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
should  have  made  these  observations  in  the 
absence  of  the  Secretary  for  War  and  the 
first  Lord.of  the  Admiralty ;  because,  in  all 
probability,  they  would  have  put  questions 
to  him  which  he  would  have  found  it  very 
difficult  to  answer,  and  would  have  shown 
the  Committee  that  the  expenditure  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  com- 
plains was  luUy  justified.     I  have  said 
that  there  is  an  unwise  parsimony  as  well 
as  an  unwise  extravagance  ;  and  if,  by  an 
unwise  parsimony,  charges  which  ought  to 
be  borne  in  one  year  which  are  thrown 
on  another  or  succeeding  years,  the  re- 
sult is  that  the  tax  payer  of  the  future 
is  saddled  with  a  burden  which  ought  to 
be  undertaken  by  those  of  the  present 
generation.     When  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  office  did  they  find  our 
troops  armed   with  the  best  description 
of  weapons  ?  What  was  the  first  act  of  the 
Government  of  Lord  Derby  which  led  to 
an  increase  in  the  expenditure  ?  Was  it  not 
to  replace  the  rifles  of  the  Army  by  Snider 
breech-loaders  ?   Was  not  the  last  Govern- 
ment responsible  for  not   incurring  that 
expenditure  before  ?  But  I  will  go  further, 
and  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  was  not  a  party  to  the  construction  of 
enormous  fortifications  for  which  not  a 
single  gun  was  provided  ?  As  the  Minister 
chie6y   responsible  for    the    expenditure 
during  Lord  Palmerston's  administration, 
he  assented  to  the  construction  of  these  ex- 
tensive iortifications,  and  how  can  he  now 
object  to  the  present  Government  providing 
guns  for  them  ?   The  administration  of  the 
Kttvy  of  course  does  not  come  within  my 
province ;  but  I  can  say  that  when  we 
came  into  office  the  Navy  was  in  such  a 
state  that  we  had  the  greatest  difficulty  to 
find  reliefs  for  our  ships.     Who  was  re- 
sponsible for  that  state  of  things,  the  Go- 


vernment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
the  present  Government  ?  Either  the  whole 
system  of  our  Navy  administration  was 
wrong,  or  else  those  who  were  in  power  had 
neglected  to  provide  for  that  service  that 
which  it  was  their  bounden  duty  to  pro- 
vide for  it.  I  have  not  that  detailed 
knowledge  of  this  subject  which  would 
enable  me  to  go  further  into  it  than  I  have 
already  done  ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man chooses  to  renew  his  attack  upon  the 
Administration  of  Lord  Derby  and  upon 
the  present  Government  on  this  point,  it 
will  be  his  duty  to  show  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  he  was  a  Member  handed 
down  the  Navy  to  those  who  succeeded 
them  in  a  fit  state  to  protect  the  country, 
and  left  the  Army>  as  regards  ordnance  and 
small  weapons,  in  a  state  of  efficiency.  I 
propose  to-night  to  move  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress,  and  that  on  Monday 
week  we  take  the  Eesolution  I  have  laid 
before  the  House  into  consideration.  If 
no  objection  is  raised  to  my  doing  so  I 
will  move  now  that  the  Besolution  to  con- 
tinue the  duty  of  ^d.  in  the  pound  upon 
tea  be  considered  now. 

Resolved,  That,  towardi  raising  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Dury  of  Customs 
Doir  charged  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  leTied 
and  charged  on  and  after  the  Ist  daj  of  August 
1868  until  the  Ist  daj  of  August  1869,  on  the 
importation  thereof  into  Great  Britain  and  Ire* 
land  :  yIz.  #.    d. 

Tea         .        .        .        .the  lb.    0    6. 

House  resumed. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS 
ORDERS    IN    COUNCIL   BILL— [Xor(if.] 

[bill  69.]      COKiaiTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  6ATH0RNE  HARDY,  in  rising 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  said  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  give  validity  to 
certain  Orders  in  Council  relative  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  Since  1852 
eighteen  Orders  in  Council  had  been  made, 
and  those  Orders  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  had  gone 
through  the  same  process  as  the  two  which 
had  recently  been  pronounced  invalid  by 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun< 
cil.  Under  tho.He  Orders  great  changes 
had  been  effected,  sales  of  estates  had  been, 
made,  and  the  position  of  persons  had  been 
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tered  ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  to  bo  only 
^t  that  Orders,  which  were  not  objected 
at  the  time  of  their  being  made  should 
It  now  be  challenged.     If  any  persons 
|d    felt    themselves  aggrieved    through 
>8e  Orders,   those  Orders  might  have 
m  appealed  against  at  the  time  of  their 
Ing  issued.     The  Judicial  Committee  of 
Privy  Council  had  not  stated  the  rea- 
ls which  had  induced  them  to  consider 
Orders  recently  before  them  as  invalid, 
as  far  as  his  knowledge  went,  he  did 
|t  understand  the  objections  were  of  that 
iracter  as  necessarily  to  lead  to  tho  im- 
^ssion  that  the  Orders  were  in  them- 
Ives  improper  or  unreasonable.     He  had 
Reived  a  letter  from  the  Dean  and  Chap- 
of  Norwich  urging  on  him  to  remove 
dead  lock  which  the  decision  of  the 
ivy  Council   had  created.     One  of  the 
lers  before  the  Privy  Council  related  to 
Dean  and  Chapter.     They  stated  that 
^y  were  favourablo  to  it,  and  that  they 
Ire  ready    to   submit   to  it,   and   that 
I  would,  in  their  opinion,  tend   to  the 
lefit  of  the   Chapter  and  the   Church 
[e.     It  certainly  appeared  to  him  that 
^re  ought  to  be  some  legislation  on  the 
|>ject,  because  tho  position  of  the  Eccle- 
itical  Commissioners  had  become,  to  a 
Itain    extent,   untenable,   inasmuch    as 
|y  could  not  properly  define  their  posi- 
with  regard   to  capitular  bodies,  or 
lertain  the  course  they  ought  lo  pursue.  ; 
ey  were  very  desirous  that  Icgishition 
juld  take  place  ;  and   he  could  certainly  \ 
110  injustice  in  proposinpf,  as  was  done  ' 
the  Bill,  that  Onler.s  in  Council,  issued  i 
ler  the  Law,  and  with  the  advice  of  the 
Officers   of   the    Crown,    should   be 
Idercd  valid. 

^lotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'hat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
[lir.'* — [Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy.) 

[r.  BENTINCK  said,  he  had  placed  an 
lendmcnt  on  the  Paper,  that  the  House 
|uld  resolve  itself  into  Committee  that 

six  months,  not  with  a  view  to  de- 
ting  the  Bill,  hut  for  the  purpose  of 
[iting  a  full  discussion.  The  Orders  in 
mcil  which  tlie  Bill  proposed  to  render 
(d  were  nothing  but  Acts  of  Parliament 
jed  without  the  Parliamentary  discus- 

to  which  those  Acts  were  entitled. 

the  least  ohjcction   to  the  proposed 

|slation  was  that  it  would   logalizo  all 

abuses  of  the  old  system.    In  oM  times 

I  Deans  and  Chapters  systematically  ncg- 

|ed    tho  trusts  reposed   in  them,  and, 

Mr.  Gathorne  Ifardy  i 


thinking  only  of  themselves,  put  the  whole 
of  the  money  raised  under  the  tmsts  into 
their  own  pockets.     Now,  the  Ecclesiasti- 
cal Commissioners   wanted  to  give   such 
powers  to   tho  Deans  and    Chapters   as 
would  enable  them  to  restore  that  undesir- 
able state  of  things  ;   the  Commissioners 
desired  to  grant  certain  lands  to  the  Deans 
and  Chapters  without  taking  any  guarantee 
that  the  proceeds  would  be  rightly  dis- 
pensed.    The  grammar  schools  of  Carlisle 
were  entirely  dependent  on  voluntary  con- 
tributions ;  whereas  he  contended  that,  in 
accordance  with  the  trusts  affecting  them, 
they  should  be  sustained   by  the   funds 
taken  by  the  Commissioners.     Of  course, 
the  Commissioners  would  reply  that  their 
business  was  to  attend  only  to  places  where 
spiritual  destitution  existed,  and  they  could 
therefore  only  increase  small  livings ;   if 
that  were  so,  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  amend  their  powers  in  accordance  with 
the  suggestions  of  the  seyeral  Commissions 
and  Committees  who  had  reported  on  the 
subject.     He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  modify  his  Bill  in  this  light, 
and  to  enable  him  to  do  so  he  moved  that 
the  House  go  into  Committee  upon  it  this 
day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leAve  out  from  tho  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "tbif 

Ilouso  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  resolve  it- 
self itself  into  tho  said  Committee,"  —  (JT/*, 
Bfntinck,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'Thnt  the  words 
l)roposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  MOWBKAY  said,  that  though  his 
hon.  Friend  had  had  his  Notice  on  tho 
P;iper  for  a  considerable  time,  no  real  op- 
position could  be  offered  to  the  measure. 
Tho  ohjcct  of  legishition  had  been  to  put 
an  end  to  the  abuses  of  the  system  under 
wliich  cafdtuhir  property  had  been  ma- 
naged, and  if  he  wanted  a  strong  instance 
of  the  advantages  to  bo  gained  by  the 
extinction  of  those  abuses,  he  would  take 
the  Chapter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Bentincli)  had  referred.  In  1852 
the  Chapter  of  Carlisle  had  a  revenue  of 
£6,200  a  year,  derived  from  fines.  The 
estates  whence  it  was  derived  were,  in 
that  year,  handed  over  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  and  in  1865  the  Chapter 
was  re-endowed,  and  the  Commissioners 
proceeded  to  consider  the  claims  of  tho 
poor  livings.     Under  tho  new  system  the 
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members  of  the  Chapter  wonld  in  future 
receive  an  amount  fully  equal  to  their 
former  income.  In  addition  to  this,  a  sum 
of  £15,000  had  been  laid  out  ia  the  re- 
storation of  the  Cathedral,  and  a  fund, 
nrhich  if  capitalized  would  be  equivalent 
to  £35,000,  would  be  applicable  to  the 
future  sustentation  of  the  fabric,  while  to 
the  maintenance  of  parsonage  houses,  and 
the  augmentation  of  livings,  a  capital  sum 
of  £160.000  would  be  applied.  And  all 
this  without  sixpence  loss  to  the  members 
of  the  Chapter  or  the  common  fund  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  altogether  mistaken  the  nature 
of  the  Bill ;  it  did  not  provide  for  any 
suppression  of  Canons.  That  was  altoge 
tiier  an  imaginary  evil  which  had  been 
conjured  up.  A  legal  and  technical  defect 
had  been  pointed  out  in  two  recent  schemes 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  and 
the  sole  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  remove 
doubts,  and  legalize  what  had  been  done 
in  all  the  previous  cases.  There  was  no 
sort  of  concealment  about  the  matter. 
Successive  Law  Officers  of  various  shades 
of  politics  had  been  cognizant  of  all  that 
had  been  done;  inquiries  had  been  re- 
peatedly made  by  Committees  and  a  Royal 
Commission ;  in  fact,  the  proceedings  were 
matters  of  notoriety  throughout  the  king- 
dom. Hon.  Members  had  heard  that  the 
Chapters  and  Westminster  were  anxious  to 
come  in ;  of  the  remaining  six,  Durham, 
Lincoln,  St.  Paul's,  and  Hereford  were 
anxious  to  come  in  and  participate  in  the 
benefits  of  the  arrangement ;  and  the  only 
two  outstanding  and  offering  opposition  to 
the  measure  were  the  Chapters  of  Ely  and 
Lichfield.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
perfectly  clear,  and  its  object  was  simply 
to  enable  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
to  provide  for  the  spiritual  destitution  of 
the  poor  parishes  that  were  scattered 
throughout  the  kingdom.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  give  its  consent  to  the  mea- 
aore. 

Mr.  ATBTON  said,  he  had  listened 
attentively  to  the  illustration  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Whitehaven 
(Mr.  Bentiuck)  had  given  of  the  devotion 
of  Oentiemen  opposite  to  the  abuses  of  the 
Established  Church;  but  he  thought  it 
inopportune  upon  an  occasion  like  that  to 
enter  upon  a  consideration  of  the  general 
queation  of  Cathedral  establishments,  or 
of  the  proceedings  generally  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners.  The  Bill  recited 
nothing  more  than  that  certain  errors  had 
heen  oommitted  which  it  was  expedient  to 


rectify ;  and  in  adopting  the  measure  the 
House  was  expressing  no  opinion  upon  the 
general  question.  The  time  would  come 
when  the  House  would  have  to  consider 
whether  it  was  just  and  moral  thot  there 
should  be  hundreds  of  thousands — probably 
millions-— of  persons  in  the  country  with 
no  more  idea  of  Christianity  than  the 
natives  of  Abyssinia  were  said  to  possess, 
while  millions  of  pounds  were  spent  in 
assisting  a  kind  of  dramatic  performance 
of  religion  at  St.  Paul's  and  other  Cathe- 
dr&ls 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  had  rather  over- 
stated the  case  in  supporting  the  Bill.  It 
did  not  recite  that  errors  had  been  com- 
mitted ;  but  that  doubts  had  been  raised  in 
consequence  of  the  objections  which  had 
been  taken  to  the  schemes  relative  to  the 
Chapters  of  Westminster  and  Norwich, 
which  it  was  desirable  to  set  at  rest.  The 
fullest  publicity  had  attended  every  step 
that  was  taken  with  respect  to  the  Orders 
it  was  proposed  to  declare  valid.  The  Bill 
by  no  means  stated  that  an  error  had  ex- 
isted. All  it  did  was  to  provide  that,  in 
case  any  errors  had  been  committed  in  the 
exercise  of  the  powers  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  no  person  should  suffer, 
and  that  tlie  acts  of  the  Commissioners 
should  be  valid  from  the  time  they  had 
been  done. 

Mb.  MONE  said,  he  had  no  intention  of 
throwing  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the 
passing  of  the  Bill.  In  fact  his  only  ob« 
jection  to  it  was  that  it  did  not  go  far 
enough,  as  it  did  not  include  the  two 
schemes  relative  to  the  Chapters  of  Nor- 
wich and  Westminster.  The  Bill  ought 
also  to  contain  a  clause  regulating  the  trans- 
fer of  the  estates  of  the  other  six  Chapters. 
They  ought  all  to  be  put  on  the  same  foot- 
ing. He  confessed  that  he  could  see  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  the  Orders  in  Council 
had  tho  same  force  as  the  Act  itself.  He 
thought  that  3  &  4  Viet,  c.  113,  was  clear 
on  that  point,  and  he  should  like  to  hear 
from  the  Law  Officers  the  grounds  of  the 
decision  at  which  the  ^dicial  Committee 
had  arrived. 

Mk.  POWELL  said,  the  Bill  was  of  a 
very  beneficent  nature,  and  he  should  be 
sorry  to  see  any  obstacle  thrown  in  the  way 
of  passing  it.  The  opposition  to  it,  more 
especially  at  that  time,  was  very  inoppor- 
tune. The  question,  stripped  of  its  tech- 
nicalities, was  substantially  one  between 
the  wealthy  Chapters  and  the  great  Cathe- 
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Iral  churches  on  tho  one  hand,  and  the 
jhurches  of  the  working  clergy  on  the 
)ther;  and  as  the  House  had  decided  by  a 

lajority  of  60  that  the  Irish  Church  was 
[o  be  disestablished,  it  behoved  those  who 

tad  a  regard  for  the  Established  Church 
in  England  to  make  her  endowments 
ivailable  in  the  highest  degree  possible  for 
the  promotion   of  those  objects  which  it 

^as  the  office  of  a  Church  to  promote. 
They  all  knew  the  self-denying  labours 
if  the  parochial  clergy;  but  when  they 
*ame  to  the  Cathedrals  they  found  vast 
nidowtnents  and  but  little  work.  The 
mnual  income  of  the  Cathedrals,  apart 
from  the  sums  received  by  the  Bishops, 

ras,  some  years  ago,  £300,000.  It  was 
lot  less  than  £200,000  at  the  present  time, 
[{e  did  not  believe  that,  without  endow- 

lents,  it  was  possible  to  maintain  for  cen- 
turies an  extensive  ecclesiastical  system ; 
>ut  he  also  believed  there  was  no  Estab- 
lishment, however  well  endowed,  which 

light  not  find  room  for  the  voluntary 
system.  The  working  clergy  had  found 
that  they  were  much  aided  by  voluntary 
efforts.     He  believed  that  no  less  benefit 

^ould  flow  from  resort  to  the  same  source 
if  help  in  the  case  of  the  Cathedrals. 
Where  the  Cathedral  authorities  had 
Ihrown  themselves  on  the  people  there 
was  a  ready  response.  The  Cathedrals 
jhon  ceased  to  be — what  they  had  so  much 
lecome  —  mere  monuments  of  tho  past, 
[jut  were  crowded  by  throngs  of  Avilling 
ind  grateful  worsliippers. 

Mr.  liOUVEIUE  said,  he])resumed  that 
leitlier  the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven 
[lor  any  other  hon.  Member  nieant  to  op- 
)ose  the  passin<»;  of  the  Jiill.  because  jus- 
lice  to  pai ties  affected  by  Orders  in  Council 
[equired  that  it  should  become  law.       He 
fose,  however,  to  ask  his  rigiit  lioii.  Friend 
|Mr.  G.  Hardy)  a  question  of  some  impor- 
ance — namely,  wbether,  if  the  powers  of 
Ihe  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were  not 
[hen  sufiicient  they,  should  not  be  enlarged 
for    the    purpose    of    dealing    with    those 
Jhapters  whicli  tliey  had  notyetdcalt  with? 
.nyone  acquainted  with  the  subject  must  ■ 
:no\v    that  nothing  could   be  worse  than  ! 
Ibo    nianafrement    of    those    ccclesiustical  | 
Istates  under  the  old  system.     It  was  for  ! 
he  interest  of  the  Chapters  and  lessees, 
Ind  i)ublic  at  largo,   that  this  worst  pos- 
[blo  management  should  in   all   cases  be 
|ut  an  end  to.     As  the  Ecelcsijistical  ("om- 
lission,    and    the    large    means    in    their 
[ands,  afforded  an  opportunity  of  getting 
id  of  that  mode  of  managing  property,  it 
?/r.  Powell 


would  be  most  unwise  of  Parliament  if  it 
did  not  confer  upon  the  Commissionen 
power  to  deal  with  such  of  the  estates  of 
the  Chapters  as  were  not  now  within  their 
control.  Perhaps  that  could  not  be  done 
in  the  Bill  before  the  House;  but  he 
hoped  the  Oovernment  would  legislate  on 
the  subject  in  another  Bill  before  the  close 
of  the  present  Session.  Such  a  Bill  need 
not  consist  of  more  than  one  clause. 

Mb.  card  well  said,  he  would  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  would  accede  to  the 
appeal  which  had  been  addressed  to  him  bj 
his  right  hon.  Friend  behind  him. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  said,  he  would  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  (Mr. 
Bentinck),  in  the  interest  of  those  who 
were  the  purchasers  of  property  from  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  since  1852, 
when  the  first  of  the  Orders  in  Counoil  wai 
passed,  to  withdraw  his  opposition.  An 
immense  mass  of  property  had  been  sold 
under  those  Orders,  not  only  in  York  bat 
in  other  dioceses,  and  it  would  be  unjust 
to  the  present  owners  if  the  Bill  did  not 
pass.  He  was  also  in  favour  of  extending 
the  powers  of  the  Commission  to  tho 
other  Cathedrals. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HABDT  aaid,  he 
was  very  anxious  that  the  question  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmar- 
nock had  referred  should  be  settled  if  pos- 
sible. Parliament  seemed  to  have  practi- 
cally laid  down,  by  having  accepted  what 
had  been  done  for  many  years  past,  the 
process  which  ought  to  be  adopted.  There- 
fore the  simple  question  to  be  considered — 
and  that  was  the  only  point  on  which  ho 
felt  any  difficulty — was  the  manner  in 
which  a  measure  on  the  subject  should 
be  drafted  in  order  to  make  the  matter 
perfectly  clear.  If  such  a  Bill  could  be 
prepared,  and  he  thought  it  could,  he 
should  certainly  be  most  happy  to  bring  it 
forward. 

Mu.  BEXTINCK  said,  he  would  with- 
draw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Orders  in  Council  specified  in 

the  Schedule  to  be  valid). 

Mr.  liENTINCK  said,  that  after  the 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  ho  should  not  move 
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this  year,  Bever&l  Members  of  the  present 
Council  of  India  will  reaign  their  appoiot- 
menta,  and,  according  to  the  preaeat  state 
of  the  law,  their  vacancies  mu«t  be  filled 
up  by  other  gentlemea  who  vilt  hold  their 
offices,  DO der  the  present  Act,  for  life.  If, 
therefore,  aa  seems  to  be  generallj  agreed, 
the  tenure  of  the  office  of  Councillor  is  to 
be  limited,  this  opportunity  of  altering  the 
conititutioD  of  the  body  ought  not  to  be 
lost.  The  object  of  these  Bills  is  to  amend 
in  seToral  minute  particulars  the  system 
under  which  we  now  administer  the  Go- 
remment  of  India.  It  is  not  necessary  oa 
,  this  occasion  to  enter  into  any  elaborate 
I  discussion  of  the  principles  upou  which 
our  administration  of  India  is  founded. 
Still  less  shall  I  enter  into  any  general 
question  of  the  particular  relation  between 
this  country  and  India.  It  is,  indeed,  a 
wondertul  feat  for  a  oountry  constituted 
as  England  is  to  administer  the  affairs  of 
BO  TaaC  a  territory  as  India,  situated  at 
such  an  enormous  distance,  and  compris- 
ing so  many  populations  so  diverse  from 
one  another  and  from  our  own.  It  refleota 
honour  upon  this  country  that  it  should 
be  able  to  conduct  such  an  administration 
with  the  success  which  has,  at  all  events, 
in  recent  times,  upon  the  whole,  attended 
our  administration  of  India  ;  and,  if  we 
look  back  upon  the  last  ten  yeare,  during 
which  we  hare  been  trying  the  experiment 
of  the  direct  government  of  India  through 
a  Secretary  of  State  in  Council,  responsible 
to  Parliament,  we  may  fairly  say  that  ez- 
periment  has  been  a  rery  successful  one, 
and  that  India  bos  been  fully  as  well  Oo- 
\  vemed  atoce  1858  aa  before,  if  not  better. 
Certainly,  in  rising  to  propose  some  amend- 
'.  mcnt  in  the  present  system,  it  is  far  from 
,  my  intention  to  pass  any  reSection  upon 
the  working  of  the  existing  system  of  Uo- 
vernment.  The  main  principle  that  has 
guided  Parliament  in  administering  Indian 
affairs  may  be  said  to  be  this:  that  we 
have  endeavoured  to  govern  India  by 
means  of  an  Eseoutivo  machinery  in  In- 
dia, subject  to  a  controlling  machioery 
in  England.  And,  although  the  distinc- 
tion between  the  Executive  machinery  and 
(he  controlling  machinery  has  not  been 
always  very  strictly  observed  ;  still,  upon 
the  whole,  that  is  the  character  of  our 
administration.  The  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  India  rests  with  the  Governor 
General  and  the  subordinate  administra- 
tions. Tlie  control  which  was  formerly 
divided  between  the  East  India  Company 
and  Parliament  has,  siQce  1 858,  been  Test«d 


the  Amendment  of  which  b«  had  given ' 
notioe. 

Hk.  POWELL  stated,  that  for  the  same 
reason  he  would  not  proceed  with  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name.        ' 

Clause  agreed  to.  ' 

Mr.  honk  said,  he  wished  to  move  an ' 
Amendment  in  the  Schedule  to  the  effect' 
that  the  Bill  should  apply  to  the  Orders  re- ' 
lating  to  certain  benefices  reputed  to  be  in 
the  patronage  of  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
and  Bristol  as  well  as  to  the  Ordcrg  re- 
ferring to  the  estates  of  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Bristol. 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  eaid,  he  hoped  the 
hon,  Uember  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Toe  attorney  GENERAL  said,  the 
dcoision  of  the  Privy  Council  did  not  throw 
any  doubt  on  the  validity  of  the  Orders 
affecting  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and 
Bristol.  He  might  mention  that,  in  ac- 
coidance  with  the  usual  practice  of  the 
Privy  Connoil  in  such  oases,  the  gronnds 
on  which  they  held  certain  Orders  to  be 
bod  hod  not  been  stated. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

House  raumed. 

Bill  nporttd,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  TiMnorrow. 

GOVEKHHENT  OF  INDIA  ACT  AUEND- 
HEiVr  BILL. 

LEAVE.      FIRST  HBADIKO. 

Bn  STAFFORD  NOKTHCOTE,  in 
moving  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  "  to 
amend  in  certain  respects  the  Act  for  the 
better  Government  of  India,"  and  another 
Bill  "  to  define  the  powers  of  the  Governor 
General  of  India  in  Council  at  meetings  for 
making  Laws  and  Regulations,  and  to 
make  better  provision  for  making  Laws 
tnd  R^ulations  for  certain  parts  of  India, 
ud  for  certain  other  purposes,"  said  :  I 
might  have  put  these  two  subjects  into  a 
nngle  amending  Bill,  but  they  were  sepa- 
rated for  this  reason — the  first  of  the  two 
Bills  is  one  of  a  limited  character,  but  one 
-which,  if  the  House  want  to  alter  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Council  in  India,  it  is  import- 
ant they  should  pass  this  Session  ;  the 
■eoond  Bill  contains  provisions  of  a  mis- 
eellaneons  character,  which  possibly  the 
House  might  desire  to  take  more  time  in 
eonsidering.  It  is  necessary,  with  regord 
to  the  flrat  Bill,  that  anything  which  this 
Hooae  may  do  ahould  be  done  at  once ; 
beetoie,  it  ia  certain  that,  in  the  conne  of 
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Parliament  itself;  so  that' Parliament 
las  become  directly  responsible  for  the 
id  ministration  of  the  affairs  of  India.  The 

lachinery  by  which  Parliament  has  exer- 
lised  this  control  is  tliat  of  the  Secretary 
|f  State  in  Council.     The  Council,  as  hon. 

[embers  are  aware,  consists  of  fifteen 
gentlemen,  of  whom  the  greater  part  have 

)rved  for  a  certain  length  of  time  in 
India.  Half  of  them  are  elected  members 
[nd  half  nominated  by  the  Crown,  and 

ley  have  certain  powers  conferred  upon 

lem.  They  hold  their  offices  for  life,  and 
|ct  as  the  advisers,  and,  to  a  certain  ex- 

mt,  the  controllers,  of  the  Secretary  of 
Itnte,  in  whom  is  vested  the  control  of 

Lo  Executive  Government  of  India.  The 
jxperience  of  the  working  of  this  system 

very  favourable  to  the  general  principles 
|pon  which  it  is  founded.      I   am  now 

>eaking  more  especially  of  the  Council, 
[nd  it  is  right  to  bear  my  testimony—and 

am  sure  my  predecessors  would  also  bear 

leirs — to  the  very  efficient  and  invalu> 
|ble  assistance  which  they  have  derived 

rem  the  gentlemen  who  have  acted  as 

leir  Council.  I  believe  that,  in  some 
juarters,  among  persons  not  very  cognizant 
If  the  nature  of  the  business  of  the  Coun- 
[il,  or  of  the  mode  in  which  they  discharge 

leir  functions,    an   impression   prevails 

lat  the  Council  are  more  or  less  of  a  usc- 

JS8,  and  even  of  an  obstructive,  character. 

>ne  frequently  sees  taunts  thrown  out 
Igainst  them  as  being  old  and  superan- 
luuted  members  of  Indiim  services,  who 
lave  no  acquaintance  with  the  wants  of 
|ie  present  day,  and  stand  in  the  way  of 

il  improvement  and  reform  ;  but  any  one 
['ho  has  had  practical  experience  of  the 

lode  in  which  the  Council  has  worked 
I'ould  feel  that  this  was  not  only  ungcne- 

)us,  but  a  very   untrue  account   of  the 

latter.  The  greater  number  of  the  mem- 
[crs  of  Council  devote  a  large  part  of  their 

imo  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  their 
lilice ;  many  of  them  work  as  hard  as  any 
llerks  or  Fecretarics  I  have  ever  known  in 
Iny  public  office  ;  and,  combined  with  the 
Imount  of  work  they  do  as  departmental 
IfBcers,  they  afford  most  valuable  assistance 
Is  advisers  to  the  Secretary  of  State.  In 
Istimaling  the  value  of  the  Council  hon. 
ientlemen  ought  to  bear  in  mind  the  pe- 
luliar  position  in  which  the  Secretary  of 
Itate,  as  a  general  rule,  is  placed  in  ad- 
jiinisteiing  the  affairs  of  India.  One  who 
las  had  no  personal  experience  of  India  is 
llaced  in  an  anomalous  and  difficult  posi- 
ion,  at  least  if  he  have  not  the  assistiince 
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of  a  Council,  because  removed  almost  en- 
tirely from  the  control  of  public  opinion  in 
this  country,  deprived  of  the  advantage 
which  his  Colleagues  who  are  administer- 
ing other  Departments  of  the  State  have 
of  free  discussion  in  Parliament  upon  every 
question  that  arises,  he  is  called  upon  to 
superintend  and  control  the  proceedings  of 
the  Governors  of  an  enormous  Empire  at 
the  other  side  of  the  world,  upon  thou- 
sands of  details,  embracing  every  class  of 
business.  He  is  at  once  charged  with 
military  duties,  with  financial  duties,  with 
the  duties  of  home  administration,  with 
foreign  affairs,  with  judicial  affairs,  with 
the  management  of  great  railway  and  other 
public  works;  and  the  enormous  mass  of 
business  which  comes  upon  him  is  per- 
fectly overwhelming.  How  is  ho  to  deal 
with  all  these  questions,  unless  he  has  the 
advantage  of  taking  counsel  with  persons 
possessing  such  a  considerable  amount  of 
practical  knowledge  and  holding  suoh  an 
independent  position  as  to  be  competent  to 
enter  into  discussion  with  him?  I  do  not 
know  whether  those  who  spoak  of  the 
great  advantages  of  personal  government 
mean  the  term  to  be  applied  to  the  eon- 
trolling  authority  in  this  country ;  I  am 
quite  certain,  if  they  do,  they  are  uiiDg  a 
term  of  the  significance  and  eiSect  of  which 
they  are  hardly  conscious.  Anything  like 
an  attempt  to  regulate  and  control  the 
affairs  of  India  through  the  personal  au- 
thority of  the  Secretary  of  State  alone 
would  be  a  most  disastrous  failure  and 
would  lead  to  serious  consequences.  It 
may  bo  said,  no  doubt,  that  the  Secretary 
of  State,  if  he  were  not  assisted  by  a 
Council,  would,  of  course,  have  the  advan- 
tage of  having  heads  of  Departments  who 
would  bo  possessed  of  a  large  amount  of 
experience  and  would  be  compelled  to  give 
advice  ;  but  that  would  not  be  equivalent 
to  the  advice,  assistance,  and  control  of  a 
body  of  Councillors  properly  selected  and 
holding  a  proper  position.  One  of  the  ob- 
jections urged  against  the  present  system 
is  that  these  Councillors  are  able  to  over- 
rule the  Secretary  of  State  upon  various 
points  of  importance— that,  in  fact,  his  re- 
sponsibility is  frittered  away  by  the  cir- 
cumstance that  he  has  not  the  power  to 
act  as  ho  himself  pleases,  and  that,  there- 
fore, when  he  is  taken  to  task  in  this 
House  for  anything  done  or  omitted,  he 
may  shelter  himself  by  pleading  that  it  is 
not  he  but  the  Council  that  is  responsible. 
In  the  first  place,  that  is  not  strictly  true  ; 
at  least,  to  a  very  great  extent  it  is  not 
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trae.  Except  in  qaestioDB  immediately 
connected  with  the  expenditure  of  money, 
and  except  in  questions  relating  to  certain 
appointments — of  which  I  shall  speak  pre- 
sently— the  Secretary  of  State  has  always 
the  power  of  over-ruling  his  Council  if  he 
pleases,  although  no  Secretary  of  State 
would  unnecessarily  exercise  it.  Still,  he 
has  the  power,  and  whenever  he  thinks  a 
sufficient  case  has  arisen,  he  is  hound  to 
exercise  it.  Therefore,  he  certainly  ought 
not  as  a  rule  to  shelter  himself  under  the 
plea  that  it  is  the  Council  and  not  he  that 
is  responsible.  No  doubt  he  has  the  power, 
'which  has  been  from  time  to  time  exer- 
cised, of  over-ruling  his  Council,  and  as  he 
has  the  power  he  must  be  responsible  when 
he  does  not  choose  to  do  so.  With  regard 
to  questions  of  expenditure,  I  was  some 
time  before  I  was  able  to  make  up  my 
mind  as  to  the  right  proposal  to  submit  to 
the  House,  or,  indeed,  whether  I  should 
make  any  at  all.  It  is  undoubtedly  the 
case  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has  not 
the  same  power  of  over-ruling  his  Council 
with  regard  to  the  expenditure  of  money 
that  he  has  in  other  matters,  and  that 
is  a  very  importAnt  limitation  upon  his 
powers.  It  might  happen,  for  instahce, 
that  the  Governor  Oeneral  might  send 
home  a  despatch  to  this  country  calling 
attention  to  the  sanitary  condition  of  some 
of  the  great  towns  in  India  ;  and  he  might 
point  out  that  it  was  necessary,  in  his 
opinion,  that  certain  measures  should  be 
undertaken  to  improve  the  condition  of 
those  towns.  The  Secretary  of  State  might 
be  perfectly  convinced  that  the  Governor 
General  was  right;  he  might  propose  the 
necessary  expenditure  to  his  Council ;  they 
might  by  a  majority,  perhaps  a  small  one, 
refuse  to  sanction  it ;  and  in  that  case  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  be  powerless. 
Suppose  after  a  time  a  great  calamity  hap- 
pened, an  epidemic  broke  out  in  conse- 
quence of  the  neglect  of  sanitary  precau- 
tions, a  number  of  lives  were  lost,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  were  called  upon  in 
Parliament  to  answer  for  that  neglect,  all 
he  would  be  able  to  say  would  be  that  he 
was  over-ruled  by  his  Council.  That  is  an 
illustration  of  what  might  happen  under 
the  present  system.  Undoubtedly,  the  con- 
trolling power  is  vested  in  Parliament,  and 
if  Parliament  chose  to  hold  the  Secretary 
of  State  responsible  it  would  seem  reason- 
able that  he  should  have  ample  power  to 
exercise  his  authority.  After  full  consi- 
deration, I  am  satisfied  we  may  still  leave 
things  as  they  stand  at  present.    I  own 


that  my  first  impression  was  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  give  the  Secretary  of  State 
power,  when  any  expenditure  was  recom- 
mended by  the  Governor  General,  to  over- 
rule  his  Council  if  he  thought  proper,  and 
bring  the  matter  befora  Parliament  for  ap- 
proval ;  but,  upon  further  consideration,  I 
believe  it  is  better  and  safer  to  leave  the 
matter  as  it  now  stands.      I  do  not  know 
that  the  imaginary  case  I  have  put  has 
ever  happened,  and,  looking  to  the  spirit 
which  animates  the  Council  in  India — and 
which  I  believe  always  will  animate  any 
Council  in  India,  if  you  have  a  Secretary 
of  State  who  is  really  competent  for  his 
office-~I  think  it  will  scarcely  ever  happen 
that  the  Council  will  refuse  expenditure 
which  he  takes  the  responsibility  of  urging 
upon  them,  telling  them  that  he  must  hold 
them  responsible  for  refusing  it.    If  they 
do  so,  he  has  it  in  his  power  to  bring  the 
matter  before  Parliament  in  such  a  way  as 
to  raise  a  full  and  fair  discussion,  and  if 
the  Council  were  objecting  to  that  which 
was  absolutely  necessary,  I   believe  he 
would  be  able  to  overcome  them.    There- 
fore, I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  in- 
troduce any  change  in  the  presentiiBystem, 
which  has  in  it  very  great  advantages,  in- 
cluding this,  that  it  furnishes  a  check  to 
any  rash  or  ignorant  action  on  the  part  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.     There  are  certain 
disadvantages ;  but,  considering  all  things, 
I  do  not  propose  any  alteration.      With 
regard  to  the  other  point  on  which  the 
Council  have  supreme  authority — namely, 
the  appointment  of  certain  officers  in  India, 
the  members  of  the  Governor  General's 
Council,  and  of  the  Councils  of  the  Go- 
vernors of  the  Presidencies,   I  feel  dif- 
ferently. I  think  we  ought  to  lay  down  as 
the  first  principle  of  our  proceeding  that 
the  Executive  in  India  should  be  as  strong 
as  possible,  and  that  the  control  should  be 
exercised,  not  in  India,  not  by  any  vexa- 
tious hampering  of  the  Governor  General 
or  the  Governors,  as  the  case  may  be,  but 
by  the  deliberate  action  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  this  country.    In  former  times, 
when  India  was  at  a  great  distance  in 
point  of  time  from  this  country,  when  it 
was  impossible  to  send  home  for  instruc- 
tions, and  when  the  Governors  and  the 
Governor  General  had  enormous  power,  it 
was  undoubtedly  right  to  put  some  check 
upon  them,  and  Councils  in  India  were, 
no  doubt,  invented  for  that  purpose.     In 
the  days  of  Warren  Hastings  such  control 
was  effectually  exercised.     The  state  of 
things  now  is  so  changed  that  the  occasion 
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for  this  sort  of  control  seems  to  have' 
ceased.     On  the  other  hand,  the  character 
of  the   huRincss    done   in  India  has  ma- 
terially   changed   as   India    has   become 
more   civilized.     It  becomes   more    and 
more  necessary  that  the  Executive  should 
bo  ablo  to  distribute  its  business  among 
Departments,  as  is  done  in  this  country, 
ceasing  to  bo  a    controlling  power  over 
the    Governor    General,    and    becoming 
more  ministerial  to  discharge  particular 
functions  with  authority.      It  is  becom- 
|ing  important  that  the  Governor  General 
should  have  the  support  in  his  Council  of 
I  men  upon  whom  ho  can  rely,  and  who 
will  be  of  use  to  himself,  he  retaining  his 
responsibility,  he  being  the  person  respon- 
jsible  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  not 
they ;  and  if  that  is  so,  it  would  seem  na- 
Itural  that  the   Governor  General  should 
I  have  tho  power  of  selecting  his  Councillors. 
Speaking  from  my  own  point  of  view,  I 
should  have  been  very  glad  to  give  the 
Gi)vernor  General  directly  the  power  of 
nominating  his  own  Councillors.     It  has, 
however,  been  pressed  upon  me  by  men 
whose   opinions   I  am  bound  to  respect 
that  thtre   may  be  cases  in  which  this 
would  lead  to  inconvenience.     I  therefore 
propose,  instead  of  giving  the  power  di- 
rectly to  the  Governor  General,  to  give 
it  to  the   Secretary  of  State — that  is  to 
say,   to  provide  that  Her  Majesty  shall 
by  lloyal  Warrant  nominate  these  Coun- 
cillors, and  that  power  Her  Majesty  will, 
of   course,   exercise,  under  the  advice  of 
the  Secretary  of   State,  who.  it  is  to  be 
supposed,  will  he  guided  by  the  advice  of 
tho   Governor  General   in   regard  to  the 
selection  of  those  gentlemen.       I  cannot 
but    think    that    there    may   bo    a    ten- 
dency,   on   the   part   of  the    Council   of 
India,    composed    of  men    such    as    In- 
dian Councillors  always  must  be,  to  look 
upon   such    appointments   in   a   different 
light  from  tljut  in  "svhich   as  I   conceive 
they  ought  to  be  regarded.     That  is  to 
say,   that,   being    for   the  most  part   old 
civil  servants,  they  are  tempted  to  look  on 
the  position   of  Councillor  as  one  which 
the  members  of  that  service,  if  they  are 
persons  of  average  competence,  and  of  a 
certain  standing,  ought  in  due  course  to 
attain,  and  that  it  is  a  case  of  injustice  or 
unfairness  to  pass  over   a  man  standing 
high  in  the  Civil  Service  and  put  one  who 
is  his  junior  into  tho  Indian  Council.     It 
is,   in  fact,  thought  that  after  a  certain 
period  of  service  a  man  earns  his  appoint- 
ment to  the  Council.     That  is  a  state  of 
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things  which  I  do  not  deem  satisfactory, 
and  1  wish  to  get  rid  of  any  danger  of 
that  kind,  because  nothing  could  be  more 
injurious  to  the  Government  of  India  than 
to  turn  it  into  anything  that  could  be  called 
a  '^  bureaucracy.''     But  if  you  pursue  a 
system  under  which  the  majority  of  the 
Councillors  are  appointed  by  rising  to  a 
certain  position  in  the  Civil  Service,  you 
do,  in  fact,  create  a   '^  bureaucracy."    I 
therefore  propose  that  the  power  of  nomi- 
nating the  members  of  the  Governor  Ge- 
neraFs  Council,  and  those  of  the  Councils 
of  the  Presidencies  should  be  transferred 
virtually  to  tho  Secretary  of  State.     The 
only  other  point  in  this  Bill  that  I  need 
mention  relates  to  the  control  over  the  ex- 
penditure. It  is  this — ^There  is  in  the  pre- 
sent Act  for  the  Government  of  India  a 
section  which  provides  for  the  appointmeDt 
of  an  officer  called  the  Auditor  General* 
who  has  great  power  vested  in  him  by 
that  Act.      Ho  has   to  examine  all  the 
accounts,  and  see  that  nothing  is  done»  and 
no   expenditure  ordered  without  proper 
sanction ;  and,  to  secure  his  independence, 
direction  is  given  in  the  Act  that  he  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  is  also  to  fix  his  aalary, 
which  he  is  to  receive  for  life,  or  ni  long 
as  lie  conducts  himself  properly.    All  that 
sounds  very  well,  but  in  actual  praotice» 
whether  intentionally  or  through  inadver^ 
tence,  I  do  not  know,  that  clause  has  beca 
made  a  mere  farce.     Because,  although  a 
very  distinguished    gentleman   has    been 
i  api)ointcd  as  Auditor  General,  and  a  salary 
'  w^iich  cannot  be  taken  from  him»  has  been 
I  assigned  to  him  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
i  Exchequer,  yet  that  salary  is  only  £300 
i  a  year ;  and,  inasmuch  as  he  is  a  very  va- 
■  luable  officer,  and  performs  some  important 
departmental  duties,  an  addition  of  £700  a 
year  has  been  made  to  his  income  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council,  which  is  quite 
independent  of  what  ho  enjoys  by  Koyal 
Warrant,  and  might  be  taken  from  him 
to-morrow  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council.    To  say  that 
a  gentleman  with  a  fixed  salary  of  £300, 
I  and  a  variable  one  of  £700,  depending  on 
I  the  pleasure  of  those  whom  he  is  appointed 
!  to  control,   is  an   independent   otiicer,  is 
,  what  I  call  a  mere  farce  ;  and  I  therefore 
I  propose   that  tho  Auditor  General  shall 
continue  to  receive  the  same  salary  as  nov 
I  — namely,  £1,000  a  year,  but  that  it  shall 
I  be  given  him  by  the  Act,  and  at  the  same 
\  words  will  be  inserted,  providing  that  he 
I  shall  not  receive  any  other  salary  from  the 
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Secretary  of  State.  Beyond  this/  we  do 
not  propose  that  there  should  be  any  ma- 
terial alteration  in  the  principles  on  which 
the  control  over  the  expenditure  is  exer- 
cised ;  but  I  do  think  it  would  be  desirable 
that  this  House  should  take  somewhat 
more  interest  in  observing  what  the  ex- 
penditure is.  I  have  introduced  some 
changes  in  the  form  of  the  accounts  which 
will  render  them  rather  more  intelligible 
to  the  House.  I  have  called  on  the  Auditor 
General  to  make  his  Report  in  such  a  manner 
as  will  show  whether  there  are  any  points 
which  he  thinks  ought  to  be  challenged, 
so  that  attention  may  be  directed  to  them ; 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  consent  to  refer 
the  accounts  with  the  Auditor  Qeneral's  Re- 
port upon  them  to  the  standing  Committee 
of  Public  Accounts,  which  examines  the 
audited  accounts  of  Imperial  expenditure. 
And  if  that  Committee  will  undertake  this 
duty,  I  should  propose  that  when  the 
Secretary  of  State  brings  forward  what  is 
called  his  Indian  Budget,  instead  of  asking 
the  House  to  pass  a  Resolution  affirming 
simply  that  certain  factjp  have  been  laid 
before  it,  he  should  propose  a  Resolution 
to  the  effect  that  the  House  has  seen  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Public  Ac- 
counts upon  the  Auditor  General's  state- 
ment, and  approves  the  same.  That  would 
be  a  kind  of  voucher  which  would  not  im- 
pose any  great  responsibility  on  the  House, 
but  which  would  afford  it  more  opportu- 
nity, if  so  disposed,  of  challenging  any 
particular  portion  of  the  expenditure.  I 
may  mention  a  matter  which  has  been,  I 
admit  very  properly,  the  subject  of  some 
criticism  in  this  House.  I  refer  to  the 
eipenditure  incurred  last  year  for  the  ball 
to  the  Sultan.  Under  the  old  form  of  the 
accounts  that  expenditure  would  never 
have  appeared  in  any  account  presented 
to  this  House  ;  but  I  have  ordered  the  ac- 
counts to  be  prepared  in  such  a. shape  as 
that  any  item  of  that  kind  would  be  easily 
seen,  and  that  the  House  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion  upon 
it.  I  do  not,  however,  think  it  would  be 
desirable  so  to  alter  these  things  as  to 
call  upon  the  House  in  any  way  to  vote 
the  expenditure  for  India,  because  that 
would  change  in  an  inconvenient  manner 
the  relations  between  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment and  India  in  financial  matters.  I 
have  described  to  the  House  the  whole  of 
the  first  Bill  which  I  wish  to  bring  in  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Government  of 
India  Act.  There  is  another  Bill  I  pro- 
pose to  introduce,  which  is  intended  to  de- 


fine the  powers  of  the  Governor  General 
of  India  in  Council  at  meetings  for  making 
Laws  and  Regulations,  and  to  make  better 
provision  for  making  Laws  and  Regulations 
for  certain  parts  of  India,  and  for  certain 
other  purposes.  That  is  a  measure  of  a 
somewhat  miscellaneous  character.  There 
are  three  or  four  provisions  in  it  which  I 
will  very  briefiy  mention.  The  first  of 
them  does  not  make  any  change  in  the 
law,  but  affords  greater  facilities  to  the 
Governor  General  fbr  over-ruling  his  Coun- 
ciU  At  present  the  Governor  General  has 
by  law  the  power,  by  a  very  cumbrous  pro- 
cess, of  over-ruling  his  Council  in  matters 
in  which  he  thinks  the  safety  or  the  good 
government  of  India  is  concerned.  That 
is  to  say,  it  is  understood  that  if  there  is 
a  difference  of  opinion  between  the  Go- 
vernor General  and  the  members  of  his 
Council,  they  may  exchange  Minutes  the 
one  with  the  other,  and  after  that  ex- 
change of  Minutes  has  gone  on  for  a  cer- 
tain time,  and  they  have  failed  to  convince 
one  another,  then  the  Governor  General 
may  over-rule  his  Council.  Now  I  propose 
a  simpler  method  of  doing  the  same  thing 
— namely,  that  on  the  first  occasion  their 
difference  of  opinion  has  become  decided, 
and  they  know  that  they  do  disagree,  the 
Governor  General  shall  at  once  be  able  to 
over-rule  his  Council,  giving,  of  course,  to 
his  Councillors  the  power  of  recording 
Minutes,  with  their  reasons  for  dissenting 
from  him,  and  providing  for  those  Minutes 
being  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  State.  An- 
other point  of  a  rather  technical  nature, 
and  which  it  will,  perhaps,  be  best  to 
leave  till  the  Bill  is  in  print,  relates  to  the 
definition  of  the  power  which  the  Go- 
vernor General  in  his  Legislative  Council 
has  to  make  laws  for  British  subjects  in 
other  parts  of  India.  Then  comes  another 
point  of  considerable  importance.  The 
House  is  aware  generally  of  the  distinc- 
tion drawn  between  the  Regulation  and 
the  non- Regulation  provinces  of  India,  and 
probably  also  that  under  the  Indian  Coun- 
cils Act  of  1861,  the  power  which  was 
formerly  supposed  to  be  vested  in  the 
Governor  General  of  making  laws  or  regu- 
lations with  the  force  of  law  for  the  non- 
Regulation  provinces,  has  now  ceased  to 
exist,  and  that,  in  fact,  there  is  no  means 
by  which  he  can  legislate  for  the  Pun- 
jab, the  Central  Provinces,  or  any  of 
the  outlying  parts  of  India  which  has 
not  a  Legislative  Council  of  its  own,  ex- 
cept through  the  Legislative  Council  of 
India.     Well,  the  Legislative  Council  of 


[iiiHa  IB  a  body  extremely  well  qualified, 
no  doubt,  to  legislnto  for  ihe  eetllod  purlt- 
if  India  ;  but  it  does  not  appear  to  be  very 
veil  qualified  to  legislate  for  the  nilder, 
(uder,  and  more  distant  porilona  of  tbat 
iountry,  In  the  first  place,  its  composi- 
tioD  is  not  Buob  as  would  enable  it  very 
lasily  to  legislate  for  certain  remote  parta 
)f  India  ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  the  very 
act,  that  anything  which  is  propgatd  for 
lie  tdgulation  of  those  provinces  must 
brill  matter  of  debate  in  the  Legislative 
jDUncil  is  a  serious  evil ;  because  in  thone 
wilder  districts  what  is  wanted  is  some 
,hiDg  more  in  the  nature  of  despotic  ordi- 
lances  to  meet  promptly  and  at  oncesomt 
iifficulty  that  has  arisen;  and  if  tliosc 
irdinauces  are  made  the  subject  of  di^oi 
ioQ  in  such  a  fairly  advanced  Council 
low  usually  sits  at  Calcutta,  there  U 
ivery  probability  that  misunderstanding 
Hid  misrepresentfltion  may  arise,  and  those 
■ery  discussions  may  produce  much  mis- 
Jliof  in  the  provinces  in  question.  What  I 
iropose  iu  tliia  Bill  is  to  give  powers  to  tho 
Jeutenant  Governors  ot  the  Punjab  and 
he  other  provinces  where  there  are  no 
'iegialatures,  and  alHo  to  the  authorities  in 
och  parts  of  India  as  may  bo  specified  by 
he  Secretary  of  State,  to  propnse  regula- 
ions  to  the  Governors  in  Council  to  whiRh 
hey  may  give  the  force  of  law.  That 
uggestion  emanates  from  Hr.  Uaine,  and 
!  entirely  approved  by  Sir  John  Lawrenco. 
'here  is  another  point  which  relates  to 
he  very  important  question  of  the  Govern- 
aent  of  Bengal.  The  House  will  bear  in 
lind  much  tliot  happened  last  year  in 
onsequence  of  the  melancholj' and  disas- 
rous  famine  in  Orissn,  and  the  inquiries 
hat  were  made  into  the  bteps  that  were 
jkon  to  avert  and  relievo  that  distress. 
'he  House  will  not  have  forgotten  the  re- 
ult  of  those  inquiries  was  for  from  satis- 
iclory  as  to  the  picture  of  our  sdminie- 
ration  of  Oriasa.  It  was  a  difficult  matter 
1  say  upon  whom  the  responsibility  of 
bat  failure  directly  fell— whether  on  the 
.ieutenant  Governor  of  Eengat,  on  the 
le  officers  under  him,  or  on  tho  Govern- 
lent  of  India.  The  peculiar  rclatioiis 
lat  exist  between  the  Governor  General 
nd  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Sengal 
'ere  undoubtedly  seen  to  be  very  incou- 
enient  and  embarrassing.  These  circum- 
.ances  hare  naturally  caused  a  great  deal 
f  attention  to  bo  bestowed  upon  the 
aeslion  of  the  administration  of  Bengal, 
larlyin  the  autumn,  I  drew  the  attentiou 
f  my  Council  to  the  stibjcct ;  and  the  most 
Sir  Stafford  ^erthnQU 


convenient  mode  of  proceeding,  I  thooght, 
was  t«  appoint  a  Special  Cammiltee  of  the 
Council   of   India,  and   submii    to  them     J 
certain  questions  as  tt)  the  ndmiaistralian     i 
of  India  generally,  and  especially  as  to  th«     i 
future  organization  of  the  administration 
of  Bengal.     That  Committco  devoted  con-     | 
aiderable  time  to  the  examination  of  the     , 
subject,  and   ultimately  presented  a  Bc-     I 
port,  which   was   signed    by  four  out  of 
six   members   of  Committee ;    the   other     ■ 
two  put  in  a  dissent.      The    view    th« 
majority  took    was  this  —  that   CoIcdKd     ■ 
ought  Ui  be  the  capital  of  India,  that  it 
was    essential  that  the  Governor    Gene- 
ral and  tho  Government  of  India  should 
bo  permanently  resident  in  Calcalla,  and     i 
that  if  tho  Government  resided   in  Cal-     | 
cutta   it  would  be  inexpedient   and  em-     ' 
barrasaing  to  huve  a  separate  Government 
of  Bengal  in  the  same  city  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,    They  held,  therefore, 
that  the   Government  of    Bengal  should 
continue,  as  at  present,  under  a  LicQtenititt 
Governor,  but  strengthened  by  the  addition 
of  seoretarieB  and  other  offlcora,  and  they 
proposed  to  lake  the  city  of  Calcutta  out 
of  tho  administration  of  tlie  Lieutenant 
Governor  and  plnce  it  under  the   diivct 
administratioa  of  the  Governor  General  of     | 
India.     They  also  proposed  that  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  of  Bengal  should  be  a     ' 
member  of  the  Governor  GeneraJ'a  Coun- 
cil.     Two    Members   of  tho    Coramiliee 
dissented    from    those    recommendalioni, 
however,  and   advocated  tho  erection  of 
Bengal  into  a  full  Government,  like  Ma- 
dras and  liombay.     It  happeeed  that  Mr. 
Maine  was  in  this  country,  and  he  put  in 
a  very  interesting  memorandum  on  the 
subject.  After  these  Papers  were  presented 
and  i  had  considered  them,  I  adopted  the 
view  of  the  minority —  that  it  was  more 
desirable  that  the  Government  of  Bengal 
should  bo  erected  into  a  Presidency  on  the 
footing  of  Madras  and  Bombay.     I  also 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  tlie  majority 
of  the  Committee  were  wrong  in  thinking 
that  it  was  necessary  to  confine  the  Go- 
vernor General  of  India  and  his  Council 
to  Calcutta,  and  that  it  was  rather  desira- 
ble that  they  should   be  as  far  as  possible 
detached  from  any  local  or  special  odminit- 
iration.     It  seemed  to  me  unneoostary  to 
lay  down  the  principle  that  there  should 
be  but  one  capit;il  of  India,  and  that  capi- 
tal Calcutta.     I  thought  that  bydelaohiog 
the  Government  of  India  from  local  ad- 
ministnitiou,  and  setting  it  free  to  plsce 
itself  wherever  1(9  prcBcnco  wu  reqiuivd, 
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ihe  qaeBtion  of  the  capital  would  toon  settle 
itself.     I  caused  a  despatch  to  be  prepared 
for  the  purpose  of  being  sent  to  India,  and 
submitted  it  to  my  Council ;  they  came  to 
a  division  on  the  subject,  seven  in  favour 
and  eight  against   my  despatch;  I   bad 
power  by  giving  a  double  vote   to  have 
turned  the  scale,  but  1  was   under  this 
difficulty — I  had  been  in  private  commu- 
nication with  Sir  John  Lawrence,  and  I 
knew  his  own  opinion  was  adverse  to  the 
change  I  wished  to  propose.    He  thought 
it  would  weaken    the   authority  of  the 
Governor    General    that    a   Governor  of 
Bengal  should  be  sitting  by  his  side  ;  and, 
knowing  that  to  be  tho  opinion  of  the 
Governor  General,  and  that  my  Council 
were  equally  divided,  I  thought  it  was 
not  a  case  in  which  it  would  be  right  for 
me  to  exercise  my  casting  vote  to  direct 
that  these  steps   should    be    taken.      I 
thought  it  rather  desirable  that  I  should 
direct  a  letter  to  be  written  to  the  Go- 
vernment   of   India,    stating    the    case, 
and  asking  them  officially  to  state  their 
Tiews.     Accordingly,  I  had  such  a  de- 
spatch prepared  and  sent  out  to  India.     I 
Old  so  with  the  intention  of  bringing  the 
matter  before  Parliament,  and  giving  this 
House  full  knowledge  of  what  had  taken 
place,  and  all  the  arguments  used  on  both 
■ides  of  the  question.     I  am  sorry  that  I 
have  not  yet  got  the  official  answers  from 
India ;    but    I    have   received   privately 
Papers    from    Sir    John   Lawrence,  and 
from   the    present   Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Bengal;  and  what  I  propose  to  do  is 
to  lay  before  the  House  the  various  me- 
moranda which  have  been  put   in,  and 
the  despatch   and  Papers   I   have   sent 
out  to  India ;   so  that  the  House  may 
have  before  it  all  I  have  as  the  means  for 
forming  their  opinion.     But  in  the  Bill  all 
I  propose  to  do  is  to  insert  a  clause  giving 
power  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  if  ho 
I^ease,  to  erect  Bengal  into  a  Presidency, 
on  the  footing  of  Madras  and  Bombay,  either 
with  or  without  a  Council.  I  do  not  think 
I  need  enter  further  into  that  part  of  tht> 
subject.    There  is  only  one  other  point 
inclnded  in  the  Bill  which  I  must  mention, 
and  it  is  one  of  considerable  importance 
and  interest     I  am  sorry  I  do  not  see  tho 
hoD.  Member  for  Brighton   (Mr.  White) 
in  his  place,  who  has  given  a  Notice  with 
reference  to  the  subject— it  relates  to  the 
admission  of  the  Natives  into  the  Civil 
Berrice  of  India.    It  was  always  felt  by 
the  old  Court  of  Directors,  by  the  Indian 
Coanoili  by  all  the  home  authoritieB,  and. 


indeed,  by  the  Indian  authorities  also,  that 
it  was  most  desirable,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
make  provision  for  the  employment  of  the 
Natives  of  India ;  but  the  difficulty  has 
been  in  what  way  it  could  be  accom- 
plished.     When   the  hon.    Member   for 
Brighton  brings  forward  the  Motion  for 
which  he  has  given  notice — that  competi- 
tive examinations  should  be  held  in  India 
I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  state  the  reasons 
why  I  cannot  assent  to  that  proposal.     I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  at  all  suitable  to 
the  condition  of  India  that  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice should  be  thrown  open  to  anybody 
who  can  pass  the  best  competitive  exami- 
nation among  the  Natives  of  India ;  for, 
although  I  am  a  strong  advocate  for  com- 
petitive examinations  in  this  country,  I 
do  not  think  they  apply  to  such  a  country 
as    India,    where   you   require,   not   the 
cleverest  men,  but  various  other  qualifica- 
tions which  you  are  not  so  well  able  to 
test  by  competitive  examinations.     It  was 
felt,    however,    that  a  great  deal  more 
might  be  done  with  respect  to  the  admis- 
sion of  Natives.  In  the  Uncovonanted  Ser- 
vice there  are  a  great  many  appointments 
that  are  of  considerable  value,  and  a  Re- 
turn has  been   presented   to   the    House 
showing  the  number  of  appointments  in 
the  Uncovenantcd  Service  held  by  Natives 
and  Europeans;  and  it  is  not  pleasant  for  mo 
to  say  that  the  proportion  is,  I  think,  about 
six  Europeans  to  one  Native.     The  im- 
pression of  myself  and  the  Council  is,  that 
the  Uncovonanted  Service  should  be,  as  far 
as  possible,  a  Native  service,  though  no 
doubt  certain  appointments  should  be  given 
to  Englishmen.      In  explanation  of  the 
large  proportion  of  Europeans  in  the  Un- 
covenantcd Service  I  may  mention  that 
appointments  were  given  to  many  Euro- 
peans who   rendered  services  during  the 
Mutiny,  and    other    appointments    wero 
given  to  the  sons  and    relatives  of  old 
officers.     Still,  I   feel  that  the  Uncovo- 
nanted  Service    is    a    dangerous  service 
for    Europeans,    as    it    affords    a    scope 
for  jobbing,  and  we  ought  to  confine  it 
more  to  Natives  than  to  Europeans.     In 
addition  to  this,  I  think  it  desirable  that 
we  should  provide  some  mode  by  which 
Natives  should  be  admitted  into  the  Co- 
venanted  Service;   and   I  therefore  pro- 
pose to  introduce  into  the  Bill  a  clause  to 
open,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  door  for  that 
purpose.     At  present  there  is  an  Act  by 
which  a  certain  number  of  choice  appoint- 
ments are   reserved  to  members  of  the 
Covenanted  Civil  Seryice  which  can  only 
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be  entered  by  competitive  examination  in 
tbis  country ;  but  there  is  also,  by  a  sec- 
tion of  that  Act,  power  given  to  the  au- 
tborities  to  appoint  other  persons,  provided 
they  have  resided  in  India  a  certain  number 
of  years,  and  have  passed  certain  language 
tests.  This  latter  provision,  however,  not 
being  thoroughly  effective,  I  propose  to  in- 
troduce a  clause  declaring  that  nothing 
in  that  Act  shall  prevent  the  authorities 
from  appointing  any  Native  of  India  to  any 


provide  safeguards  against  reckless  expen- 
diture. We  have  a  system  which  has 
raised  the  credit  of  India  to  the  highest 
pitch,  and  therefore  I  would  be  the  last  to 
disturb  it,  and  would  be  slow  and  cautious 
in  introducing  any  change.  Nevertheless, 
I  repeat  that  in  the  principle  of  Mr. 
Massey's  suggestions  I  concur.  With  re- 
gard to  the  two  Bills,  the  objects  of  which 
I  have  now  explained,  I  propose  to  intro- 
duce them  to-night,   and  to  name  three 


post  in   the  Covenanted   Service,  subject !  weeks  or  a  month  hence  for  the  second 
to  such  regulations  as  may  appear  expe- !  reading,  and  I  will  move  for  the  produc- 


Idient  to  the  Governor  General,  and  as  shall 
Ibe  approved  by  the  Secretary  for  India 
land  the  majority  of  his  Council.     Such  a 


tion  of  those  Minutes  and  Papers  to  which 
I  have  adverted.  Some  of  these  Papers 
are  of  a  character  that  it  is  not  usual. 


provision  will  afford  a  safeguard  against  j  perhaps,  to  produce,  they  being  more  or 
the  powers  being  abused  to  the  detriment  |  less  of  a  confidential  character;  but  there 
of  the  Covenanted  Civil  Service.  I  pro-  i  is  nothing  in  them  whicli  it  will  be  objec- 
pose,  also,  to  define  a  Native  of  India  as '  tionable  to  publish,  and  it  will  be  for  the 


being  a  person  born  of  parents  habitually 

resident  in   India,   and   not    of   persons 

merely  established  there  for  a  temporary 

purpose.      I    have    now   gone    through 

all  the  main  provisions  of  the  two  Bills,  j  brought  in  by  Sir  Stajforo'jSortucoxi  mod' Sir 

and  if  the  House  adopts  them  I  think   James  Febouhson. 


convenience  of  the  House  that  they  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members. 

Bill  to  amend  in  certain  respects  the  Act  for 
the  better  Government  of  India,  ordered  to  bo 


they  may  tend  to  improvements  in  the 
JGovernment  of  India,  though  I  am  far 
pom  saying  that  they  go  to  the  root  of 
Ithe  difficulties  we  have  to  deal  with.  We 
Imust  consider  that  India  is  not  one  undi- 
Ivided  whole  ;  and  that  we  have  to  deal  with 
Ian  enormous  variety  of  people  in  every 
stage  of  development.  It  is  desirable  to 
Iprovide,  as  far  as  possible,  the  means  of 
fair  play  among  the  different  parts  of  India, 
land  to  bring  about  a  state  of  things,  in  ac 


Bill  pretentedj  and  read  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  91.] 

BANS  HOLIDAYS  BILL. 

Select  Committee  namitiated  :  —  Sir  Coufiv 
O'LoGHLEir,  Mr.  Stbphkx  Gays,  Mr.  GoacBisr, 
Mr.  lloTuscniLD,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomovs,  Mr. 
PiM,  Mr.  Hubbard,  Viscount  Ambbrlkt,  Mr. 
Barnbtt,  Mr.  Waldeorate-Lbslib,  Mr.  Paull, 
Mr.  LusK,  Mr.  Freshfield,  Mr.  Golbnet,  and 
Mr,  Graves  : — Power  to  sRnd  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records ;   Five  to  bo  the  quorum. 

Instnifiion  to  tlio  Coiiuniitec,  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  discontinuing  the  days  of  grace  and 
cordance  witli  which  there  would  be  more  ,  the  practice  of  noting  bills  on  the  day  on  which 
of  local  administration,  subject,  however,    they  beconao  duo.— (.Vr.  /S(cph<^n  Cave.) 
to  the  general  control  of  the  Government 

of  India.     With  respect   to  the  financial  ooverxor  gkxeral  op  indta  bill. 

relations  of  one  part  of  India  to  another,  On  Motion  of  Sir  Stafford  Nortiicotb.  Bill  to 
those  are  questions  into  which  it  is  impos-  ^^efino  the  I'owers  of  the  Governor  General  of 
Bible  for  me  at  the  present  time  to  enter  ;    l"^/'*^,*"  Council  at  meetings  for  making  Ijiwi 

but  they  have  been  raised   in  India,  and    Z^^^u^Tl^^^^^^  P'***"*'''"" 

•^  ,  .  •  1       i  •  1  ^^^  making    l^aws   and    Kegulations    lor   certam 

are  now   undergoing  consideration   there.  :  parts  of  India  ;  and  for  eenain   other  pur|»08e«, 
Air.   Massey  has  proposed    a    scheme    by    onkred  to  be  brouglit  in  by  Sir  Stafford  NoRxn- 
which   local    administration    and   objects    <^ote  and  Sir  James  Feroussox. 
maybe  promoted   by   the  expenditure  of       Bi^  ;>'-t-*^"'<^^'.  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  92.] 
local  funds,   raised  on  a  system   of  local 

taxation.      This   is   a  matter   difficult  to  tetiioleum  act  amendment  bill. 

manage,  and  we  must  be  cautious,  for  it  is  On  Motion  of  Sir  James  Ferousson,  Bill  to 
k«ff.r/«k,  „ i  *  \  i\  .  amend  the  Act  twenty-fifth  and  twenty-sixth  Vic- 
better  to  be  a  year  or  two  too  long  than  to  ^oria.  chapter  sixty-six.  for  the  snfo  keening  of 
be  precipitate  in  our  proceedings.  How-  Tetroleum,  ordvrM  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Jamm 
ever,  in  the  general  principle  of  Mr.  Ferousson  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gatuor.vb  IIabdt. 
Massey's  proposals  I  cordially  concur ;  and  ^^^^  praadcd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  93.] 
1   hope  it  will    not   bo  very  long  before 

something  of  the  kind  is  carried  into  effect.  '  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

hVe  must  take  care   that  the  solidity  of!  Eleven  o'clock, 

jlndian  finance  is  not  shaken,  and  wo  must 
Sir  Stafford  I^orthcoie 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  April  24,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Sbuot  Couhxttkb— On  Fablio 
Petitions  nominated, 

PoBuo  Bills — Fxttt  Reading — Metropolis  Sub- 
ways •(78). 

Second  Reading — Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  * 

Committee — Bankruptcy    Acts     Repeal     (80); 

Bankruptcy   (31);    Judgment   Debtors  (32) ; 

Promissory  Oaths  *  (02). 
Report  —  Bankruptcy    Acts     Repeal     (30-74) ; 

Bankruptcy      (31-70) ;     Judgment     Debtors 

(32.76). 

COMPULSORY  CHURCH   RATES  ABOLI- 
TION BILL. 

STATEMENT. 

Eabl  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Malmesburjr) 
hod  requested  last  night  that  he  (Earl 
Rassell)  would  be  prepared  to  state  this 
evening  the  course  he  intended  to  take  on 
the  proposol  of  the  Government  to  refer 
the  Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  While  he 
confessed  he  had  great  doubts  on  the  sub- 
ject, yet,  on  the  understanding  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  not  to  be  de- 
parted from,  and  that  the  Committee  would 
be  only  for  the  purpose  of  going  carefully 
through  the  details,  he  should  not  oppose 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl.  He  would 
on  another  occasion  state  more  particularly 
his  views  on  the  subject. 

•BANKRUPTCY  ACTS  REPEAL  BILL. 
(The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

(no.  74.)      COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
since  the  three  Bills  on  the  subject  of 
bankruptcy  (the  Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal 
Bill,  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  and  the  Judg- 
ment Debtors  Bill)  were  laid  before  their 
Lordships,  and  hod  been  made  public,  he 
bad  received  a  number  of  communications 
which  induced  him  to  propose  modi6cations 
in  various  details  of  those  measures.  A 
noble  and  learned  Lord  bad  also  giveu 
notice  of  Amendments,  some  of  which  he 
deemed  to  be  improvements  on  the  Bill, 
while  to  others  he  was  not  able  to  give  his 
assent.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
thought  that  the  most  convenient  course 
to  pursue  would  be  to  go  into  Committee 
on  the  Bills  pro  farmd,  with  the  view  of 
introducing  the  Amendments  on  jthe  Re- 

YOL.  CXCI.    [IHIBD  SSB£B8,] 


port,  and  be  would  then  propose  to  fix  tbe 
Committee  again  on  Monday  week. 

Lord  CRANWORTH  thought  it  very 
necessary  that,  in  abolishing  iniprieonment 
for  debt,  great  care  should  be  taken  that 
the  measure  should  not  be  made  a  simple 
means  to  enable  a  debtor  to  hold  any  pro- 
perty he  mijzht  acquire  after  bankruptcy. 

Lord  ROM  ILLY  said,  that  one  of  these 
Bills  effected  a  Ferious  change  in  the  whole 
system  of  the  English  Law.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  be  enacted  that  a  bankrupt  should 
be  deemed  guilty  of  misdemeanour,  and  be 
liable  to  imprisonment  for  three  years, 
with  or  without  hard  labour,  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Judge,  for  certain  acts,  if  those 
acts  were  done  with  a  view  to  defraud  cre- 
ditors. The  bankrupt  was  to  be  held 
guilty  unless  he  proved  to  the  satisfaction 
of  a  Judge  and  jury  that  he  committed 
the  acts,  perfectly  innocent  in  themselves, 
without  intent  to  defraud.  For  instance, 
in  Part  XX.,  sec.  365,  it  was  enacted,  that 
if  within  four  months  next  before  adjudica- 
tion the  bankrupt  removes  any  part  of  his 
property  to  the  value  of  £10,  he  is  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanour  and  liable  to  be  impri- 
soned for  three  years,  with  or  without  hard 
labour,  unless  he  shows  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Court  and  jury  that  he  did  not  do 
so  with  intent  to  defraud.  Therefore  the 
bankrupt,  when  prosecuted  under  this 
clause,  may  have  his  account  with  bia 
banker  produced,  and  be  called  upon  to 
prove  that  any  cheque  drawn  by  him  for 
four  months  before  adjudication,  which  ex- 
ceeded £10,  was  not  drawn  for  a  fraudu- 
lent purpose.  What  answer  could  the 
bankrupt  give  to  vindicate  himself  from 
such  a  charge  ?  If  he  proposed  to  explain 
the  transaction  be  is  stopped  at  once  ;  the 
bankrupt  would  not  be  allowed  to  give  bis 
evidence  on  oath,  and  unsworn  evidence 
would  be  held  to  be  no  evidence  at  all. 
Can  be  call  witnesses  and  prepare  bis  de- 
fence ?  By  no  means.  For  that  purpose 
he  must  employ  an  attorney ;  but  he  would 
not  have  the  means  of  employing  an  attor- 
ney or  procuring  the  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses, as  every  penny  would  have  been 
taken  from  him  by  the  process  of  bank- 
ruptcy. If  Parliament  were  to  do  this,  they' 
would  eitber  enact  a  clause  which  it  would  be 
impossible  to  enforce,  or  they  would  autho-^ 
rize  an  act  of  the  greatest  possible  injus- 
tice. Such  a  provision,  even  if  it  should 
be  passed  by  their  Lordships,  would  never 
be  assented  to  by  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
and  there  was,  besides,  a  great  number  of 
other  clauses  of  a  similar  character.    No* 
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thing  wti  mota  ratuBrkkUo  tliKn  the  differ' 
Bnos  of  fMliDg  af  tha  merniitile  creditor 
D  Ills  abitnet  and  in  the  eoncrete;  al- 
fBja  readj  to  enset  eUiiMi  of  the  otmoat 
irnolty  againat  debtori  generallj — klwajs 
neat  mereifnl  and  kind  to  the  IndiTidanl 
debtor  «ho  had  become  inMltent.  The 
[reat  evil  of  inoh  legiiiation  wni  that  ita 
eDdenej  was  to  promote  a  syatam  of  reek- 
aaa  credit,  inatead  of  eDdeavoariDg,  aa  it 
hovld  do,  to  diaeoorage  that  ajstem,  whieh 
•aa  the  prineipal  eanie  of  wild  apeeulatiaii 
md  nltimate  min. 
Tn  LORD  CHANCBLLOR  aaid,  that 
I  eonearred  in  everj  word  nhieh  fell 
kon  hia  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Oranvorth)  with  regard  to  the  after- 
iflqaired  property  of  tbe  bankrapt.  He 
honght  it  waa  very  neeeiurj  thej  should 
le  earafol,  when  they  were  aboliihing  im- 
triionment  for  debt,  not  to  hold  oot  oar 
Mnkrnptay  proeeedinga  almplj  aa  a  meana 
br  a  peraon  to  set  what  waa  eoromonly 
•lied  "whitewaahed."  But  upon  that 
loint  the  preaent  BDI  proeeeded  further 
ban  that  of  IS66,  whieb  made  after- 
leqnired  property  liable  If  the  diTidend  had 
lean  leaa  than  6f,  M.  in  tbe  ponnd ; 
rhereaa  it  waa  now  propoaed  to  make  anah 
inperty  liable,  nndar  the  direction  of  the 
Joart,  no  matter  what  the  proportion  of 
he  dividend  might  have  been.  With  re- 
;mrd  to  the  aubjeet  introdoeed  by  hia  noble 
'  lenrned  Friend  itie  Mnstcr  of  the  Rolln, 
could  nesiirQ  liia  nohio  and  Icarneil 
f'riend  (liat  (lie  prinoiplo  upon  wliicti  tlie 
'laiises  to  wliich  he  lind  referred  were 
ranied  invotveil  no  novel  principle  in  our 
riminnl  jurisproJcnco.  There  were  many 
■nses  alreaily  in  existence  where  tlie  onus 
if  proof  trae  maile  by  tlio  law  to  reat  on 
ho  peraon  cliarged,  that  the  acta  charged 
rere  not  the  result  of  any  criminnl  conduct 
a  part.  This  matter  waa  one  ivhich 
lad  been  mnch  considered  by  the  mercan- 
community;  and  they  concurred  in  the 
w  that  if  a  person  in  trade  waa  found, 
example,  falsifying  or  denlroying  booiiB 
removing  property  at  particular  dntca, 
laving  reference  to  the  particular  circum- 
tnnces  of  those  dates,  iho  onus  should 
>e  thrown  upon  him  of  shoving  that  he 
icted  without  any  criminal  or  improper  in- 
ention  towards  hia  creditors,  and  the  ere- 
itors  should  not  be  left  under  the  obliga- 
>D  of  proving  that  which  they  could  not 
ove — namely,  what  was  passing  in  the 
ind  of  tlie  debtor.  He  agreed,  however, 
ith  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  that  it 
IB  worthy  of  the  condderalion  of  their 
Lori  Romilly 


Lordahipa  whether,  if  tbey  thought  it  rUl 
to  throw  the  burden  of  proof  upon  ttt 
debtor,  his  month  ahoold  not  be  so  far  B^ 
sealed  that  he  dhould  be  allowed  to  rin 
hia  own  alatemcnt  of  the  traoaMtiom  M 
which  he  hsd  been  engaged. 

Lonn  ROUILLY  said,  be  beliend 
imposrible  for  a  Bill  of  this  magaltnoe  l_ 
bo  passed  through  Parliament  in  ^^^ 
or  three  months  remaining  of  the  3ei3t8$ 
and  that  it  woald  be  as  well  before  it 
proeeeded  wiifa,  lo  take  ihe  opinion  of 
three  or  feer  well-quntiGed  persona  aa  to 
ita  provisions.  When  he  had  the  honoor 
of  introdaeing  the  Incumbered  E«tates 
Court  Bill  for  Ireland,  he  submitted  hit 
measure  to  a  oomber  of  persons  whom  he 
knew  tobahoaiile  to  it,  and  in  timt  way 
objeetiona  were  pointed  out  which  would 
not  otberwiao  htiva  preaented  lhera>nl*e«i 
and  he  thought  a  similar  benefit  would  be 
derived  from  a  further  disenasiou  of  tbil  . 
Bill  ent-of-doora. 

Tbe  lord  CHANCBLLOR  reminded  ' 
hia  noble  end  learned  Friend  that  the 
meaanre  had  gono  fully  through  the  very 
prooeaa  which  iio  ndvocated.  A  Bank- 
mptey  Bill  had  been  introduced  and  freely 
eriticiaed  before  a  Select  Committee  la 
1866.  In  1867  another  Bill,  profiting  by 
that  erilieiamj  had  been  bruuglit  in.  Bad 
had  alao  nnderiono  similar  criticism  ;  and 
the  present  Bill  was  the  rosuU  of  the  ex- 
perience derived  from  those  two  previons 
occasions.  He  had,  he  might  add,  that 
day  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  a  depota- 
tiuu  from  llie  Chamber  of  Commerce  «f 
Liverpool,  who  had  stated  to  him  that  they 
liighly  approved  of  the  Bill,  while  poioling 
out  two  or  ihree  particulars  in  which  they 
desired  that  its  provisions  ahonld  be  modi- 
fied. 

Eahl  grey  said,  he  altogether  dia^ 
proved  that  principle  of  commeroial  meral- 
ity  wliicli  allowed  men  to  launch  into  all 
aorta  of  speculations,  and  to  pocket  the 
money  derived  from  them  if  they  were 
successful,  while,  if  they  failed,  only  a 
siiinll  dividend  was  paid  to  their  eredi Ion. 
There  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  aene 
modification  of  the  old  ayatem  of  iinpri- 
aonment,  to  meet  tbe  grave  offeneea  wbieh 
were  in  those  cases  the  reault  of  impru- 
dence  as  well  as  of  fraud. 

SAHXHUPTCT     ICn     BXPEAI.    ULL     [B-b] 

(No.  74) — nsNZBUPicT  bill[h.l.]  (No.  7s) 

— JDDOUEHT  DKBTOBB  BILL  [h.l]  (No.  78) 

— House  in  Committee  (aeeording  to  Or- 
der);  Bills  ra|>or(ed.  without  A        '       ' 


1221         Poit  OfficB—WMt         {Apbil24,  1868} 

Amendments  made ;  Bills  rB-commitud  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Afon- 
day  the  4(A  of  May  next ;  and  to  be 
prinUd  as  amended. 
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RIOTS  IN  LANCASHIRE.— QUESTION. 

The  Eablof  LICHFIELD  asked  the 
OoTernment,  If  it  be  true  that  a  large 
Number  of  Staffordshire  Colliers  have  been 
forced  to  leave  their  Emplojment  in  the 
Coal-pits  of  Lancashire,  in  consequence  of 
the  Magistrates  and  Police  Authorities  of 
that  county  having  declared  their  Inability 
to  protect  them  from  Violence  and  personal 
Injury  ? 

The  Earl  of  MALMBSBURT  said, 
he  was  sorry  to  have  to  state,  in  reply 
to  his  noble  Friend,  that  it  was  true  the 
force  for  protecting  the  persons  to  whom 
he  alluded  had  been  withdrawn,  and  that 
they  had  therefore  been  obliged  to  return 
to  Staffordshire.  The  first  intimation  re- 
ceived by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  of  what  had  occurred  came  from 
a  deputation  of  coal-owners,  who  called 
upon  him  yesterday  morning  and  stated 
the  facts.  Immediate  inquiry  was  made  by 
the  Home  Office,  and  a  Report  was  sent  to 
Mr.  Hardy  by  the  Chief  Constable  of  the 
place — to  the  effect  that  he  had  not  suffici- 
ent force  to  maintain  —  what  he  had  for 
some  time  maintained  —  the  protection  of 
those  Staffordshire  colliers  ;  that  the  riot- 
ous conduct  of  the  pitmen  had  extended, 
and  that,  therefore,  his  force  not  being 
sufficient,  he  had  been  obliged  to  withdraw 
his  men  from  that  part  of  Lancashire.  The 
same  statement  was  made  by  the  Mayor  ; 
whereupon  Mr.  Hardy  telegraphed,  both 
to  the  Chief  Constable  and  the  Mayor,  that 
he  expected  them  to  obtain  more  assistance 
and  to  maintain  the  law,  as  it  was  their 
duty  to  do.  Mr.  Hardy  further  applied  to 
the  Horse  Guards  for  an  increased  military 
force ;  and  he  understood  a  troop  of  ca- 
valry and  about  300  infantry  were  by  this 
time  ready  to  maintain  peace  and  order  on 
the  spot.  Beyond  that,  the  Government 
had  no  information.  Mr.  Hardy,  he  might 
add,  also  communicated  with  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace,  stating  that  he  expected  the 
Magistrates  to  use  their  utmost  exertions 
to  do  their  duty  with  respect  to  these  riots. 


PUBLIC    PETITIOKS. 

Seleot  Committee  on :  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee ;  the  Committee 
to  appoint  their  own  Chairman : 


M.  Bath 
E.  Devon 
£.  Stanhope 
£.  Gamaryon 
£.  Morley 
£.  RuMell 
E.  Kimberley 
V.  Eversley 


y.  Halifax 
L.  Clinton 
L.  Redesdale 
L.  Colchester 
L.  Silchester 
L.  Lyvedea 
L.  Taunton 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  April  24,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — SxLicT  Conmrm^RepoH-^On 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  [No.  227.] 

Wats  and  Means  —  Betoiuiian  [April  23]  rtf- 
parUd. 

PuBLio  Bills — Committee — Marringes  (Frampton 
Mansel)  *  [79]  ;  County  Courts  (Admiralty 
Jurisdiction)*  [33];  United  Parishes  (Soot- 
land)  •[81]. 

Report — Marriages  (Frampton  Mansel)  •  [79]; 
County  Courts  Admiralty  Jurisdiction  *  [33-94]; 
United  Parishes  (Scotland)*  [81]. 

Third  Reading — Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
Orders  in  Council  *  [09] ;  Legitimacy  Declara- 
tion (Ireland)*  [87];  Religious,  drc.  Buildings 
(Sites)  *  [18],  and  patted, 

POST  OFFICE— WEST   INDIAN  MAILS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  graves  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
invite  competition  for  the  conTeyanoe  of  the 
West  Indian  Mails  on  the  expiration  of  tho 
present  Contract  ? 

Mr.  SG LATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  GoTcniment  had  no  intention  of 
inviting  competition  for  the  conveyance  of 
the  West  Indian  Mails  at  the  expiration  of 
the  present  Contract.  The  West  India  Mail 
Steam  Packet  Company  had  represented 
to  the  Government  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  them  to  make  the  outlay  which 
was  necessary  for  the  adequate  performance 
of  the  service  after  the  disastrous  results  of 
the  hurricanes  which  occurred  in  the  West 
Indies  last  year,  unless  their  term  were 
extended  beyond  the  two  years  during 
which  the  Contract  was  to  run.  This  re- 
quest was  regarded  as  a  reasonable  one 
and  was  acceded  to.  The  terms  upon 
which  the  Contract  would  be  recommended 
were  still  under  consideration,  but  one  con- 
dition would  be  that  the  Packet  Station 
should  be  removed  from  St.  Thomas  to 
somo  other  place  in  the  West  Indies. 
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INDIA— ^BANK  OF  BOMBAY. 
QUESTIONS. 

Lord  WILLIAM  DAT  said,  he  would 

beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 

Whether,   when    directing    the   Gorernor 

General  of  India  to  appoint  a  Commission 

of  Inquiry  into  the  circumstances  attending 

the  failure  of  the  Bsnk  of  Bombay,   "  with 

full  powers  to  conduct  the  inquiry,"  his 

attention  was  given  to  the  6th  and  7th 

paragraphs  of  a  Minute  by  his  Excellency 

the  Gofemor  of  Bombay,  dated  the  15th  of 

August,  1867,  in  which  be  declared  that — 

"  No  inTettigation  by  a  Commiuion  can  be  com- 
plete, unleu  that  Cominiuion  has  power  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  witnesses,  the  prodnotion  of  pa» 
pers,  Touohers,  and  books,  and  to  examine  on  oath;" 

and  that — 

'<  An  Act  of  the  (Bombay)  Legislative  Council 
might  give  these  powers  within  the  Presidency 
only;  an  Act  of  the  Legislative  Coancil  of  the 
Governor  General  would  give  the  more  extended 
power  throughout  India ;  but  neither  would  en- 
able the  Commission  to  examine  parties  in  Eng- 
land, where,  perhaps,  the  most  important  evidence 
might  have  to  be  obtained,  and  without  which  the 
ioqairy  could  not  be  said  to  be  complete ;" 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  has  taken  any  steps 
to  empower  the  Commission,  appointed  in 
pursuance  of  his  instructions,  to  examine  or 
to  procure  the  examination  on  oath  of  wit- 
nesses in  England  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  his  attention  had,  of  course, 
been  directed  to  the  observations  which 
bad  been  made  upon  this  subject  by  the 
Governor  of  Bombay,  and  he  was  also  per- 
fectly aware  that  the  duties  of  a  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry  could  not  be  properly 
carried  out  without  legislative  powers.  He 
very  much  doubted,  however*  whether  it 
would  be  necessary  to  give  compulsory 
powers  with  reference  to  the  examination 
of  witnesses  in  this  country.  He  had  re- 
cently received  a  telegram  from  the  Viceroy 
of  India,  who  statea  that  be  proposed  to 
introduce  a  Bill  in  the  Legislative  Council 
with  a  view  to  giving  to  the  Commission 
more  extended  power  throughout  India. 
The  Viceroy  also  requested  that  he  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  would  nominato  one 
member  to  serve  on  the  Commission,  and 
ho  had  accordingly  nominated  Sir  Charles 
Jackson.  He  had  further  telegraphed  to 
India  and  requested  to  be  furnished  with 
the  names  of  the  members  of  the  Commis- 
sion, but  he  had  not  yet  received  an  answer. 
Considering  that  the  Commissioners  would 
find  all  records  and  books  in  India,  and 
that  nearly  all  the  witnesses  were  in  titat 
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eoQDtry,  it  would  probably  be  nnneeessarj 
to  oonfer  upon  them  powers  for  the  exami- 
nation of  witnesses  in  England. 

Mb.  J.  PEEL  said,  he  would  beg  to  «»k 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  Act  of  1863,  which  is  said  to  have  led 
to  the  mismanagement  and  failure  of  the 
Bank  of  Bombay,  was  not  submitted  to  snd 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  before  it  was  passed  by  the  Council 
of  Bombay  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  re- 
plied  that  it  had  not  been  submitted  to  tbe 
Secretary  of  State  before  it  passed  the 
Council  of  Bombay;  but  after  it  had  bees 
passed  by  the  Council  and  had  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Governor  General  it  wsi 
sent  home.  It  then  appeared  to  have  been 
reviewed  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  who 
wrote  to  India  to  say  that  he  saw  no  reason 
for  disallowing  the  sanction  which  tite  Act 
had  received  at  the  hands  of  the  Viceroy. 

STRIKE   OF  COLLIERS  IN  THE  WIGAN 
DISTRICT.—QUESTION. 

Major  ANSON  said,  in  the  absence  of 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Elcho),  hewouldhe^ 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  report  that  the  Magistrates  and  Police 
Authorities  of  Lancashire  had  been  onable 
in  the  Wigan  district  to  protect  workmen 
from  assault,  and  that  they  have  tbroogh 
violence  and  intimidation  been  forced  to 
leave  their  employment;  whether  it  it 
true  that  trains  conveying  these  workmen 
have  been  attacked  with  stones  and  slsg.to 
the  bodily  injury  of  the  passengers;  and, 
if  these  reports  be  true,  whether  be  can 
eicplain  the  cause  of  the  failure  on  the  part 
of  tbe  Magistrates  and  Police  Authorities  of 
Lancashire  to  give  that  protection  to  work- 
men  which  every  citizen  has  a  right  to  ex- 
pect in  a  free  and  well-ordered  State  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON,  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  feared  that  it  was  true  that 
the  occurrences  alluded  to  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  taken 
place,  and  that  many  workmen  had  been 
deterred  by  violence  and  intimidation  fronj 
pursuing  their  employment.  No  special 
information  had  been  received  as  to  the 
acts  of  violence  referred  to,  but  it  was  not 
unlikely  that  the  particular  instance  had 
occurred.  He  was  unable  to  give  satisfac- 
tory explanation  of  the  reasons  why  better 
protection  had  not  been  afforded  to  those 
workmen  and  labourers;  because  it  ''** 
only  yesterday  morning  that  it  was  learnt 
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at  the  HoQie  Office  that  the  protection 
given  to  the  colliers  during  the  long  strike 
had  been  discontinued.  A  deputation  of 
colliery  owners  called  upon  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  complained  that  the  protection 
afforded  to  the  workmen  had  been  with- 
draitn,  and  that  not  only  were  many  of  the 
workmen  who  had  accepted  the  wages  pro- 
posed by  the  masters  compelled  to  return 
to  their  homesi  but  there  appeared  to  be 
danger  of  the  strike  extending  to  other 
works.  The  Secretary  of  State  tele- 
graphed to  the  Chief  Constable  and  to  the 
Mayor  of  Wigan  to  know  whether  they  had 
sufficient  force  at  their  command  to  protect 
the  workmen  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.  The  reply  from  both  quarters 
being  unsatisfactory,  the  Secretary  of  State 
immediately  requested  that  detachments  of 
troops  should  be  sent  to  Wigan,  and  these 
troops  were  sent  on  in  the  course  of  the 
afternoon.  By  the  direction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  he  had  written  a  letter  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the  county  of  Lan- 
cashire, which  was  to  be  read  at  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions,  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
Magistrates  would  do  all  in  their  power  to 
protect  the  workmen  and  preserve  the  pub- 
lic peace,  and  promising  that  whatever 
other  assistance  might  be  required  should 
be  given. 

SUPPLY. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  tleave  the 
Chair." 

INSURRECTION    IN    CRETE. 
HOTION  FOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

Mr.  monk  :  Mr.  Speaker— Sir,  it  will 
doubtless  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  early  in  last  year  the  hen.  Member 
for  Gal  way  brought  forward  a  Motion  in 
reference  to  the  disturbed  state  of  Servia 
and  of  Crete,  and  in  a  very  able  and  tem- 
perate speech  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  of  the  Government  to  the  un- 
happy condition  of  the  Christian  subjects 
of  the  Porte  in  the  Island  of  Caudia.  I 
am  deeply  sensible  of  the  disadvantages 
under  which  1  lie  in  approaching  a  subject 
which  has  been  so  ably  treated  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  which  has  risen  considerably 
in  importance  during  the  past  twelvemonth. 
I  can  only  throw  myself  upon  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  feeling  sure  that  that 
indulgence  will  not  bo  asked  for  in  vain. 


There  is,  however,  one  difficulty  under 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  la- 
boured last  year  from  which  I  feel  myself 
altogether  relieved.  I  allude  to  the  appre- 
hension, which  he  then  felt,  lest  any  ex- 
pressions of  sympathy  with  a  suffering 
Nationality  uttered  in  this  House  should 
raise  false  hopes  which  might  tend  to  pro- 
long what  was  then  considered  by  many 
to  be  a  hopeless  contest.  For  more  than 
eighteen  months  the  struggle  for  indepen- 
dence has  been  carried  on  in  Crete,  and 
unless  the  Great  Powers  intervene  it  seems 
likely  to  be  indefinitely  prolonged.  In  the 
meantime  the  non-oombatants  have  for  the 
most  part  left  the  island,  and  vast  num- 
bers of  women  and  children  have  been  re- 
moved, 80  that  on  the  ground  of  humanity 
there  is  no  longer  any  cause  for  further 
reticence  on  our  part.  During  the  past 
year  subjects  of  great  national  importance 
have  so  fully  occupied  the  time  and  atten- 
tion of  Parliament,  that  the  affairs  of  Crete 
seem  almost  to  have  escaped  our  notice  ; 
yet  from  time  to  time  the  atrocities  com- 
mitted in  that  unfortunate  island  have 
furnished  occasion  for  questions  in  this 
House,  and  in  November  last  a  volumin- 
ous blue  book  was  issued  by  the  Foreign 
Office  on  the  subject,  and  presented  by 
Her  Majesty's  command  to  Parliament. 
No  one  can,  I  am  sure,  rise  from  a  pe- 
rusal of  that  blue  book  without  feeling 
convinced  that  the  insurrection  had  as- 
sumed far  larger  proportions,  and  a  much 
more  formidable  aspect,  in  the  autumn  of 
last  year  than  it  had  at  the  time  when  the 
subject  was  discussed  in  the  early  part  of 
1867;  and,  judging  from  the  latest  ac- 
counts  received  from  Constantinople  and 
from  Athens — let  me  add,  from  no  Phil- 
hellenic sources — I  see  no  probability  of 
an  early  cessation  of  hostilities. 

In  the  debate  which  ensued  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Gregory),  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  while 
claiming  credit  to  the  Government  for  its 
sympathy  with  the  Christian  races  in  the 
East,  expressly  declined  to  give  a  semblance 
of  eneouragement  to  a  hopeless  insurrec- 
tion, or  to  compromise  the  Government  or 
the  Cretans  by  a  precipitate  or  premature 
action.  And  shortly  before  the  Easter 
Recess  the  noble  Lord,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth,  who  inquired  whe- 
ther tranquillity  might  be  considered  to  be 
now  re-established  in  Crete,  said— 

*'  The  true  state  of  matters  seemed  to  be  that 
the  insurreotion  hnd  dwindled  down  to  ver/ small 
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proportions  ;  but  it  would  bo  premature  to  say  Let  US,  theu,  consider  for  a  moment  whit 
that  tranquillity  had  actually  been  reestablished."    jj^g  \^^^^  j^^^  ^Mv\vig  the  past  year  towards 

Now.  Sir.  notwithstanding  that  reply  of  the  \  t^»e  re-conquest  or  paciBcation  of  Crete. 
noble  Lor.1.  I  shall  venture  to  ask  hiui,:  J^^s  Turkey  been  able  to  maintain  the 
before  I  sit  down,  whether  lie  deems  the]  blocka.le  of  tho  island?  Why,  Sir,  the 
insurrection  to  be  absolutely  hopeless;  and,'  ^rcadi  made  no  fewer  than  twenty-three 


if  not,  whether  he  does  not  think  that  the 
time  lins  arrived  when  a  more  decided  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  Great  Britain,  in  concert 
with  tho  other  protecting  Powers,  would 
be  neither  precipitate  nor  premature  ?  For 
my  o\Tii  part,  I  believe  that  the  Porto  can- 
not re-conquer  Crete.  Such,  too,  appears 
to  have  been  the  opinion  of  our  Ambas- 
sador at  Constantinople  so  long  ago  os  in 
February,  1867.  That  opinion  was  con- 
Tcycd  in  a  despatch  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  which  by  a  singular  coincidence 
Ironched  the  Forciirn  Office  on  the  very  day 
upon  which  tho  noble  Lord  stated  his  belief 
{that  tho  insurrection  was  a  hopeless  one, 
though  perhaps  at  that  time  the  despatch 
mny  not  have  reached  his  eye.  Lord  Lyons 
writes  from  Constantinople,  February  6, 
1867— 

"  I  did  not  conceal  from  Aali  Pasha  that  I  was 


blockade-running  voyages  before  she 
captured  and  destroyed.  The  Enosis  has 
made  a  score  of  successful  Toyages;  and 
her  consort,  the  Crete,  is  running  with  the 
regularity  of  a  mail  steamer  between  Syra 
and  Camlia.  In  the  Pall  MM  Oazetle  of 
the  11th  ultimo,  I  find  the  following,  from 
Constantinople,  written  on  the  29th  of 
February  :— 

**  The  subjection  of  Crete  appears  to  be  as  rs- 
mote  now  as  when  the  Grand  Vizior  went  on  hii 
mission.  Omer  Pasha  openly  expresses  his  opinioa 
that  it  is  perfectly  hopeless  to  expect  any  success 
against  the  insurgents  as  long  as  the  blockade  if 
carried  on  in  its  present  manner.  It  is  certainly 
astonishing  that  a  force  of  upwards  of  thiriy  ves- 
sels of  all  classes  cannot  in  some  way  interefpt 
the  single  blockade-runner,  which  keeps  up  cooh- 
munication  with  the  island  with  the  regularity  of 
a  Mail  Service." 

The  insurgents  themselves,  who,  ainee  (he 
reQ)oval  of  the  inhahitants  of  the  lowlandi 


far  from  being  «  sanguine  as  he  was  with  regard    ^„d  ^f  j,,^;^  ^j^es  and  familiea,  are  almost 
to  the  success  of  the  Porte  mrcstormg  tranquillity         ^.     .  i>      i  <     .t       ««  •  i 


restoring  tranquillity 
in  Crete  and  satisfying  the  Christian  inhabitants 
by  the  measures  he  contemplated." — [Blue  Book, 
I  p.  8.] 

But  1  will  quote  a  much  later  authority — 
I  perhaps   almost  as  hi(;h   nn    authority  as 


entirely  confined  to  the  Mountaineers  and 
Volunteers — the  latter  being  very  few  in 
number— ridicule  tho  notion  of  surrender. 
They  thoroughly  distrust  tho  Turks,  and 
will  not  even  hear  of  autonomy.  Annexa- 
LonlLvMins  liimself.  The  able  ami  ilil^tin^  ■  *'^>»  ^^  ^^^^^^  «^^«"e  will  satisfy  them.  The 
guislicd    correspondent   of    The   Times   nt    ^^^'^^^   is  n ware  that   m   January   of  last 


Mousticr  said  that — 
*'  The  pacification  of  Crcto  is  not  likely  to  bo  ' 

Itho  work  tiihor  ot  Turkey  or  of  (irooco.     It  must  ,       **  1^'*  ^^'^^  »"^  <^f""0  to  tho  conclusion  that  it 

be    biou-lit   al.oiit   by    tho  political   infliionce  ol     would  be  larbi-ltcr  for  the  Porte  to  give  up  Candid 

Itbc  (Irrat  Powers,  ai'ul  by  the  pub'ic  opinion  of    t'>"'^"  to  sock  to  conciliate  tbo  (.'hristian  populatioa 

by  giving  soni<»  fi)nii  of  loo.il  nutonoiny   to  tho 

i -land,     lie  believed  that  the  country  was  lost  to 

Turkey,  an<l  that  it  would  be  better  tor  the  Sultan 


ICurope."— [7V/,j<v,  February  8,  J8G8.] 

A;?:«in,  on  tlio   ITth  of  March,  lie  writes — 


to  accept  this  conclusion  tban  to  grant  concesaiona 
which  would  not  perrnaneiitly  reconcile  the  popu- 
lation to  Turkish  rule,  while  they  would  form  a 
precedent  on  which  every  part  of  the  Turkish 
Kmpire  might  found  a  claim  to  quasi  indepen- 
dence. Crete,  liis  Kxcellency  said,  had  become  a 
permanently  sore  limb  of  the  Empire,  and  it  was 
better  to  amputate  it  than  to  allow  it  to  form  tbe 
nucleus  of  gangrene,  which  might  spread  to  every 
part  of  the  Kmpire lie  folt  con- 
vinced that  the  course  he  had  suggested  was  the 
wisest  which  the  Sultan  could  adopt,  lie  added 
"  The  nftairs  of  Crete  continue  in  tho  same  po-    that,  if  ho  were  himself  in  the  Sultan's  position, 

,itlon.     blockade  running  is   kept   up,   and  the    *»«  ^^'0"'J  "ot  hesitate  also  to  abandon  Thcssaly." 

knigratidn  of  Christian  families  continues.     The    — [Bfnc  Book^  p.  2.] 

k)roi)ortion  of  men  who  emigrate  is  now  consider-     m      ^i     ^        i*  a      i  •         n         •        r*  i- 

ible.  judLMua  from  the  numbers  that  are  seen  at    To  that  policy,    Austria,    Prussia,   Italy, 
|Aiheiis."--[r/>/<cjr,  April  9,  18C8.]  anu  Rubdia  gavo  in  their  adhesion  in  the 

J//'.  Movk 


"  SKiimi'«h"s  frequently  occur  between  the  Mua- 
hulman  (irecks  of  tho  island  and  the  insuri;ent 
IChristians,  but  the  Ottoman  troops  have  generally 
Iremaini'il  inactive  during  the  wintj-r,  and  almost 
lall  the  volunteers  from  (.Jreeco  have  n'turned,  on 
laccount  of  l!io  difliculty  of  procuring  subsistence 
Iwhero  war  i.s  cairied  on  without  depots  or  disci- 
pline. Thtre  apiK;ars  to  be  no  immediate  pros- 
j)ect  of  a  termination  of  liostilities." — \_2^i7ii€S, 
[April  y,  18o8.] 

lOnce  more,  on  the  25tli  ultimo — 
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coarse  of  last  year.  Bat,  writes  the  noble 
Lord,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Fane,  referring  more 
particularly  to  a  con  f  creation  he  had  held 
with  the  Prince  de  la  Tour  d'Auvergne 
respecting  the  cession  of  Crete — 

"Nor  could  I  conceal  from  him  my  opinion 
that  the  Porte,  having,  us  it  belioTed,  pot  down 
hy  force  of  arms  the  insurrection  directed  against 
its  authority,  would  nt  once,  and  decidedly;  refuse 
to  sacrifice  a  proYince  which  it  had  re-conquered 
at  the  cost  of  so  much  blood  and  treasure." — 
{Blue  Book,  p.  3.] 

I  must  confess  that  the  words  of  the  noble 
Lord  somewhat  surprised  me.  More  than 
a  year  has  elapsed,  and  what  progress  has 
been  made  towards  the  re-conquest  of 
Candia?  What,  in  short,  has  been  the 
policy  of  the  Porte  ?  Declining  to  listen 
to  the  Great  Continental  Powers,  who 
recommended  a  Mixed  Commission  of  In- 
quiry for  Candia,  and  rejecting  with  disdain 
the  proposal  of  local  autonomy,  the  Porte 
Bent  the  Grand  Vizier  himself  to  Crete. 
The  mission  of  Aali  Pasha,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  and  as  might  have  been  expected, 
turned  out  a  complete  failure.  In  his  cele- 
brated Proclamation  of  November  last  what 
are  the  means  which  he  proposes  for  the 
pacification  of  the  island,  and  for  redressing 
the  wrongs  and  grievances  of  the  Christian 
inhabitants  ?  Does  he  propose  any  organic 
reforms?  Any  measures  tor  the  ameliora- 
tion of  the  condition  of  the  Christians? 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  The  "  Instructions 
for  the  Commanders  of  a  Military  Circle," 
which  are  appended  to,  and  form  part  of,  the 
Proclamation,  commence  with  a  statement 
that  is  palpably  untrue.  They  then  pro- 
ceed to  breathe  forth  destruction  and  utter 
extermination  against  all  who  still  continue 
io  arms  against  the  authority  of  the  Porte. 
"  The  Candian  insurrection  "  writes  Aali 
Pasha,  "no  longer  exists."  Let  the  House 
bear  in  mind  that  these  words  were  written 
at  the  end  of  October  last — 

"The  Candian  insurrection  no  longer  exists. 
Those  who  are  at  this  moment  maintaining  the  dis- 
order in  the  island,  and  are  preventing  a  portion 
of  the  inhabitants  from  peaceably  devoting  them- 
selves to  their  labours,  consist  of  bands  of  foreign 
and  native  brigands,  which  it  is  necessary  to 
destroy,  whilst  eflTectually  protecting,  by  God's 
help  and  under  the  auspices  of  oar  august  So- 
vereign, the  citixens  who  have  submitted  against 
their  destructive  incursions."  —  IBlue  Book, 
p.  803.] 

Are  these  words  of  conciliation  ?  Are  they 
words  of  wisdom,  or  even  of  common  pru- 
dence ?  Are  they  calculated  to  inspire  the 
Cretans  with  confidence  in  their  rulers  ?  Is 
it  too  much  to  say  of  the  Turks  ? — 
*'  Quos  Deus  vult  perdere,  prius  dcmontat." 


It  has,  however,  been  alleged  that  certain 
of  the  Great  Powers  have  been  playing  fast 
and  loose  with  the  Cretan  question.  It 
may  be  so.  I  neither  affirm  nor  deny  it. 
This  seems  to  me  to  be  neither  the  time 
nor  the  occasion  for  discussing  the  motives 
of  the  other  Powers.  But  so  far  as  Great 
Britain  is  concerned,  I  must  do  the  noble 
Lord  the  justice  to  say  that  there  hns  been 
no  yacillation,  no  temporizing  on  his  part. 
The  policy  of  the  Government  of  Great 
Britain  has  been  the  same  in  1867  that  it 
was  in  1830 — namely,  to  preserve  Candia 
to  the  Turks,  and  to  uphold  by  means  of 
moral  support  the  tottering  sway  of  the 
Porte  over  an  island,  which  is  a  source  of 
weakness  to  it,  and  of  real  danger  to  its  yery 
existence.  But  I  will  not  take  up  the  time 
of  the  House  by  recurring  to  the  wrongs  in- 
flicted upon  this  unhappy  island,  by  means 
of  foreign  diplomacy,  in  preserving  it  to 
the  Turks  in  1830.  That  policy  was  com- 
mented upon  at  some  length,  and  in  terms 
of  just  severity,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  in  the  discussion  of  last  year.  The 
memorable  protests  of  Earl  Russell  and  of 
Lord  Palmerston  in  this  House  will  uover 
be  forgotten — 

"  Let  Cftndia  remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Turks, 
and  what  probability  was  there  that  the  Greeks  in 
that  island  would  remain  patient  under  that  yoke 
which  their^brothren  had  shaken  off?"— [2  JSan^ard, 
zzii,  568.] 

Truer  words  were  never  spoken  in  this 
House.  The  prophetic  speech  of  Lord 
Palmerston  has  been  fulfilled  to  the  very 
letter.  At  the  same  time,  I  admit  that  it  is 
impossible  for  statcBoien  to  disconnect  or 
dissociate  the  Cretan  insurrection  from  the 
Eastern  question.  In  all  human  proba- 
bility the  solution  of  that  momentous  ques- 
tion cannot  be  postponed  for  many  years. 
The  march  of  evenU  is  os  rapid  as  it  is 
sure.  Great  Britain  alone  of  the  Great 
Powers  has  endeavoured  to  stave  it  off  by 
opposing  the  views  of  France  and  of  Russia 
as  to  the  settlement  of  the  Cretan  question. 
The  Government  may  have  been  perfectly 
justified  in  opposing  those  views,  and  in 
refusing  to  offer  any  advice  to  the  Porte, 
the  adoption  of  which  might  possibly  lead 
to  the  dismemberment  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire ;  but  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
Foreign  Secretary  is  scarcely  justified  in 
withholding  from  Parliament  the  important 
State  documents,  written  by  Prince  Gort- 
chakoff,  for  which  I  am  about  to  move. 
Those  despatches  contain  the  yiews  of 
Russia,  not  only  on  the  Cretan  question, 
but  on  the  condition  of   the  Christians 


linngliont  Tnrlter,  avd  a  iketah  of  the  i  i^Mt  tli 
iMuiirM  whioh  RnMift  deems  nee«iuT|  "*"  '- 
'm  the  Bmeliorttion  of  their  eondition.     I 


{COKltONS] 


iMa-«onpll«iie«  in  4u 


(ba  otbar  hand,  tlic  ;illegiilion  put  lorib  b 


^ . ,,    . ,,4.       ,    ,  niMiin,  »r,  »  iMj  rat 

laTO  pnratel;  giTao  to  tlie  ooble  Lord  the  k>iim  iDilaUa  bomhh 

JeereUrj  of  Stale  for  Foreign  Affaire  a  on  (be  oUwr  hand,  r 

iet  of  thoie  Bute  Pepere.     The  Gnt  bee  ^^^1^*;^  *^ 

vferenw  to  the  prohabis  coiiieqaeDoeB  of  "  " 

he  Creten  iDamreetion  ;  the  oext,  to  the  jmboad,  bmntsd  m  tii 

leeeasilj  for  immediate  aotion  oo  the  part  1*  bf  agmoia*  at  «ork 
tf  Great  BriUio  ;  the  third  to  the  condi- ,  Grew*,  berfd«a_tta^  mm 
of  the  Chriitiana  in  Tarke*  ;  and  thi 


denominatioD  of  'ajmett- 
0  that  bu  linee  ectard  hj 
time  wicb  the  popdlnr  ■!•■ 
b;  tho  Porte  wiih  hoi  ding 
'  v)  orilicala  juliEtorvi 


«0lta 


on  Iho  adjaoint  land  ol 
If  political  chungra  in  > 
"'  ■     fC«™  been  wroughl 


I hit lh4 


u  might  be  dotred,  or 

with  Treaty  proiiuoni. 

I  iball  nol  neapllalate  ihe  KTeral  griEnn«M 
the  Sultan  (of  which  » 
deipatch  of  tha  filb  of 
h  I  consider  to  be  ia  1 


I      .1.  .  •       .1.      n       •         ^  '       (   .1.    I  in  Kampe :  all  the  above  auled  circomi 

'borth  eonteiaa  the  Rnaaian  tiow  of  the    „g™ttraid,onl70Dn.inn,.,n-.s<.r„n« 

wfonna  Deeeasarr  to  eoenre  progrOH  and    tTMtmeat  of  the  Su I 

.ranqnillity   in   Tnrhey.     I   am  aarpnaed   jeeta  bM  not  bean  m 

hat  theee  doenmenU  ahoald  baye  been    !'^','?  ""^  aoawdi 

mfemi  to  Temein  in  the  plgeon-holea  of   .p^a^j'^thTlSi' 

im  roreign  Offlee  at  ■  time  when  a  bete-    gopj  ,„  ferwarted  1 

vgeneona  masa  of  Papeta  waa  beiaf  pre-    June  late  jmr),  and 

lented  to  Farliament  on  thia  inbjeet.     It    ~~~'  " 

i  trne  that  we  have  had  Conanlar  Keporta 

^m  ell  perU  of  the  Ottoman  Btnplre  on    " ii^-Mav-i,;,^:i„^(;,^Cur^Too''^;;^ 

Jie  eondition  of  the  Uhnatian  anbjeota  of    Mea^ooato  aonML  lo  the  anthoritipa  ihaeip^ 

ihe  Sultan.  Some  of  ihem  eontain  Taloable   dinar  ef  tha  fiatb-Huumnroum  of  \BS6  biins 

nfennation ;  hot  I  regret  to  add  that  a  pe-    ft«lly  01^  Wo  tfpct  not  i 

vaal  of  them  oan  leare  no  donht  in  «nj  ,  IJ^^^HS^  "^'"""'^    - 

mpertial  mind  th«-in  the  wordi  I  he-  j  <»"«'«  P«'»--« 'f  <"«  Emp.ra. 


,  onlr  in  Cret«,  but,  ai 
ig,  ihroaghoiit  all  thi 


ie*e  of  Lord  Ljona— 


"Tha  atatiu  at  tha  Ohiiatiaiu  in  tha  Empira  |  remedial  meaanre* 


In  the  daapetehes  of  Prince  Gortchahof 


proposed.     ThoH 


mr;  br  from  what  ll  on^  to  ba,"  and  despUehec  hav^  I  undcntaiid.  l>een  pub- 
he  •■admtoWtadon  of  joiaaa  la  eotonlr  lUhed  in  the  Jom-nal  di  St.  Petersburg.  I 
tat  oppwarfT.  to  UaMolmana  ud  ChrU-    ^^^,^  ^^.^  j,  „„  ,,^^  ^„   ^^^  p,^^  ^^  j?,,^ 


'  matie  etiqnette  ti, 
the  debate  of  last  jear  017  hon.  Frienii  '  believe  them  to  be 
3  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr.   Lnynrtl] 


orl  from  Crete,  in  0 

rderthallio  might 

crtain  wliotlier  the 

omplointa  (if  tlie  C 

atii  were  justified  0 

not.       With  the  p 

lissioii  of  tlic  Hi>iis 

,  I  bIiqU  be  liappy 

rnlifj  my  lion.  Fri 

nd  by  rendiiif;  an 

n  tlie  Report  of  Consul   Dickar 


that  1)0  will  find  it  sntisractory  '  iuterFeriiii 
nJ  conclusive  on  timt  point.     It  is  writt 
oni  Canen,  on  the  4th  of  April,  1867- 


ial  to   Pflrlionifnt 

ind  to  the  country  in  order  to  enable  oi  lo 

itand  the  true  connection  between  the 

r   Insurrection  and  the  policy  of  onr 

nd  the   intereata   of   Qieat 


In  Feiiniary  of  loRt  year  the  Foreign 
feretory.  In  tendering  friendly  advice  to 
I  liie   Forte,  utterly  repudiated   all   idea  of 


'  With  reforccioe  to  tho  suhjoct  under  oongide- 
ion — oamel>.  ho#  tho  itipulationR  agreed  upon 
the  Britiah  GoTernment  and  that  ol  Turkey  in 
jard  to  the  troatinont  of  tho  Chritlinn  BulijcctB 
if  the  Sullan  ha  re  been  observed  in  Crete — it  be- 
e,  in  replying  to  thia  quealion,  to  recur  lo 
ofLhe  island  anterior  10  the  inaurrci  ' 
IS  niiico  placed  tlie  whole  land  undt 


kuch  r 


Doiie. 


e  of  tho  island  itaolf 


if  Delegates  tutviug  i 
lurse  of  Inst  spring  been  elected  bj  the 
Christian  population  of  the  island,  Tor  the  pi 
rrpenceahlf  deliberating  in  general  aisembli 
he  legal  course  for  obtaining  redrej 


1  thi. 


th  tiie  right  of  the  Pane  lo 
it  judgment  in  iti 
Internal  affairs.  I  certainly  do  not  blame 
the  noble  Lord  fur  that  eipreaaioo  of 
opinion  ;  but  I  ask  the  Houae  to  mark  the 
result.  Anii  Paaha  nnd  tlie  Conneil  of 
Ministers  at  Cunstantinople,  relying  upon 
the  support  of  Great  Britain,  declined,  ai 
I  have  ulready  stated,  to  aend  to  Crete  a 
Mixed  Cumniiasion  of  Inquiry,  upon  which 
the  Great  Powers  would  be  repreaented, 
and  refused  to  grant  the  mild  meaanre  of 
locnl  autonomy,  whioh  had  reeeiTed  the 
annction  of  tlie  noble  Lord  himaelf.  Mr. 
Elliott  reported  from  Conltantiaopte  that 
Fuad  Piisiia  thought  that  autonomy  woald 
be  attended  by  inSnite  difficnltiea,  and  that 
it  would  be  only  the  firat  atep  towarda 
annoiation  to  Greeee.     Woll,  Sir,  I  be- 
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in  CrOt. 
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lien  tliat  the  Porte  would  liavs  acted  | 
wW;  if  she  could  have  proTsiled  upon 
hcraolf  Toluntarllj  to  code  Caiidta,  as  Great 
Britain  ceded  the  Ionian  Uliinda,  to  Greece. 
Si>  Inte  as  in  Auguit  last,  I  incline  to 
ttiink  tliat  a  solution  of  tlie  Cretan  diiiieul- 
tiei  mtglit  liave  been  found  by  ttie  grant  of 
local  autonoinj  under  a  Cliristian  goreroor.  I 
Now,  I  fear,  it  is  too  late.  The  impaisi- 
bililjr  of  tlie  Forte  exceedi  belief. 

la  it,  then,  to  be  wondered  at  (hat  tlie 
S*e  great  Conlineotal  Powers  should  hare. 
preieoted  an  Identic  Note  last  sunimer, 
proiesiiiig  against  tlie  blind  suicidal  policy 
of  the  Forte  ?  Is  it  surprising  that,  seeing 
the  inability  of  Omer  Pasha  to  restrain 
the  reckleasness  of  his  soldiers,  tlioj  shonld 
hare  sent  vessels  of  war  to  take  away  the 
unarmed  fiUagere  of  the  lowlands,  and 
especially  the  unfortunate  women  and 
children,  out  of  tho  reach  of  their  bru- 
tality? 1  honour  them  for  so  doing,  and 
I  blush  to  think  that  Great  Britain  alone 
■tood  aloof  from  that  act  of  charity. 

I  would  gladly  ha*o  passed  orer  in 
■Ueoce  the  Consular  Beporta  of  the  niur- 
den,  Tiolationa,  and  outrages  committed 
during  the  past  eighteen  monlhe  upon  the 
Christian  inhabitants  of  the  lowland  vil- 
lages, who  had  taken  no  part  in  the  in- 
•urrcction.  But  it  is  impossible  to  do  so. 
The  blue  book  literally  teems  with  them, 
I  am  willing  to  make  large,  very  large,  , 
deductions  on  aooount  of  the  national  anti- 
pathies of  our  Consular  Agents,  the  Ues- 
■ieurs  Calocheriiio.  But  enough,  far  more  ' 
thaD  enough,  remains  on  the  higher  autho- 1 
rity  of  our  Consul,  Mr.  Dickion,  and  of  I 
Lieutenant  Commander  Murray  of  H.  M. , 
•hip,  the  Witard,  to  make  one's  blood  run 
cold,  1  can  scarcely  bring  myself  to  he- 
liere  that  Omer  Faslio  and  his  chief  officers  > 
were  present  and  took  partin  the  burning  of . 
villages — in  the  deetniction  of  churches —  j 
the  cutting  down  of  vineyards  and  olive-  ' 
jarda — the  murder  of  unarmed  and  aged  . 
men,  and  tho  Tiololion  of  women — but  1  I 
maintain,  and  1  am  ready  to  prove  by  irre- ' 
fragable  testimony,  thnt  they  took  no  steps  : 
and  did  not  endeavuur  to  prevent  those  • 
crimes.  Lieutenant  Commander  Murray  i 
writes  to  Vice  Admiral  Lord  ClarencePaget  | 
from  Canes,  July,  23.  1867— 

"  Tha  reign  of  terror  which  hm  long  threat' 
•nad,  1ms  become  a  rearful  r»Iii;.  Fsriit*  ot ' 
Baaht-Bmoak*,  who  have  gircn  up  aer*ioe  with 
Omer  Fmha  (not  Bading  it  aufficieiitlj  roaiunem- 
llve),  iooar  tbe  eouatrj,  snd  put  to  dcsth  an; 
man,  wodud,  or  ohild  thaj'  Bnd." 
The  Ac  ting -Govern  or.  Server  Dffendi, 

"  Was  obliged  to  conreii  that  llio  GoTsramant 


[a  poverlaai  to  prevant  theia  atnwitlei  from  tak- 
ing plaos,iiordo  thsf  care  to  prevent  them,  fbr  the 
Turka  now  openly  avow  their  intantion  of  kiltiDf 
all  tba  Cretan  Christ uni."_[£fu<  Book,^.  33S.] 
Again  he  writes,  August  4 — 

"  Iti  the  town)  or  Cindis,  Retimo,  and  also  in 
thia  town  (Canva),  (here  are  organiiad  ranalieal 
bandi  who  call  thamaelvea  '  Zortda'  (weszeli), 
who  leave  the  towni  at  night  and  murder  anj 
Chriatians  thej  can  laj  their  banda  on."— [illtM 
Baoli,  p.  aST.] 

Consul  Dickaon  writes  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  July  26,  1867— 

"  The  brulaliliea  latelf  committed  on  Christian 
women  and  children  defj  deioription," 
And  he  proceeds  to  speak  of 

"  The  inabilitf  and  apparent  reluctanee  of  lb* 
authorities  to  da  juitice.  and  thua  present  similar 
outragea  beiDg  repeated." — [Blot  Book,  p.  331.] 

The  chief  perpetrators  of  these  atrocitiea 
appear  to  be  Cretan  Muasulmana,  who 
joined  the  Turkish  army  as  irregulars,  or 
Baahi-Baiouka,  on  the  first  breaking  out 
of  tho  insurrection,  and  whose  ohief  occn> 
pnlion  from  that  time  to  the  present  has 
been  to  wreak  their  vengeance  on  the  help- 
less, inoffensive  lowland  villsgera  and  on 
(heir  unhappy  wives  and  families.  But  I 
will  spare  (he  Iloase  the  pain  of  listening 
to  the  details  of  the  outrages  aa  related  in 
this  bluo  book.  At  the  same  time,  I  will 
take  leave  to  remind  (he  House  that  these 
atrocities  are  not  merely  isolated  acts— 
they  form  part  of  an  organised  system  not 
now  for  the  first  time  practised  by  the 
Tnrks,  and  which  the  Porta  is  either  power- 
less, or  does  not  endeavour  to  repress. 
Some  hon.  Members  may  have  read  the  in- 
teresting work  on  Greece  written  by  the 
late  Minister  of  Greece  in  this  country,  H. 
Tricoupi.  Let  me  ask  them  to  recall  to 
their  recollection  (he  affecting  chapter  on 
Scio.  The  atrocities  committed  by  the 
Turks  upon  the  inhabi(an(s  of  that  unhappy 
island  in  1822  defy  description.  Porweeka 
the  whole  inland  was  one  continoed  scene 
of  murder,  conflagration,  and  plunder. 
The  same  atrocities  have  been  committed 
in  Candin,  and  the  authorities  have  done 
nothing  to  prevent  them.  I  feel  strongly 
on  this  subjec(,  Sir,  and  if  I  make  use  of 
strong  (erms,  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
it  it  not  wi(hout  cause.  I  have  heard  the 
heartrending  details  of  the  massacre  of 
Scio  from  one  who  was  residing  in  the 
island  at  the  time,  and  whose  father,  father- 
in-law,  and  brother-in-law — having  volun- 
tarily entered  the  citadel  as  hostages  of 
war — upon  the  distinct  assurance  that  their 
lives  and  persons  should  be  respected,  and 
that  not  a  hair  of  their  beada  should  be 


humanilj  " — ia 
enchoftha  allied  Powci^ 
iig  idU}  a  ipscinl  or  /flrnut 
ol.  would  deem  it  JUdutj 
>a  with  tha  Porto,  in  order 
itanta  of  tho  aboTe-mn- 


btn  ii  proteotion  nritbsr  for  life  nor  pro-  oited  la  »  imii.... 

Mrtj  in  the  iiUnd,     The  Omnd  Tiiier't  Ctmdi»<r  b  Skmoa 

^^roolMMtion  wu  »  men  itring  of  emptjr  without  howtwr  en 

onU.   I.™.l..ro.gbl,,ortl.l«.-.j..  SSS^Sto'S, 

'One  tliin  worthleti ;    it  wbb  a  poiitire  t^  wmaito  (lia  iL.^u.Luu,, 

nnlt  to  the  oppraued.    The  inaurraotios,  tioMd  liludi  protfcUoD^^initirkrinirfud  op- 

u  niicht  b«TO  been  expeeted,  broke  out  p*"!"  Art*'— [Ann(ialfi«yiii<sr,  isao.p.  sot.j 

Vitb  fresh  Tigour  klmoBt  before    tbe  bIx  In  eonoluMOn.  I  will  express  «  hope  tl.»t 

rreeka    smiiitioQ  had  expired,  mi   with  the  noble  Lord  will,  on  tlie  pnrt  of  Uer 

anoh  greater  ahaooB  <^  BDCoeu,  lince  the  Majeaty'.  Odvernment,    aeknowlclgo  tho 

romen  and   ehildren  had  been  remoTed,  ™,poiiiibiIities  of  tbis  country  to.»nrd»  tlm 

ind  none  remained  aaTo  thoae  who  were  nohftppy  Creuns.  *ho8e  beroism  and  per- 

•tormined  to  obUio  their  independenoe  uferanoe  nnJur  llio    greslosl  t.inU   auJ 

r  to  perUh  in  the  attempt.     It  doe>  not  dififcjnltiei  merit  Bometliing  more  tlian  mere 

•qiin  the  apmt  of  prepbeej  to  foretell  .ympathy  froii.  lU  Governmeut  and  ptople 

hkt  the  efttfU  of  tbe  Porte  to  aUmp  out  of  Qreat  Britnin,     I  trust  tliat  i  ho  no  Wo 

be  minrreetioa  by  meana  of  military  oir-  L^rf  ^iil  grant  ilie  Papers  for  wbiob  I  aru 

I  mnit  be  fotilo  and  meSeotod  in  the  »|„ot  to  more,  and  llmt  lie  will  afford  P«- 

1... J  think,  then,  that 


US         £um-nctim         (oomoirs) 

inJDTsd— wars  bntallj  murdered  in  eold       Bebre  I  conclude,  I  will  aik  tb«  per- 

}lood  by  the  Tarkiah  aDthoritiei.     With  miaaion  of  tlio  Uouee  to  read  a  abort  o>- 

ineh  traditions  aa  tbeiei  i*  it  sarpriung  troot  from  a  letter  of  tiio  Pleniputentiaries 

ihat  Tnrkiah   proinises  are  regarded   ai  oF  the  three  pmlecting  Powora  to  Prince 

ralaeleaa   by  the   Cretans  T      Have  iheir  Leopold,  aftfrriranU  King  oE  tbe  Belgians, 

iromises  bean  kepi  hitherto?     Why,  Sir,  at  the  Itme  when  tlie  Cruwn  of  Greece  wst 

t  ie  notoriona  that  the  Hatll-Hoamayonm  offered  to  him — 


las  bren  a  dead  letter  in  Candia,  and  that 


•Idm 


the  Turkish  nuthoHtj  thouU  In 


,      ._  ,  .        , .        ,      ■    , ,    -,      ,    —  — -  iry  every  faeility  for 

Ml  JaaU6ed  in  asking  the  noble   Urd  forming  a  daliberate  opinion,  not  only  on 

rhether  be  u  not  of  opinion  that  the  time  u,.  Cretan  difficulties,  but  ou  llio  Ea.tem 

«i  amred  whan  Great  Britain  miglit  take  qoeation— wbidi  ia  even  now  loomii.it  in 

.more  deoided  notion,   in  eonoert  with  thediatano»-bv  Inviiig  ,mon  tbe  tabic  of 

be  other  prateeting  Powere,  with  a  riew  theHoaseeKrjOocuffloiit  and  3iino  Paper 

f  patting  a  a^p  to  forther  bloodshed  by  „hioh  may  nid    us   ia   forming   a   sound 

dvising   tbe   Porte  either  to  grant  such  judftraenl  upon  this  important  anbieot. 

oncesBions  to  Crete  as  would  make  it  a  Mr.  GREGORY  seconded  tbe  Uotion. 
lappy  province,  or  to  cede  the  island  to 

■^reece.     Is  linglnnJ  alvrtija  to  stand  aloof  Amendment  proposed, 

vhile   the  other  Great  Powers  are  pracli-  To  Icmre  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  tb« 

lally  ahowiiig  tlieir  sympalliy  witli  gnffor-  '"^  "^  "">  QuB»tioii,  in  order  lo  add  tin  wordi 

■irr     And    oiinrpBKpd    natinnnlilipB  !        It   is  "  an  "utoWp  AddreMboproMDlod  to  llorllnjmtf, 

ng    and    oppressed    nalionnmics  {       It    s  prating  that  She  will  be  gnoioa.ly  plowed  w  (in 

miificeasarj  for   me   to   remuni  the   noble  di„ct[oi,»  that  Ihero  bo  laid  before  thii  Uoom, 

Atrd   that   he    has   left   open    a   door   for  Cop; ofnnf  Uesp.itahciorCorreipondaiieebetwMa 

England  to  recommend  the  Porle  to  nban-  tl"  Russian  GovciTiment  and  tlia  Foreipi  Offiaa 

ess.      Ho  has  slated  ihat  I 
ippose  tlie  cession  of  Candia 


Porte 
willing  to  agree  to  it.      In  a  despatch 
Lord  Cowley,  dated  March  27,  1867, 
he  noble  Lord  writes — 

"  DoublloBi  it  woutil  be  competent  lo  ui.  anJ  It 
ronld  ba  our  dutf,  to  adviio  the  discontinuance 
if  bloodihed,  if  it  were  cleartj  proted  that  tbs 
e-conquesC  of  the  island  was  imposalblo  ;  but 
Icr  Majeatf'i  Goieriiment  bad  no  informniiDa 
ihich  could  Juttiff  thsm  in  pronouncing  that  the 
suae  of  the  Portu  in  Crete  was  hopeless,  and  ua- 
eu  thoj  iroro  conTinced  that  it  wbb  ao  thoj  muat 
9t  matters  take  their  courM,"— {ifluc  Book,  p.  fiO.] 
'.  truat  that  I  hare  shown  sufficient  cause 


Crete  and  of 

iho  condiiion  of  the  Chriitlans  in  Tnrke;  tn  the 
rears  ISett  and  1867,"— (Jifr.  Jfoni,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  vorda 
proposed  to  be  left  out  etaiid  part  of  tbe 
Qeestion." 

Sia  FRA.NCIS  OOLDSUID  :  Sir, 
although  (lie  Papers  to  which  attention  has 
been  called  appear  to  me  to  soggeat  eon- 
siderationa  rery  different  from  those  wliiek 
hare  occurred  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  llein- 
ber  for  Gloucester  (Ur,  Monk),  yet  I  alioulJ 
not  on  that  oceount  alone  hare  aaked  per- 
'    '    1  to  address  the  House.     My  prin- 


more  active  iuterference  on  the  part  of  cipal  reason  for  desiring  to  do  ao  i  . 
he  protecting  Powers.  at  this  moment — when  boD.  Member!  are 
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invited,  for  the  sake  of  humanity  and  of 
religious  freedom,  to  eipreis  opinions  in 
favour  of  the  separation  of  Crete  from 
Turkey,  and  its  annexation  to  Greece — I 
am  anxious  that  those  to  whom  this  invita- 
tion is  directed  should  not  shut  their  eyes 
to  the  light  of  experience  ;  should  not  for- 
get that  other  experiments,  similar  to  that 
now  recommended,  have  been  tried  under 
more  favourable  conditions,  and  have  pro- 
duced, with  reference  to  humanitv  and  to 
religious  freedom,  most  lamentable  results. 
That  the  House  will  forgive  me  for  that 
anxiety,  I  am  certain  ;  because  of  those  la- 
nientdblo  results  thousands  of  men  of  my 
own  race  and  creed  have  been  among  the 
first  victims,  and  they,  entertaining  the  ex- 
aggerated ideas  which  in  some  distant 
places  prevail,  as  to  the  power  and  influence 
of  a  Member  of  this  Assembly,  have  re- 
peatedly applied  to  me,  and,  although  I 
have  done  what  I  could,  have,  I  regret  to 
say,  applied  to  me  almost  in  vain,  to  aid 
them  in  their  misfortunes. 

But  before  I  proceed  to  the  subject  to 
which  I  principally  desire  to  direct  at- 
tention, I  may  perhaps  be  permitted  to 
make  a  few  observations  as  to  Crete  itself. 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  I  would  remark, 
that  it  is  not  fair  to  judge  of  the  Turkish 
Government  by  acts  of  barbarity  com- 
mitted by  its  soldiers,  not  exceeding,  pro- 
bably, those  of  which  the  other  side  have 
been  guilty  during  the  insurrection.  Wars 
have  seldom  been  the  best  schools  of  hu- 
manity, nor  is  it  to  be  expected  that  civil 
war,  or  above  all,  an  insurrectionary  war, 
should  be  a  favourable  exception  to  the 
rule.  A  more  correct  opinion  will  be  formed 
of  the  Turkish  Government  by  considering 
what  it  did  at  a  period  anterior  to  the  insur- 
rection, and  whether  it  has  or  has  not  dis- 
played a  conciliatory  disposition  at  those 
timet  in  the  autumns  of  1866  and  1867, 
when  it  too  sanguinely  believed  that  the 
rebellion  was  on  the  eve  of  being  put  down. 
If,  without  travelling  back  forty  years  or 
more  as  has  been  done  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gloucester,  we  recur  to 
Consul  General  Longworth's  Heports  of 
1858,  which  have  lately  been  re-printed. 
we  shall  learn  from  that  dated  20th  of 
August  of  that  year,  that  the  Turkish 
Governor,  Vely  Pasha,  made  great  exer- 
tions for  the  henefit  of  the  island  by  en- 
couraging trade,  improving  the  harbour, 
and  promoting  the  building  of  churches, 
schools  and  hospitals.  I  would  especially 
call  attention  to  the  fact,  as  indicating  an 
absence  of  anything  like  bigotry,  that  he 


gave  money  out  of  his  own  pocket  for  the 
erection  of  churches.  If  the  aspirations  of 
my  hon.  Friend  and  other  Philhellenes 
should  be  fulfilled ;  if  Crete  should  be  sepa- 
rated from  Turkey,  and  united  to  Greece, 
we  shall,  1  apprehend,  have  to  wait  some 
considerable  time  before  we  see  a  Greek 
Governor  take  out  of  his  own  purse  money 
for  building  a  Mahomedan  mosque.  Among 
the  measures  adopted  by  Vely  Pasha  for 
improving  the  island,  was  the  making  of 
roads,  and  at  first  the  Cretan  Christians 
were  enthusiastic  for  the  accomplishment  of 
his  plans — 

"But  when  it  was  seen  that  the  roads  oould  not 
be  made  without  labour  or  pecuniary  sacrifice,  they 
turned  round  and  opposed  them,  and  there  was  no 
abuse  too  violent  or  fiction  too  absurd  which  they 
did  not  lavish  on  everybody  connected  with  them. 
Under  the  Hatti-Uoumayoum  Turks  were  per- 
mitted to  turn  Christians,  and  —  what  did  not 
please  the  Cretan  Christians  quite  so  much— 
Christians  were  allowed  to  turn  Turks.  These 
people,  who  aro  always  talking  of  Turkish  fa- 
naticism, now  sought  to  trample  on  it  with  a 
fiercer  fanaticism  of  their  own.  Not  content  with 
fair  proselytism,  they  resorted  to  the  most  scan- 
dalous means  of  making  converts." 

Vely  Pasha  had  intended  to  apply  the 
whole  of  a  sum  of  money  received  from 
Egypt  for  the  henefit  of  the  island  in 
building  a  Greek  church — 

"  But  indignant  at  these  excesses  he  now  decided 
that  the  funds  should  be  distributed  among  the 
schools  and  hospitals  of  all  Christian  sects  in- 
discriminately. The  Greeks  were  much  incensed 
at  this." 

It  is  thus  made  clear  that  the  Christian 
Cretans  were  scarcely  more  fanatical 
against  the  Turks  than  they  were  against 
one  another.  Let  us  now  pass  on  to  those 
periods  in  the  autumns  of  1866  and  1867, 
when  the  Turkish  Government  thought 
that  it  was  on  the  point  of  putting  down 
the  insurrection.  In  November  1866,  the 
Turkish  Government  offered  an  amnesty. 
In  the  autumn  of  1867  they  off'ered  a  pro- 
ject of  reforms,  which  the  Cretan  Chris- 
tians, it  is  true,  rejected,  but  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley),  in  his 
despatch  of  the  25th  of  October,  charac- 
terized, and  I  believe  correctly,  as  amount- 
ing very  nearly  to  a  concession  of  local 
autonomy,  and  as  including  the  most  im- 
portant point — equal  rights  for  Mussulmans 
and  Christians.  The  Turkish  Government 
also,  without  waiting  for  the  acceptance  of 
its  offers,  set  free,  as  is  distinctly  stated  by 
Consul  Dickson  on  the  12th  of  October, 
all  political  prisoners  without  exception. 
Measures  such  as  these  surely  indicate  on 
the  pnrt  of  the  Government  much  less  of 
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ierco  tyranny  than  of  anxiety  to  concil- 
iate its  discontented  subjects. 

But  then  it  nmy  be  said,  that  tbc  dislike 
mtertained  by  the  Cretan  Cliristians  fortlie 
'urktsh  Government  suffices  to  show  that 
|t  is  a  bad  one,  and   that  their  happiness 
'ould   bo  promoted  by  the  annexation  of 
iho   island    to  Greece.     Now  in  the  first 
>1aco  it  should  be  borne  in  mind,  tliat  al- 
Ihough  tho  Christians  form  the  majority  of 
[ho  population  of  Crete,  there  is  an  import- 
mt  minority  of  Mahomcdans.     But  even 
[f  the  Christians  only  bo  considered,  it  is 
lot  quite  clear   from   their  disliking  the 
^urkish  Government  that  it  is  a  bad  one, 
w  that  they  would  be  the  happier  for  being 
freed  from  it.     To  be  convinced  of  this, 
pe  have  only  to  look  at  the  Ionian  Islands, 
he  majority  of  tho  lonians  preferred,  or 
it  all  events  they  persuaded  the  Ministry 
ind  Parliament  of  England  that  they  pre- 
ferred, the  bad  government  of  Greece  to 
[ho  good  government  of  England.       We 
lid   not   desire   to   retain   unwilling  sub- 
jects;   their  wish,  or  supposed  wish,  was 
;omplicd    with;    and    what   has  been  the 
result  ?      Examine  the  Consular  Reports 
[aid  before  Parliament  last  year  ;  and  you 
'ill  see  that  in  December  1865  the  Deputy 
»f  Corfu,  taking  a  temporary  farewell  of  the 
freek  Assembly,  declared  that  his  presence 
imong  them  was  useless,  and  that  he  could 
lot  remain  the  impassive  spectator  of  the 
|-uin  (igorgcmenty  or  throat-cuttijig,  is  his 
impliatic  term)  of  the  Seven  Ihiniuls  and  of 
!orfu  at  their  head.     You  will  Bee  that  in 
icpteniber  1866  Consul  General  Saunders 
stated  tliat  the  consciousness    of   all  that 
'orfu  has  lost,  by  its  subservience  to  clamour 
md  intrigue,  was  too  fully  impressed  upon 
ill  reflecting  minds  to  admit  of  any  other 
ihan  one  abaorbinn;  feeling:  of  selfcondem- 
lation  and  unavailing  regret.     But  further 
it  may  be  argued,  that  even  if  mere  discon- 
tent would  not  suffice  to  prove  the  badness 
if  the  Turkish  rule  in  Crete,  it  is  proved 
)y  the  island  having  been  for  two  years  in 

state  of   chronic    rebellion.       And    this 

[vould,  I  apprehend,  be  true  if  the  insur- 

•cction  were  (to  use  a  phrase  which  is  ap- 

)lied  to  better  things)  helf-supporting.    But 

10  ono  can  bestow  any  degree  of  attention 

in  tho  Papers  before  us  without  perceiving 

ihat  the  rebellion  would  long  ago  have  been 

it  an  end,  if  it  had  not  been  kept  up  from 

Without.     An   almost   constant   succession 

if  Greek  cruizors  has  landed  in  Crete  rebel 

Ivolunteers,  and  arms,  and  provisions,  and 

these  proceedings  have  been  sanctioned  by 

frecce  in  open  violation  of  her  duties  as  a 

fSir  Francis  O'oldsmiii 


neutral.  Nor  has  her  interference  stopped 
there.  The  return  cargoes  have  consisted, 
not  merely  of  women  and  children,  not 
merely  of  the  wounded,  not  merely  even  of 
Cretans  who  were  tired  of  tho  contest;  but 
peaceable  Cretans,  who  desired  to  remain 
where  they  were,  have  been  carried  away 
against  their  will  from  their  homes  and 
their  native  island  by  their  Greek  deliverers. 
This  striking  fact  is  not  only  expressly 
stated  by  the  Grand  Vizier  in  his  circular 
of  the  14th  of  October  1867.  buthisstate* 
ment  is  confirmed  in  advance  by  Consul 
Dickson,  in  his  letter  of  the  3rd  of  the  same 
month.  If  you  desire  to  know  what  good 
Greece  has  effected,  either  for  herself  or 
her  Cretan  friends,  yon  have  only  to  look 
at  Mr.  Erskine*s  despatch  of  the  23rd  of 
October  1867.  from  which  you  may  learn 
that  to  support  in  a  state  of  semi-starvation 
the  Cretans  who  had  been  carried  to 
Greece  would  absorb  one-foarth  of  the  ordi- 
nary revenue  of  the  country,  and  that  dele- 
gates had  been  sent  to  Athens  by  the 
Cretan  Assembly  to  intimate  to  the  Hellenio 
Government  that  the  insurrection  mast 
cease,  unless  Greece  would  contribute  to  the 
prosecution  of  the  war  in  Crete,  and  to  the 
support  of  the  Cretan  refugees  in  Qreecej 
sums  exceeding  half  the  ordinary  reveoue 
of  the  kingdom.  The  Government,  it  ap- 
pears,  despatched  to  Crete  two  or  three 
persons  of  influence,  to  endeavour  to  make 
arrangements  for  tho  continuance  of  the 
insurrection,  on  terms  somewhat  less  ruinous 
to  Greece.  Why  all  this  was  permitted  by 
Turkey  is  obvious  enough.  The  Papers  show 
clearly,  1  think,  not  only  that  she  would  hafe 
put  down  the  rebellion  if  she  had  had  to  deal 
with  Crete  alone  ;  but  that  if  she  had  had 
to  deal  with  Crete  and  Greece  alone,  she 
would  have  declared  war  against  the  latter, 
and  have  put  an  end  at  once  to  tho  Cretan 
insurrection  and  the  kingdom  of  Greece. 
But  Turkey  was  aware  that  the  protecting 
Powers  were  behind,  and  would  not  oUovr 
Greece  to  be  ottacked.  This  is  very  plainly 
stated  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  tho  Consul  at  Syra, 
in  a  despatch  of  the  3rd  of  Februorj, 
18G7.  Now,  it  might  have  been  expected 
that,  if  the  great  Powers  were  resolved  to 
guard  Greece  against  what  would  other- 
wise have  been  the  consequences  of  her 
shameless  breaches  of  International  Law, 
they  would  at  least  have  insisted  that  those 
acts  should  be  discontinued.  But  England 
is  the  only  Power  which  has  consisteutly 
remonstrated  against  the  conduct  of  Greece. 
Franco,  indeed,  did  tho  same  at  first,  but 
towards   the   close   of    1866  she  cutirely 
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changed  her  line  of  condact.  Rustia  has, 
from  the  beginning,  taken  the  course — in 
which  she  was  afterwards  supported  by 
France,  and.  to  a  certain  extent,  by  Prus- 
sia and  Italy— of  addressing  lectures,  not 
to  Greece,  the  wrongdoer,  but  to  Turkey, 
the  party  injured — of  addressing  to  Turkey 
lectures  and  remonstrances  amounting  al- 
most to  a  demand  that  she  should  reward 
her  enemy  by  delitering  up  to  Greece  the 

SOTcrnment  of  Crete — a  step  which,  consi- 
ering  the  large  number  of  Muhomedans 
in  the  island,  it  was  impossible  for  Turkey 
to  take  without  dishonour.    How  the  Great 
Continental  Powers  justify,  even  to  them- 
self  es,  what  they  ha^e  done,  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  explain,  except  by  supposing  that  they 
hare  adopted  some  maxim  like  the  old  one 
which  teaches  that  no  faith  should  be  kept 
with   heretics    and    infidels  —  some    such 
maxim  as  this — that  the  rules  of  Interna- 
tional Law  are  binding  on  a  Mahomedan 
State,  but  that  for  the  benefit  of  such  a 
State  those  rules  have  neither  vigour  nor 
Talidity.    Instead  of  wondering  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  Turkey  has  failed  in 
putting  down  the  Cretan  insurrection,  the 
wonder  appears  to  me  to  be  that  she  has 
succeeded  in  keeping  it  in  check.     Let  us 
make  the  case  our  own.     Let  us  imagine 
that  Ireland,  instead  of  having  England 
interposed  between  it  and  the  rest  of  Eu- 
rope, had  been  as  eosy  of  access  from  the 
Continent  as  Crete  is  from  Greece.     Let 
Ha  further  suppose  that,  even  during  the 
last  thirty-five  years,  when  we  have  been 
mi  least  endeavouring  to  improve  the  go- 
Temment  of  Ireland,  one  of  the  Catholic 
Powers  of  the  Continent  had  been  constantly 
tending  cruiaers  to  land  there  rebel  volun- 
teers, and  arms  and  provisions,  and  to  take 
Vack  return  cargoes,  not  only  of  women 
and  children  and  wounded  men,  hut  of  such 
peaceable   and    home-loving    Irishmen    as 
eonld  be   found  and  carried  away  against 
their  will.     Let  us  likewise  assume  that 
the  other  Catholic   Powers   had  been    in 
league  to  prevent  us  from  defending  our- 
selves by  attacking  our  enemy;  and  then 
toll  me  what  you  think  would  have  been, 
under  such  circumstances,  our  success  in 
preventing  a  chronic  insurrection  in  Ire- 
land. 

I  now  pass  to  that  part  of  the  subject 
which  was  my  principal  reason  for  desiring 
to  address  the  House  ;  and  I  ask  hon. 
Ifembers,  before  they  sanction  or  favour 
the  separation  of  semi-barbarous  tribes 
from  the  Turkish  Empire,  to  consider  well 
what  have  been  the  results  of  those  ex- 


periments of  the  same  kind  which  have 
alreadv  been  made.    Let  us  torn  to  Servia 
and  Koumania.      From   Servia  I  believe 
that  the  Mahomedans   have    been   driven 
out ;  but  I  have  fuller  information  respect- 
ing  the  condition    of  the  Servian   Jews. 
Under  the  Turkish  rule   they  appear  to 
have  had  no  great  cause  of  complaint ;  but 
the  case  has  been  entirely  altered  since 
Servia  has  been  practically  independent. 
In  1861  a  law  was   passed,    prohibiting 
Jews  from  settling  in  the  interior  of  Servia, 
and  from  entering  into  any  trades  which 
they  had  not  already  carried  on.     Even 
the  children  of  Jews  already  settled  in  the 
country  were  not  allowed  to  pursue  their 
fathers'  trades.  Notwithstanding  repeated 
remonstrances  from  tho  English,  French, 
and  other  Governments,  continued    from 
time  to  time   up  to  last   year,    notwith- 
standing the  favourable  disposition  of  the 
ruling  Prince,  and  the  wishes  of  the  Servian 
persants,  who  find  that  they  are  supplied 
with  the  ordinary  articles  of  consumption 
by  the  Jews  on  better  terms  than  by  other 
traders,  the   influence  of  the  mercantile 
class  in  Belgrade,  and  other  places,  who 
are  jealous  of  Jewish  competition,  is,  as  is 
explained  by   Consul  General   Longivorth 
in  a  despatch  of  the  10th  of  August,  1865, 
as  well  as  in  subsequent  communications, 
so  great,  that  this  disgraceful  law  remains 
unrepealed.    In  Roumonia  the  condition  of 
things  is  more  serious  still.     The  persecu* 
tion  there  afiects  a  Jewish  population  which 
is  estimated  by  their  enemies  at  500.000, 
and  which  really  exceeds  300,000  souls. 
By  the  46th  Article  of  the  Convention  of 
the  19th  of  August,  1858,  under  which 
the  present  Rouman   State  exists,  it  was 
stipulated  that  all  Roumans,  of  whatever 
faith,  should  be  equal  before  the  law,  and 
admissible  to  all  employments,  though  the 
political    rights    of    such    as    were    not 
Christians  were  left  to  the  discretion  of  tho 
Legislative  Assembly.    In  1866  when  the 
Constitution  was  framed,  a  clause  was  in- 
troduced   for   conferring   full   equality  on 
persons   of   all    religions  ;    but   a   tumult 
arose  at    Bucharest,    a  riotous  mob    pil- 
laged   the  synagogue,  and    the    Constitu- 
tion wos  so  altered  as  to  exclude  all  but 
Christians  from    political    rights.      These 
occurrences  appear  to  have  suggested  the 
idea,  that  a  persecution  of  the  Jews  would 
he  popular.    In  May,  1867,  the  Minister  of 
tho  Interior,  M.  lun  Bratiano  (for-merly  a 
Red  Republican),  issued  to  the  prefects  a 
circular,  by  which  he  attempted  to  revive, 
by  his  own  authority,  old  laws  which  had 
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)en  abrogated,  forbidding  Jews  to  dwell  in  and  two  were  drowned.  These  facts,  wbieh 
Ihe  rural  districts  ;  and  lie  directed  tlmt  are  stated  in  despatches  of  July  the  16tb, 
Ihey  should   be  expelled  from   farms  and  .  from   Consul  Ward,  and  July  the  20th, 


ins  of  ^hich  they  were  lessees  or  pro- 

irietors.     Ho  also  ordered   the  police  to 

jreat  the  Jews  as  vagabonds  without  the 

irmalities  required  by  law.     It  deserves 

iotice  indeed,  as  a  peculiar  characteristic 

if  this  Rouman  persecution,  that  men  are 

irst  driven  lawlessly  from  their  homes,  and 

len  illegally  punished  as  vagabonds.    The 

lircular  was   acted   on    with    a    barbarity 

|uite  in  keeping  with  the  document  itself. 

Tumbers  of  Jews  were  thrown  into  chains; 

[ome  were  imprisoned,  others  driven  from 

le  country.     Telegrams  were  sent  to  my 

[on.  Friend  the  Member  for  London  (Baron 

Rothschild),  Sir  Moses  Montcfiorc,  and  my- 

»lf,  and  to  the  Alliance  Israelite  of  Paris, 

|nd  in  consequence  of  the  communications 

rhich  wo  made,  and   of  those  which  the 

!nglish  and  French  Governments  received 

rom  their  own  agents,  those  Governments 

Iffered  representations  to  Prince  Charles 

|nd    his   Ministers,  which  procured    some 

litigation  of  the  persecution  I  have  de- 

iribed.     In  June  the  Court  of  Appeal  of 

[assy  set  aside  as  illegal  the  sentence  by 

rhich  three  Jews  had  been  condemned  as 

|agabonds.  But  the  circular  has  never  been 

ivoked,  and  the  persecution  has  from  time 

time  been   renewed   with   the  greatest 

Icrsistency  and  determination.     I  will  not 


from  Consul  General  Green,  led  to  an  ener- 
getic, but  ineffectual  protest  by  the  Con- 
suls General  of  Austria,  France.  England, 
Italv,  Prussia,  and  Russia.  In  October 
1867,  a  wholesale  expulsion  of  Jews  from 
the  villages  round  Galatz  took  place  by 
order  of  tho  Prefect.  About  the  aame 
time  the  Mayor  of  Jaesy,  imitating  the 
Minister  Bratiano,  revived  by  his  own  au- 
thority, an  old  law  which  had  been  re- 
pealed, prohibiting  Jews  from  keeping 
Christian  servants ;  and  M.  Neoschats,  a 
respectable  banker,  was  fined  for  disobe- 
dience to  the  Prefect's  illegal  order.  In 
December,  1867,  in  consequence  of  the 
death  of  a  child  at  Ealarasch,  the  medieval 
assertion  that  the  Jews  used  Christian 
blood  in  their  religious  ceremonies  was  re- 
newed. The  Jews  of  the  town  were  ilU 
treated,  and  the  synagogue  was  gutted  by 
the  mob.  Tho  Government  ordered  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry,  tho  Report  of 
which  threw  the  whole  blame  of  the  dis- 
turbance on  a  medical  man  and  a  school- 
master, who  had  excited  the  popDiaee, 
and  whom  the  Government  stated  to  have 
been  arrested  ;  but  these  mischievous  slan- 
derers seem  never  to  have  received  any 
punishment.  In  January  1868,  the  Jews 
were  neciiscd  of  havincf  poisoned  a  monk 


well   on   the   various  deeils  of  oppression  j  whohaJ    died   at    Bcrliul,    and    were    sori- 

f  wliich  the  Rouman  Jews  have  been  the  oualy  ill-treated.  No  redress  was  af- 
jictims  ;  but  I  will  ask  permission  shortly  f<»rdcd,  and  the  Government  attributed  the 
mention  them,  taking  first  the  outragos  mischief,  not  indeed  to  any  cuilt  on  tho 
hid  acts  of  injustice  committed  hy  the  part  of  tho  Jews,  but  to  their  **ovcr- 
lopulaco  and  subordinato  authorilies,  and  bearing  behaviour.'*  This  is  an  iniprove- 
ncn  the  intolerant  laws  and  proceedings  ;  mcnt  on  tho  old  fable  of  tho  wolf  and 
jasftcd  and   adopted  by  the  National  As-    the   lamb.     In  Februar}'    18C8,    the  Jews 

imhiy  and  tho  Government.  In  June,  wore  expelled  by  the  prefect  from  the  dis- 
1867,  more  than  200  Jews  were  beaten  trict  of  Vaslin  ;  a  list  has  been  sent  to  me 
|nd  insulted  at  the  very  moment  of  Prince  '  of  the  names  of  between  twenty  and  tliirty 

harles  entering  Jass)'.  This  is  stated  of  the  families  who  were  thus  driven  out. 
ly  Mr.  St.  Clair,  tho  British  Consul  in  In  ]\Iarch  1868,  M.  Lecca,  the  prefect  of 
liat  city,  in  his   despatch  of  the   28th  of  i  tho  district  of  Bacao,  of  whose  hostility  to 

nne.  In  July  ten  Jews,  who  were  alleged  the  Jews  the  Government  was  well  aware, 
|y  tho  Rouman  authorities  to  he  vagabonds    (>xpelle<l  a  largo  number.      I    have  a  I'st, 

•om  Turkey,  but  who  were  believed  by  ,  which  I  am  assured  is  incomplete,  of  the 
he   Consuls  to  bo   natives   of  Koumania,  j  names  of  nearly  100  of  the  sufferers,  spcci- 

^rc  carried  from  Galatz  across  part  of  fying  al^^o  the  names  of  the  communes, 
jio  Danube,  and  Linded  in  a  marshy  island  and  of  the  owners  of  the  estates  from  which 
rhero  one  of  them  perished  in   the  mud.     they  were   banished.     The  misery  of  per- 

he  survivors  wero  afterwards  sent  back  i  sons  thus  tlinist  out  of  their  hnmcj^,  at  a 
ly  tho  Turkish  authorities  to  Galatz  ;  and  season  which,  I  am  told,  was  as  inclement 
Ji  a  struggle  between   the  Turkish  boat-    in  Roumaniu  as  it  was  here,  may  be  ima- 

len,  who  wished  to  land  the  unhappy  Jews,  gined  ;  and  that  misery  ivas  heightened  by 
Ind  the  Roumans  who  would  not  receive  the  system,  which,  as  I  have  already  no- 
licra,  they  wero  all  thrown  into  the  water  ;  ticod,  seems  to  have  been  adopted  througli' 
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out  this  Rouman  peniecution,  of  punishing 
as  vagahonds  those  whom  the  GoTcrninent 
had  first  driven  from  their  dwellings.  For 
all  these  acts  of  oppression  on  the  part  of 
the  prefects,  the  Government  must  be  con- 
sidered as  clearly  responsible  since  they 
have  not  only  retained  in  office  officials 
whom,  like  M.  Lecca,  they  know  to  be 
hostile,  but  have  removed  those  who  do  not 
share  their  persecuting  tendencies.  This 
IB  distinctly  stated  by  Consul  Ward,  in  his 
despatch  of  the  16th  of  July,  1867. 

I  pass  on  to  the  proceedings  emanating 
directly  from  the  Rouman  Ministry  or  the 
Chamber.  In  January,  1868,  an  order  was 
issued  by  the  Government  prohibiting  Jews 
from  being  contractors,  or  bidding  at  Go- 
Temment  auctions.  In  February,  a  law  was 
passed  imposing  on  Jews,  in  common  with  the 
other  inhabitants  of  the  country,  the  obli- 
gation of  military  service,  but  disqualifying 
the  former  for  any  rank  in  the  army.  On 
the  24th  of  the  same  month,  on  a  peti- 
tion being  presented  from  the  village  of 
Hangou,  complaining  of  the  conduct  of 
•onie  Jewish  innkeepers  at  that  place,  the 
Chamber  voted  at  once,  and  without  even 
mn  inquiry  into  the  truth  of  the  complaint, 
a  resolution  requesting  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  to  put  into  execution  the  laws 
(whieh  by  the  way  do  not  exist  except  in 
the  imagination  of  the  Chamber  and  of  the 
Government)  for  the  expulsion  of  the  Jews 
from  all  the  rural  districts.  In  March, 
1868,  the  President  and  thirty  other  Depu- 
ties, forming  about  one-fifth  of  the  Chamber 
mod  belonging  to  the  Ministerial  party, 
presented  a  project  of  law  which  carries  us 
l»ek  to  the  times  of  our  own  Henry  III. 
and  Edward  I.,  and  indeed  exceeds,  in  its 
mixture  of  absurdity  and  cruelty,  the  bar- 
barous statutes  of  that  remote  period.  I 
eannot  venture  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  by  reading  the  Preamble,  but  I  may 
perhaps  be  permitted  to  give  a  few  speci- 
mens of  its  allegations.  It  states — among 
much  other  rhodomontade— that  500,000 
Jews  have  invaded  Roumania,  and  created 
a  eompact  colony  which  has  acquired  a 
monstrous  monopoly,  and  completely  des- 
troyed the  commerce  and  retail  trade  of  the 
native  population;  that  the  concentration 
of  capital  in  their  hands  has  created  a 
monetary  crisis  ;  that  the  Jews  have  mono- 
polised food  and  drinks  ;  that  the  Rou- 
mana  are  forced  to  consume  the  food  and 
drinks  prepared  by  the  Jews,  while  the 
Jews  refuse  with  disdain  those  prepared  by 
the  Ronmans;  that  the  Jews  of  Spain, 
England,  France  and  Austria,  are  neither 


Spaniards,  Englishmen,  Frenchmen  nor 
Austrians,  but  only  Jews ;  that  the  na- 
tionality of  any  people  is  obscured  if  it 
allows  itself  to  be  isolated  by  foreign  and 
heterogeneous  groups,  and  that  when  na- 
tional union  is  thus  menaced,  the  public 
liberties  become  mere  chimeras  ;  that  the 
Rouman  State  is  tolerant  towards  the  free 
exercise  of  all  forms  of  worBhip,  but  that  it 
cannot  shut  its  eyes  to  the  morality  of  a  re- 
ligion of  which  it  is  the  principal  object  to 
ruin  the  highest  interests  of  the  nation  ;  and 
that  the  legislators  of  other  countries  have 
been  equally  with  themselves  obliged  to 
put  an  end  to  the  evils  caused  by  the 
Jews, 

The  enacting  part  of  the  proposed  law  is 
worthy  of  the  Preamble.  Tho  Ist  Article 
prohibits  tho  Jews  from  establishing  them- 
selves in  town  communes  without  permis- 
sion from  the  Communal  Council,  and  from 
settling  even  temporarily  in  the  rural  com- 
munes under  any  pretext  whatever.  The 
2i)d  Article  declares  Jews  disobeying  the 
Ist  to  be  vagabonds.  The  3rd  forbids  Jews 
to  hold  any  real  property  either  in  town  or 
country,  and  declares  that  on  any  attempt 
being  made  to  purchase  or  sell  for  them  any 
such  property,  two-thirds  of  the  price  shall 
be  forfeited  to  the  local  charitable  institu- 
tions and  the  remaining  third  to  the  in  former. 
The  4th  imposes  severe  penalties  for  the  in- 
fraction of  the  3rd.  The  5tli  prohibits  tho 
Jews  from  taking  leases  of  lands,  inns, 
mills,  distilleries,  vineyards,  or  stables  for 
cattle,  and  from  undertaking  anything  con- 
nected with  the  State,  or  any  public  estab- 
lishment. The  6th  forbids  the  authorities 
to  entertain  any  demand  emanating  from  a 
Jew  relative  to  matters  of  business  pro- 
hibited by  the  5th.  The  7th  makes  it  un- 
lawful  for  Jews  to  carry  on  any  trade 
except  by  the  especial  permission  of  the 
authorities  of  the  commune.  The  8th  ren- 
ders illegal  tho  sale  by  Jews  to  Christians 
of  any  food  or  drink ;  and  the  9th  suppresses 
all  Jewish  communities  and  committees  in 
tho  different  villages. 

The  object  of  thoso  who  proposed  this 
outrageous  law  was  of  course  to  drive 
all  Jews  out  of  the  country.  On  the 
proposal  being  made,  the  leading  men  of 
the  Jewish  community  immediately  tele- 
graphed to  their  co-religionists  in  Paris, 
London,  and  elsewhere.  In  consequence  of 
representations  made  to  the  Governments 
of  France,  England,  Austria,  and  Prussia, 
those  Qovernments,  and  also  I  believe  that 
of  Russia,  remonstrated  against  tho  pre- 
posterous  proposal,   and    it    has   not  at 
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present  received  the  sanction  of  the  Cham- 
ber. Brought  forward,  however,  by  the 
friends  of  Bratiano,  it  has  been  made  to 
serve  his  purposes,  by  enabling  him  to 
assume  the  character  of  a  protector  of  the 
Jews,  whilst  in  fact  oppressing  them.  He 
I  obtained  the  consent  of  the  Chamber  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  project  of  law  by 
I  declaring  that  its  provisiuns  were  too 
violent,  but  that  he  was  quite  aware  of  the 
I  great  miscliief  done  by  the  Jews,  and 
would  take  effectual  measures  to  put  a  stop 
to  it.  Wliat  those  efficacious  measures 
were  to  be,  is  plain  from  what  has  been 
done  by  tlie  Prefect  Leoca,  and  from  the 
declarations  which  have  been  made  by 
Bratiano  to  the  leading  Jews,  that  such  was 
the  state  of  public  feeling,  that  he  must  act 
against  their  co-religionists  and  drive  them 
out  of  the  rural  communes,  or  else  the  popu- 
lation would  rise  against  him.  Only  this 
morning  I  have  received  a  letter  informing 
me  that  the  national  guard  of  Bacao  had  used 
the  arms,  with  which  they  were  provided  for 
the  defence  of  their  country,  in  firing  into 
the  houses  of  tho  Jews. 

Such,  then,  is  the  condition  of  Rou- 
mania.  Compare  its  Government,  or  even 
that  of  Servia,  with  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment in  Crete,  so  long  as  the  island  was 
not  stirred  into  insurrection  by  Greece, 
and  who  can  doubt  the  superiority  of  the 
latter  ?      But    to   suppose  that  (he  slate 


evil  than  anarchy  and  confusion,  and  each  Chritt* 
ian  race  appears  to  value  it  chiefljr  as  a  safeguard 
against  what  appears  to  be  to  each  the  great  ob- 
ject of  dread,  the  domination  of  any  of  the  other 
ChristiaD  races  in  the  Empire." 

The  appeals  to  sympathy  on  behalf  of  the 
Christian  races  which  it  is  desired  to  free 
from  Turkish  rule,  appear  to  me  to  be  in 
part  founded  upon  a  vague  idea  that  it 
must  always  be  a  right  and  religiooa  thing 
to  toke  up  the  cause  of  thoso  who  call 
themselves  Christians,  against  Mahome- 
dans.  I  am  sure,  however,  that  no  such 
idea  will  be  allowed  to  mislead  this  House. 
The  expulsion  of  tho  Mussulman  from 
Servia,  the  prohibition  of  the  Jews  from 
farming  and  trading  in  the  interior  of  the 
same  principality,  the  outrages  practised 
on  the  large  Jewii)h  population  of  Rouma- 
nia,  the  extermination  of  the  Mahome« 
dans  in  Crete,  and  in  every  other  part  of 
Turkey  which  may  be  separated  from  the 
Empire  —  theso  are  the  reaulta  of  freeing 
semi-barbarous  races  from  Turkish  rule, 
tho  actual  results  of  the  process  eo  far  as 
it  has  gone,  its  probable  results  if  it  shall 
go  further.  And  these  conseqaencet  I 
venture  to  say  that  yon  will  agree  with 
me  in  declaring  to  be  consistent  neither  with 
Christianity  nor  morality,  with  religion 
nor  with  right.  It  would  be  Tain  to  hope 
for  the  immediate  establishment  in  Turkey 
of  what  we  should  consider  a  satisfactory 
of  Crete,  if  separated  from  the  Turkish  i  Government  ;  but  the  best  thing  we  con 
Empire,  will  bo  similar  to  that  of  Rou-  do  is  to  continue  to  nfTord  to  the  Turkish 
nmnia,  would  be  to  form  a  conjecture  !  En)pirc  the  support  of  Kngland,  making  it 
far  too  favourable.  If  the  scnii-civilized  i  a  condition  of  that  bupport  that  the  Porto 
Roumnns  are  practising  cruel  oppression  should  gradually,  but  with  more  energy 
against  an  unoflendiui;  and  industrious  po-  than  has  hitherto  been  displayed,  pursue 
pulation  with  whom  Ihcy  have  no  cause  of  |  the  course  upon  which  it  has  already  en- 
quarrel,  unless  perimps  that  the  Jews  sue-  tered,  that  of  improving  its  rule,  and  de- 
cessfuUy  compete  with  them  in  trade — |  veloping  the  rights  of  its  Christian  subjects 
what  conduct  could  be  expected  from  the  ^  until  tliey  shall  huvo  attained  perfect 
barbarous  Christians  of  Crete,  if  they  he-  ;  equality  with  the  Mahomedans. 
came  the  dominnnt  class,  towards  the  |  Mil.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said, that 
Mahomedans,  whose  religion  has  hitherto  tho  hon.  Men)her  for  Reading  (Sir  Francis 
been  that  of  the  Government,  and  against  Gohlsniid)  in  his  remarks  had  wandered  over 
whom  their  passions  havo  been  inflamed  j  a  large  portion  of  Europe,  but  the  question 
by  an  obstinate  war  ?  Is  it  not  perfectly  j  before  the  House  was  the  state  of  Crete,  not 
clear  that  tho  hapless  Mussulmans  would  the  condition  of  the  Jews  in  Servia  and  the 
only  havo  to  choose  between  expulsion  and  !  Principalities.  lie  was  surprised  at  tho 
destruction  ?  In  considering  the  condition  |  observations  which  had  fallen  from  the  lion, 
of  Turkey,  Parliament  should  never  lose  Member,  knowing  his  antecedents  and  the 
sight  of  two  short  but  most  instructive  I  philantiiropic  views  which  he  usually  advo* 
sentences  in  Lord  Lyon's  despatch  of  the  .  cated  in  that  House.  On  the  Inst  occasion 
6th  of  May,  1867 —  j  when    this    subject    was    brought    under 

I     ..  T      1     ^  i.xi  i_      .  1      consideration,    ho    (Mr.    Baillio  Cochrane) 

"  In  snort,  very  little  pro;jrc8s  has  been  made  ■  .i         i  .    .i    /  v  •  1 1    i 

Itowards  enabling  tho  Christians  to  feel  that  the'  ^'^^"g*''    ^^'^^     ""^     discussion     would    be 

Ottoman  Government  is,  as  regards  them,  a  na-  I  prenmture,  because  there  was  at  that  luiie 

tioDul  Government.     They  submit  to  it  as  a  less    every   reason   to   hope    that   tho    war   WIS 
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aboat  to  coasei  and  a  diseassion  tinder  such 
circumstances  waslikelj  to  prejudice  ratlier 
than  promote  tlie  intercuts  of  those  whom 
thej  desired  to  serve.  When  the  question 
of  Crete  had  formerly  been  raided  he 
(Mr.  Baillie  Cochrnne)  thought  the  discus- 
lion  of  it  premature ;  but  a  jear  had 
elapsed  since  then,  and  he  regretted  to 
have  to  concur  in  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk), 
that,  if  we  might  credit  the  reports  of  eye 
tritnesses,  tliere  was  little  prospect  of  the 
irar  in  Crete —ho  would  not  call  it  the  in- 
aarrection — coming  to  a  close.  In  one  of 
his  able  despatches,  written  to  Earl  Cowley, 
April  13,  in  last  year,  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley)  said  he  had  had  a  conversa- 
tion with  the  French  Ambassador  here,  who 
represented  the  views  of  the  French 
Government  to  be  that  Turkey  should  be 
induced  to  cede  Crete  to  Greece.  His 
noble  Friend  ndded,  in  effect,  that  in  the 
event  of  the  war  continuing,  or  of  the  area 
of  the  war  being  enlarged,  it  would  be  a 
question  for  fair  consideration  whether  that 
advice  should  not  be  given  to  Turkey.  A 
long  period  had  elapsed  since  then,  and  the 
war  still  continued.  It  was  true  that  the 
well-known  blockade-runner  the  Arkadi 
had  been  taken,  but  others  which  had 
taken  its  place  were  introducing  ammuni- 
tion and  soldiers,  and  the  war  seemed  as 
interminable  as  ever.  Now,  he  concurred 
heartily  in  the  policy  of  non-intervention 
aa  contrasted  with  what  had  been  properly 
called  the  **  meddling  and  muddling"  policy 
advocated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark  (Mr.  Layard),  which  had  done  the 
greatest  harm.  But  we  must  consider 
what  oar  relations  with  Greece  were. 
Greece  was  a  creation  of  this  country. 
Along  with  France  and  Russia,  we  stood 
towa^a  her  in  loco  parentis,  and  we  en- 
gaged to  promote  her  interest  to  the  extent 
of  onr  ability.  We  showed  this  concern  for 
her  well-being  when  we  advanced  Urge  sums 
of  money  to  her  and  ceded  to  her  the  Ionian 
Islands.  We  stood,  therefore,  in  a  different 
position  towards  Greece  from  that  in  which 
we  stood  towards  other  countries,  and  it 
was  a  question  how  far  we  might  not  have 
the  right  to  interfere  for  the  promotion  of 
her  interests.  Originally  it  was  intended 
that  Crete  should  become  a  part  of  Greece, 
and  when  Greece  was  offered  to  Prince 
Leopold  he  wrote  a  most  interesting  des- 
Mteh  to  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  dated 
Febmary  9,  1830,  in  which  he  pointed  out 
the  constant  danger  from  Turkey  that 
wonld  exist  if  Crete  did  not  belong  to 

YOL.  CXCI.     [tHDLI)  8SBIB8.] 


Greece.  This  was  one  of  the  causes  which 
induced  Prince  Leopold  to  refuse  the 
throne.  Then,  in  a  protocol  into  which 
we  had  entered  in  1830,  tho  English  Govern- 
ment, in  conjunction  with  the  Allied  Powers^ 
had  expressed  itself  strongly  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  Crete  should  be  governed  by 
Turkey,  and  the  propriety  of  affording  to 
the  people  of  that  island  a  sufficient  protec- 
tion against  arbitrary  and  oppressive  acts. 
At  that  time  Crete  was  almost  independent. 
Only  two  or  three  fortresses  remained  in 
the  hands  of  the  Turks,  and  it  was  by  the 
Act  of  the  Three  Powers  that  it  was  restored 
to  the  Turkish  Empire,  but  the  initiative 
was  taken  by  England.  We,  therefore,  had 
a  right  when  we  found  what  misery  pre* 
vailed  there  to  do  our  best,  by  advice  to 
the  Porte,  in  favour  of  the  people  of  the 
country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  cast 
doubts  upon  the  treatment  which  the  Cre- 
tans had  received  from  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment. But  no  one  who  had  studied  the 
Papers  which  had  been  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment could  doubt  that  there  had  been  an 
entiro  violation  of  faith  on  the  part  of 
the  Turks  towards  those  unhappy  people. 
The  Uatti-Humayoun  had  never  been  fairly 
carried  out.  The  Consular  reports  of  1858, 
though  produced  at  tho  dictation  of  an 
Ambassador  who  distinctly  intimated  what 
he  wished  them  to  be,  were,  nevertheless, 
very  damaging  to  the  Turkish  Government. 
In  the  East,  whether  we  chose  to  interfere 
or  not,  our  influence  was  paramount.  The 
opinion  of  this  country  and  of  the  House  of 
Commons  had  the  greatest  possible  weight 
there.  He  had  been  much  struck  by  what 
M.  Marc  Girardin  said  upon  this  subject 
in  the  Revue  dee  Deux  Mondes,  October, 
1862.     These  were  his  words — 

"  ^hat  is  the  complaint  ?  In  1840  there  was  a 
Turkey  and  a  Turkish  Government ;  in  1862  there 
remains  nothing  but  England  and  an  English  Go« 
vernment.  The  East  can  no  longer  fiice  decrepit, 
mouldering  Turkey,  but  it  has  to  encounter  vigo- 
rous and  powerful  England.  Greece,  Egypt,  Syria, 
tho  Lebanon,  Servia,  the  Danubian  provinces,  no 
lonoer  look  to  Constantinople,  but  to  London. 
Turkey  has  found  tho  secret  ot  being  even  more 
formidable  than  she  was  in  the  Idih  or  ICth  cen- 
tury, by  being  nothing  of  herself,  and  of  being 
everything  through  England." 

We  were  supposed  to  have  the  credit  of 
justifying  and  upholding  the  present  state 
of  things,  but  that  was  not  the  case,  as 
would  be  seen  by  anyone  who  read  his 
noble  Friend's  despatches.  His  only  wish 
now  was  that  we  should  go  one  step  further 
than  we  had  already  done.  He  thought 
that  even  without  joining  in  a  collective 
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lote  his  noble  Friend,  by  his  own  repre- 
ientation%  might  do  much  good.  His  hon. 
'riend  opposite  (Mr.  Layard)  had  himself 
laid — 

"  Wherever  the  Osmanli  haa  placed  his  foot  he 
las  bred  fear  and  distrust.  His  visit  has  been 
>ne  of  oppression  and  rapine.  The  scarlet  onp 
ind  the  well-known  garb  of  the  Turkish  irregular 
iro  the  signals  for  a  general  panic.  The  women 
lide  in  the  innermost  recesses  to  save  themselves 

>m  insult ;  the  men  slink  into  their  houses  and 
>ffer  a  vain  protest  against  the  seizure  of  their 
>roperty." 

.nd  Lord  Stratford  do  Redcliffe,  in  1858, 
rrote  thus — 

"Abuses  continue  to  swarm  in  every  depart- 
lent.  The  prohibition  of  bribery  and  corruption 
is  merely  on  paper ;  no  public  example  has  yet 
m  made  of  any  public  functionary  accused  of 
these  offences.  Some  charges  have  been  sub- 
mitted to  an  inquiry  leading  to  no  result.  Though 
lixed  tribunals  have  been  established  partially, 
the  judicial  procedure  is  still  defective  and  the 
)urse  of  justice  impure.  The  new  codes  of  law 
rhioh  are  said  to  bo  in  progress  have  yet  to  come 
into  practice.  Commissions  have  been  formed  for 
the  amendment  of  prisons,  and  a  better  organiza- 
tion of  the  post  ofSce  and  police,  but  no  improve- 
lent  of  consequence  has  hitherto  resulted  prac- 
tically from  their  labours.  The  fiscal  department 
quite  as  irregular  and  defective  as  ever." 

'he  opinion  of  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  would  be 
Found  in  a  despatch  dated  April  24,  1860, 
md  was  as  follows : — 

*' Wherever  the  Turk  is  sufficiently  predomi- 
lant  to  be  implicitly  obeyed,  laziness,  corruption, 
extravagance  and  penury  mark  his  rule  ;  and 
rlicrever  he  is  too  feeble  to  exerl  more  than  a 
loubtful  and  nominal  authority,  the  system  of 
government  which  prevails  is  that  of  the  Arab 
robber  and  the  lawless  Highland  chieftain." 

Hiero  government  was  conducted  in  this 

anncr,  it  was  no  wonder  that  tho  charges 

rought  against  it  with   respect  to  Crete 

Ishould  bo  believed.    He  warned  lion.  Gentle- 

len  who  wifihed  to  underetnnd  tlie  condi- 

ion  of  tlio  Turkish  Government  not  to  be 

isled  by  statements  as  to  the  progress 
|Turkey  was  making.  We  had  entered 
nto  a  solemn  engagement  with  the  king- 
om   of  Greece,  and  to  a  certain   extent 

ith  Crete,  and  we  were  justified  in  insist- 
ng  as  strongly  as  possible  that  the  Turkish 

overnment  should  become  a  Government 
f  justice  and  equality.     And  now  as  to  the 

ode   in   which    the  war  was    conducted. 

he  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  introduced 
ho  subject  had  read  different  extracts  to 
how  the  horrible  atrocities  that  had  been 
onnnitted,  and  ho  did  nut  understand  how 
n  the  face  of  the  Consular  Reports  they 
ould  possibly  bo  denied.  Mr.  Consul 
iGeneral  Dickson,  in  a  despatch  to  Lord 
Stanley  dated  October  15,  ISGG,  said — 

Mt\  Baillie  Cochrane 


"On  the  road  at  tho  Tillage  of  Nero-knra  the 
murdered  bodies  of  a  Cretan  Greek,  his  wife,  and 
their  son  (a  young  child),  and  her  brother  have 
just  been  discovered,  lying  near  to  a  Turkish 
farm.  The  woman  was  stripped  naked,  and  the 
child's  head  severed  from  the  body.  The  tezkerehp 
or  pass,  with  which  tho  party  had  been  provided 
by  the  authorities  to  insure  their  free  passage 
through  this  part  of  tho  country  was  found  torn 
to  pieces." 

Mr.  Erskine,  writing  in  NoTomber  foUovr- 
ing,  said — 

"  One  gentleman  describes  the  massaore  of  200 
persons,  chiefly  old  men,  women,  and  children ; 
and  the  barbarities  committed  by  the  troops  as 
beyond  all  belief.  Another  states  that  the  Turks 
refused  all  quarter  to  the  Christians,  and  merci- 
lessly chopped  off  tho  heads  of  the  unfortunate 
wounded,  as  well  as  dead ;  a  reward  of  100  lira 
having  been  offered  for  each  head  thus  bronght 
to  the  camp." 

It  was  perfectly  extraordinary  to  contrast 
the  improvement  in  Greece  as  compared 
with  Turkey.  Since  1821  the  population 
of  the  Peloponnesus  had  increased  from 
398.000  to  600,000,  and  since  1831  the 
number  of  schools  had  increased  from  101 
to  1,310.  Although  the  population  of 
Greece,  moreoTcr,  was  but  a  twentieth 
part  of  that  of  Turkey,  its  shippinp[  was 
greater  and  was  increasing,  while  that  of 
Turkey  was  declining.  Its  population  had 
doubled  in  38  years,  irhile  its  revenue  had 
increased  from  £178,000  to  £1,000,000. 
Its  exports  and  imports  had  doubled,  and 
its  mercantile  marine  consisted  of  several 
thousand  vessels.  While  Greece  was  thus 
advancing,  Turkey,  as  had  been  said,  was 
d.ving  for  want  of  Tnrks.  Of  the  200,000 
inhabitants  of  Candia  not  20,000  were 
Turks;  of  30,000  in  Rhodes  only  2.000 
were  Tnrks  ;  of  35,000  in  Scio,  only  1,000; 
of  oO.OOO  in  Mitylene,  only  5.000;  of 
60,000  in  Samos.  only  10.000  ;  and  of 
10,000  in  Patmos,  only  20.  In  Albania 
two-thirds  of  the  people  were  Greeks,  and 
in  Thessaly  there  were  only  30,000  Turks 
to  170,000  Greeks.  In  Smyrna  there 
were  in  1830  80.000  Turks,  whereas  there 
were  now  but  40.000,  while  the  Greeks 
had  increased  from  20,000  to  71,000.  [Mr. 
Lataiid  asked  the  authority  for  these 
figures.]  He  was  quoting  from  statistics 
wiiich  had  been  collected,  and  he  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  hardly  dispute 
60  notorious  a  fact  as  that  the  Turks 
were  decreasing,  there  being  in  the  whole 
Enipire  only  4,000,000  Mahomedans  to 
11.000.000  Christians.  Now,  he  did  not 
wi>li  to  hasten  what  ho  believed  to  be  in- 
evitable — namely,  tho  fall  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  ;    but  the  best  way  of  retarding 
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that  erent  was  to  seoiire  juitice  for  the 
Christian  races,  and  he  thought  England 
would  he  justified  in  advising  Turkey  to 
consider  whether,  in  view  of  the  antagonism 
existing  between  the  two  races,  it  was  not 
the  wisest  policy  to  cede  Crete  to  Greece. 
He  did  not  blame  the  noble  Lord  for  de- 
clining to  join  in  the  Collective  Note,  but  he 
would  appeal  to  him  whether  the  con- 
tingency hinted  at  in  his  own  despatch  had 
not  arrived,  and  whether  in  justice  and 
humanity  we  were  not  now  bound  to  in- 
terfere. 

Mr.  LATARD  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  debates  of  this  kind  caused  consider- 
able mischief,  by  encouraging  hopes  which 
eould  not  be  fulfilled,  and  leading  to  results 
not  desired  by  any  Members  of  the  House, 
but  the  present  discussion  might  have  a 
good  effect  if  it  elicited  from  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  a  declaration  that  the 
British  Government  were  not  prepared  to 
join  in  the  policy  pursued  by  some  Euro- 
pean Powers  in  Turkey,  and  would  take  no 
part  in  the  intrigues  which  were  carried  on 
ID  that  country,  and  which  had  led  to  the 
unfortunate  state  of  things  in  Crete.  The 
noble  Lord  deserved  great  credit  for  his 
refusal  to  share  in  a  policy  dangerous  to 
the  peace  of  Europe  and  prejudicial  to  the 
interests  of  the  Christians  themselves,  and 
he  (Mr.  Layard)  had  reason  to  believe  that 
some  of  the  Powers  had  already  begun  to 
regret  the  course  they  had  pursued  and  to 
admit  that  the  noble  Lord's  policy  had  been 
more  just  and  statesmanlike.  It  would  be 
idle  to  conceal  that  the  Cretan  insurrection 
waa  part  of  a  system  which  for  some  years 
had  been  carried  on  in  the  East.  There 
waa  one  very  powerful  State  whose  policy 
it  waa  to  weaken  the  Turkish  Empire,  to 
render  all  reforms  impossible,  and  to  em- 
bitter the  relations  between  the  different 
races,  so  that  the  fall  of  the  Empire  might 
Booner  or  later  occur.  That  Power  was 
well  known  to  be  Russia,  and  Aali  Pasha, 
in  the  able  report  on  the  insurrection  in 
Crete  which  he  had  recently  addressed  to 
tiie  Sultan,  after  mentioning  the  intrigues 
of  Greece  and  two  other  causes  to  which 
it  had  been  attributed,  concluded  by  saying 
that  there  was  a  fourth,  which,  more  than 
all  others,  influenced  such  things  in  the  East, 
and  which  His  Majesty  would  at  once  recog- 
nise by  the  simple  allusion  to  it.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  he  referred  to  the  policy  of 
which  was  founded  on  the  hypocri- 
pretenoe  of  resistance  to  oppression 
end  eorrnption,  the  vindication  of  political 
$ad  religioua  liberty,  the  aupport  of  na- 


tionalities, and  respect  for  treaties.  Now* 
in  what  country  did  there  exist  more  op- 
pression and  corruption  than  in  Russia- 
more  outrages  on  political  and  religious 
liberty,  more  contempt  for  the  rights  of 
nationalities,  and  more  shameless  violation 
of  treaties?  In  Poland  and  among  the 
German  population  in  the  Western  pro- 
vinces, as  it  is  well  known,  and  not  denied 
by  the  Russian  Government,  there  was  a 
systematic  attempt  to  crush  the  sentiment 
of  nationality  and  to  compel  the  people  to 
renounce  their  language  and  faith.  This 
showed  the  unreasonnbleness  and  injustice 
of  the  remonstrances  addressed  by  Russia 
to  Turkey,  in  which  she  called  upon  us 
to  join.  It  was,  in  fact,  Russia  which 
was  bringing  about  the  state  of  things  in 
the  East  which  had  been  described.  No- 
body would  contend  for  a  moment  that 
Turkey  was  well  governed,  and  he  had 
himself  witnessed  instances  of  misgovern- 
ment  and  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
Turkish  officials.  The  account  of  Turkish 
rule  in  some  of  the  distant  provinces  of  the 
Empire  which  he  had  written  many  years 
ago,  and  which  had  been  quoted  that  even- 
ing, was  perfectly  true;  but  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  great  changes  had  since 
been  made,  and  things  which  happened 
then  could  not  happen  now.  Turkish 
Ministers  would  themselves  adroit  that 
misgovernment  still  existed,  and  that  it 
was  difficult  in  so  large  an  Empire  to 
maintain  a  proper  control  over  all  their 
subordinates,  who  frequently  violated  or 
exceeded  their  orders.  It  was  only  fair 
that  credit  should  be  given  to  Turkey 
for  what  she  had  really  accomplished. 
The  agents  for  carrying  out  the  policy 
of  Russia  in  Turkey  were  Servia,  Rou- 
mania,  and  Greece  ;  Belgrade  and  Bucha- 
rest being  the  centres  of  the  propagandism 
amongst  the  Bulgarian  population,  and 
Athens  amongst  the  Greeks.  The  Bul- 
garians, however,  were  fairly  well  governed 
by  Turkey;  they  enjoyed  religious  liberty, 
and  they  hoped  to  obtain  more  from  Tur- 
key by  remaining  obedient  to  her  rule  than 
by  rising  against  her.  They  wore,  there- 
fore, on  the  whole,  not  ill-affected  to  the 
Porte.  As  for  Servia,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  Gregory),  and  others  who 
advocated  her  cause,  declared  some  time 
ago  that  if  Turkey  satisfied  Servia  by 
giving  up  Belgrade  and  other  fortresses, 
there  would  bo  an  end  to  all  differences 
between  them.  He  (Mr.  Layard)  re- 
marked, however,  at  the  time  that  no 
such  result  could    be    expected,  and,  in 
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fact,  no  Booncr  had   Turkey  yielded  this 
point  tliat  tlie  Servians  renewed  their  in- 
trigues,   and    demanded  more    thnn   they 
had   ever    aslced    before.      Armed   ban^Is 
from   Servia    crossed    the  Turkish    fron- 
tier and  pillaged  not  only  Mahomednn  but 
Christian  villages  ;    and    so   bad   was  the 
conduct  of  tho  Servian  Government,  that 
France     and     Austria,    who    had    before 
supported    that    Government,  were    com- 
I  polled    to   address   very   strong   notes    to 
It,    and    he    believed   he   was   correct  in 
I  stating  that  the  noble  Lord,  although  he 
had  declined  to  join  with  them  in  a  collec- 
|tive  remonstrance,  had  represented  in  the 
strongest  terms   to  the  Prince  the  want 
of  good  faith  of  which  he  had  been  guilty 
{in  countenancing  those  bands,  and  in  pur- 
suing a  policy  hostile  to  Turkey.     Wher- 
ever the  Turkish  Government  endeavoured 
to  introduce  reforms  they  were  thwarted, 
for  the  promoters  of  the  policy  to  which 
he  referred  did  not  wish  to   see  Turkey 
well   governed,    and    its    population   con- 
tented.    He   called    in    question  the  sta- 
tistics  of   his  hon.  Friend   opposite,    and 
asked  where  they  were  obtained,  but  his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  appear  able  to  state. 
iHe  spoke,  inadvertently  no  doubt,  of  the 
Ipopulatinn  of  Turkey  as  being  15.000,000 
or  16,000.000.    It  must  be  inferred  that  he 
Imeant  Turkey  in  Europe  only,  because  the 
Ipopulation  of  the  whole   of   Turkey  was 


homogeneous.  As  regarded  thererolotionin 
Crete,  we  knew  full  well  that  was  brnucrht 
about  almost  entirely  by  the  agents  of  the 
Greek  Government.  No  doubt  the  Cretans 
may  have  had  cnnses  of  complaint.  He 
was  not  in  a  position  to  state  whether 
the  Turks  could  have  carried  oat  the 
TIatti-Humayoum  ;  but  still  a  great  deal 
had  been  done,  and  certoinW  the  island 
had  not  been  ruined  under  Turkish  rule. 
Among  various  niis-stntements  made  by 
the  Greeks  was  one  that  he  saw  the  other 
day  quoted  by  some  one  writing  in  The 
Times.  It  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
island  of  Crete  had  been  depopulated  by 
the  Turks;  that  before  the  Turkish  con- 
quest the  population  amounted  to  800,000, 
and  thot  it  was  owing  to  its  oecnpation  by 
the  Turks  that  it  had  been  reduced  to 
its  present  number.  What  was  the  troth 
of  the  matter?  According  to  Frnnceseo 
Barozsi,  quoted  by  Darn  in  the  History 
of  Venice  (vol.  7.  p.  130),  the  popula- 
tion of  Crete  in  1577,  under  the  Vena* 
tian  rule,  amounted  to  193,798.  Accord- 
ing to  Pashly  ( Travels  in  Crete,  ?o1.  2, 
p.  326),  about  the  time  of  the  Mshomedan 
conquest  it  had  fnllen  to  80.000.  In  1821 
it  had  risen  to  270.000;  in  1834,  owing  to 
the  Greek  revolution,  it  bad  fallen  to 
129.000;  before  the  last  rebellion  it  bad 
risen  to  320,000.  There  was  no  donbt 
that  Pashly  was  correct,  for  he  gave  the 


|much  larger.       Ills  hon.  Friend  seemed  to    numbers  for    every    village   and    district. 
Forgot  that  lie   must  eliininnto  o.UOO.OOO  '  This  was  a  complete  answer  to  the  statc- 
►r     6,000.000     of    Cliristinns,     including    nient    that    the    population    of    Crete    linJ 
.OOO.OUO  of  Roumanians,  from  the  popu-  i  heen  destroyed  by  the  Mnhomedans  during 
lations  under  the  direct  rule  of  the  Sultan,  '  tlieir  occupation  of  the  i^^laud.     Exajjgera- 
^vi)ich  would    leave  about    10,000,000  for  |  tions  of  this  kind  had  been  put  forward  to 
Mo    number    of    tiie    inhabitants    of   what  1  induce  the  Briiish   Government  to  support 
light  properly  be  called  Turkey  in  Europe.  !  the     policy    of    Russia    and     some    other 
'here  were,  however,  no  accurate  statistics  !  Powers  in    Crete.     It  was  no  wonder  that 
m  the  subject.     There  were  various  liiyh  i  these   exaijuerations     should    have     made 
LUthorities  who  reckoned  the  Turks  or  Ma-  j  some  impression  upon  Europe,  seeinj;  that, 
|iome<hn)s  of  Europe  at  considerably  above  ,  ns  was  stated  in  Aali  Pacha's  report,  there 
•,000,000,  and  the  Turks  considered  them-    were  no  less  than  117  journals  in   Greece 
jelvcs  as   more  numerous.      It  was  a  ^reat  ,  propaprating  them  throughout  Europe,  and 
md  mischievous  error  to  assume  that  all  the  ,  that  they  were  backed  up  by  the  Russian 
Christians   in   Turkey  were  Greeks.      His    and    the   Greek    Governments.     His   hon. 
lion.  Friend  spoke  of  the  population  of  Al-  '  Friend   assumed  that  the  stories  of  which 
mnia  as  consisting  of  one-third  Turks  and  '  they  had   heard,  and  which   had  been  re- 
;wo-ihirds  Greeks;   but  a   very  large  por-  ;  peated  that  evening,  of  the  atrocities  corn- 
lion  of    tiio    population    of    Albania    was  :  mittcd   by  the   Turks  were  true.     For  his 
reek    neither  in    race  nor  religion;    the  :  part  he  believed  them  to  be  enormous  ex- 
Jhri.^tians  were  for  the  most  part  Catholics,    aggerations.       They    made,    however,   a 
ind  of  a  different  race  altogether  from  the  '  sironij   inipression    upon    the   French  Go- 
reek*.     [Mil.  Baillie  Cochrane  :   I  said  j  vernment,    which    was  induced    in   conse- 
[li»»y  were  the  Christian  population.]    The  .  quence  to  allow  its  vessels  to  assist  in  re- 
ihristian  population  was  divided  into  n)ore    moving  a   large   number  of  refugees  from 
ihan  one  sect,  whilst  the  Mahomcdans  were    the  island.    Tho  French  Admiral  conveyed 
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some  of  them  from  Crete  to  Greece,  and 
his  evidence  on  the  subject  cannot  be  called 
in  question.  According  to  a  despatch  from 
Mr.  Ellis  to  Lord  Stanley,  of  the  3rd  of 
August,  1867  (p.  220}— 

"During  the  voyage  from  Crete  the  (French) 
Admiral  questioned  through  his  interpreters  the 
Cretans  whom  he  bad  on  board,  and  who  were 
mostly  women,  as  to  whether  they  had  ever  wit- 
nessed any  cruehy  ccmniitted  by  the  Turks.  They 
all  answered  that  they  had  not  seen  any  act  of 
cruelty  committed  ;  but  that  people  had  very  often 
told  them  that  such  things  had  taken  place,  and 
that  they  believed  in  the  truth  of  such  statements. 
The  reports  from  Russian  sources  are  of  so  in- 
credible a  nature  that  I  have  never  thought  myself 
justified  in  reporting  tfaem  to  your  Lordship." 

In  fact  these  stories  of  the  atrocities  com- 
mitted bj  the  Turks  in  Crete  were  like 
the  stories  of  the  mutilation   of  English 
women  during   the   Indian   mutiny.      Al- 
though  it   was  confidently  asserted   that 
many  cases  of  mutilation  had  occurred,  to 
this  day  not  a  single  case  had  been  veri- 
fied.    The  conduct  of  some  of  our  agents 
abroad    in    sending   home  these   exagge- 
rated  statements  could  not  be  too  much 
deprecated  ;  but,  if  we  employed  Greeks 
as  our  Consular  agents,   we  must  expect 
that  their  natural  sympathies  would  lead 
them  to  repeat  and  to  exaggerate  what 
they   heard.      He  regretted  to  see   that 
amongst  our  Consular  agents  in  Crete  there 
were  two  Greeks,  whose  sympathies  were 
openly  in  favour  of  the  insurgents.  The  Re- 
ports of  one  of  these  gentlemen  were  so  enor- 
mously exaggerated  that  even  Her  Majesty's 
Consul,   Mr.   Dickson — who  was  no  friend 
to  the  Turks — was  compelled  in  one  of  his 
despatches  to  offer  as  an  apology  for  him 
that  he  was  ill  in  bed,  and  wrote  under  the 
influence  of  an  excited  imagination.     Yet 
these   Reports    were   laid    before    Parlia*^ 
ment,  and  printed,  and  went  out  to  Tur- 
key and  the  world.     If  agents  of  foreign 
Powers  in  Ireland   were  to  send  to  their 
Governments  for  publication  such  calum- 
nious  reports,   we    should   complain,  and 
probably  demand  that  they  should  be  called 
upon  to  prove  their    statements,   and,   in 
default,  dismiesed.     He  should  be  inclined 
to   treat   with   great   severity  any  British 
agent  who  sent  home  Reports  of  this  na- 
ture, which  he  had  not  taken  the  trouble 
to  investigate,.     He  might  refer  to  some 
evidence  in   favour  of  the  Turks.     Hon. 
Gentlemen    might,     perhaps,    have    seen 
the  statements  published  in  Florence  by 
some    Italian    volunteers   who  went   with 
the   son   of   Garibaldi    to   join    the   Cre- 
tan insorrectlon.     Toung  Garibaldi  heard 


enough  in  Greece  to  deter  him  from  pro- 
ceeding further,  but  his  companions  went 
on.     After  some  time  they  returned,  and 
in  the  published  account  of  their  proceed- 
ings they  said  that  one  of  their  reasons 
for  leaving  the  Cretans  was  the  terrible 
cruelties  committed  by  the  Cretans  on  Ma- 
homedan    prisoners.      Amongst   other  in- 
stances, the  Turkish   commander  sent  a 
Greek    with   a  flag  of  truce  to    propose 
certain   terms   to  the  insurgents.      They 
cut   off  his  nose  and   ears   and   half  his 
tongue,  and  sent  him  back  in  this  horrible 
condition.    He  did  not  mention  these  mat- 
ters with  a  view    to  excite  any   feeling 
against  the  Cretans  ;  he  simply  referred 
to  them  to  show  what  might  be  expected 
in  times  of  civil  war  from  semi-barbaroua 
populations.   The  persons  who  were  really 
responsible  for  them  were  those  by  whom 
the   insurrection  was   instigated   and   en- 
couraged.    It  was  said  that  there  was  a 
great  destruction  of  property,  but  that  was 
one  of  the  misfortunes  which  invoriably  at- 
tended war.     It  was,  however,  stated  by 
Aali  Pasha  in  his  report  that  for  the  large 
sums  owing  to  the  Mahomedans   by  the 
Christians  there  was  in  Crete  no  security  but 
the  standing  crops.     The  private  debts  in 
Crete,  he  states,  amounted  to  150,000,000 
piastres,  and  two-thirds  of  those  debts  were 
owed  by  Christians  to  Mahomedans.    Was 
it  likely,  he  justly  asks,  that  the  creditors 
would  destroy  the  only  security  they  had 
for  the  re-payment  of  their  money,  or  was 
it  more  probable,  as  was  alleged,  that  the 
destruction  of  property  was  the  work  of 
the  Christians  themselves,  who  desired  by 
this  means  to  take  revenge  upon  their  an- 
tagonists ?    Some  of  the  European  Powers 
had  been  deceived  by  these  exaggerated 
accounts ;  and  what  had  been  the  result 
of  the  policy  they  bad  in  consequence  pur- 
sued ?     They  had  introduced  into  Interna- 
tionf^  Law  precedents  of  a  most  dangerous 
description.      No  doctrine,    perhaps,    was 
more  dangerous   than    that  of  saufoetage 
— a  word  of  new  coinage,  which  means  an 
alleged  right  of  neutrals  to  approach  the 
chores  of  a  country  in  arms  against  the 
lawful  Government,  and  to  remove,  on  the 
{ground  of  humanity,  the  wives  and  chil- 
dren of  those  engaged  in  the  insurrection. 
Such  a  course  might  be  most  dangerous 
in  its  effects  by  prolonging  a  war.     He 
would  wish  to  know  whether  this  was  a 
doctrine  of  International  Law  universally 
recognized,  or  only  applicable  to  Turkey  ? 
Would  Russia  have  tolerated  such  a  doc- 
trine if  >ve  had  on  similar  pretences  removed 
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liK  CIrmHicD  vsmeii  uid  ohildreo,  aai  h 
t>r«  left  tbe  mea  firea  and  nnfetterad  to 
KintiDiie  their  iniDrraetiotit  Anothar  meat 
«ri<Hta  innoTetion  on  laterBitiontl  Law  «a* 
he  neir  mode  of  blockade-ronning  irbioh 
lad  been  praetlied  bj  die  Oreeki,  with  the 
'  n  of  iome  of  tbe  Europeao  Powen. 
were  Teneta  need  at  blookade-mn- 
len,  armed  wiUi  lix  or  right  gmu,  reaiit- 
ng  all  attempt*  to  etop  them,  and  flriog 
a  to  Tarkjih  orniiera  and  ■Ungfatering 
heir  erewi ;  and  the  TOjagee  of  thete  *e*- 
eli  were  not  odIt  jattified  bj  the  Greek 
leterament,  aa  bemg  made  witboot  aoj 
felatien  of  Interoational  Law,  but  thej 
reral  oeoaaioas  aetaally  etoorted 
iBD-of-war,  Wonld  inoh  a  di 
Hne  have  been  tolerated  b;  Amerieane  da- 
iog  their  eiril  warf  IF  that  doetrine  were 
dmitted  there  wu  no  meaning  in  the  word 
entralitj.  Were  theia  thing*  to  be  ae- 
epted  aa  preeedenta,  or  were  we  to  adopt 
ne  aet  of  doetrine*  aa  applieable  to  Tnrkey 
ad  another  to  other  Rnropean  eountriea  t 
!•  oonM  not  hdp  aaTing  that  tbe  eondnet 
f  the  Greek  Ghiverament  waa  deaerring  of 
Bratrmgeatooftdemnatios.  The  hen.  Gen- 
leman  oppoaite  (Mr.  BafUie  Ooobrane)  ap- 
d  to  eontead  that  we  were  boand  to 
npport  the  Qreeka,  beeaoao  we  were  to  a 
Teat  extent  aniwerahle  for  their  eziitenea 
■  a  kingdom,  but  If  we  were  hound  to  pro- 
ect  them  Mgainst  other  eountriea  wo  ni 
'      '         '  loflco  tbattliejfuiailcdtlieir. 

o  nation;   and  towords  Tnrkej 
\\ej  tisd  broken  all  tlii^ee  obligalioni,  and 

o  nliat  DO  guud  neiglibour  ought  to  do  to 
n;  Slate.  On  the  other  linnd,  Turkej  hod 
eliBTeil  towards  Greece  with  tlie  greatest 
odcration  ;  for  s)ie  might  witli  justice 
iTO  either  declared  war  ajjainst  Greece,  or 
iTO  taken  a  still  more  serious  step,  and 
iTB  suspended  her  diplomntic  relations 
ith  Greece,  have  sent  out  of  Turkey  the 
reek  Minister,  expelled  from  her  terri- 
riee  everj  Greek  merchant  and  resident, 
nd  put  an  eud  to  the  wliule  of  the  coaaling 
'ade,  from  which  Greece  derived  so  much 
dvantage.  He  would  like  to  know  on 
'  at  grounds  Greece  had  been    supported 

her  flngitiouB  attempt  to  annex  Crete 
;  some  of  tho  European  powers.  The 
themselves  did  not  aik  for  aii- 
eiation  to  Greece,  and  did  not  wish  for 
The;  knew  quite  well  that  if  thej 
ire  so  annexed  the;  would  merely  he- 
me tho  spoil  of  a  few  persons  in  Athens. 
'hat  they  wlahed  for  was,  perhaps,  auto- 
omj,  or,  failing  that,  to  remain   subject 

the  Turkish  rule  with  proper  security 
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for  good  and  equal   government.      Tha 
Tnrka,  moroonr,  wen  not  prepared  to  gite 
up  Crete,  and  it  might  fairly  be  naked  if 
tbej  were  not.  after  kll,   the  best  judg:«B 
of  their  own  intereala,  ancl  whether  there 
waa  not  aomething  in  the   plea  that  they 
eonld  not  abandon  an  island  containing  ae 
large   a  proportion  of   Mahomedans  f     It 
might  or  it  might  not  be  troe  that   the 
Uahomedana  would  be  expelled  from  Crete    ,^ 
if  Tnrke/  gaTe  np  the   island.     Such  a     J 
eonrae  woold  nit  bo  without  precedent,  for,    ?j 
in  gaining   her  independence,   Serria   ex-     i 
polled  tho  whole  of  the  Mahomedan   por-     d 
tion  of  the  popnlatioB.  It  was  true  that  Ser- 
ria engaged  to  eenpetisate  them  for  their    ■{ 
loaa  of  proper^  i  bntt  fmm  that  time  to  the      j 
pretent,  not  a  aingle  aiep  had  been  taken 
to    falfll   that  engagemeitt.      The   Turks      I 
might,  with  aome  wow  of  reason,   argue      I 
that  A*  aame  roanlt  would  follow  in  tbe 
oaae  of  Orate  were  the  Christiana  to  get      | 
the  upper  hand  ;  and,  considering  the  an- 
tagoniam  of  raee,  he  was  by  no  meana  sure      ' 
that  there  waa  not  gocd  ground  for  suoli  a 
fear.  Tha  CoDttitndon  which  was  contained 
in  tha  Una  book  lud  before  tha   lloate, 
and  wbioh  the  ToiUali  Qovorninent  were      . 
prenared  to  eoneedo   to   Crete,    appeared 
to  oe  almoat  erarjthing  that  the  Chmtiao 
part  of  the  Cretan  population  could  desire. 
No   eonotry  in   the  woild,  piobabty,  waa 
composed  of  a  greater  number  of  different 
races,   professing  a   different   creed,  than 
the  Turkish  Empire,  and  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment had  10  reooncile  the  antagoniam 
of  Mahomcdaus,  Catholics,  Greeks,  Arme- 
nians, and   Jews,  and  to  administer  eqoal 
justice  to  and    to  restrain   men   who  oor- 
dially    hated    each    other,   and    who    were 
equally  willing  on  the   first   opportunity  lo 
persecute   the   profes«ors   of   other  ereeda. 
He   had    never  supported   the  miadeeda  of 
the  Turkish  Government,  nor  was  he  there 
to  plead  their  cause;   on  the  ooolrary,  he 
had   condemned  them  as  strongly  as  any 
ninn.     He  only  asked  for  justioe   for  the 
Mahomedan  population,   oompriaing  many 
millions  of  souls.  We  were  bound  to  aee  that 
the  Mahomeilaus  were  not  aacrifloed  to  the 
Chrialians,  as  well    at  that  the  Chritlianf 
were  not  ancrifioed  to  the   Mnhomedant— 
that   all  were  treated  with  equal  jnatie^ 
and  the  rights  of  all  equally  respected.  At 
the  present  moment   this    end  eonld  not, 
he  believed,   be  effected  by  any   Ooren- 
ment   ao    well    as  by    the    Tnrktih.      In 
moat  parts  of  the  Turkish  Empire  the  peo- 
ple were  not  only  divided  into  Hahoae- 
dana  and  Christiana,  but  thtt  Cbriatiani 


1261 


ItmirrBciian 


|Apbil24,  1868) 


in  Crete, 


1262 


were  again  split  up  into  yarious  aeets  ;  bo 
that  it  would  be  most  impolitic  to  put  any 
one  section  politically  above  another.  The 
safest  way  would  be  to  leave  matters  as 
they  stood  at  present,  and  to  allow  the 
tjiriouB  populations  to  work  out  their  own 
destinies  without  foreign  interference  or 
intervention.  Viewing  the  case  in  this 
way  he  thought  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign 
Secretary  had  shown  wisdom  in  the  policy 
he  had  adopted. 

Lord  STANLBT  :  A  great  many  topics 
have  been  touched  upon  in  the  course  of 
this  discussion,  and  I  am  afraid  I  shall  not 
be  able  to  do  justice  to  them  all ;  but  the 
House  will  expect  a  few  words  from  me 
before  the  discussion  closes.  Now,  first, 
with  regard  to  the  Motion  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  made.  He  asks  me  to  lay 
upon  the  table  various  Papers.  I  do  not 
quite  know  what  are  those  Papers  of  the 
Russian  Government  to  which  he  re- 
fers ;  but  if  I  rightly  interpret  his  Notice, 
I  apprehend  that  he  refers  to  certain  des- 
patches which  were  addressed  by  the  Rus- 
sian Government  to  their  own  officials,  and 
confidentially  communicated  to  the  Foreign 
Office.  Clearly  these  were  not  and  could 
not  be  included  in  the  published  Papers, 
for  this  reason  —  they  were  not  ours  to 
give  or  withhold.  If  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment gave  us  permission  to  produce  them 
wo  should  be  free  to  do  so ;  but,  unless 
they  gave  us  that  permission,  it  would  be 
a  breach  of  courtesy,  and  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent a  breach  of  faith,  if  we  were  to  make 
public  that  which  has  been  placed  before 
us  in  confidence  ;  and  I  need  not  say  that 
if  we  did  that  we  should  not  receive  many 
more  communications  of  the  kind.  With 
regard  to  the  other  Papers  which  bear  upon 
the  general  condition  of  the  Chriatian  races 
in  Turkey,  as  affected  by  the  events  of  the 
past  few  years,  I  thought  it  best  to  exclude 
them  from  the  Cretan  blue  book,  partly 
because  they  refer  to  a  subject  which, 
though  no  doubt  connected  to  a  considera- 
ble extent  with  this  war,  is  yet  separate 
and  distinct  ;  and  I  thought  that  in  the  case 
of  a  publication  which  is  already  suffici- 
ently voluminous,  I  should  be  rather  con- 
fusing those  who  read  it  than  throwing 
additional  light  upon  the  matter,  if  I  were, 
following  merely  the  order  of  date,  to  insert 
a  very  considerable  number  of  Papers  bear- 
ing only  indirectly  upon  that  particular  sub- 
ject. And  I  was  partly  influenced  in  exclu- 
ding those  Papers  by  the  feeling  that  if 
they  had  been  mutilated  and  published  in 
the  shape  of  extracts  only,  they  might  have 


given,  in  some  ease,  an  unfair  impression 
as  to  the  facts  ;  while,  if  they  were  pub- 
lished absolutely  as  they  stood,  they  would 
include  various  comments  upon  the  con- 
duct of  agents  of  other  European  Pow- 
ers ;  which  it  would  not  be  a  desirable 
thing  to  do.  I  do  not  say  these  objections 
are  of  an  insuperable  character.  Many 
things  may  be  published,  when  a  cri- 
sis is  over,  which  are  not  /convenient  to 
publish  at  the  moment,  and  perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  contented  with  my 
assurance  that,  in  addition  to  the  series  of 
Cretan  Papers  which  are  printed,  and 
which  will  appear  in  a  few  days,  I  will 
look  through  those  which  relate  to  the 
general  condition  of  the  Christian  popula- 
tion, with  a  view  to  see  whether  there  are 
any  which  can,  without  public  inconveni- 
ence, be  laid  upon  the  table  ;  and,  if  so, 
I  shall  have  no  objection  to  produce  them. 
Now,  with  reference  to  the  general  ques- 
tion of  policy  which  has  been  raised.  I 
have  no  need  to  state  at  length  what  the 
views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  are, 
because  those  views  have  been  expressed 
and  repeated  in  different  forms  in  the 
course  of  the  public  Correspondence,  and 
becauBe  I  see  no  reason  to  depart  from 
that  course  which  we  originally  adopted. 
We  have  declined  throughout  to  recom- 
mend to  the  Porte  the  separation  of  Crete 
from  the  Empire,  and  we  have  done  that 
because  we  felt  assured  that  advice  of  that 
kind  would  not  be  accepted  by  the  Turkish 
Government,  except  under  pressure  which 
would  almost  amount  to  compulsion,  and 
such  pressure  it  would  be  totally  inconsis- 
tent with  our  position  and  with  our  duty  to 
employ.  We  were  also  influenced  by  the 
fact  that  we  could  not  conceal  from  our- 
selves that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  force 
in  the  argument  continually  made  use  of 
by  Turkish  statesmen,  that  where  you 
have  a  revolution  in  one  province,  and  that 
revolution  is  encouraged  and  supported  to 
a  great  extent  by  foreign  assistance  and 
sympathy,  if  you  are  to  interfere  on  behalf 
of  that  insurrection,  and  by  your  inter- 
ference to  give  it  the  upper  hand,  and  give 
the  insurgents  that  which  they  desire,  that 
is  not  a  course  which  could  lead  to  a  perma- 
nent, or  even  to  a  temporary  pacification  of 
the  Empire  as  a  whole;  but  the  same  means 
which  produced  insurrection  in  one  part 
will  be  applied  to  another,  and,  either  im- 
mediately or  in  the  course  of  a  very  few 
months,  you  will  have  the  insurrection 
which  you  pacified  in  one  place  breaking  out 
somewhere  else.      I  do  not  desire  to  erect 
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hat  into  a  general  principle  ;  but  I  do  say 

|hat,  in  this  particular    instance,  it   will 

ipplj ;  and  I  liave  no  douht  whatever  thnt 

r»  hy  pressure  amounting  to   compulsion, 

re  had,  at  the  beginning  of  last  year,  in- 

luced  the  Turkish  Government  to  consent 

|o  the  separation  of  Crete  from  the  Empire, 

re  should  at  this  moment  have  hnd  to  deal 

rith  a  similnr   claim    to  independence  in 

ipirus  and  Thcssnly.      If  the   Porte  had 

iroposed  to  cede  Crete,  no  objection  would 

lave  been    made    on  our  part  ;    but  we 

jhought  that  it  was  a  matter  for  the  Turkish 

lovernment,  and  not  for  us  to  decide.  But  I 

|hould  also  say  that  we  have  never  ceased 

do  what  was  in  our  power  to  secure  a 
^ood  and  impartial  administration  for  the 
Ihristian  population  of  Crete.  With  re- 
gard to  the  scheme  of  a  ntixed  Commission 
If  Inquiry  to  be  carried  on  by  foreign 
[gents,  I  confess  I  never  was  very  sanguine 
f  it  being  likely  practically  to  succeed.  I 
[id,  on  the  part  of  the  British  Govern- 
lent,  give  a  conditional  assent  to  it,  not 
luch  expecting  that  it  would  be  put  in 
[ractice,  but  rather  as  a  preferable  alterna- 
ive  to  some  other  steps  that  were  pro- 
[osed.  But  I  afways  stated  to  those  who 
ut  forward  that  proposition  that  it  was 
|ot  easy  to  see  how  an  International  Com- 
tissioD,  charged  to  inquire  into  the  state 

an  island,  was  to  carry  on  its  inquiry 
hile   the  war  was  going  on.     If,  on  the 


that  proposal,  we  have  never  ceased  to 
urge  the  adoption  of  the  plan  of  a  better 
local  administration.  I  do  not  think  that 
our  exertions,  and  those  of  other  Govern- 
ments in  that  respects,  have  been  alto- 
gether unsuccessful.  A  very  elaborate 
scheme  has  been  framed  by  the  Grand 
Vizier  ;  and,  though  it  is  too  early  at  pre- 
sent to  say  how  that  scheme,  if  fairly  put 
into  operation,  will  work,  it  seems  to  me» 
so  far  as  I  can  judge  from  its  constrnc- 
tion,  to  be  drawn  up  in  a  spirit  of  ooneilis- 
tion  and  of  fairness  ;  and,  if  it  is  well  ad- 
ministered— for  I  need  not  say  that  in  the 
East  much  less  depends  upon  a  paper  Con- 
stitution or  law  than  upon  the  man  who 
administers  it — I  think  it  will  give  satis- 
faction to  all,  except  those  whose  object  is 
the  total  separation  of  Crete  from  the 
Empire.  The  hon.  Member  who  raised 
this  question  (Mr.  Monk)  referred  to  a 
statement  I  made  last  year,  and  asked  010. 
whether  I  now  consider,  as  I  said  then. 
thnt  the  Cretan  struggle  is  hopeless } 
Under  certain  conditions,  I  do  consider  it 
hopeless.  I  do  consider  it  a  hopeleu 
struggle,  unless  a  diversion  were  to  be 
effected  by  a  civil  war  upon  a  large  scale  in 
some  other  province  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire, or  unless  the  insurgents  were  to  re- 
ceive  the  direct  support  of  any  foreign 
Power,  which  is  not  now  an  event  that 
can  be  contemplated  as  probable.     I  have 


ther  hand,  a  cessation  of  hostilities  were    no  doubt   whatever  tiiat   the    insurrection 

nade  a   preliminary  condition,    the   Com-    has  been  protracted  in  the  hope  of  one  or 

nission   would   be    a    very  effective  inter-    other   of  tliesc  events  occurring.      Wo  all 

lention    in    the    strife)    becansc    a    large    know  that  this  war  has  not  been  maintained 

urkish  force  would   be  nmintained  in   the    by  the   resources  of  the   island   itself.     It 

dand,   at  great  expense,   doin;^    notliini;.  '  liaa  been  fed  by  supplies  and  stores  of  all 

^hen,  again,  it  seemed  vain   to  ho|)e  that    kindj^  poured  in    from  Greece  ;  and   I  am 

In   inquiry  of  that  kind   could   be   carried    bound  to  say  that  it  has  received  very  great 

n  in  a  judicial  spirit.      You  would  be  quite    encouragement   from  the  practice  which  in 

ore  to  have  preat  differences   of  opinion,     the  origin  wns  undoubtedly  adopted  out  of  a 

id  probably  tiie  end  of  it  would  have  been  I  feelinjr  of  hunjanity,  but  which,  ncverthc- 

lat   separate    Reports    would    have  been  .  less,  has  been  unfortunate  in  its  results  and 

ladc  by  each  member  of  the  Commission,    in  the  effect  it  has  protluced  on  the  mind*  of 

rhen  there  would   have  been  the  inconve-    those  concerned — 1  mean  the  practice  of  con- 

jienco  of  raising  wild  hopes  and  extiava^ant  |  veyinii  refugees  frou)  the  island.  Titis, which 

jxpectaiions  in  the  minds  of  the   pupula-    was  begun  from  motives  of  humanity,  kept 

lion,   and  the  sense  of  injury  which  would    alive  a  constant   belief,  which,  of  course, 

lave  been   produced  in  the  event  of  these    was  propagated  by  the  local  leaders,  that 

lopes  being  disappointed.     I  never,  there-  ,  Europe  was  about  to  interfere,  and  that  if 

»re,   thought    that   that  Commisi>ion    was    tliey  could    only    hold    out    a    few    weeks 

lively  to  come  into  operation,  unless  it  had    longer,  their  work   would    bo   done.     It  is 

>een  adopted  by   the  Porto  as  a  means  of    very  hard  to  say  what  amount  of  sufiering 

javing  their  honour,  they  having  previou.sl}'    has    been   inflicted    on    those    unfortunate 

^lade  up  their  minds  to  the  cession  of  the    people    by    that   mistaken    belief.     As  to 

dand,  and  wishing  for  a  pretext  ftn-  doing    the    appeal    which   was    made    to   me,  or 

[0,  without  seeming  to  yield  to  the  insur-    rather   to  the  British  Government,  to  iii- 

;eDts.     But,  although  wc  did  not  support  i  tcrfeie  with   a   view  to  stop  the  eifiuion 
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of  bloody  my  answer  is,  that  at  preaent 
there  is  little  effusion  of  blood  goin^  on. 
For  a  long  time  past  we  have  not  heard 
of  anything  but  the  most  insignificant 
skirudsiies  going  on.  I  cannot  say  exactly 
how  the  island  is  divided  between  the  Im- 
perial forces  and  the  insurgents  ;  but  I  take 
it  that  the  Imperial  forces  occupy  the  low 
lying  districts,  and  that  the  districts  occu- 
pied by  the  insurgents  are  mostly  those  in 
which  regular  troops  cannot  act,  or.  at 
least,  can  only  act  with  rery  great  diffi- 
culty. In  answer  to  the  question  as  to 
the  outrages  which  have  been  committed, 
I  cannot  deny  that  many  such  acts  have 
been  perpetrated.  But  I  am  afraid  that 
outrages  of  this  description  will  always 
take  place  during  a  civil  war,  and  still 
more  during  a  war  which  is  both  religious 
and  civil,  in  a  country  which  is  only  par- 
tially civilized.  I  utterly  deny,  however, 
that  which  was  stated  by  one  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  a  system  of  violence  and  outrage 
had  been  organised  by  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment. So  far*as  1  am  able  to  learn,  it 
appears  that  many  of  the  acts  of  riolence 
which  are  said  to  have  been  committed  by 
the  regular  troops  have  been  inquired  into 
by  the  authorities,  with  a  view  to  the 
punishment  of  the  perpetrators.  But  it 
most  be  borne  in  mind,  in  the  first  place, 
that  most  of  the  reports  which  reach 
this  country  from  Crete,  proceed  from 
Greek  sources,  and  are  rather  imagina- 
tive  in  their  character ;  and  neit,  that 
outrages  have  not  been  committed  on  one 
side  only,  and  further  that  many  of  the 
vorftt  acts  have  not  been  the  work  of 
soldiers,  certainly  not  of  regular  soldiers, 
but  of  Cretan  Mussulmans,  inhabitants  of 
the  locality,  who  have  been  driven  from 
their  homes  by  the  war,  who  are  ruined 
and  starving,  and  in  whose  case,  therefore, 
religious  fanaticism  is  combined  with  the 
strongest  feeling  of  personal  resentment. 
Given  these  elements  in  any  part  of  the  world, 
I  am  afraid  that  results  must  necessarily  be 
looked  for,  which  every  man  must  regret 
to  contemplate.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Iloniton  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane) 
takes  up  the  case  of  the  insurgents  upon  a 
new  ground.  He  says  that  the  British 
Government  stands  to  the  Greek  nation 
in  loco  parentis  ;  that  the  Greeks  want  to 
possess  Crete,  and  that  therefore  we  ought 
togi?e  it  to  them.  Now,  I  cannot  admit 
the  force  of  this  argument.  I  quite  under- 
stsnd  the  feeling  of  those  who  lay  stress 
tipon  the  wishes,  or  what  they  believe  to 
be  the  withes^  of  the  Cretan  population 


itself,  but  I  do  not  admit  that  the  Greek 
nation  have  any  locue'  standi  in  the  mat- 
ter. They,  no  doubt,  would  be  glad  to 
ohtaiu  extension  of  territory,  and  they  are 
not  the  only  Government  or  people  in  that 
position.  But  if  it  is  said  that  they  re- 
quire it  for  the  purpose  of  defence,  or  as  a 
protection  against  Turkey,  my  answer  is, 
that  they  have  a  far  more  effectual  proteo* 
tion  in  a  European  guarantee.  And  that 
guarantee  is  not  a  name  only,  but  a  very 
decided  reality,  for  if  any  person  will  look 
at  the  transactions  of  the  last  two  years, 
he  will  see  that — I  will  not  say  the  Greek 
Government,  but  the  Greek  people,  have 
been  perfectly  conscious  of  its  existence 
and  of  its  value.  They  cannot  be  attacked 
by  Turkey,  and  there  is  no  other  Power 
likely  to  come  into  collision  with  them. 
With  regard  to  the  Greeks,  aa  a  race,  I 
wish  to  speak  of  them  with  all  possible 
respect.  I  believe  they  hare  fine  and 
noble  qualities,  and  that  they  have  before 
them  a  brilliant  future.  But  it  must  be 
said  that,  during  the  last  forty  years 
of  peace  which  they  hare  enjo3'ed,  they 
have  not  been  very  successful  in  admi- 
nistration, or  in  making  the  most  of  the 
territory  which  they  actually  possess.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  if  they  would 
only  trust  to  themselves  and  to  time ; 
if  they  would  only  devote  themselves 
to  the  improvement  of  their  internal  ad- 
ministration, they  would  be  doing  a  great 
deal  more — I  will  not  merely  say  for  their 
own  happiness  ;  but  in  the  long  run  for 
the  greatness  of  their  country,  than  it  is 
possible  for  them  to  do  by  these  attempts 
to  obtain  further  possessions  by  giving  en- 
couragement and  support  to  insurrections. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Houitou 
has  spoken  in  very  high  terms  of  the  ex- 
tent to  which  English  influence  prevails  in 
the  Eadt.  For  my  part  I  do  not  believe 
that  that  influence  quite  reaches  the  height 
stated  by  the  French  writer  whom  my 
hon.  Friend  has  quoted,  nor,  fur  my 
part,  am  I  desirous  that  it  should  do  so* 
We  have  no  desire  for  the  possession  of 
any  exclusive  influence  in  that  region. 
But  no  doubt  our  influence  is  considerable, 
and  for  this  reason — that  when  an  English 
Minister  gives  advice  at  Constantinople, 
the  Government  and  people  there — so  far 
as  the  people  take  an  interest  in  political 
matters — know  that  it  is  given  in  a  disin- 
terested and  impartial  spirit  —  that  we 
really  believe  what  we  say,  and  that  we 
have  no  private  object  to  promote.  And  if 
we  desire  to  retain  the  influence  which  I 
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beliero  we  at  present  possess,  we  must  con- 
tinue to  use  it  in  the  same  spirit — that  is  to 
say,  we  must  consider  not  only  wlmt  will 
gratify  our  own  feelings,  or  what  will  meet 
the  popular  wishes  either  here  or  through- 
out the  rest  of  Europe  ;  but  we  must 
fairly  consider  what  we  would  do  ourselves 
if  we  were  in  the  position  of  the  rulers 
of  tho  Turkish  Empire,  and  what  would  be 
most  likely  to  contribute  to  its  safety  and 
independence.      Our    policy    hitherto  has 

I  been  based  not  upon  any  preference  for 
Christians  over  Turks  or  for  Turks  over 
Christians,  but  simply  upon  a  respect  for 

I  the  obligations  of  International  Law  and 
upon  a  frank  recognition  of  the  duty  of 

I  neutrality  which  we  owe  to  a  friendly 
Stote.    With  respect  to  tho  future,  I  must 

Idecline  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
give  any  pledge,  simply  because  it  is  im- 
possible in  the  actual  state  of  the  world  to 
foresee  what  future  complications  may 
arise,  or  what  may  be  the  advice  that  un- 
der the  new  circumstances  with  which  we 
may  have  to  deal  it  would  be  useful  and 
safe  for  us  to  give.  But  certainly  I  do  not 
think  it  my  duty  at  present  to  press  upon 
the  Porte  the  cession  of  Crete  ;  and  I  am 
convinced  that  if  that  advice  were  given  it 
would  be  unavailing.  I  think  it  is  a  matter 
absolutely  for  them  to  decide,  and  I  believe 
that  more  than  one  European  Government 
which  last  year  committed  themselves 
hastily  and  prenmturely  to  an  opposito  con- 
clusion have  since  that  time  come  round 
more  or  less  to  the  view  which  we  have 
taken  of  "the  case,  practically  dropping  the 
Ipoliey  which  they  had  before  avowed. 
There  is  only  one  other  sul)jcct  to  wliich 

II  will    advert,    and  that  is  the  one  which 
the  hon.    Baronet   opposite    (Sir    Francis 
Goldsniid)  introduced  — namely,  the   per- 
secution— for    it   is    nothing    less — of  the 
Jewish  race  which  is  carried  on  at  present 
in   the  Principalities.     I    can    assure    the 
hon.  Baronet  that  he  cannot  feel  upon  that 
subject  more  strongly  than  1  do.     I  really 
think  it  is  a  question  which  concerns  Chris- 
tians  oven  more    thon   Jews,    because    if 
the   suffering  falls   upon  the  Jew  the  dis- 
grace falls  upon  the  Christian.     I  know  of 
no  instance  in  our  time  of  a  series  of  op- 
pressive   acts    which    were   committed  so 
completely — 1  will  not  say  merely  without 
any  provocation,  but,  so  far  as  I  can  see, 
Iwithout  any  reasonable  and  intelligible  mo- 
Itive  whatever.   In  so  far  as  those  acts  were 
Icoiinivod   at  or  encouraged   either  by   the 
llocal  officials,  or,  as  I  fear  must  have  been 
jthe  case  in  some  instances;  by  the  Rou- 
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manian  Government  itself,  I  can  only  ex- 
plain that  connivance  or  encouragement 
by  the  tendency  of  a  weak  and  not  very 
scrupulous  Government  to  trade  upon  the 
worst  popular  passions.  It  is,  however, 
but  just  to  say  that  Princo  Charles,  the 
ruler  of  the  country,  has  expressed  him- 
self very  strongly  upon  the  subject,  and 
I  believe  that  so  far  as  his  personal  power 
and  knowledge  extend,  he  has  done  and 
will  do  what  he  can  to  prevent  a  repeti- 
tion of  these  occurrences.  But  these  things 
will  not  be  lost  sight  of  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment, and  perhaps  I  may  mention  that 
only  this  aftoruoou  I  have  sent  off  another 
despatch  in  consequence  of  facta  supplied 
to  mo  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  containing  a 
strong  remonstrance.  The  French,  the 
Austrian,  and  other  European  Oovern- 
ments  are  holding  the  same  language,  and 
and  I  believe  that  the  manifestations  of 
public  opinion  which  will  thus  be  broaght 
to  bear  from  the  whole  of  Europe  will  not 
be  without  effect. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
would  not  admit  that  there  had  been  any 
error  in  the  concession  of  the  fortress  w 
Belgrade  to  the  Government  of  Roumaoia, 
for  it  was  quite  useless  to  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment, and  was  a  source  of  great  ex- 
pense to  them.  He  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark  (Mr.  Layard)  upon 
his  now-found  moderation  in  treating  the 
subject  that  evening.  The  hon.  Member 
having  on  previous  occasions  been  a  strong 
partizan  of  the  Palmerstonian  doctrine  of 
maintaining  the  integrity  of  the  Porte — in 
the  full  acceptation  of  the  phrase.  No  doubt 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Liberal  Benches 
believed  they  saw  responsibilities  looming 
before  them,  and  wished  to  separate  them- 
selves from  opinions  that  might  no  longer 
be  convenient  or  advantageous. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


CASK  OF  SIR  T.  J.  METCALFE. 
MOTION     Foil    A     SELECT     COMMITTEE. 

Major  ANSON  said,  he  rose  to  move  for 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  thecaee 
of  Sir  Theophilus  John  Metcalfe,  C.B., 
as  set  forth  in  his  Petition  of  the  24th 
day  of  February,  and  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix to  the  Fifth  Report  on  Public  Peti- 
tions on  tho  7th  day  of  March,  1868. 
Tho  petitioner  was  joint  magistrate  at 
Deli)i  when  tho  mutiny  broke  out.  He 
had  inherited  a  largo  property  from  his 
father,   who  had    been  in    tho  service  of 
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the  EaBt  India  Company  for  forty  years. 
Acting  up  to  the  spirit  of  the  polioy 
of  the  East  India  Company,  who  wished 
their  cifil  servants  as  far  as  possible 
to  make  India  their  home.  Sir  John's 
father  had,  in  the  course  of  his  long  ser- 
yice,  accumulated  at  Delhi  a  very  large 
amount  of  property,  with  a  residence,  and 
a  Taluable  library.  On  the  breaking  out  of 
the  mutiny,  the  property  fell  into  the  hands 
of  the  Natives,  and  was  either  plundered 
or  destroyed.  That  was  a  calamity  which 
had  overtaken  many  European  proprietors 
at  the  same  period;  and  in  such  cases  the 
ordinary  course  in  India  was  to  proceed 
against  the  district  or  village  in  which  the 
property  was  situate ;   and  this  mode  of 

Coedure  after  the  mutiny  was  over  had 
n  approved  by  the  Qovernment  of  the 
North  West  Provinces  and  the  Punjab, 
and  in  several  cases  civilians,  officers  of  the 
Oovernment,  independent  planters,  mis- 
sionaries, and  others  had  obtained  full 
eompensation  for  their  losses  during  the 
mutioy  by  proceeding  in  ordinary  course  of 
law  against  the  district  in  which  their  pro- 
perty had  been  plundered.  But  when 
Delhi  was  handed  over  to  the  Punjab  Go- 
Temroent,  it  was  made  an  exception  to  the 
general  rule,  and  it  was  said  that  the 
lotaea  there  would  be  dealt  with  under  a 
■pecial  arrangement  to  be  proposed  by 
tno  Governmeut  at  Calcutta.  Sir  John 
If etoalfe,  therefore,  waived  his  legal  claims 
and  took  no  steps  to  obtain  redress  by  the 
ordinary  course  of  law,  trusting  that  the 
Oovernment  would  provide  him  with  suffi- 
eient  means  to  obtain  compensation  for  the 
loss  of  his  valuable  property.  Owing  to 
tlia  press  of  business  in  1858-9,  no  answer 
was  returned  from  Calcutta  to  his  applica- 
tion, and  no  means  were  afforded  for  ob- 
taining redress.  Sir  John  Metcalfe  had  to 
leave  India  on  sick  leave  ;  but,  on  his  re- 
turn, in  1862,  he  renewed  his  application, 
and  received  a  letter  from  the  Punjab 
Government  in  which  the  sum  of  £500 
was  awarded  to  him.  In  1864.  he  applied 
again  to  the  Punjab  Government,  and  the 
aoBwer  he  received  stated  that  the  award 
bad  been  made  with  full  knowledge  of  all 
the  facts  of  the  case.  He  next  applied  to 
the  Supreme  Government  of  India  at  Cal- 
entta,  and  the  financial  letter  he  received 
in  reply,  dated  Simla,  July  15, 1864,  men- 
tioned hia  conspicuous  bravery  at  the  final 
aaaanlt,  and  other  special  grounds,  entitling 
kin  to  libera]  consideration,  and  recom- 
nended  that  50,000  rupees,  or  £5,000, 
dioald  be  granted  16  Sir  John  in  full  of  all 


claims.  Such  was  the  recommendation  of 
the  Governor  .General  of  India  in  Council 
to  the  Supreme  Council  at  home.  But  it 
entirely  overlooked  the  circumstance  that 
by  the  action  of  the  Government  he  had 
been  absolutely  deprived  of  the  means  of 
obtaining  redress  by  prosecuting  the  Delhi 
district.  No  action  having  been  taken  by 
the  Council  of  India,  and  no  compensation 
having  been  awarded,  he  was  fully  justified 
in  his  appeal  to  that  House,  the  only  tri- 
bunal to  which  he  could  address  himself. 
The  question  of  compensation  for  losses 
during  the  Indian  Mutiny  had  never  come 
before  the  House.  Certain  compensation 
rules  were  laid  down  in  1859  and  1860, 
but  it  so  happened  they  had  never  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House,  although  Sir  Charles 
Wood,  then  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
in  answer  to  a  question,  stated  that  the 
subject  of  compensation  for  losses  should 
be  considered,  but  that  no  action  would  be 
taken  until  the  whole  question  had  been 
placed  before  the  House  and  discussed. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  question 
ought  to  have  come  before  the  House,  and  he 
thought  it  was  perfectly  legitimate  to  bring 
it  forward  on  the  present  occasion.  It  might 
be  said  it  would  be  dangerous  to  grant  this 
appeal  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
subject,  because  it  would  encourage  other 
claims.  Now,  that  was  not  a  very  fair 
argument.  He  believed  there  were  very 
few  claims  now  outstanding.  But,  even  if 
full  compensation  were  granted,  the  case 
would  form  no  precedent,  because  the  Su- 
preme Council  at  home  had  already  estab- 
lished a  precedent  for  full  compensation  to 
be  given.  That  was  in  the  case  of  the  Mirza 
Ilahee  Buksh  of  Delhi,  by  whom  a  claim 
for  compensation  had  been  made  to  the 
amount  of  114,000  rupees.  A  sum  of 
5.000  rupees  had  been  at  first  awarded 
upon  that  demand  ;  but  that  amount  had 
afterwards  been  raised  to  35,000  rupees ; 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  de- 
cided upon  appeal  that  even  that  latter 
award  was  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  justice 
of  the  case,  and  directed  that  he  should 
receive  the  full  amount  of  any  losses  he 
could  prove  before  the  Commissioners. 
The  daughter  of  the  Mirsa  married  the 
son  of  the  King  of  Delhi,  and  when  the 
mutiny  broke  out  the  Miria  joined  the 
party  of  the  King  against  the  English;  but 
soon  finding  out  that  that  was  a  losing 
cause,  he  sent  word  during  the  siege  of 
Delhi  that  he  would  give  the  English  in- 
formation of  what  was  going  on.  He 
(Major  Anson)  was  not  aware  whether  the 
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the  other  the  gronnds  were  destrojed  by 
our  own  troopi,  and  all  the  property 
which  had  heen  accumulated  by  Sir  John 
Metcalfe's  family  for  forty  yeara  had  been 
entirely  destroyed.  Our  army  in  India  had 
the  very  highest  appreciation  of  the  per- 
Aonnl  services  of  Sir  John  Metenlfe,  and 
there  were  many  letters  from  high  officials 
strongly  commenting  on  the  distinguished 
services  rendered  by  the  petitioner.  Major- 
Qcneral  Showers  stated  in  a  letter  written 
at  Furt  William  on  the  24th  of  April, 
1864,  that  Sir  John  Metcalfe  was  alwan 
At  hand  when  there  was  anything  to  bo 
done  during  the  mutiny,  and  thai  he  to- 
lunteered  to  lead  the  troops  through  hii 
estate  by  such  a  route  as  enabled  them 
to  fall  unawares  on  the  cavalry,  and  tho 
consequence  was  that  the  niutinoua  cavalry 
were  obliged  to  retire  with  such  precipi- 
tntion  that  the  artillery  waa  left  behind 
and  fell  into  our  hands,  and  we  were 
enabled  at  once  to  march  on  Delhi  ;  and 
ho  concluded  by  saying  that,  for  his  p6^ 
sonal  services,  no  one  was  more  entitled  to 
honour  and  credit  at  the  hands  of  tbo 
British  Government  than  the  petitioner.  Sir 
George  Clark  had  also  written  home  mock 
to  the  same  effect,  and  the  reply  be  n- 
ceived  was  that  his  letter,  bearing  tasti- 
mony  to  the  valuable  services  of  Sir  Johi 
Metcalfe  at  the  siege  of  Delhi,  had  been 
laid  before  the  Secretary  in  Council,  and 
tlien  followed  a  few  words  of  cold  com- 
on  the  part  of  a  civil  servant  ot  the  Crown,  '  nicndation  to  tho  effect  that  the  writer  was 
but  the  case  waa  a  peculiar  one.  For  three  i  instructed  by  Sir  Charles  Wood  to  say  thai 
generations  the  family  had  occupied  that  I  he  had  received  with  much  gratification  the 
property.  It  was  the  policy  of  tho  Indian  ;  record  of  tho  valuable  services  performed. 
Governrnciit  to  disassociate  their  servants  Apjain,  Colonel  North  in  a  letter  dated  from 
as  much  as  possible  from  connection  with  Calcutta  in  April,  1864,  stated  that,  under 
the  mother  country,  as  it  was  considered  the  guidance  of  Sir  John  Metcalfe,  lli6 
that  they  would  ho  better  servants  if  they  ■  troops  weio  enahle«l  to  advance  by  a  cir* 
confined  then)selvcs  entirely  to  In<lian  in-  cuitoua  route  upon  the  Indian  cavalry,  snd 
terestft.  The  father  of  the  present  baronet,  the  consequence  was  that  they  sustained 
Sir  Thomas  Metcalfe,  made  his  home  in  i  so  thorough  and  completo  a  discom6ture 
Delhi,  and  collected  around  him  all  that  a  :  that  it  was  i(npos>iblc  for  them  to  carrj 
refined   taste  and  great  intelligence  would  i  off  the  guns,      lie  rei^retted  to  find  that  an 


information  furnished  was  of  any  value, 
I  but  here  was  a  case  of  a  rebel  who  was 
allowed  full  compensation  for  the  losses 
which  he  had  suRtained  in  consequence  of 
a  rebellion  in  which  he  himself  took  part. 
Therefore,  it  appeared  only  just  that  a 
civil  officer  of  the  Indian  Government,  who 
had  nobly  done  his  duty,  and  who.  in  the 
execution  of  that  duty  had  lost  the  whole 
of  the  property  accumulated  by  his  family 
in  three  generations,  should  be  fairly  com- 
pensated. All  that  was  asked  was  that  a 
Committee  of  thot  House  should  inquire 
whether  Sir  John  Metcalfe  was  entitled  to 
that  compensation, 

Mr.  ARTHUR  PEEL,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  said,  ho  wished  to  state  the 
peculiar  circumstances  under  which  the 
loss  sustained  by  tho  petitioner  was  in- 
curred, and  also  to  quote  some  instances 
of  tho  hi^h  testimony  which  distinguished 
officials  in  India  had  borne  to  the  cha- 
racter and  service  of  Sir  John  Metcalfe. 
The  first  he  would  mention  was  tho  testi- 
mony of  the  Secretary  of  the  Government 
in  India,  who,  after  recognizing  the  emi- 
nent services  of  Sir  John  Metcalfe,  stated 
that  he  believed  Sir  John  had  been  the 
greatest  sufferer  of  any  in  India  in  respect 
to  the  loss  of  property  by  the  mutiny.  The 
Governor  General  himself  had  recommended 
compensation,  but  for  some  cause  or  other 
it  had  not  hitherto  been  granted.  It  might 
be  ur^ed  that  it  was  a  larrje  claim  to  ninke 


lend  a  gentleman  in  his  position  to  gather 
together.  lie  built  an  elegant  mnnsion, 
and  furnished  it  luxuriou<^ly  with  valualdu 


ofHcer  who  had  rendered  such  valuablo 
services  was  obliged  to  impoitune  the  Go- 
vernment   for    justice,    and     he    earnestlj 


pictures  and  statues.  The  house  was  |  trusted  that  the  case  would  meet  with  i 
sacked  by  the  rebels,  and  subsequently  our  :  generous  consideration  at  tho  hands  of  the 
troops  made   use  of  tho  very  property  on    Governnient,  and  that   no  difficulty  would 


which  tho  house  was  situated,  in  order  to 
enable  them  effectually  to  combat  the  re- 
bels, cutting  down  the  valuable  woods,  and 
availing  themselves  of  all  the  advantages 
which  the  place  possf.^sed  to  conduct  their 

operations;   so  that  while,  on  the  one  hand,  j  iect  Committoo  bo  appiuntod  to  inouiro  into  tin 
tho  house  was  despoiled  by  tho  enemy,  on  jcascof^ir  Thcophdus  John  Metcalfe,  C.B.,m»^ 

Jfujor  Anaon 


be  thrown  in  the  way  of  granting  this  Com* 
mittec. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  Innve  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the  eml 
of  tho  Qticsiion,  in  order  to  add  tho  words  "  a  S^ 
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iorth  in  bii  Petition  of  the  24t1i  day  of  Februiii7» 
and  printed  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Fifth  Report 
on  Publio  I^etitionson  the  7th  da/  of  March  1868," 
— ( Major  Amwit ) 

^-instead  thereof. 

Qiieation  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
QaestioQ.*' 

Lord  WILLIAM  HAT  said,  that  having 
been  in  India  during  the  mutiny,  it  would 
be  unfair  in  him  not  to  testify  to  the 
general  accuracy  of  the  statements  made 
with  respect  to  the  losses  sustained  by  Sir 
John  Metcalfe,  and  to  his  gallant  conduct 
during  the  mutiny.  He  (Lord  William 
Hay)  visited  Delhi  as  a  traveller  in  1848, 
and  went  over  the  house  and  estate  of 
the  petitioner's  father,  because  it  was  re- 
garded as  one  of  the  " lions'*  of  the  place, 
Taluables  of  all  kinds  being  collected  there. 
He  again  visited  the  place  in  1858.  three 
months  after  the  war,  and  it  was  the  literal 
laot  that  not  one  stone  of  the  mansion  was 
•tnnding  on  another.  He  could  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  personal  bravery  of,  and  the 
invaluable  services  rendered  by  the  peti- 
tioner during  the  mutiny,  when  he  proved 
bimself  a  worthy  successor  of  his  distin- 
guished uncle  Lord  Metcalfe,  who  led  a 
•tonning  party  at  the  siege  of  Bhurtpore. 
His  services  were  publicly  recognized  by 
General  Campbell,  and,  in  a  private  conver- 
sation, that  gallant  officer  had  told  him  of 
the  intrepid  coolness  with  which  Sir  John 
Ifetealfe  at  the  siege  of  Delhi  pioneered 
the  troops  through  the  intricate  streets 
from  the  Cashmere  Gate  to  the  principal 
motqne,  a  distance  of  about  two  miles, 
marching  in  advance  of  the  troops  with  a 
doable-barrelled  gun  in  his  hand  as  coolly 
•nd  composedly  as  if  he  had  been  walking 
in  hia  own  grounds.  So  sensible  were  the 
nimy  of  the  value  of  Sir  John*8  services 
that  they  unanimously  voted  to  him  a  share 
of  the  prise  money  derived  from  the  cap- 
ture of  Delhi  ;  but  as  he  was  a  civilinn, 
-tbo  generous  wish  of  the  army  could 
not  be  carried  into  execution.  Sir  John 
lAwrence — to  his  honour  be  it  said — was 
an  austere  roan  in  respect  to  rewards  and 
to  questions  of  compensation  ;  yet  ho  had 
reeommended  that  a  payment  of  £5,000 
•honld  be  made  to  Sir  John  Metcalfe,  on 
tbo  ground  that  his  case  was  an  excep- 
tional one.  That  being  the  case,  the  House 
might  depend  upon  it  the  claim  was  well 
worthy  of  oonsideration.  It  might  be  said 
that  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  in  this 
eaae  would  establish  a  bad  precedent ;  but 
Im  hoped  there  was  not  much  danger  of 


any  similar  ease  arising  in  the  future.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
fur  India  had  said  on  the  previous  night 
that  he  was  sure  the  Council  who  had  the 
control  of  the  finances  of  India  would  al- 
ways yield  to  the  authority  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  It  was  impossible  to  ima- 
gine, then,  that  the  Council  would  refuse 
to  accede  to  an  opinion  deliberately  arrived 
at  by  the  House  of  Commons.  At  all  events 
every  one  would  be  glnd  to  learn  that  be- 
fore a  decision  was  pronounced  against  this 
claim  it  would  he  completely  inquired  into. 
Sir  STAFFORD  NORTllCOTE  said, 
it  was  painful  to  say  anything  apparently 
in  opposition  to  the  claim  of  a  gentleman 
of  high  character  who  had  rendered  dis- 
tinguished services,  and  who  certainly  had 
been  a  very  great  sufferer.  It  was,  there- 
fore, with  very  great  reluctance  that  he 
found  himself  compelled  to  object  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gnllant  Member. 
He  found  himself  in  a  somewhat  embarass- 
ing  position.  This  claim  arose  out  of 
events  which  had  occurred  ten  years  ago. 
The  compensation  which  hnd  been  awarded 
to  Sir  John  Metcalfe  hnd  been  awarded  in 
consequence  of  a  deppntch  written  by  Sir 
Charles  Wood  in  1859,  which  allowed  a 
certain  scalo  of  compensation  to  sufferers 
by  the  mutiny.  Tlie  case  of  Sir  John 
Metcalfe  had  afterwards  been  brought  for- 
ward as  a  peculiar  one;  it  had  been  con- 
sidered by  the  Government  of  India,  and 
recommended  to  the  notice  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  in  1864.  From 
that  time  to  the  present  it  had  not  been 
officially  brought  before  any  Indian  autho- 
rity,  and  this  Motion  had  come  upon  him 
(Sir  Stafford Northcote)  quite  unexpectedly. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  cer- 
tainly given  notice  of  his  Motion  some  time 
ago  ;  but  never  having  heard  of  Sir  John 
Metcalfe,  and  not  knowing  that  it  was  in 
any  way  connected  with  his  Department,  he 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had  not  given  his 
attention  to  the  matter  till  the  day  before 
yesterday,  when  Sir  John  Metcalfe  called 
upon  him,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  he 
would  not  ohject  to  the  Motion.  He  then 
asked  what  the  circumstances  were,  and 
for  the  first  time  he  heard  the  history 
of  tho  case.  The  House  were  aware  that 
if  he  were  ever  so  well  inclined  to  make 
a  grant  it  would  not  bo  in  his  power 
to  do  so  without  the  assent  of  the  majo- 
rity of  his  Council.  He  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  consulting  them  yet ;  and 
as  it  was  only  on  that  morning  he  looked 
into  the  Papers^  he  was   speaking  under 
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circumitanceB  of  diflScuUy.  He  mu8t,  how- 
ever, observe,  that  no  Resolution  which 
might  be  passed  by  a  Committee,  or  even 
by  the  House  it»elf,  would  be  legally  bind- 
ing on  the  Council  of  India  ;  because  Par- 
liament had  decided  on  general  grounds, 
and  he  thought  wisely,  to  remove  from 
itself  the  duty  of  administering  the  finances 
of  India,  and  had  referred  that  duty  to 
another  body.  As  long  as  that  arrange- 
ment remained  ho  did  not  think  Parliament 
would  desire  to  render  it  an  absurd  one  by 
interfering  in  individual  cases  with  the  de- 
cision of  the  Council.  He  did  not,  of  course, 
object  to  the  Council  receiving  any  informa* 
tion  from  a  Committee  in  a  case  where 
information  so  furnished  might  be  deemed 
desirable.  Neither  did  he  object  to  the 
comments  of  hon.  Members  who  desired  to 
point  out  what  they  might  conceive  to  be 
errors  in  decisions  of  the  Council.  On  the 
contrary,  he  thought  that  in  such  ways 
that  House  might  exercise  a  very  salutary 
influence.  But  he  thought  that  in  this 
case  the  facts  were  not  in  dispute.  They 
were  correctly  stated  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member — more  correctly  than  by  Sir 
John  Metcalfe  in  his  petition.  Sir  John 
was  obviously  under  an  erroneous  impres- 
sion as  to  the  source  from  which  the  funds 
for  awarding  those  compensations  were  de- 
rived. He  seemed  to  think  that  they  had 
been  voted  by  that  House,  and  that  a  very 
Inrge  sum  Imd  been  granted  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  hnd  not  yot  boon  cxlmustod. 
Had    that  been    ro,  that   Houso  would   of 


however,  was  a  point  on  which  he  would 
institute  inquiries,  as  it  might  possibly 
have  some  bearing  on  the  case.  But  he 
might  remark  that  if  every  suflPerer  from 
tho  mutiny  had  a  legal  right  to  recover 
all  his  losses  from  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district,  the  oases  of  every  loser  by 
the  mutiny,  as  well  as  that  of  Sir  John 
Metcalfe,  called  for  inquiry,  with  the 
exception  of  the  comparatifely  few  cases 
in  which  the  losses  were  made  good  by 
the  action  of  the  Punjab  Govemment, 
or  other  local  authorities,  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment.  But  when  Delhi  fell  the  Go- 
vernment had,  instead  of  allowing  prose- 
cutions against  districts  and  villages,  msde 
an  arrangement  under  which  compensa- 
tion should  be  granted  out  of  some  general 
fund.  With  respect  to  Delhi,  it  was  at  first 
proposed  that  the  compensation  should  be 
provided  by  contributions  to  be  levied  on 
tho  houses  in  that  city.  That  plan,  how- 
ever, was  abandoned,  and  the  following 
plan  was  adopted  by  the  OoTernment  of 
India.  Tho  claims,  it  appeared,  amounted 
to  about  £2.000,000,  and  the  Government 
laid  down  the  following  scale  of  compensa^ 
tion: — A  distinction  was  drawn  between  resl 
and  personal  property,  it  being  provided  that 
the  losses  in  real  property  should  np  to  a 
fixed  amount  be  made  good  to  the  emonnt 
of  one  half  the  loss  sustained,  but  that 
beyond  a  certain  point  the  compensation 
should  be  at  the  rate  of  one-third  of  tlie 
actual  loss,  while  with  respect  to  personaltf 
the  rule  was  laid  down  that  one-third  of 


course  have  boon  the  right  juflge  whetlier  the  proved  loss  should  he  made  good,  but 
its  intentions  had  been  carried  into  effect,  that  no  clrtinmnt  should  receive  more  thau 
Bnt  it  was  not  so,  nnd  tho  hon.  and  gallant  5.000  ruf)ees,  or  £.500.  It  was  obvious 
Member  had  not  put  forward  tho  case  on  that  under  this  peculiar  arrangement,  which 
{that  ground.  lie  should  bo  most  happy  however  was  deliberately  adopted  and  ap 
to  lay  tlic  whole  of  tho  Correspondence  on  plied  in  every  caso«  a  person  who  had  lobt 
the  table  in  order  that  the  House  might  see  ;  property  worth  £1,500  would  receive  as 
exactly  how  the  case  stood.  Having  looked  '  much  as  a  person  whose  losses  amounted 
over  the  Papers — without,  however,  having  |  to  £15.000.  Now,  the  peculiarity  of  Sir 
had  an  opportunity  of  consulting  his  Coun-  John  M(>tcalfe's  case  was  simply  that  he 
cil — he  would  now  state  how  in  his  opinion  was  a  large  loser,  and  that,  therefore,  this 
the  case  presented  itself.  In  the  first  place  scale  of  compensation,  which  was  perhaps 
it  should  bo  borne  in  mind  that  tho  com-  snfhcicnt  fur  those  who  lost  but  little,  was 
pensation  awarded  to  Sir  John  iMetcalfe  \  in  his  case  a  very  inadequate  one.  Still, 
was  granted,  not  upon  any  special  award  he  was  compensated  according  to  the  scale 
confined  to  his  case,  but  in  application  of  laid  down  and  applied  in  every  instance.  The 
the  general  rule  laid  down  by  Sir  Charles  money  was  to  he  derived  from  contributions 
Wood,  tho  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  i  out  of-the  general  funds  of  the  GovcrnmeDt 


in  1859.  He  was  not  prepared  to  go  into 
an  argument  as  to  tho  legal  rights  which 
the  sufferers  by  the  mutiny  might  have  had 
to  recover  the  full  amount  of  their  losses 
from  the  inhabitants  of  the  districts  in 
|whioh  those  losses  were  incurred.     That, 

Sir  Stafford  Northcoie 


of  India,  and  whcroas  the  losses  were  repre- 
sented to  amount  to  about  £2,000,000,  the 
total  sum  which  the  Government  deter- 
mined to  grant  bv  way  of  compensation  wss 
not  to  exceed  £1,000,000.  He  believed 
Sir  John  Metcalfe  mado  no  complaint  as  to 
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the  omoant  awarded  to  him  m  oompeoM- 
tioQ  for  his  real  property.  In  regard  to 
his  personal  property,  he  was  awarded  the 
maximum  that  could  be  gifen  under  the 
rnlea — namely,  5,000  rupees.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chippenham 
(Mr.  Ooldnej)  had  alleged  that  Sir  John 
ought  to  hare  received  compensation  on  two 
distinct  grounds,  in  respect  of  property  in 
which  he  was  interested  under  two  distinct 
titles,  and  he  confessed  there  seemed  to  be 
some  force  in  that  argument,  although  it 
WM  not  admitted  by  the  Oovernment  of 
India.  But,  subject  to  this  exception  (if  it 
were  one).  Sir  John  Metcalfe  was  compen- 
■ated  at  the  same  rate  as  everybody  else 
vnder  the  roles.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
brought  forward  and  seconded  the  Motion 
now  alleged  that  the  compensation  was  in- 
•offieient,  and  said  they  asked  not  for 
fisTOur  but  for  justice.  But  in  what  respect 
bad  Sir  John  Metcalfe  been  treated  un- 
jaatly?  He  had,  it  was  true,  suffered 
eonsiderable  loss,  and  had  received  com- 
pensation to  a  very  inadequate  extent. 
Was  that  what  was  meant?  [**Hear!"] 
From  the  way  in  which  his  last  remark 
bad  been  received  he  inferred  that  the 
olaim  was  rested  on  the  ground  of  justice ; 
ud  that,  in  fact,  the  justice  of  the  sys- 
tem of  rules  under  which  tho  award  was 
Bade  was  disputed,  not  only  as  they  ap- 

Ciad  to  Sir  John  Metcalfe,  but  to  every. 
»dy  else  ;  because  if  rules  were  laid  down 
and  everybody  were  treated  exactly  in  ac- 
eordance  with  them,  it  was  impossible  to 
say  that  if  the  rules  were  just  for  one  per- 
son they  were  unjust  for  another.  To  re- 
vise these  rules  and  to  set  aside  the  basis 
of  compensation  which  had  been  laid  down 
when  the  facts  were  fresh  would  be  a  very 
iarioos  undertaking.  He  was  not  respon- 
sible for  them,  nor  did  he  stand  up  to  de- 
fend them ;  but  he  was  merely  endeavour- 
ing to  get  at  the  real  facts  of  a  case  which 
eertainly  awakened  sympathy.  It  would, 
however,  be  extremely  unwise  to  carry 
•ympathy  for  an  individual  so  far  as  to 
Imak  down  rules,  without  carefully  con- 
sidering what  the  consequences  might  be. 
Tba  other  ground  on  which  Sir  John 
Metcalfe's  claim  was  based  was  that  it  had 
been  recommended  for  special  con»idoration 
br  the  Government  of  India.  He  held  in 
hia  hand  the  despatch  from  the  Government 
of  India,  in  which  that  recommendation 
was  made.  They  argued,  in  the  first  place, 
the  qneition  of  the  distinction  between  the 
two  separate  properties,  and  on  this  he 
•enfessed  their  argument  was  not  at  first 


sight  very  convincing.    They  then  went  on 
to  say  that  under  the  rules  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  compensation  for  losses  of  personal 
property  a  limitation    was   made  to  one- 
third  of  the  loss,  and  that  in  no  case  could 
a  larger   amount   than   5,000  rupees   be 
allowed.   They  also  stated  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent instance,  the  latter  sum  was  dispro- 
portionate to  the  total  loss,  and  that  more 
liberal  compensation  was  sought  on  special 
grounds.     Tliey  went  on  to  say  that  Sir 
John  Metcalfe  laid  great  stress  on  the  fact 
that  he  had  abstained  from  pressing  his 
claim   against  certain  districts,  but   they 
held  that   this  plea    was  untenable   after 
the  formation  of  the  Million  Fund.    [Major 
Anson:      What  is  the   Million    Fundfi 
The  next  paragraph  of  the  despatch  would 
answer  the  quention  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  For  the  reasons  which  thoy  sta- 
ted, they  said  that  Sir  John  Metcalfe  had 
no    claim    to    more   than    5,000    rupees 
under  the  rules,  but  that  there  were  special 
grounds  which  entitled  him  to  consideration 
from   the   Government,   such   as  his  own 
services  at  Delhi,  and  the  fact  that  he  be- 
longed  to  a  family  which   had   rendered 
great  services  to  India.     Now,  although 
there  was  no  name  more  deservedly  ho- 
noured   in    Indian    history   than   that  of 
Metcolfe,  he  was  sure  the   House   would 
feel  that  the  circumstance  was  not  a  suf- 
ficient reason   for  laying  out  the   money 
of  the  taxpayers  of  India  for  the  purpose 
of  compensating  an  individual  on  account 
of  his  family,  however  distinguished.     As 
to  the  services  which  Sir  John  Metcalfe 
had  rendered  at  Delhi,   he  was  not  pre- 
pared   to   say   that   they  were   not    such 
as  to  entitle  his  case  to  special  considera- 
tion.    That  was  a  question  which  would 
have    to   be   measured    by   a   comparison 
of   those    services    with   the    services    of 
some  other  officers ;  and  the  only  statement 
he  could  make  with  renpect  to  it  at  the 
present  moment  was  that  he  must  reserve 
hia  judgment  upon  it  until  he  had  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  it  more  fully  upon 
its  merits.     He  found  that  the  case  had 
already  been  decided  some  years  ago;  and 
although  he  by  no  means  wished  to  contend 
that  it   should   not   be   re-opened,  yet  he 
thought  some  caution  should  be  exercised 
in  doing  so,  particularly  as  no  new  facts 
had  been  adduced.     lie  should,  however, 
hold  himself  entirely  at  liberty  to  deal  with 
the  matter,  should  it  be  brought   before 
him,  on  its  merits  after  consultation  with 
his  Council,  and  after  such   reference   as 
might  be  deemed  necessary  to  the  Govern- 
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tent  or  TnilU.  It  woulil,  lie  mi^flit  adil. 
B  in  Ilia  opinion  extremely  dlRtrult  for  a, 
Irieet  Catiiinittes  to  decide  Balisfnoturil)' 
k  tliQ  matter;  indeed,  lio  did  not  see  in 
lint  irny  «ncl>  a  tribunn)  Aould  well  pro- 
Md  In  it*  inTeMiBntion.  Tliey  might,  in- 
led,  put  (|tie«tioiii  lo  the  memhei-«  nf  the 
Oiincil  AS  lo  ihe  grniiiid*  on  whieli  iIipt 
ltd  rnrne  le  ihe  e<melu«ion  nt  wliioli  iliey 
■d  nrri«ed  ;  hut  he  wni  not  nt  nil  sure  thnt 
nt  they  woiild  BRceitain  llie  juatioe  of  the 
lie  nt  nil  mure  Entisfnotorily  than  coi<1d  be 
yne  hj  Uio  House  IlBcif  in  open  debnlc 
Ilh  nil  the  neoeMnry  iiirormntinn  beroro  it. 
IS  irnB  perfcetly  rendy  to  Inj  on  the  tnhle 
I*  original  Cori'eBpnndence  whicli  had  led 
(  tlie  etiahli^hment  of  the  rules  to  wliich 
B  Iind  referred,  as  woU  na  ull  the  siib.e- 
wnt  Corrci^pnndenee  whieli  bore  upon  tl'U 
(M,  lie  should  nUo  be  prepiired,  if  the 
ne  were  propurlj  lirought  under  his  no 
Be  by  Sir  John  Meicnlfe,  to  lake  it  into 
m«ii1«ration  in  Comx-il.  «u  ihnt  he  mighi 
n  liow  the  tliiiigrenllyelood;  biitlieniu»t 
)t  be  understood  ns  in  niiy  wny  pledging 
Ik  indtfidunl  opiTiion  nr  ihnt  of  his  Counoil 
I  to  what,  nn  full  invcBtigntion,  might  ap- 
lar  to  them  to  be  jiiat.  Tbe  noble  Lord 
W  Member  for  Tnunton  (Lord  Willium 
«y]  hnd.  in  ilie  conrse  of  lii«  rom«rlt«, 
ferred  tn  Borne  observations  which  lie  (Sir 
tftlTird  Northcote)  hnd  mndo  tlie  previous 
'ening  n»  lo  the  right  of  the  House  of 
HUDiona  to  control  the  Council,  but  he 
tfncd  to  have  misunderstood  his  meaning. 
'hat  lie  hnd  said  was  that  in  the  event  of 

difference  of  opinion  arising  belneen  (he 
Boretflvy  of  Stale  and  his  Council  upon  a 
lesiion  of  cxjienditure  recommended  bv 
e  Govrrnment  of  India,  the  Secretary  o'f 
tnte  hnd  a.  remedy  agaitiat  tbe  Council  by 
ling  able  lo  put  a  moral  pressuro  upon 
em  by  bringing  the  matter  before  Pnrlia- 
ent.  It  wuuld.  bowerer,  he  thought,  be  a 
mgerons  principle  to  eslshlisb,  that  the 
Ouae  of  Commons,  whenever  a  case  of 
li*t  it  deemed  lo  be  individual  hnrdship 
ta  brought  before  it,  abauld,  with  com- 
imtively  little  knowledge  of  tiie  mntter, 
lerferc  end  try   to  over  rule  the  ilcclaitin 

the  Council  of  India.  Aa  to  the  prenent 
•e,  be  did  not  mean  to  sny  Ihnt  it  was 
it  a  case  nhicb  was  in  some  respects  a 
rang  one;    but  be,  at  tlie  fame  lime,  itn» 

Opinion  that  it  would  be  injnriuua  ihnt  it 
ould  he  drawn  into  a  preordent  fur  mak- 
g;  nppcale  from  a  belter  informed  body  to 
ewliicli  must  neceisarily  from  thenbsence 

information  be  lesa  qualified  to  pro- 
lunce  an  opinion  upon  it,  Hs  liopcd, 
Sir  Stafford  Jforlheot* 


under  the  eironmitancca,  the  hon,  niid 
i;a1liint  Gentleman  wuuld  not.  pn-ai  hit 
Motion  for  n  Select  Coinmill<'e,  while  lie 
(Sir  Stntfo>'d  Northonle)  vruuld  undprtnka 
tn  Inke  enre  that  if  the  ca«e  were  I'ri.ucbt 
hcfiire  him  hv  a  memorial  fmin  Sir  John 
Meienlfe,  it  ahonid  not  besrtnside  with  tb« 
ordinary  nuiiwer  that  the  question  could  not 
be  re- opened. 

Sir  UEOROE  EOWYER  bad  heftnj 
with  great  BitisFaetioii  the  deeiaifln  «| 
which  the  right  hon.  Bnronet  bad  armed 
lo  tnko  the  en  HO  into  bis  favourable  eon- 
siderntiou.  He  contended  that,  bb  the 
Council  of  India  ivere  a  pnrely  uffieiol 
hi-dy  nnd  not  elected  by  the  inipnyers  of 
India  tu  ropreaent  tliem,  it  was  perfcctlj 
open  I'l  tbe  House  of  Commons  to  review 
their  notion  on  finnneial  question;,  and 
maintained  thai,  allliougb  the  ruloi  to 
which  reference  bad  been  eiade  might, 
generally  speaking,  operate  fiiirly,  jet  tliat 
was  no  good  reason  wliy  n  partioulnr  in- 
stance in  nbicb  ibey  might  operate  har«hly 
should  not  be  dealt  wiib  on  its  own  merit*. 
Tbe  ease  was  one  entitled  to  oonsldernliuii 
upon  ilB  own  merits,  nnd  on  grnnmls  ef 
nbitract  jiiBliee  ;  and  ks  it  wna,  moreerer, 
the  cUiiti  uF  a  man  wlm  bad  rendered  im- 
portant public  eei'vioes,  and  wboaa  familif 
also  deserved  ibe  grntitude  uf  the  country, 
it  was  to  ho  hoped  ibat  it  would  be  dealt 
with  in  a  favourable,  en  equitable,  andaven 
in  n  generous  spirit. 

Major  ANSON  said,  that,  after  the 
speech  of  tbe  right  ben.  Baronet,  tbe 
rj   of    Stale    for   India,    ho   would 


s  Mntii 


1 1  pressed 


had   already  c 
I  opinion  on  tbe  subject,  if  their 
inn  it  should   bo  again   adverae,   he  must 
dd  himself  at  liberty  to  bring  the  CHsa 
before  tbe  House  at  a  future  period. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraton. 


l^R,  GOLDNET  said,  he  did  not  regret 

that  he  bad  not  secured   nn   earlier  oppor- 

ity  of  bringing  on  hia  Motion,  becaose 

proeecdin<<s  of  Thursday  night  showed 

'  necessary  it  was  to  consider  in  what 

way    tlie    increasing    expenditure    of   the 

try    could    be    grappled    with.      Hon. 

ibera  knew  very  well  how  exceedingly 

lilt   it  was  in    Committee  of .  Supply 

ffpct    any    reduction    of  expenditure. 

Attempts  to  do  so  uaunlly  ended  in  a  pro- 

tbat   tbe   matter  abould   be   looked 
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into  before  the   preparation  of  the  Esti- 
mates   for    the    following    year.      Soon 
after  he  entered  the  House  a  Motion  was 
made  hj  the  hon.  Mem  her  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  White)  to  the  effect  that  the  expendi- 
ture of  the   country  was  increasing,  and 
ought   to  be   diminished  ;    and   the   right 
hon.   Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)   anid    it  was  useless   to   make 
general  Motions  for  reductions  of  expendi- 
ture, and  that  the  only  mode  of  effecting 
any  permanent  reduction  was  to  object  to 
items  in    detail,   and  to   point  out   those 
that  could    safely  be   got  rid  of.      Hon. 
Members  would  be    startled  to  hear  the 
inereaae   in   the   Civil    SerTice  Estimates 
during   the    last    twenty-five    years.      In 
1839  they   stood   at   £2.500,000,  which 
covered  all  Civil  Service  expenses  at  thut 
period  ;  and  they  hod  grown,   not  by  any 
sudden  jump,  but  gradually,  by  £i06.0U0, 
£200,000.  or  £300,000  a  yar.  until  last 
year  they  amounted  to  £8.002.953,  %vhich 
was  this  year  augmented  by  £400,000.    In 
discosions  upon  them  a  great  number  of 
Votes  had  been  attacked,  and  arguments 
bad  been  used  which  in  ordinary  cases  would 
have  been  conrlusive ;    but  the  Treasury 
experienced  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
heads  of  Departments,  and  inducing  them 
to  give  up  some  portion  of  their  expendi- 
tare.     The  sum  we  were  now  called  upon 
to  pay  for  the  Civil  Service  alone  would  in 
1838  have  paid  the  whole  of  the  Army  and 
Ordnance,  as  well  as  the  Civil  Service  ex- 
penses.   In  speaking  of  the  increase  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  he  did  not  forget 
that  they  embraced  certain  new  charges, 
Bueh   as   the   Education    Grant,  but   timt 
Grant,  large  as  it  was,  did  not  account  for 
more  than  one-sixth  of  it — if  that.    Acting 
upon  the  recommendati(m,  therefore,  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
he  would  toke  three  heads  of  expenditure 
which  migtit  be   fairly  considered  with  a 
?iew  to  passing  a  Resolution  declaring  that 
they  ought  not  to  be  a  public  charge,  and 
that  the  offices  ought  to  be  self-supporting. 
Those  three  heads  were  the  Copyhold,  Iu« 
clofjure,  and  Tithe  Commission,  the  Charity 
Commission,  and  the  Land  Registry  Office. 
The  Tithe  Commission,  in  its  origin  was, 
no  doubt,   very   properly  appointed  ;    and 
when  it  was  first  established  it  no  doubt 
performed  duties  which   were  of  general 
advantage.     It  was  fair  that  the   nation 
•hould  bear  the  expense  of  carrying  out  a 
great  pmioiple  of  change  solemnly  adopted 
for  the  public  benefit  like  that  of  com- 
muting the  whole  tithes  of  the  kingdom 
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into  rent-charges  ;  but  after  that  was  ae« 
complished  certain  duties  were  assumed  by 
the  Commissioners  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
tinuing the  Commission.     Indeed,  it  was 
found  that  when  once  a  Commission  was 
appointed  for  any  definite  purpose,  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  get  rid  of  the  Com- 
mission itself.     Acts  were  passed,  and  re- 
newed,  and  consolidated,   and  in  various 
ways  work  was  found  for  the  Commission, 
so  as  to  keep  it  alive ;   and  in  many  in- 
stances, no  doubt,  that  work  was  very  bene- 
ficial, but  the  benefit  was  for  private  indi- 
viduals and  not  for  the  public  generally. 
The  Tithes  Commission,  having  done  its 
chief  work — that  of  turning  the  tithes  into 
a  commuted   fixed  rent-charge  upon  the 
land — was  now  occupied  in  making  varia- 
tions solely  for  the  benefit  of  the  parties 
interested.     It  was  manifestly  unfair  that 
a  poor  shopkeeper,  say  in  York,  should  be 
contributing  to  the  cost  of  managing  a  gen- 
tleman's e<»tote  in  Buckinghamshire.     Last 
year  the  Tithes  Office  dealt  with  395  cases, 
including  the  confirmation  of  283  altered 
apportionments,  thirty-six  applications  for 
glebe    exchanges,   and     117    applications 
for  redemption  of  rent-charge.     Not  only 
did  the  country  bear  the  cost  of  all  these 
transactions,  which  were  for  the  benefit  of 
individuals,  but  the  Acts  constituting^  and 
renewing  the   Commission   exempted    the 
transoctions  from  the  cost  of  postage  and 
stamps,  so  that  the  Revenue  lost  a  large 
sum  it  would  otherwiae  receive  in  addition. 
Last  year  twenty- two  inclogures  were  con- 
firmed and  carried  out.  and  228  exchanges 
of  landed    estates   effected.     In   all,   264 
cases  were  dealt  with,  and  the  value  of  the 
property  passing  and  changing  ownership 
through  the  nft^istance  of  the  Comnii>siou 
was  nearly  £350,000,  which  was  also  exempt 
from  stamps  that  would  have  amounted  to 
between  £4,000  and  £5.000.     The  Copy, 
hold  Office  denlt  with  1,203  cases,  including 
825  enfranchisements,  and  the  value  of  the 
property  dealt  with  was  nearly  £250,000, 
again  exempt  from  stamps  and  postages. 
In  these  offices  a  small  payment  on  each 
transaction  would  meet  all  the  necessary 
expenses,  and  relieve  the  Consolidated  Fund 
from  a  charge  of  £30,000  or  £40,000  per 
annum,  and  which  charge  would  after  a  very 
short  time  have  to  be  further  increased  by 
superannuations — and  justice  could  be  done 
to  the  country  without  doing  injustice  to 
anyone.    The  question  of  the  Charity  Com- 
mission was  brought  forward  in   1863  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South   Lanca- 
shire, in  an  able  financial  speech,  in  which 
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ho  shnired  llint  that  Comniisiion  l>sii  eu- 
Uil«il  on  ilie  ooiiiitrjr  itn  expfndilurA  vory 
little  »tiort  of  £25U,000.  The  Cun>[iil«- 
lino  wDB  appiiintflJ  lo  inquiro  into  tlio 
Bliaritipii,  DHrcrtnin  of  n hat  they  coniiaied, 
aiiJ  h(\vi  tliey  were  dinpenaerl,  and  the  r<-- 
iiilt  nppeBn-d  in  tliirty-cighi  volumes,  whioli 
were  in  the  Lihrnry,  niid  nhich  ilxiwod  ttint 
ihe  charitftbln  income  of  the  country  kks 
It  tbnl  time  fftj  nearly  £2.000.000  «ter- 
iuR.  Ill  1657  the  property  of  (he  cha- 
■iticB  liad  ao  tnuob  iiicreBHcd  in  Toliie 
;hBt  the  roTonue  amounted  to  £2.400.000 
wr  fLniiiirn,  Aiid  now  it  nmoiinied  to 
63.000.000.  The  yalue  of  their  persounl 
iroperty  nionc  »hb  £10,000.000,  and 
heir  real  property  wns  Ecattered  in  all 
)nrti  of  the  kingdoui.  and  was  increaeing 
npidlj  ill  rslue,  bepnuee  much  of  it  wax 
ituatfrd  ill  tlio  vicinity  of  large  towns  and  of 
hia  metropolis,  Pertons  were  coniinually 
raiiiig  money  for  chBritnble  purpasea,  and 
ly  an  Act  rcot-nlly  paaned  (ru!.teea  might 
elieTe  tliemaelTei  from  all  tioiihle  nixl 
eeponaibiliiy  by  handing  over  ehariiahle 
unda  to  the  Charily  Commiasioiiera.  At 
ho  same  time  ibe  eipcnses  of  the  Comniia- 
ionprs  irere  inorea«ing  from  £18,000  lo 
£20.000,  and  if  the  country  bore  those 
ipensea,  llioy  would  go  on  increasing, 
'heso  cbaritiea  in  many  iiiataucea — tlie 
I'nnercd  oUority.  for  eiample — demornii»ed 
neighbourhood;  and  instead  of  aupple- 
lenling  them,  ob  we  Trere  now  doing 
ractically,  by  nnoonuat  grant,  we  should 
mke  this  properly,  in  the  uaual  way, 
enr  ils  own  burdens.  The  only  inoiio 
F  grappling  nith  ibe  nntional  eipcEndi- 
lire  was  by  attacking  aume  partinultir 
lopartment,  or  item,  and  saying,  "  Thai 
nght  at  once  to  be  ended,"  General  dc- 
lanintion  nas  of  no  use,  and  it  seemed  to 
Im  that  tlieso  Commissioas  nere  fair  suh- 
!ClB  for  reduction.  If  maintained  at  a)l 
icy  ihould  bear  their  own  expenses,  nud 
le  Slate  should  uot  be  colled  upon  to  con- 
'ihnte  a  sum  amounting  practically  to 
170,000  or  £80,000  per  annum  for  iheir 
ipport.  Another  of  these  CoinniiBaions 
as  that  for  the  Registration  of  Titles,  ibe 
bjpot  of  which  was  to  aavo  the  large  ei- 
enses  incident  to  the  transfer  o\  land,  and 
Ifoot  that  transfer  without  the  ordinary 
ireBligntion  of  litle,  This  Commission 
ad  not  met  will)  general  acceptance  or 
ivonr,  and  ihe  consequence  was  a  charge 
pon  the  public  of  £7.000  or  £S,000  a  year, 
■  perhaps  more.  No",  the  benefit  it  con- 
irred  was  strictly  cunRned  to  either  indi- 
idutils  or  particular  vlaseea  of  individuala ; 
Mr.  Goldnttf 
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;  it  did  not  benefit  the  public  grnerallj 
the  Inierest  of  iho  general  tax  payer  ;  a) 
if  a  nun  tbouuht  be  could  get  »  tftrg 
price  for  hie  properlv  by  oblniuing  an  ins 
feasible  title  through  (be  intervention  of  tl 
office,  he  ought  to  pay  for  il.  Or  the  oO 
might  he  attached  to  one  which  realiied 
BurpluB  over  expenditure  like  the  Hidtll 
sex  Uegialry  Office.  Some  time  bock  1 
eflecied  an  exchange  of  property  with  m 
of  his  neighbours  through  th«  meilinra  ' 
one  of  these  Commisalons.  ami  to  his  bb 
prise  it  only  cost  hiui  £9  or  £10,  and  h 
neighbour  the  same  ;  but  it  cost  the  eoU 
try  £200.  Looking  nl  the  large  extent ' 
ncreiige,  and  the  great  value  of  the  pruperl 
dealt  with,  and  the  great  advnntagei  A 
rircd  by  partiei  from  the  (acililiea  wil 
which  the  busineas  was  dune,  he  lhoug| 
such  (t  state  of  things  ought  not  to  1 
tolerated— that  the  public  shuuld  oontin^ 
to  bear  the  expense.  In  tlie  case  uf  tt 
Charity  Commission,  he  was  endearourlii 
to  opeu  a  door  for  e  much  larger  qiiesttg 
-~naniely,  (hat  of  ibu  charities  theuisoltai 
bearing  their  fair  share  of  the  public  bn 
dens  like  any  other  property.  As  thin| 
were  at  present,  there  was  a  muss  of  pn 
perty,  amounting  to  £3,000.000  a  ycai 
one-half  of  which  tended  to  do  tna| 
barm  than  good.  If  the  trustees  coiil 
not  manage  the  property  themselves.  ( 
did  not  manage  it  in  a  proper  way.  an 
required  the  (ureei7^nce  of  a  Cummitaiot 
(bey  ihould  defray  the  cost,  and  shoal 
"  the  burdens  to  which  ordiiiar 
properly  w.is  anhjcct. 

"it.  CllILDERS  sold,  he  begged  t 
id  the  Motion.  He  thanked  the  hoc 
her  for  Chippenham  (Mr.  Goldney 
for  having  again  brought  the  qiicaiiv 
'le  Hi)U!ie.  He  entirely  agreci 
with  bis  hon.  Friend  (hat  the  only  way  i 
which  they  could  arrive  at  A  sBtisfnclor 
solution  of  these  que«tiona,  in  Iba  abscne 
of  any  action  by  the  Government,  was  b 
lU  hon.  Member  who  had  n  perfect  know 
edge  of  the  auhjoct,  slating  lo  the  tloua 
rhero  the  weak  points  lay.  In  this  mat 
ei-  ho  was  bound  lo  sav  be  liad  aumi 
fault  to  tind  with  Her  Msjesty's  Qovern 
When,  two  years  aco,  the  hon 
Member   for   Cliippenham    (Mr.    Oulduey 

ight  the  subject  forward,  he  [Ut 
Childera)  being  (hen  Secretary  to  tb 
TreoRury,  end  entirety  agreeing  with  th 

.  Gcntlemon  in  principle,  undertook  tha 
the  matter  should  be  looked  into.  Lstt  vea 

hi>n.  Friend  nuain  drought  theque»tioi 
forward,  aud  he  (Ur>  Childera)  asked  whe 
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Uiar  the  GoTeniment  had  complied  with  the 
promise  he  had  given  and  inquired  into 
the  expenditure  incurred  on  account  of  the 
Copyhold  and   Charity   Commiasions,   he- 
eause  he  felt  that  his  hon.  Friend's  object 
ought  to  be  carried  out.     Ho  was  bound 
now  to  make  the  same  inquiry  ;  for  there 
eoold  be  no  difficulty  whaterer  in  having 
the  Treasury  re-cooped  for  the  large  expen- 
diture which  these  Commissions  entailed. 
For  the  Copyhold,   Indosure,   and  Tithe 
Commission  there  was  an   expenditure  of 
j620,294,  besides  rent  of  a  house,  and  cer- 
tain other  exemptions  from  charge  which 
did  Dot  appear.      The  whole  amount  re- 
eeifed    in    fees    during     1867   was  only 
£4.080,  leaTing  a  difference  of  £16,000, 
whieh  the  Treasury  ought  to  be  re-couped. 
The  charge  for  the   Charity  Commission 
was  £18,400,  and  there  could  hardly   bo 
ft  question  that  this  expenditure  ought  also 
to  be  re-eouped  to  the  public.    He  did  not 
know  whether  there  were  any  fees  in  this 
ease,  but  if  there  were   they   were   rery 
amall.   Then,  as  to  the  third  case  of  expen- 
diture, in  connection  with  the  registration 
of  titles,  the  Land  Registry  Office  itself  did 
Dot  oost  very  much,  and  it  was  the  beginning 
of  a  new  system  of  registry,  but  as  another 
Department  had  been  alluded  to  he  must 
say  that  the  stste  of  things  with  respect  to 
the  Middlesex   Registry  Office  was  mon- 
strous.     The    Middlenex   Registry  Office 
was  not  apparently  a  Department  respon- 
sible to  that  House.     In  the  other  cases  the 
Departments  were  paid  by  the  State,  and 
the  fees,  small  as  they  were,  went  into  the 
Bxohequer.     In  this  case  also  the  Depart- 
ment received  fees,  but  the  balance  went 
into  the  hands  of  sinecurists — one  of  whom 
drew  three  cheques  a  year,  and  the  other 
did  nothing,  and  for  that  these  gentlemen 
receired  between  £2,000  and   £3,000  a 
year.      There   was   this  remarkable  dif- 
ference between  the  two  classes  of  cases-^ 
namely,  that  where  the  balsnce  went  into 
the  hands  of  gentlemen  who  had  nothing 
to  do  there  was  a  rery  large  surplus  ;  but 
where  it  went  into  the  Exchequer  there 
was  very  little  surplus  indeed.     However, 
the  GoTcmment   had  promised    that  this 
office  and  the  Land  Registry  Office  should 
be   worked  by  a   Cunimission  ;    and  this 
being  so,  it  might  bo  left  uut  of  the  ques- 
tion.   So  amended,  he  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  object  to  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  in  the 


opinion  of  this  House,  the  expenses  of  the  Copy- 
hold, Inciosure,  and  Tithe  Commission,  Incloaure 
and  Drainage  Acts,  and  Charity  CommisBion, 
ought  not  to  ho  home  by  the  public," — {Mr, 
Ooldney,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mr.  marsh  said,   he  would  confine 
his  observations  to  the  question  of  chari- 
ties.   All  that  was  asked  was  that  the  Trea- 
sury should  re-coup  itself  for  the  expenses 
of  manat|;ing  them.     They  were  sometimes 
founded  by  persons  who  were  in  advance 
of  the  civilization  of  the  age  in  which  they 
lived,  but  many  of  them  had  now  become 
entirely   useless.      It   was  a  mistake  to 
allow  persons  to  tie  up  property  in  per- 
petuity for  charitable,  or  indeed   for  any 
purposes.     There  wore  three  descriptions 
of    charities  —  namely,    hospitals,    alms- 
houses, and  grammar  schools.     The  first 
was   an   unmixed  good.      They  required 
little  looking  after,  and  were  managed  by 
local  boards  ;  but  almshouses  were  monkish 
institutions  unsuited  to  the  present  age. 
They  were  really  useless  and  tended  very 
much  to  produce  pauperism  by  encouraging 
unthrifty   habits.      They    generally    con- 
tained half-a-dozen  old  men  and  as  many 
old  women,  who  would  be  much  happier  if 
they  could  live  with  their  friends.      Even 
the  Greenwich  sailors  preferred  to  receive 
a  small  sum   of  money  a  day  and  to  be 
allowed  to  live  with  their  friends  rather 
than  dwell  in  a  palace  on  the  banks  of  tho 
Thames.    With  regard  to  grammar  schools, 
they  miuht  in  a  few  cases  be  useful,  by  en- 
abling buys  of  a  humbler  class  to  obtain 
an  education  which  raised  them  to  a  higher 
position  ;  but  he  thought  that  where  the 
qualities  which  qualified  a  boy  for  a  more 
important  sphere  existed,  they  would  assert 
themselves   without   this   adventitious   as- 
sistance.    In  other  cases  these  schools  had 
had  a  mischievous  effect,  giving  boys  an 
education  of  a  kind  which  they  did  not 
want,  and  increasing  that  class  who  were 
constantly  writing  to  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment for  situations  as  clerks,  and  who,  in 
the  colonies,  were  the   most    useless   and 
helpless  portion  of  the  population.     There 
were  about  3,000  of  these  schools,  and  the 
recent  Report  of  the  Royal  Commissioners 
had   shown    the    maladministration   which 
existed.       lie  had   seen  an  account  of  a 
recent  discussion  in  a  town  council  as  to 
why  there  were  no  boys  at  the  town  gram- 
mar school,  some  one  remarked  that  they 
had  only  to  send  for  a  photograph  of  the 
master  to  know   the  reason.      In  King 
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dwArd'R  Sclmol.at  BirmingliAm,  the  Com- 
Iwiunera  fuuoil  n,  boy  wlio  Bpelt  "  wrong" 
toung."  who  coiiUl  not  name  a  rlrer  in 
Aglniicl,  and  wlio  could  not  tvll  tlia  nnnic* 
'any  uf  tlie  cnpitol  citina  in  Europe.  Ai 
hAiDU  Orammnr  Sdioul.  witli  an  incnmc  of 
liTSZ,  iliPre  were  only  tbreo  bojB,  Ai  Bob- 
trili  Sohuol  tliero  wore  two  ninBicrs  and 
nboy.  hiftnotliercsBe  tVicro  Ii&<l  been  no 
diolar  for  more  than  thirty  year*,  am)  in  a 
Airtli  ea«e,  tliere  were  nil  boya  nbom  the 
katrr,  living  in  tlie  sclionl-lioiiee  and  do- 
ij|[  nothing,  sent  to  n  private  sclionl,  Ab 
Mob  tell  in,  and  na  tlie  rovcntiesincrcnBed. 
(4  exiating  evila  would  bo  cxnggenited. 
I  Scotland,  parents  wore  far  more  willing 
I  pay  for  tlie  odncatiou  of  their  children 
wn  in  England  where  fionplo  had  boon 
MhU  iiy  tha  ayatem  of  endawmenta.  He 
id  not,  howoTer,  adroonte  the  Kpoliation  of 
loritii'B ;  nor  were  we  now  proposing,  aa 
le  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
auili  Lancasiiiro  (Mr.  Gladstone)  boldly 
{id  Bumo  years  ago,  that  charities  should 
•  liable  to  tlie  income  tax ;  but  he 
(englil  it  was  only  rtglit  that  their  rere- 
aes  ahoulil  not  Ijb  snpplemenied  out  of 
10  jvpneral  tnxniion  of  the  country. 

Mk.  SCOURFIEI.D  snid,  lie  thonabt 
Nt  Eomo  of  the  argumenln  brought  for- 
«rd  were  entirely  out  of  place.     "Why," 

liad  been  snid,  "isn  person  in  Yiirkil>i<p 
I  pny  for  the  beiielit  of  n  person  in  Buck- 
tehnmshire?"  It  might  juit  ai  well  he 
M,  "Wby  is  a  person  in  Walea  ur  in 
umwnll    to    pay    towards    the   cxpcntes 

le  Paria  Eihiliition  V  He  could  bear 
fatiniony  to  the  utefulnesB  of  the  Copjholi), 
ncl"Bure.  and  Tithe  Commission.  Ex- 
liBugea  of  land  had  thereby  been  effected 
t  a  small  expense,  and  thii  had  indirectly 
eneBled  the  wholo  community  ;  for  where 
ind  passed  from  an  owner  in  whose  posses- 
ion it  had  been  uoproductive  to  one  in 
hose  bands  it  became  productive  the  public 
ood  was  promoted.  The  offence  of  the 
,snd  I<>c1o>.ure  CommiBsinners  was.  he 
Dspecled,  their  hating  shown  hon  thnt 
liicli  had  been  attended  with  great  expense 
tight  be  effected  with  economy.  He 
oped,  therefore,  the  operntions  of  that 
iommiasion  would  not  be  discouraged,  and 
ilh  regard  to  cbaritiea  the  greater  the 
bUBCs  the  more  necessary  it  was  that  they 
llould  be  subject  to  supervision. 

Mr.  SCLATIill-UOOTU  snid,  be 
lougbt  the  UouBo  would  hardty  be  in- 
lined,  upon  su  short  n  notice,  In  subvert 
rrangenii-nln  hiid  duwu  by  svverul  Avts 
Sh.  Marsh 


of  Parliament.     These  rarious  bodies  had 

been  eBiabhshod  from  time  to  lima  with 
full  knowleilge  of  their  objects  and  of  their 
cost  ;  nnd  they  were  in  reolily  Court*  of 
Law.  While  concurring  in  many  of  the  re* 
marks  end  suggestions  of  his  hiin.  Friend 
(Mr.  Goldney),  who  had  ao  ably  intrmluoed 
the  subject,  he  thunglit  nioro  delihernta 
and  molure  discussion  was  required  bsfiirs 
so  decided  a  step  as  thnt  proposed  were 
taken,  unless,  indeed,  the  Qnfernmenl, 
after  their  attention  had  been  thus  drawn 
to  tliQ  matter,  eliould  tnbe  npon  ihcmsdvea 
to  propose  the  alterations  now  aug^etted. 
With  regard  to  the  Copyhold.  Inelosuro, 
nnd  Tithe  Commission,  it  had  never  been 
looked  upon  as  permanent,  having  befo 
several  times  reni-wed,  and  would  eipira 
in  1872,  It  bad  eognizanoe  of  such  a 
variety  of  matters  that  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  hiy  down  llio  rule  thot  every  peratm 
resorting  to  it  should  pay  ancb  fcoi  na  lu 
render  it  self.aupporting.  There  was  the 
apportionnicnt  of  liihe — a  queitinn  af  suob 
ro>pi>rtance  that  the  money  required  fur 
this  portion  of  the  Comruisfiuners'  opeia- 
tiuna  could  not  be  deemed  to  have  been 
improperly  applied,  Willi  regard  to  copy- 
holders, it  was  considered  to  bo  a  ntaitor 
of  great  public  importanee  that  cnpybnid 
tenures  should  croac  to  eiist  in  this  coun- 
try. Iiy  means  oF  this  CoinmisHoo  large 
i|iiaMiities  of  copyliohl  lands  lind  been  eii' 
franohised  at  small  cost,  and  a  great 
amount  of  taxable  and  rateable  properly 
had  been  created,  and  had  ihus  become 
a  Bouree  of  wealth  to  the  country.  The 
Conimission  thus  conferred  a  benefit  upon 
the  public,  fl^r  which  the  public  ouKht 
to  pny.  I'hcn.  again,  by  means  of  the 
Inclosure  Commission,  enormous  quan- 
tities of  waste  land  bad  been  brought 
into  cuhiration,  which  Would  '  Bcarci-ly 
have  been  the  case  if  the  poorer  class 
of  landowners,  who  chieQy  derived  benolit 
from  tbo  distribution  of  the  waite  and 
common  lands,  had  been  compelled  to  pay 
the  cipenBesoF  the  Commission.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Chippenham  (Mr.  Quhlney) 
had  smicd  the  cust  of  ilio  Commiesion  to 
ho  £30.000  per  annum  ;  but  be  woa  la- 
bouring under  a  mistake,  as  the  expenditure 
entailed  hy  it  only  omounled  to  £20.000 
per  annum  pltu  the  imprest  expenses.  No 
hoped,  however,  that  a  Bill  would  shortly 
be  intriiduced  into  Parliament  to  enable 
tho  Incloeure  Commissioners  to  take  se- 
curity for  the  preliminary  expenses  and 
to  secure  the  re-pnyineot  to  the  Com- 
Buch  ptuliiiiiuuiy  expenses  in 
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the  oate  of  the  investigation  proving  frait- 
less.  The  Bill  should  also  empower  the 
Commissioners  to  make  certain  alterations 
in  the  business  of  their  Court;  but  it  would 
be  most  unwise  and  rash  to  pass  hastily 
such  a  Resolution  upon  the  subject  as  that 
now  before  the  House.  The  subject  re- 
quired much  more  deliberate  attention  than 
it  could  receiTO  on  the  hasty  passing  of  a 
Resolution  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  was  unacquainted  with  the 
negotiations  which  hod  tnken  place  upon 
this  subject  in  former  years;  but  he  should 
he  happy  to  endeavour  to  make  arrange- 
ments to  secure  certain  alterations  being 
made  in  the  Copyhold  and  Incloaure  Courts. 
At  the  same  time,  he  must  remind  the 
House  that  Parliament  had  deliberately  re- 
BoWed  that  the  expenses  of  these  Courts 
should  be  defrayed  by  the  Votes  of  that 
House,  in  accordance  with  the  recommen- 
dations of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  which 
was  appointed  in  1854,  to  inquire  into  this 
subject,  and  which  consisted  of  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan  and  Sir  Stafford  Northoote. 
No  objection  had  been  raised  by  the 
Commission  against  an  alteration  being 
made  in  the  scale  of  fees  which  they 
charged,  and  doubtless  after  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  and  of  the  public  had 
been  drawn  to  the  subject,  it  would  be 
easy  to  carry  into  effect  the  necessary 
alterations  in  this  respect.  With  regard 
to  the  Charity  Commission,  he  concurred  in 
the  opinion  that  the  expenses  it  involved 
ought  not  to  be  borne  entirely  by  the  coun- 
try ;  but  it  would  be  a  very  difficult  task 
to  settle  the  matter  satisfactorily.  From 
1844  to  1852,  Bills  were  introduced  by 
the  Govern nietit  almost  every  year  with 
the  view  of  setting  up  this  Commission, 
and  in  every  one  of  those  Bills  there  was 
a  clause  making  the  cost  fall  upon  the 
public.  In  1852  the  Bill  passed.  As 
originally  introduced  it  contained  a  clause 
proposing  to  levy  a  tax  of  2d.  in  the  pound 
OD  all  charities  brought  into  the  Court ; 
but  it  was  proved  in  debate  that  there 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  imposing  such  a 
tax,  and  Ear]  Russell  objected  to  the  clause, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  very  unjust 
to  tax  well-conducted  charities  for  the  pur- 
pose of  controlling  those  not  so  well -con- 
ducted, and  he  proposed  that  the  expenses 
of  the  Commission  should  be  defrayed  by 
the  public.  The  Commission  had  been 
productive  of  a  vast  amount  of  public  good, 
and  it  was,  in  fact,  a  branch  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  It  was  a  public  court  in 
which  the  procedure  was  cheap  and  simple, 


so  as  to  enable  small  charities  to  come  to 
it  for  assistance  and  advice.  The  Court 
had,  at  the  present  moment,  £3,000,000  of 
the  funds  belonging  to  various  charities  in 
its  hands,  and  it  kept  4,500  accounts. 
Many  of  the  larger  charities,  however,  were 
out  of  the  purview  of  the  Court.  The 
Commission  had  no  objection  whatever  to 
its  expenses  being  defrayed  by  a  tax  upon 
property  belonging  to  charities  ;  but  they 
did  object  to  any  system  of  taxation  which 
would  prevent  the  smaller  charities  from 
coming  into  that  Court.  A  general  tax  of 
2d.  in  the  pound  upon  property  belonging 
to  charities  would  amply  defray  the  costs 
of  the  Commission.  For  his  part,  he  should 
not  object  to  the  imposition  of  such  a  tax; 
but  the  House  would  recollect  the  failure 
of  the  attempt  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  subject 
charities  to  taxation  ;  and  in  the  face 
of  the  great  influence  brought  to  bear 
against  the  imposition  even  of  poor  rates 
upon  charities,  with  what  heart  could  they 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  a  direct  tax. 
A  judicial  decision  having  virtually  re- 
pealed the  law  exempting  charities  from 
the  payment  of  rates,  great  efforts  had 
been  made,  and  deputations  had  been 
headed  by  individuals  high  in  station,  for  a 
remission  in  favour  of  charities.  There- 
fore he  thought  it  would  be  futile  to 
press  the  Resolution  now  recommended. 
With  regard  to  the  Land  Registry  Office 
the  case  was  much  more  simple.  That 
office  had  been  a  failure  ;  that  was  to  say, 
it  had  not  received  sufficient  custom  from 
the  public  to  be  self* supporting.  That 
such  had  been  the  case  was  no  fault  of 
the  Government ;  it  resulted  entirely  from 
the  action  of  the  public,  who,  if  they  had 
resorted  to  it  —  as  it  might  reasonably 
have  been  expected  they  would  have  done 
—  would  have  enabled  the  intentions  of 
its  noble  author  —  Lord  Westbury  —  to 
be  fully  carried  out.  The  chief  secretary 
of  that  Court,  however,  believed  that 
with  some  slight  alteration  it  would  be- 
come self-supporting.  He  regretted  that 
the  Middlesex  Registry  Office  —  an  office 
which  was  at  present  somewhat  under  a 
cloud,  and  which,  by  general  consent,  re- 
quired investigation  —  should  have  been 
mixed  up  with  tiiis  question,  for  with  this 
subject  that  office  had  really  nothing  to 
do.  The  Lord  Chancellor  stated  in  No« 
vember  that  the  matter  was  under  his  con- 
sideration, and  the  Secretary  of  State  hud 
it  under  contemplation  to  unite  the  fuiio- 
tions  of  the  Middlesex  Registry  with  the 
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jtnd  Hegiilry  0(Ec«.  It  appeared  lliat 
ipnn  lhi>  nliiiln  qiieKtinn  there  was  lety 
litle  <li(Terei>(ia  of  ofiinion  between  thi 
}n*prnnient  and  the  hon.  Goiitlenian  i*h< 
ntrncluceil  the  subji^ct.  He  was  sorry  lo 
tafc  detained  the  Rouse  ao  lonp  ;  biit  ho 
«uld  nnt  recogmze  the  wisdom  of  passing 
,  RenuUilinn  inch  aa  the  one  projiosed,  the 
ffeoc  of  irbich  nould  l>o  tu  emburmsB  llieir 
mcced  infra 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  saiiJ.  ha  hoped 
be  hon.  Member  for  ChippeDham  (Mr. 
(tildney)— lo  whom  lio  tendered  his  no- 
no*  led  gui  en  t»  for  ihe  Motion  he  had 
tade — ironld  consent  tooniit  the  words  re- 
iting  to  the  Land  Rngisirj  Ofiioe;  becdiise 
heirool;  tendenoy,  in  hia  opinion,  noultl  be 
ftpcrplos  thr  ou«e  ttith  reapect  to  theotlier 
ivri  of  the  Molinn.  Ha  trusted  that  Her 
lajeilj'i  Guvernnient.  after  that  oiniKaion 
ad  been  mado,  oppose  the  Resolution, 
ccauno  be  b<:>]icved  that  the  arguments 
mptojiod  b;  the  hon.  Gentleman  »lio  had 
■Bi  sat  do«rn  (Mr.  Selnier- Booth)  were 
ot  eucb  as  to  induce  the  House  to  vote 
;otnat  the  Motion.  There  had  not  been 
le  aaddennesE  in  the  Motion  of  whicli 
le  hon.  Geulleaian  oomplained.  The 
ihject  of  the  Copjhold,  Inciosure,  end 
Ithe  Commission  had  been  under  ci>n- 
deralion  before,  and  tno  ;enr«  ago  n 
rotnise  was  giTcn  bj  tho  then  GoTern- 


wbicli  for 


olbei 


tfcdeemed,  that  the   matter   ahould    be 
)alt  nilh  in  tho  precise  cense  asked  by 

^e  hon.  Member  for  Chippenhnm  (M 
oldney).  Similar  promises  hnd  been 
ode  with  regard  to  the  Clierit;  Commis- 
i>n,  ao  that  suddenncsa  could  not  be 
legcd  againat  n  Motion  which  would, 
'en  if  sudden,  hare  lieen  equally  entitled 
weight.  He  hoped  the  Houae  would 
IBS  tlie  Resolution,  becnuae  b;  so  doing 
nj   would   strengthen   the   hanils   of  the 

eat  nped  to  be  strengthened.  This  was 
I  adinlrnble  opportunity  for  them  to  doni 
Ih  oharitiea,  He  attempted  to  deal  with 
aritics  three  or  four  years  ago.  but  the 
rty  now  in  Office,  wa»  then  in  Opposition, 
d  the  almoat  unan'mous  resistance  of 
at  pfliiy  was  offiTed  to  bis  propoeal. 
\»t  party  being  no>T  in  Office,  circum- 
inccs  were  fnyonrable  ;  and  be  trusted 
tt  hnn.  Member*  would  feel  that  tbia  was 
opportunity  to  procure  wbal,  if  tlic  Lilie- 
pnrtj  had  been  in  Office  it  would  have 
m  much  more  diHicitIt  loobtnin.  Rmo.t- 
•  well  whet  the  Tnasury  really  required 
oases  of  this  kind,  lie  entreated  the 
Ml.  SctaUr-Moth 
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House  te  paas  the  Reaolulion.  The  hen. 
Geutlcmnn  (Mr  Solsler-Booth)  hsd  said 
there  had  been  depuiatiuna  headed  by 
powerful  indlvidunis  nrging  furlhur  rvtnis' 
aions  on  b(;ba1f  of  cliarities.  That  was 
another  reason  why  tbey  should  pa*a  ilie 
Resolution.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  looked 
with  coniidernblo  horror  upon  theao  depu- 
lutians  headed  by  powerful  individual*. 
Tlisy  were  intended  tu  laddle  the  pubKe 
with  burdcna;  and  aimed  at  securing  bj 
personal  and  individual  influence  B  result 
wliieh  could  not  fairly  be  flrrired  nt  on 
tho  mdvils  of  the  ca>e.  If  that  Hnuae 
was  niindrni  of  ita  duty  as  steward  of 
(ho  public  purse,  the  Tery  fact  of  tlic 
extraordinary  supurhumnn  activity  which, 
na  bo  knew  to  bis  coat,  was  always  dis. 
played  by  tbeiia  deputations,  would  be 
a  powerful  reason  for  showing  when  the 
ie  up  thai  they  were  in  earnest. 
G-^ntlf-man  said  Ibnt  if  tboj 
parsed  the  Resolution  it  would  suhTcrt 
ngeiuents  made  by  aintule.  It  would 
have  DO  such  effect.  It  would  not  evan 
ippeatnnco,  perhaps,  of 
certain  Voles  from  the  Bsiimaies  of  the 
present  year,  but  it  would  make  it  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  go  seriously  to  work 
'  tbe  altitinnientof  a  deHnile  ohjcot,  and 
ilead  of  being  loft  to  be  lost  in  themaioi 
of  argument  vriih  these  powerful  deputa- 
tions, they  would  be  backed  by  the  aoiho- 
rity  of  the  Bouse,  which  would  hare  dit- 
tinclly  marked  out  the  aim  to  which  their 
elforls  should  bo  directed.  The  plan  of 
ilie  GoTernment  would,  no  doubt,  !«  intro- 
duced in  due  time,  nnd  ns  regarded  the 
voting  of  moneys  for  carrying  on  the  ope- 
rations of  these  Commissiona  during  the 
period  while  that  plan  was  being  brought 
in(fl  action,  to  the  voting  of  auoh  moneys 
the  most  fastidious  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  the  moit  rigid  economist,  could 
not  reasonably  object.  There  was  one  por- 
tion of  the  speech  of  tho  Iioo,  Gentleman 
which  he  heard  with  moro  jealousy  as  10 
ita  principle,  because  he  uuderstoud  bim 
to  argue  with  reference  lo  ihe  cbarget 
under  the  Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe 
Commission,  and  the  luclosurv  and  Drain. 
ige  Aols,  that  beoauso  the  operation  of 
ihuso  Acta  was  bcneficinl  to  the  country 
t\,  large,  therefore  the  charge  should  be 
borne  by  the  country.  He  demurred  to 
llint  pj'ineiple  ;  bcoanse  if  it  were  good 
innumerable  cases  in  nhich  ihe 
obargca  should  be  borne  by  the  country. 
Th(?ro  wore  here  two  classes.  There  was 
a  oomparatirely  narrow  olasa  or  portion  of 
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the  eommiiiiity,  which  had  »  large  and 
special  interest  ;  and    there  was   likewise 
the  commuDitj  at  large,  which  had  a  gene- 
ral interest  io  the  passing  of  good  laws. 
He  quite  admitted  that  when  Bills  of  this 
kind  were  introduced,  it  was  often  prudent 
and  politic  to  throw  the  charge  upon  the 
puhlic,  because  it  was  the  only  mode  in 
which   to  pass  the  measure ;  but  of  that 
policy  there  was  no  question  in  this  case, 
becaose  the   system  was  established,  and 
the  benefit  accrued  to  a  particular  class ; 
and  it  was  unfair  that,  simply  on  account 
of  the  general  advantage  which  in  all  cases 
resulted  to  the  public,  that  particular  class 
should  be  exempted.     With  respect  to  the 
question  of  charities,  it  was  always  diffi- 
cult to  argue  it ;  on  this  ground,  that  the 
ease  was  so  bad,  and  that  it  invariably  ap- 
peared  that    the    proposition   which   was 
made  was  totally  insufficient,  and  that  in 
order  to  meet  the  merits  of  the  case  they 
ought  to  go  a  great  deal  further.     That 
was  an  argument  of  which  he  had  felt  the 
force  when  it  was  used  against  himself ; 
but  at  the  same  time  they  should  not,  be- 
cause they  ought  to  go  a  vast  deal  further, 
refuse  to  make  any  step  at  all.     Let  them 
take  the  clear  and  definite  step  which  had 
been   proposed   by   the   hon.   Gentleman. 
With  regard   to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman,  there  was  only  one  sentence 
to  which   he  would   be   disposed  to  take 
eieeption,    and   his  exception   was   more 
verbal  than  substantial.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  "Let  us   not  deal   in   general 
words;  for  there  is  no  real  way  to  procure 
economy  except  by  particular  propositions.'' 
Ue   (Mr.    Gladstone)    granted   that   tliev 
were  most  fortunate  io  having  a  Gentleman 
thoroughly  qualified,  and  one  politically  at- 
tached to  the  Government  of  the  day,  who 
waa  disposed  to  make  a  definite  proposal 
of  eeonomy.     They  wonid  always  find  him 
ready  to  lend  his  support  to  any  proposi- 
tion of  that  kind.     He  could  not  subscribe 
to  the  general  doctrine   that  the    House 
should  not  use  words  of  a  larger  kind.     It 
waa  impossible  for  the  House    to   secure 
eeonomy  by  fighting  in  detail  ;    and  cir- 
cumstances sometimes  arose  in  which,  if 
the  House  intended  to  have  economy,  it 
must  have  it  by  general  declarations  fur 
the  guidance  of  the  Government.     Such 
Besolutions   had   been   passed   in    former 
times,  and  such  Resolutions  were  not  un- 
likely to  become  again  necessary,  perhaps, 
at  no  distant  date.     In  principle  they  were 
perfectly  defensible,  and  in  practice  they 
formed  the  only  mode  in  which  the  House 


could  act  upon  any  large  scale.  If,  as  he 
understood  the  hon.  Member,  the  words 
relating  to  the  Land  Registry  Office  were 
to  be  left  out,  he  should  certainly  give  the 
Motion  his  support. 

Mr.  barrow  said,  this  question  was 
not  now  mooted  for  the  first  time,  as  he 
had  a  few  years  ago  pressed  it  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  then  Government ;  but  becaose 
he  was  a  humble  Member  of  that  House 
he  had  not  been  successful.  He  saw  no 
reason  why  the  parties  who  had  inclosed 
lands  under  the  Inclosure  Commissioners 
Acts  should  not  be  called  upon  to  pay  the 
expense.  These  exchanges  of  land  were 
not  generally  for  the  public  benefit.  It  did 
not  matter  to  the  public  whether  two  fields 
were  close  together  or  not ;  but  it  was  a 
great  benefit  to  individuals,  and  those  in- 
dividuals ought  to  pay  for  what  was  done. 
The  greater  portion  of  the  land  had  been 
inclosed,  and  he  did  not  think  the  public 
should  have  to  pay  for  the  benefit  of  in- 
dividuals. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  in  the  spirit  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  (Mr.  Goldney's)  Resolution  he 
willingly  concurred  ;  but  the  terms  were 
too  broad  and  comprehensive,  and  he  felt 
some  difficulty  in  assenting  to  the  Motion 
exactly  as  it  stood  upon  the  Paper.  In 
this  Resolution  they  found  drawn  into  one 
category  "  the  expenses  of  the  Copyhold, 
Inclosure,  and  Tithe  Commission,  Inclosure 
and  Drainage  Acts,  Charity  Commission, 
and  Land  Registry  Office. '  These  could 
hardly  be  considered  as  all  coming  under 
the  same  principle.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  recommended  that  the  Land 
Registry  Office  should  be  omitted  from  the 
Resolution.  If  the  Land  Registry  Office 
were  to  be  continued  exactly  in  tho  same 
condition  as  at  present — that  was,  that  no 
other  business  should  be  introduced  into 
the  office  than  had  been  the  case  of  late 
years — then  he  doubted  whether  it  would 
he  proper  to  exclude  those  words  from  the 
Resolution  ;  but  he  understood  it  was  in 
contemplation  either  to  annex  some  other 
duties  to  the  head  of  that  office,  or  to 
amal|;amate  it  with  the  Middlesex  Regis- 
try Office.  Under  these  circumstances  it 
might  be  expedient  to  exclude  the  Land 
Registry  Office  from  the  Resolution.  With 
respect  to  the  Charity  Commission,  for  his 
own  part,  he  perfectly  concurred  in  the 
view  that  the  expense  of  the  a«lminiMration 
of  charities  should  be  borne  by  tlie  income 
of  charities,  and  he  did  not  himself  dissent 
from  the  view  put  forward  b^  iVw^  Tv^go^ 
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t.  Qciillemaii    tto    Member  for  Soutli 
^nnhti'B  ns  to  tlie  prnpticly  of  making 


Cau  ef  A.  J.  PuJ^. 


^Wiea  ptj  iiiennie  Ux.  At  tlie  »Hii)e 
f*.  piitiliu  opinion  hail  lipeii  exceed  I  nulj 
Bng  ngu'iisl  llic  prn|io»nii.Ti  of  tlie  rigln 
h.  G<'iii1e»<aTi,  nud  tlnTcrnro  it  w«»  n 
Mil""  wlietlivr  it  wni  eipp^iejit  to  pre** 
i^mnrn  limited  prApoBal  no*  imiler  ili»- 
in«n  for  trii|)OBiiig  upnit  olimitieH  ihe 
It  of  their  oirii  ailiiiiniwraii'in.  Tlie 
Wlple  that  the  exjipinea  slioiilJ  not  he 
fne  li^  llie  piitjiio  was  sound,  ittiil  tlll^ 
hf  qii'stion  wi»»  how  tlie  clmrgB  uf  ilie 
inmialrntioii  nhnuld  be  Imnie.  Willi 
Hird  in  the  otlier  honil*  >if  the  Itofiu- 
fiui.  ilitre  oiiiiy  lie  iin  doubt  tlinl  a  ureat 
H  nF  tlie  diiliut  nasiK"''''  to  the>e  CumniiB. 
mrg  were  fur  the  henefii  of  imliviiluul-. 
\,  tliB  Bmiia  lime,  lie  believed  ihat  but 
I  Die  C«|.vh..ld  Comriii..i.m,  the  copjIirM 
^re.  wliioli  was  better  tuited  to  a  pnti 
b  lliAii  tu  the  preeeiil,  would  not  bnre 
^n  brok«ii  up,  Rud  it  va*  ihui  a  queMion 
lethor  lheeniireex[>fnBe  »bould  be  borne 
|1n.ii*id<.AU  or  the  pnhlio.  The  Moiion 
;lii.  hon.  Flit-lid  »n«  coudied  in  vt^rv 
pcrnl  terms,  iind  wliilo  nsBeuring  to  tlin 
taoiple  nf  it  he  took  BUeeptiun  to  lho*e 
^1*.  The  whole  mntler  required  earel'ul 
^•lon  and  conciileratlun  ;  but  he  nan 
tfootly  ready,  on  the  pnit  pf  lb?  Govern- 
intf-to  BMsiil  to  Ihe  Motion  if  the  word 
imirelj"  were  added  before  tha  word 
Will'."  If  Iho  lion.  Member  would 
ree  to  this,  iho   House  need   not  be  put 


the  ti 


eoFn  divi 


1,  GOSCIIEN  said,  he  hoped  the  ang- 
Htion  for  the  insertion  of  the  word  "  en- 
elj "  would  not  be  agreed  to,  as  Ihni 
lerlinn  would  invite  the  iuferenco  thni 
B  charge  sbonld  be  burnc  pnrtly  by  (he 
blio.  and  thus  the  value  of  the  Motion 
mid  be  dettv'ived. 

Mb.  GOLDN'EY  eaid,  lie  »aa entirely  in 
g  bauds  oF  the  Uoubo.  He  ivns  rcndy  to 
'iki<  out  the  wonU  na  In  the  Lnnd  Regi«- 
r  Office,  hut  if  the  House  thought  that 
a  princ'i|do  of  the  Motion  should  bo 
irmcd  he  should  preea  it  to  a  division. 

Question  put,  "  That  ihe  words  proposed 

be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  Houie  dividtd  :— Ayea  104  ;  Noca 

*5  !  Majority  1. 

Que«tion    put,  "That  thoRO    words   be 

ire  added." 

The  tloune  divided ,— Ajea  106  ;  Noes 

5:   Majority  1. 

Wordi  added. 


Question,  as  amended,  pat,  and 

agreed  to. 

Retalvfd,  Thitt,  in   Ihe  opinlnn  of  ttiia  Koaw, 
••  nippntni  at  the  Cnpjliald  inctiMurc,  unit  Tithe 

CoinnilHiilan,  Incloaure  imil  Draiungo   Ai't*,   and 

ChhHtr  CemmiuioDiOugLit  not  to  ba  borne  by 

I  he  pulilia. 

Uesoh*i.  That  this  House  will  immo- 
dintely  reaoire  itself  into  the  ConiDiitlee  of 
Supply. 

Motion  made,  and  Queatinn  prnpoaed. 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leav«  the 
Chair." 

GENERAI,  POST  OFFICE— CASE  OP 

A.   J.   DUFFY. 

MOTIOK   FDR  A   SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

StR  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  be  row 
(o  call  alte.Kimi  to  the  cireun.slanees  con- 
noeipd  cith  the  removal  of  Anthony  J. 
DnlFv  from  bin  nppiiSnlnient  of  p>-rninnent 
clerk  in  tbo  Ciioulallon  Departnirnt  of  the 
(Jeneral  Post  Office;  and  to  move  for  « 
Cnmmitlee  of  Inquiry.  The  h.in  Baronet 
anid  I  hat  the  father  nf  the  gentleman  wbuaa 
nnme  appeared  on  tbn  Notice  wa*  iiidu''ed 
tngive  bin  son  aneh  an  education  n«  would 
fit  him  for  the  Ci»il  Scrrioo.  In  the  year 
1S65  Mr.  Duffy  baling  rereived,  ibrovgh 
the  intervention  of  a  noble  Lord,  a  nominn- 
lirm  to  a  clerkahip  in  the  Pout  Office,  "ni 
appointed  to  the  Saving*  Bank  branch  of 
Ibat  Dcpoitu.eot.  Ilnving  nerved  aome 
three  nionlhs  in  the  Savings  Bnnk  bnincb, 
ho  received  a  nomin.ition  to  compete  "ilh 
eleven  other  gentlemen,  and  in  ibat  eoni- 
peiition  be  obtained  the  aecond  place. 
After    the  '  '  ... 


ercd   upon    I 


F.ireigi, 


branch  of  the  Gciier.il  Post  Office. 
Rn'h  ill  (he  Sniiuca  Kauk  and  Foreign 
Office  brauohcH  Mr.  Duffy's  conduct  waa 
such  ns  lo  merit  tiie  encomiums  of  all  his 
Hupcriora  in  ibe  braiicbea — so  much  so  that 
ihej  felt  it  but  right  that  he  should  be  np- 
poinleil  a  probalionary  clerk  in  the  Register 
hrnnch  of  the  General  Post  Office.  He  «ta 
then  nppoinicd  a  permanent  clerk  in  that 
brnnch.  The  genileaian  who  bad  tbo  con- 
trol of  this  Department  (Mr.  Boucher) 
Heemed  lo  have  entertained  an  unnccouni' 
able  pnjudice  against  Mr.  Duffy,  and  oben 
it  beciiniB  necensarj  to  revise  the  Depart- 
ment Mr.  Duffy's  name  was  omitted  from 
those  who  were  to  be  employed  in  it.  On 
inquiry  as  to  the  reason  of  this,  be  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Biion)  received  tha  r«ply  that 
Mr.  Duffy  wai  not  auiled  t«  thia  parlicalaf 
office.    He  then  wrote  to  Ur.  SoudainoM 
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in  probably  rather  strong  terms;  but  Mr. 
Duffy  knew  nothing  of  the  letter,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  this  yonng  man  should  be 
punished  for  any  mistake  be  had  mnde  in 
the  exercise  of  his  duty  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament.  Contemporaneously  with  the 
receipt  of  the  letter  of  Mr.  Scudamore  this 
joung  man  was  removed  from  the  Post 
OflSce.  After  having  served  for  three  years 
and  passed  an  examinntion  for  which  he 
had  received  a  special  education,  he  was 
turned  adrift  on  the  wide  world  at  the  bid- 
ding of  a  subordinate.  He  (Sir  Patrick 
0*Brieu)  addressed  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Postmaster  General)  and  received  an  an- 
swer to  the  effect  that  Mr.  Duffy  was 
relieved  from  his  appointment  both  for  the 
interest  of  the  department  and  for  his  own. 
The  young  man  had  been  dismissed  by  the 
noble  Duke  without  any  opportunity  having 
been  afforded  to  him  of  bringing  forward 
evidence  in  his  own  behalf,  or  of  hearing 
the  esse  against  him.  He  regretted  that 
the  Postmaster  General  had  not  a  seat  in 
that  House,  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
would  reply  to  the  question  was  not  an 
oflScer  representing  the  Department,  but 
aim  ply  the  organ  of  those  officers  whose 
fairness  was  impugned.  Mr.  Duffy,  who 
was  a  clever,  well-educated  young  man, 
with  no  stain  upon  his  character,  had  not 
been  allowed  to  defend  himself  in  the 
matter.  The  whole  proceeding  had  been 
most  nnfair,  and  would  deter  parents  from 
bringing  up  their  sons  for  the  Cif  il  Service. 

AmiBndment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <<  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  QaestioD,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  a 
Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  eiroumttances  eonnected  with  the  removal  of 
Anttony  J.  Daffy  from  his  appointment  of  per- 
manent clerk  in  the  Circulntion  department  of 
the  General  Post  Offioe,"--(5ir  Pairick  O'Brien,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  p.  WYKEHAM  MARTIN  had 
known  Mr.    Boucher    in   his   capacity   of 

gublio  servant  and  also  in  private  life,  and 
e  felt  sure  that  on  consideration  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  make  such  an  attack 
on  his  character.  [Sir  Patrick  O'Bribn  : 
I  did  not  attack  his  character.]  The  hon. 
Baronet  stated  that,  from  prejudice  and 
other  causes,  Mr.  Scudamore  swayed  the 
mind  of  the  Duke  of  Montrose  to  dismiss 
this  young  man.  Mr.  Boucher  might  make 
ft  mistake,  bat  he  would  not  act  from  such 
ft  motire. 


Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTHsaid,  the  Duke 
of  Montrose  had  made  inquiries  into  the 
case,  and  had  sstisfied  himself  that  it  was 
his  duty  to  dismiss  Mr.  Duffy  from  his 
situation.  The  offences  charged  against 
Mr.  Duffy  arose  from  irregularity  and  a 
want  of  punctuality.  He  did  not  think 
the  character  of  Mr.  Boucher  was  before 
this  House,  and  therefore  he  would  not  enter 
on  that  subject.  Mr.  Duffy  was  nine  times 
cautioned  for  those  offences  in  ]  866,  and 
eleven  times  between  February  and  July 
in  1867.  There  was  nothing  against  the 
moral  character  or  the  ability  of  Mr.  Duffy; 
but  repeated  errors  and  mistakes  arising 
from  irregular  habits  and  unpunctuality 
were  very  serious  matters  in  an  establish- 
ment like  the  Post  Office.  Mr.  Duffy  had 
sent  letters  by  the  wrong  mails,  and  had 
made  mistakes  with  respect  to  Post  Office 
orders  and  registered  letters.  It  was  found 
at  last  impossible  to  submit  to  these  things, 
and  Mr.  Duffy  had  to  be  dismissed. 

Colonel  FRENCH  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  King's  County 
(Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  had  made  out  a 
good  case  for  the  appointment  of  the  pro- 
posed Committee  of  Inquiry.  He  (Colonel 
French)  thought  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment ought  to  have  given  his  hon.  Friend 
the  explanation  which  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  had  just  given  to  the  House. 

Mr.  CHILDBRS  said,  he  hoped  that 
after  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
County  would  withdraw  his  Motion.  There 
was  no  occasion  on  which  the  Government 
more  required  to  be  supported  than  in  deal- 
ing with  such  cases  as  the  present.  It  was 
easy  enough  to  get  rid  of  officers  who  had 
been  guilty  of  some  actual  offence;  but 
very  difficult  to  clear  the  Civil  Service  of 
persons  who  arc,  like  this  gentleman,  com- 
plained of  twenty  times  in  two  years,  and 
really  not  worth  their  salaries. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toUkdraum. 

INDIA— MADRAS  IRRIGATION  COMPANY. 

OBSERYATIOIVS. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  he  rose  to  cnll 
attention  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  sum  of  £600,000  was  agreed  to  be 
advanced  on  loan,  in  May,  1866,  to 
the  Madras  Irrigation  Company,  by  the 
then  Secretarj^  of  State  for  India  (Earl 
Do  Grey),  and  to  mnke  an  explanatory 
statement.  He  would  have  been  in  his 
place  on  the  evening  when  the  bA\i«  \&%^- 
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\r  for   Dambartonshire  (Mr.    Smollett) 

^ought  forwflrd  this  subject  had  not  tbe 

irma  of  the  Notice  which  the  hon.  Member 

kd  put  on  tho  Paper  been  nuch  as  to  con- 

)jr  to  his  mind   the  impression  that  the 

m.  Gentleman  excepted  from  that  Motion 

le  period  during  which  Earl  De  Grey  filled 

he  office  of  Secretary  of  State  for  India. 

le  found   that  there  existed  in  the  minds 

some  persons  an  idea  that,   under  the 

'iginal  afrreeinent  made   with  the  Com- 

my  by  Lord  Stanley  in  1858,  the  Com- 

lany  were,  in  the  first  instance,  to  take  a 

jrofit  of  25  per  cent,  and  that  not  until 

lat  profit  had  been  earned  were  the  6o- 

»rninent  to  share  in  tho  returns.     That 

las  an  entire  misennoeption.     The  profits 

jere  to  be  divided    equally  between  the 

jompany  and   the  Government,  after  the 

tyment  of  the  guaranteed  interest  of  5 

iv  cent.     Next,  as  to  what  had  been  suid 

»out  Lord  Halifax  having  allowed  interest 

be  paid  from  the  moment  the  capital  was 

kid   into  the  Indian  Treasury,  he  must 

»serTe  that,  under  tbe  agreement  made 

Lord  Stanley  with  the  Company,  the 

lyment  of  interest  was  to  commence  from 

lat  moment.     Coming  to  the  charge  that 

hen  the  £600,000  was  agreed  to  be  ad- 

inced  in  1866  the  Company  had  collapsed, 

id  the  Secretary  of  State  bolstered  them 

with  that  loan,  he  had  to  say  that  un- 

»ubtedly  no  profits  had  been  made  by  the 

|ompany  up  to  that  time,  and  for  this  rca- 

m — that  tlieir  works  were  not  completed. 

lut  the  only  way  in  which  the  Company 

id  collapsed  was,  that  tbe  rou^h  estimate 

ir   the  works  had   been   exceeded  ;    tlmt 

10    £1,000,000  —  the    amount  at  which 

ley  hiid  been  estimated — had  been  spent; 

id  that  money  was  required  to  finish  the 

[idcrtaking.       lie   denied    that    Earl    Dc 

rey  iiad   yielded   to  the  demands   of  the 

|ompany.     On   the  contrary,   ho  made  a 

luntcr-proposition,  based  on  a   true  con- 

'ption  of  the  interests  of  the  Government 

|)(1    the   people  of   India.      It    was    well 

town  that  Lord  Halifax  had  always  been 

hposed   to  the   undertak  ng  of    works  of 

[rigation   by  private  companies,   and  the 

ime   view   of  tho   subject  was  taken   by 

jurl   De   Grey.      The  Company  came  to 

lord  Halifax  in  1863,  and   requested  as- 

Ibtance    or    facilities    for  raising    further 

ipital.      By    the  terms    of    tho   contract 

lade  in  1863,  the  Company  were  to  bo  at 

oerty  to  raise  more  capital,  though   with- 

ht  guarantee  ;    but,  under  such  circum- 

janccs,  tiiey    failed    in   their  attempt   to 

lisc   additional    capital,  whereupon  they 

Mr.  Stansfeld 


applied  again  to  Lord  Halifax  in  October, 
1865,  and  asked  that  the  obligation  they 
were  under  to  re-pay  out  of  the  profits  tbe 
advances  of  guaranteed  interest  to  the 
Indian  Government  should  bo  postponed  to 
the  right  of  the  guaranteed  and  unguaran* 
teed  shareholders  to  earn  12  instead  of  5 
per  cent.  This  proposal  was  loft  by  Lord 
Halifax  to  be  considered  by  Lord  De  Grey, 
who  declined  to  accede  to  it.  But  it  was 
obviously  tho  policy  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  secure  the  completion  of  the  works 
by  this  Company  for  a  limited  sum  and 
within  a  reasonable  period,  or  else  to  ac- 
quire the  right  of  paying  off  the  Com- 
pany, and  taking  the  works  into  the 
iiands  of  the  Government  of  Indift.  That 
policy  was  carried  out  in  the  proposal 
which  was  made  to  the  Company  and  ac- 
cepted by  them,  and  by  which  the  Qovem- 
ment  acquired  the  rights  Aud  AdvftntAges 
they  at  present  possessed.  By  the  con- 
tract under  the  seal  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  he  undertook  to  advance  to  tbe 
Company  sums  of  not  less  than  £5,000  on 
demand  on  their  debenture  notes  payable 
fivo  years  after  date — on  the  whole,  to  an 
extent  not  exceeding  £600,000;  these 
amounts  to  be  applied  to  the  completion  of 
of  the  irrigation  canal  between  two  speoi- 
fied  points — on  the  understanding  that,  in 
case  of  tho  non-completion  of  that  section 
of  the  works  in  five  years,  and  for  the  sum 
to  bo  advanced,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  should  have  the  right  to  enter  upon 
these  works  and  oust  tho  Company,  paying 
tiiem  in  Indian  stock  at  market  price  for  the 
capital  invested  in  the  works  in  question  ; 
but,  if  the  Company  succeed  in  completing 
the  works  in  the  time  specified,  the  whole 
profits  accruing  to  it,  from  whatever  source, 
would  be  liable,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
payment  of  the  interest  due  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  on  the  debenture  debt;  and, 
secondly,  falling  back  on  the  contract  of 
1863,  the  irrigation  profits  would  be  liable 
for  the  guaranteed  interest  of  5  per  cent, 
and  next  to  pay  the  Secretary  of  Stato  the 
long  standing  and  very  considerable  arrears 
of  guaranteed  interest  which  he  had  been 
compelled  to  advance  ;  and  then,  and  not 
till  then,  would  the  Company  be  entitled 
to  earn  more  than  b  per  cent.  He  believed 
ho  had  demonstrated  that  the  proposal 
which  had  been  made  by  Earl  Do  Grey 
WHS  a  wise  and  prudent  arrangement  for  the 
Government  and  the  people  of  India.  The 
word  '*  swindle  *'  had  been  applied  to  the 
Madras  Irrigation  Company,  and  it  had 
been  said  that  the  India  Office  was  sur- 
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rounded  with  jobbers.  He  protested  against 
the  application  of  snob  reckless  and  un- 
founded expressions  to  honourable  men 
engaged  in  a  work  of  great  public  utility. 
The  directors  were  bound  to  luok  to  the 
interests  of  the  shareholders ;  but  thej  had 
met  the  Secretary  of  State  frankly,  and 
should  not  be  grudged  the  assistance  ne- 
cessary to  enable  them  to  complete  the 
work.  •  In  conclusion,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
deprecated  the  harsh  remarks  applied  on 
Monday  evening  to  the  directors  of  the 
Madras  Irrigation  Company. 

Mr.  SMOLLETT  said,  that  the  Reso- 
lution which  he  had  mo?ed  on  Monday  last 
was  not  precisely  the  same  in  terms  ns  the 
one  which  he  had  placed  upon  the  Notice 
Poper  some  time  previously,  inasmuch  as 
it  implied  the  adoption  of  a  certain  course 
of  policy  by  Lord  Hnlifaz  instead  of  by 
Barl  De  Grey,  and  that  was  perhaps  the 
reason  why  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  had  not  on  that  occasion 
oome  down  to  the  House  to  answer  him. 
The  House  had,  however,  now  heard  the 
explanation  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  so 
far  as  it  went  it  was  satisfactory.  He 
(Mr.  Smollett)  would  take  a  future  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  that  the  proposals  Brst 
made  to  the  Irrigation  Company  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn 
(the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs) 
should  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House. 
His  (Mr.  Smollett's)  statement  was  that  in 
1859  a  deputation  of  adventurers  proposed 
to  the.Secretary  of  State  for  India  to  relieve 
the  Government  of  India  from  making 
large  irrigation  works  out  of  the  Govern- 
ment Treasury,  and  solicited  permission  to 
make  the  works  by  means  of  a  company 
which  should  simply  reap  the  pro6t8  of 
the  nndertaking.  Nine  years  elapsed,  and 
it  appeared  that  not  a  shilling  had  been 
advanced  hon/ifide  by  the  Company,  but 
that  these  irrigation  works  had  been  paid 
for  out  of  the  public  treasury,  and  not  a 
sixpence  of  interest  on  the  Government 
advances  had  been  received. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  that  the  money 
had  been  advanced  by  the  Company. 

Mr.  SMOLLETT :  Yes ;  advanced  by 
the  Company  on  a  guarantee  that  the  Go- 
Temment  would  pay  5  per  cent  interest 
This  was,  in  reality,  a  Government  luan. 
He  contended  that  at  the  end  of  1871  the 
Government  will  have  made  themselves 
anawerable  for  £2,000,000  sterling  and 
upwards,  while  these  private  adventurers 
would  not  have  made  themselves  answerable 
for  a  single  shilling.  No  profits  had  up  to  this 


time  been  derived  from  these  works,  and 
no  one  who  knew  anything  of  India  would 
be  deluded  by  the  statement  that  if  we 
would  wait  a  while,  profits  would  come. 
Irrigation  works  yielded  profit  immediately 
on  their  completion,  if  they  were  well-con- 
structed and  wellconducted.  But  these 
works  never  would  yield  any  profit,  be- 
cause they  were  ill-devised,  ill-engineered, 
and  conducted  by  men  who  could  not 
realise  profits. 

Mb.  KINNAIKD  said,  he  had  never 
heard  a  speech— to  use  the  mildest  term- 
so  full  of  inaccuracies  as  that  made  the 
other  night  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken.  They  could  uot  be  sustained 
before  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  speaker  intimated  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  out  of  order  in  referring  to 
a  speech  in  a  previous  debate. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  would  add 
nothing  to  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld),  except  with  regard  to 
what  the  Company  asked  for  from  Earl 
De  Grey  and  Lord  Halifax.  Alfthat  they 
had  asked  of  the  Government  was  a  slight 
relaxstion  of  the  contract,  in  order  that 
they  might  raise  unguaranteed  capital  to 
enable  them  to  complete  works  that  had 
proved  to  be  of  enormous  difficulty.  The 
Government  had  guaranteed  £100,000,000 
for  the  construction  of  railways  in  India, 
and  could  it  grudge  to  guarantee  £600,000 
for  the  construction  of  works  which  would 
save  the  lives  of  millions  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  ?  The  works  were  now  progress- 
ing rapidly,  and  the  result  would  be  most 
beneficial  to  India. 

■ 

Motion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  wiihdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  Quarter  before 
Oae  o'clock,  till  Mondaj  next. 
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iWABLISHED  CUURCH  <lnELASD)—    [ 
TliE   RESOLUTIONS.  , 

The  Eabl  of  DEKBY:  My  Lords,  I 
K  to  give  notice  that  to  morrow,  I  slinll 
it  0  Question  to  the  oobts  Eurl  oppasite 
M  Kuaafiil),  with  regard  to  the  Reso- 
tiiiOB  on  tlie  subjeot  of  the  diacstnblish-  | 
nvt  of  the  Churiih  in  Ireland,  of  which 
ttice  has  beeu  given  in  the  other  House 

Purliamont.     I  need  scarcely  say  that. 

asking  that  Question,  I  do  not  intend 
jself  to  enter  in  any  degree,  or  t«  Invite 
(y  of  your  LordshiiiB  to  enter,  into  any 
feeuHion  of  the  merits  of  ihoso  Resolu- 
sm.  My  QueBtion  wi!l  only  be  as  to  the 
*irBe  of  proceeding  which  is  intended  to 
I  taken  by  th"se  who  are  the  chief  pro- 
Otors  of  the  Benolutions.  At  the  same 
n«.  I  aball  ask  the  nuble  Earl  for  some  ex- 
«nntii>n  of  a  passuge  in  u  apeeuh  which  he 
^rered  a  short  time  ago  at  a  public 
Mting  with  regnrd  to  a  transaction  which 
niirrcd  iDouy  years  ago,  with  respect  to 
bivh,  I  think,  he  is  under  a  misnpprQ- 
Bwion,  and  that  on  a  point  whiuh  is  of 
IDsiderable  and  constitutional  iinportunce. 

do  not  propose  to  ask  your  Lordships  to 
ipi'ess  an  opinion  upon  either  of  these 
ibjccts.  I  merely  wish  to  put  to  the 
able  Earl  these  Queationt,  of  which  I 
are  already  given  him  private  notice. 


PRIVATE  BILLS. 

On   the  Wiition    of  the   Chaibman   > 
OMJIITIEES  ordered — 

Thnt  no  Privat*  Dill  broiiglil  from  the  Hnusc 
rCommnni  tliiiU  bo  read   a  Seoond  Timu    '' 
'liday  tbo  12IA  Daii  6/ June  noxi ; 

Tbnt  DO  Qill  flonflrming  niif  I'raviiionnl  Order 
r  [lie  Board  of  Hiulih,  or  nuthDriciiig  an;  li 
arc  or  Landi  under  Specinl  Report  ot  tlie  Incio' 
iro  Commiiiion«r»  for  England  nnd  Wnlr«,  ot 
ir  conflruiing  nn;  Sclieme  at  the  Charity  Com- 
lioioiicrs  fur  England  nnd  Wales,  ih.ill  be  rend 

Second  Time  alter    r««»duy  liie    Ifli/i  Day  of 

Thnt  no  Dili  conDrniinE  anjr  Proiisionxl  Order 
ladfl  bj  the  Bonrd  of  Trade  under  tha  General 
■ier   and    Hnrbour    Act,  ISUI,  ilinll   he  read 
eoonj  Time  after  Tvtiday  the  lUI/i  Dn'j  of  Jvi 

Tliat  when  a  Gill  ihnll  bavc  paiaed  this  Uau>e 
ritb  AmendmeiiU,  these  Oriler*  ihul)  not  sppl; 
0  anj  iico  Bill  km  up  from  the  Uuuse  ol  C( 
iona  whiob  Ibo  Chairmnn   of  Gflmmitlees  >1 
Sfiort  lo  (lie  House  is  lubaUnti,)!!;  the  aami: 
he  Bill  ao  auiendeil. 


HIS  ROTAL  niGnSESS  THE  DUKE  OF 

EDINBURGH, 

itDDBSSS     TO    SKB    K\3i»n, 

The  EiUL  op  MALMESBURT:    My 

Lords,  before  wb  proceed  to  the  public 
business  of  the  evening.  I  think  it  my 
duty  lo  call  your  Lordships*  Htlentton  to  a 
Hubjeat  whiih  must  have  been  painlully 
'nt  to  all  your  minds  during  the  last 
ar  three  days — 1  mean  the  alrocions 
attempt  on  the  life  of  his  Rival  DighncH 
the  Dake  of  Edinburgh.  I  am  sure  your 
Lordships  heard  of  that  attempt  tvith  in- 
dignation and  sorrow,  and  1  think  you 
will  be  anxious,  in  a  public  form,  to  show 
tier  Majesty  how  you  sympathiie  with 
her  nniiety,  nnd  the  "horror  which  that 
attempt  ban  nniversallyaruused.  My  Lords, 
the  crime,  which  a  mereiful  Providence  has 
prevented  frum  attiiining  the  eon  summation 
which  was  intended,  is  one  of  no  common 
description,  becau«o  its  inherent  atrocity 
Aggravated  by  the  fact  that,  had  it  beea 
nsuininated,  it  would  have  been  perfectly 
fruitier  to  the  assassin  in  its  results.  Ko 
polilicul  consequences  could  haro  en. 
sued  from  it.  It  could  have  chaoged  no 
dynasty.  It  could  havo  removed  no  ob- 
ausiona  Minister.  It  could  have  altered 
unpopular  law  ;  and  the  innocent 
victim  who  was  condeiuned  to  death  by 
this  criminal  had,  so  far  as  we  know,  given 
iiD  cHiiso  of  offince  to  the  man  who  fought 
his  life.  It  is,  therffeie,  toy  inleution  to 
move  that  we  address  Her  Yiijesty.  ex- 
pressing our  sympathy  with  Her  Majesty 
on  this  painful  occasion,  and  the  horror  we 
fetl  (it  the  crime  which  has  been  com- 
milted.  Your  Lordships,  1  am  sure,  will 
hear  with  gratilicatioo,  though  without 
surprise,  that  Her  Majesty  received  the 
shock  of  the  intelligence  with  the  courage 
and  calmness  char:icteristio  of  herself  and 
of  her  raco.    Jly  Lords,  1  move — 

"Tbat  aa  bumble  Addreas  he  preaonted  to  H«i 
Mnjealj,  to  conrcj  to  Her  Miijeitj  Ihe  Eiprea- 
■ion  of  the  Sorrow  nnd  Indignntioa  with  which 
this  Haute  bns  learned  the  airacious  Attempt  Co 
>ia>.-iuinBte  Hi*  Royal  llighneas  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh  while  on  a  Vialc  va  Her  MAJest; '■  lorst 
Auslnili.in  Colonies,  nnd  oF  ibcir  hennrelt  Cdd- 
j^ralulntiona  to  ilor  Mnjestj  en  his  ProwrTalion 
from  morWl  Injury :  and  lo  Msure  Her  Mojest} 
of  the  Sjmpnthj  of  Ihii  Uause  la  her  Majeslj'a 

speedy  Recovery  of  His  RuvkI  Highneu," 

EiRL  RUSSELL:  If  the  noblo  Earl 
will  permit  mo,  I  should  wish  to  second 
the  Motion  he  has  just  tna/!e — to  congra- 
toUtte  Hut  Uitjesty  on  the  failure  of  this 
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most  dreadfal  attempt  The  noble  Earl 
has  very  justly  said  that  no  purpose  could 
have  been  answered  by  it;  but  this  wretched 
conspiracy  of  Fenians,  having  no  power 
to  effect  anything  against  the  authority 
of  the  Crown  or  Government,  appears  to 
have  taken  a  general  licence  to  commit  the 
crime  of  murder  in  any  part  of  the  world. 
I,  therefore,  entirely  agree  with  the  Ad- 
dress to  Her  Majesty  which  the  noble  Earl 
has  moved. 

Resolved  and  Ordered,  Nemine  DissentierUe, 
That  an  hamble  Adilreas  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jtety,  to  convey  to  Her  Mnjesty  the  Expression  of 
the  Sorrow  and  Indignation  with  which  this 
House  has  learned  the  atrocioas  Attempt  to  as- 
sassinate His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh  while  on  a  Visit  to  Her  Majest>'s  loyal 
Australian  Colonies,  and  of  tlieir  heartfelt  Con- 
gratulations to  iler  Majesty  on  his  Preservation 
from  mortal  Injury  ;  and  to  assure  Hor  Majesty 
of  the  Sympathy  of  this  House  in  Iler  Majesty's 
present  Anxiety,  and  of  their  earnest  Elope  for 
the  speedy  Recovery  of  His  Royal  Highness. 

The  said  Address  to  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 


EDUCATION  BILL— (No.  53.) 

( The  Lord  President.) 

SECOND     READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Kead- 
iDg  read. 

Thi  Duie  op  MARLBOROUGH,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time  said,  that,  in  laying  it  on  the 
table,  he  had  stated  his  views  so  fully  he 
did  not  now  think  it  necessnry  to  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  any  additional  obser- 
Tations. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 
-^{1%$  Lord  President) 

The  Eakl  of  AIRLIB,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  the  second  time  that  day 
three  months,  said,  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Duke  that  he  had  been  most  nn- 
irilling  to  take  any  step  which  might  ap- 
pear wanting  in  courU'sy  to  him  by  the 
short  Notice  he  had  given  of  his  present 
Motion.  He  gave  his  Notice  immediati«ly 
on  his  return  to  town — he  could  not  give 
it  before  Easter  because  he  did  not  know 
irhat  eflfect  the  division  on  the  Irish 
Church  Resolutions  would  have  on  the 
Government.  He  had  examined  the  Bill 
with  great  care,  and  he  found  in  it  only 
two  provisions  which  could  not  be  effected 
by  Minutes  of  the  Privy  Council.  FirRt, 
it  proposed  the  appointment  of  a  Minister 


of  Education  who  was  to  be  a  Secretary  of 
State;  and,  secondly,  it  made  provision 
for  taking  what  was  called  an  "educa- 
tional Census."  Now,  such  a  Census  would 
no  doubt  be  a  very  gotHl  thing;  but  he  did 
not  think  the  machinery  provided  for 
taking  it  was  the  best  that  could  be  de- 
vised. Those  points,  however,  did  not  go 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  could  be, 
perhaps,  better  discussed  in  Committee 
than  on  the  present  occasion.  He  was 
very  glad  the  Government  had  put  a  Con- 
science Clause  in  the  Bill,  although  he 
wished  they  had  gone  a  little  further  in 
that  direction.  He  hoped  before  the 
Session  was  over  there  would  be  an  ex- 
tended Conscience  Clause  applied  impera- 
tively to  every  school  receiving  public 
money,  and  that  to  this  end  they  would 
have  the  valuable  assistance  of  the  rif^ht 
rev.  Bench.  He  said  this  because  his  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Granville)  had  stated  thnt  he 
had  been  informed  by  a  very  rev.  Prelate 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  were  in  favour  of  a 
Conscience  Clause,  and  that  it  was  only  a 
small  but  active  minority  who  were  op- 
posed to  it.  A  very  eminent  Member  of 
the  Government  (Sir  John  Pakington)  was 
in  favour  of  a  Conscience  Clause  much 
more  extensive  than  that  contained  in  this 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  pro- 
pared  a  draft  Report  in  which  it  was 
proposed  that  no  building  grant  should  be 
made  to  any  school  in  regard  to  which 
there  was  not  a  Conscience  Clause ;  and 
further  that  if,  on  investigation,  it  should 
be  found  that  the  children  of  Dissenters 
attending  a  National  School  had  been  com- 
pelled either  to  submit  to  religious  teaching 
to  which  the  parents  object,  or  to  attend 
the  Church  or  the  Church  School,  the  Mi- 
nister should  bo  empowered  in  his  dis- 
cretion to  suspend  the  annual  grant  to  such 
school.  As  to  the  Bill  itself  it  might 
truly  be  said  that,  with  some  minor  aUera- 
tions  and  additions,  it  was  intended  merely 
to  embody  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  what 
was  known  as  the  Revised  Code.  This  ap* 
peared  to  him  to  be  not  only  unnecessary 
but  mischievous  ;  and  it  was  the  more  re- 
markable inasmuch  as  it  had  been  stated 
by  the  author  of  that  Code  that  it  never 
would  have  passed  if  it  had  been  necessnry 
that  its  provisions  should  he  embodied  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  By  one  provision 
of  the  Bill,  schools  with  uncertificated 
teachers  might  receive  a  grant  Now  that 
could  be  done  a  present  by  a  Minute  of  the 
Privy  Council,  and  more  expediently  done 


SAmtiim  Bill--  |LOI 

I  that  wny  than  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
>oaiiec,  if  the  arrangement  did  not  aoawei', 
could  tben  be  eunilj  altered.  He  also 
tongbt  it  bett«r  to  leave  tbo  increase  or 
iminution  of  the  building  grant  in  like 
anncr  to  the  discretion  of  the  Education 
ommittee  of  the  Privy  Council.  He  had 
)  objection  to  the  appointment  of  a  SU- 
(Eter  of  Education,  if  work  enough  mere 
Ten  to  that  functionary  to  perform,  and  if 
ley  clothed  him  with  active  powers.  If 
]  had,  for  instance,  the  initiative  in 
attera  of  elementary  education,  the  con- 
ol  of  endowed  achoola  and  of  educa- 
onal  oharttiea.  then  he  might  poaaibly 
ire  work  enougli  for  a  Cabinet  Minister  ; 
at  if  he  were  to  be  tied  down  within  the 
«r  aomorB  of  the  present  Bill,  (he  work 
jght  juat  as  well  be  done  by  a  permanent 
uder  Secretary  with  on  efflcieot  staff  of 
srks.  He  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  an 
:tjcction  to  the  Bill  that  it  was  intended, 
I  stated  by  the  noble  Buke  (the  Duke  of 
iarlboroiigh)  in  introducing  the  measure, 
I  make  the  cxiating  ayalem  a  national 
lateni.  While  it  must  be  admitted  that 
le  present  ajatem  had  effected  much  good, 
et  it  munt  be  at  tlic  Fiame  time  allowed 
lat  it  had  severul  grave  defecla.  It  was 
Tory  extravagant  syatem — it  had  a  need- 
M  multiplication  ol'  schools  and  school- 
luters  and  Inspectors;  and  he  understood 
lat  tike  Otiter  night  the  CbaDcellor  of  the 
xchequer  stated  that  the  increase  in  the 
ivil  Service  Estimates  was  partially  due 
I  the  Vote  for  Education.  There  wan  also 
lequnlily  in  the  wuy  in  which  it  pressed 
a  those  who  maintained  the  schools,  and 
jere  was  a  total  absence  of  that  local 
fganization,  which  the  best  Judges  of  the 
luttcr  had  always  said  was  absululel}' 
ccessary  for  the  efficient  working  of  a 
ational  system.  Agnia,  the  present  Eye- 
?m  did  not  meet  the  requirements  of  those 
iatricts  which  moat  required  assistance ; 
)r  it  was  in  the  greet  tonus,  and  not  in 
ie  rural  districts  that  the  machinery  for 
(tending  the  advantages  of  education  was 
lost  wanted.  Neither  did  the  Bill  check 
spenditure,  but  tended  greatly  to  increase 
,.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  the  present 
ptem  interfered  with  where  it  waa  work, 
ig  well,  for  it  had  done  a  considerable 
mount  of  good  ;  but  when  they  were 
oing  to  occupy  new  ground  they  ought 
)  adopt  a  system  founded  on  a  sounder 
asis,  and  which  would  prove  more  eJH- 
ient.  He  thought  there  was  an  over- 
'helming  preponderance  of  opinion  among 
ersoQS  well  informed  on  the  subject 
J^  £iirl  of  Airli» 
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against  the  expediency  and  poBsibtlity  of 
extending  the  present  syelera  so  aa  to 
make  it  national.  Last  year  it  was  stated 
in  the  second  Report  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Commisaion  that — 

"  Upon  tbe  nhols  w»  think  it  mait  be  iitmitM 
that  the  Privy  Council  system  noilher  ia,  nor  ran 
it  by  any  sltanilion  ho  enlarged  into,  a  national 

Two  years  ago  a  Committee  of  tbe  Honse 
of  Commons  was  apiiointed  lo  ipqaire  into 
the  subject  of  Education  at  the  instance  of 
Sir  John  Pakington.  and  before  tbat  Com- 
mittee a  great  number  of  witneesea  were 
examined — among  others  Mr.  Lingeo,  who 
gave  it  as  his  opinion  tliat  it  would  be  im- 
poaaible  to  extend  the  present  ay  stem 
throughout  the  whole  country;  that  we 
must  fall  back  upon  local  organisation  of 
some  kind,  and  that  he  considered  the  or- 
ganization of  the  parish  schools  in  Scot- 
land a  type  well  worth  slndying  for  thii 
country.  He  went  on  to  say  that  he  ahonld 
prefer  the  local  organiiation,  which  would 
have  the  beat  chance  of  being  adopted  Jn 
this  country.  Wliether  it  were  barad  on 
the  county,  the  union,  or  the  pariah  ho 
should  look  upon  as  a  matter  of  comnsni- 
live  inditference.  Again,  the  Rev.  Wiiltaia 
Kennedy,  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspecton 
for  Lancashire,  with  an  experience  of 
twenty  years,  declared  that  he  knw  do 
other  mode,  after  long  con  Hide  rati  on,  1^ 
which  aseiatance  eonld  be  extended  to  npj[- 
Wtod  districts;  that  ho  nns  of  opinion 
that  a  feeling  was  springing  up  in  favour 
of  rate- sup  purled  achools,  and  that  ho 
ihougiit  it  absolutely  necessary  to  consti- 
tute local  bodies  for  the  management  of 
the  schools  I  adding  that  be  did  not  see 
that  the  religions  difficulty  need  interfere 
with  the  plan,  provided  the  Cnnscienca 
Clause  waa  universally  imposed,  and  that 
he  was  strongly  in  favour  of  that  being 
done.  Such  were  the  opinions  not  only  of 
an  Inspector  of  gretit  experience,  but  of  a 
(dorgymsn  of  the  Church  of  England^  and 
it  was  not  only  his  individual  opinion,  but 
he  believed  that  the  majority  of  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  of  England  were  not  op- 
posed to  the  Conscience  Clause,  slating  it 
to  bo  the  result  of  his  experience,  as  an 
Inspector  in  t^ncashire,  that  he  knew 
only  of  one  clergyman  there  who  would 
not  act  upon  it  in  bis  schools,  The  noble 
Earl  below  him,  he  might  add,  then  Lord 
John  Russell,  submitted  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  1856,  a  series  of  ItesoluliooE, 
the  7th,  8th,  and  9th  of  which  were  u 
foUowB :— 
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"  7.  That  it  if  dxpedient  that  in  any  aohool  dia- 
triot  where  the  means  of  edncation  arising  from 
endowment,  sahscription,  grants,  and  school  pence 
•hail  be  found  deficient,  and  slmll  be  declared  to 
be  BO  by  the  Committee  of  Pri?7  Council  for 
Education,  the  ratepayers  should  have  the  power 
of  taxing  themselves  for  the  erection  and  mainte- 
nance of  a  school  or  schools. 

"  8.  That,  after  the  lit  of  January,  1858,  when 
any  school  district  shall  have  been  declared  to  be 
deficient  in  adequate  means  for  the  education  of 
the  poor  the  (Quarter  Sessions  of  the  Peace  for 
the  county,  city,  or  borough  should  baye  power 
to  impose  a  school  rate. 

"9.  That  where  a  school  rate  is  imposed  a 
abhool  committee  elected  by  the  ratepayers,  should 
appoint  the  schoolmasters  and  mistresses,  and 
inake  regulations  for  the  management  of  the 
lehooU."— [3  Eansard^  ell.  1971.] 

Now,  8uob  were  the  Resolutions  proposed 
by  the  noble  Earl  twelve  years  ago,  and 
he  had  not,  he  believed,  since  changed 
his  opinions  on  the  subject.  Sir  John 
Pakington  was  also  in  favour  of  rate-sup- 
ported schools;  while  a  meeting  which 
was  recently  held  at  Manchester,  at  which 
the  compulsory  rating  principle  was  advo- 
cated, was  largely  attended  by  clergymen, 
by  whom  no  disapproval  of  it  was  ex- 
pressed. For  his  own  part,  knowing  how 
well  it  had  worked  in  Scotland,  he  must 
confess  that  he  was  strongly  attached  to 
the  rating  principle,  and  as  a  landowner, 
and  looking  only  at  the  results  of  the 
wjntem  in  a  pecuniary  point  of  view,  he 
felt  that  he  gained  more  by  having  a  well- 
educated  tenantry  and  labourers  on  his 
estate  than  he  should  have  had  to  pay  in 
consequence  of  any  charge  which  was  im- 
posed on  him  to  secure  that  object.  If 
they  wished  to  extend  education  through- 
oat  the  country,  and  they  were  driven  to 
choose  between  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  that  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bruce)  in  the  other  House,  he 
ahonld  greatly  prefer  the  latter.  The 
two  were  totally  different  in  principle — 
one  must  kill  the  other.  Entertaining 
those  views,  and  believing  that  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  was  a  complete  abnegation 
of  the  principle  that  the  State  ought  to 
educate  the  people,  he  should  move  that  it 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ("now  ") 
and  insert  ("this  Day  Three  Months:* )'^ 
{The  JSarl  ofAtrlie.) 

Thb  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
nid,  that  not  having  been  present  when 
this  Bill  was  introduced,  and  not  having 
had  an  opportunity  before  of  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  it|  he  was  desirous  of  tender- 


ing his  best  thanks  to  the  noble  Duke  and 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  bringing 
forward  a  Bill  characterized  by  so  many 
good  proposals,  and  so  well  calculated  to 
promote  the  cause  of  education.     He  was 
himself  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  that  for 
some  of  the  reasons  which  had  been  urged 
against  it  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Airlie).     He  looked  upon  it,  in  the  first 
place,  as  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  in« 
asmuoh  as  it  placed  matters  of  great  im- 
portance in  connection  with  education  on 
a  somewhat  settled  footing,  so  that  the 
promoters  of  schools  might  with    some 
certainty  know  how  they  were  situated, 
instead  of  being   liable,  as  hitherto,   to 
the  disadvantages  arising  from  repeated 
changes  at  the  caprice  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil. As  to  the  Conscience  Clause  as  framed 
in  the  Bill,  he  could  only  say  that  it  met 
his  own  individual  views,  and  he  believed 
the  views  of  a  very  large  portion  of  the 
clergy ;    but  he    believed    there  was    a 
large  portion  of  the  clergy  who  would  not 
be  satisfied  with   the  Conscience  Clause 
proposed  in  the  other  Bill.     If  by  means 
of  such  a  measure  a  long  vexed  question 
oould  be  set  at  rest,  as  he  trusted  it  might, 
a  great  benefit  would,  he  thought,  be  con- 
ferred on  the  Church  and  on  the  nation. 
He  was  glad,  he  might  add,  that  rating 
clauses  were  not  included  among  its  provi- 
sions, inasmuch  as  he  was  of  opinion  that 
their  introduction   would  be   premature, 
until  after  the  proposed  general  Census 
was  taken,  and  the  educational  wants  of 
the  country  thus  accurately  ascertained ; 
for   there  were  facts  before  them  which 
would  show,  if  he  were  not  mistaken,  that 
in  the  different  dioceses  of  England  there 
was  a  much  larger  number  of  the  children 
of  the  poor  now  brought  under  the  influ- 
ence of  education  than  was  supposed.     He 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  go  into  the 
details  on  which  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Airlie)  had  touched ;  if  there  were  any 
defects  they  might  be  remedied  in  Com> 
mittee  ;  but  he  thought  there  were  some 
very  essential  provisions  in  this  Bill,  well 
calculated  to  help  forward  the    cause  of 
education,  and  he  was  prepared  to  give  the 
measure  his  hearty  support. 

Tub  Earl  of  EIMBERLEY  said,  that 
to  a  certain  extent  be  concurred  in  the 
opinions  expressed  by  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Airlie)  in  regard  to  the  Bill. 
Some  of  the  details  of  the  measure  seemed 
to  be  extremely  useful,  and  reflected  credit 
on  the  Government ;  but  it  was  much  to 
be  lamented  that  they  had  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  embody  Uie  whole  system  of 
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dnnntion,  with  nil  iIh  masa  of  detnila,  in  | 

I  BUI.  Hb  bIiouM  have  Ihniiglit  that  the 
rholo  hiBtory  of  elomenrary  ediionlion  in 
his  oountiy,  and  thu  present  position  of 
he  i)iiestiun  of  education  sho^Ttd  thnt,  (it 

II  events,  the  time  hiid  not  yet  arrived 
rben  they  could  advantngeouxl}'  stereotype 
)1  the  principira  and  the  deiuils  conneuted 
rilh  their  system  in  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
libera  had  hern  so  many  differences  of 
pinion  and  minor  difficiiUioii  to  overcome 
n  the  history  of  elementary  education  in 
hia  country,  thut  it  had  been  mainly 
iwing  to  the  tentative  nuturo  of  the  sys- 
em  that  education  had  been  developed 
pit* present  extent;  and  on  the  whoW  it 
ia>l  heen  attended  with  great  snoooss,  IIo 
bgretted,  therefore,  thnt  the  Government 
nw  prupowd  to  Parliament  such  &  depnr- 
Dre  from  thnt  mode  of  pnitfcdiiig.  Ui» 
loble  Friend  behind  him  had  spoten  wiih 
[Wot  force  a»  to  the  inconvenieoeo  thiit 
rould  bo  felt  if,  when  some  slight  varin- 
lon  was  needed  in  the  elaborate  munHge- 
Dent  clnuees  coDtained  in  thut  13111,  or 
vhen  some  other  minor  ohange  of  thut 
[ind  was  wanted,  ihey  must  come  before 
^arliatnent  with  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
Diking  it.  The  most  rev.  Pn-lote  (the 
kruhbishop  of  Canterbury)  seemed  to  think 
hst  great  advantage  would  be  derived 
i^om  the  Bill  by  the  knowledge  it  would 
iffiird  to  the  clergy  and  the  ministers  of 
ither  denominations  as  to  the  nuturc  ol 
he  rules  that  mere  to  be  followed.  He 
ras  Burpriaed  at  that  statement,  because 
he  existing  lleviBed  Code  hiid  been  fully 
liacusHed  in  Parliament,  poBsesaed  rery 
nuch  the  character  of  an  Act  of  Ppirlia- 
nent,  and  was  as  well  known  to  the  clergy 
13  any  Act  of  Piirliament  could  be  land 
iG  should  have  thought  the  information 
o  be  found  in  the  one  would  be  as  euRily 
bund  in  the  other.  The  most  rev.  Prelate 
lad  spr.ken  with  feelings  of  Batisfnction  of 
;he  CODscienco  Clause  as  it  Rtood  in  the 
Sill ;  but,  for  himself,  he  thought  it  wps 
ar  from  embodying  tho  only  just  principlf 
«htch  should  regulate  the  application  of 
[rants  of  public  money  for  educational 
jurposes.  Thnt  principle,  ha  held,  ought 
.0  be  this — that  in  every  case  where  grants 
if  public  money  were  made  for  the  pur- 
)Dves  of  educution,  full  liberty  ought  to 
M  given  to  tho  children  of  all  denomina- 
iona  to  attend  the  schools  without  any 
nterferenee  wiih  the  conscientious  convic- 
lonsof  the  parents.  He  could  not  under 
itand  on  what  possible  ground  they  could 
luftnd  a  regulation  that  would  npply  only 
o  casis  io    which  building  gruiita  were 
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made,  and  should  nut  he  applicable  to  in- 
stiinees  in  which  public  money  was  given 
in  aid  of  schools  in  other  shape*.  .Sorely, 
orinBcienlious  feelings  were  as  mueh  en- 
titled to  roiipect  in  the  one  case  as  in  the 
other?  With  regard  lo  the  projiosed  ex- 
teuiiion  of  the  grants  to  districts  uixl  suhonli 
which  did  not  now  participtilo  in  them,  ha 
thought  the  Government  had  taken  a  wise 
step,  and  ho  did  not  quarrel  with  thorn 
because  they  did  it  in  a  tenlatire  man- 
ner. It  was  wise  to  endeavour  to  remedy 
those  educational  dcGoioncira  which  «•  xislvd 
in  poor  country  di«trict9.  wheR*  a  difficulty 
was  now  experienced  in  providing  schools. 
Another  pnrt  of  thrf  Dill  which  ho  wished 
to  notice  related  to  lht>  educational  Ceimus. 
Cln  reading  the  Bill,  when  he  arrivod  at 
P.irt  11.,  and  read  attiniively  the  mo*! 
eluhorate  pruviniouB  which  it  made  fur  ao 
eduoiitional  Ceneus.  lie  could  not  help 
coming  to  the  oon^lusion  that  ther«'  matt 
have  originally  been  a  third  part  In  th« 
measure,  which  had  since  been  ntiantloncd) 
for.  arier  providing  a  most  eluborute  ma- 
chinery for  obtaining  statislical  JDforuia- 
liun  as  to  the  state  of  educution  in  tlie 
various  parts  of  the  ootiniry,  there  tho 
matter  was  abruptly  left  hy  the  Dill,  He 
believed  they  would  never  provide  a  re- 
medy for  those  defects  which  were  u 
much  felt  in  those  districts  where  voltia- 
tary  zeal  did  not  supply  the  neceasoiT 
means  of  education,  without  having  re- 
course  to  some  form  or  oihor  of  rating. 
It  was  said  the  introduction  of  rating  in 
any  shape  would  destroy  voluntary  seal; 
but  surely  this  meant  no  more  thnt  a 
lating  system  would  prove  bo  mucb  supe- 
rior to  the  voluntary  bj  slem  that  the  latter 
uould  be  abandoned.  But  he  thought 
they  were  apt  to  attach  rather  too  much 
importiincB  to  voluntary  effurts  for  the 
support  of  schools,  valuable  though  th<'y 
were.  He  never  could  see  how  it  should 
he  regarded  as  bo  extremely  satisfactorjr 
tliat  in  all  parts  of  the  counlrj-  just  thoM 
persons  nho  were  most  generous,  and  who. 
like  the  clergy,  were  called  upon  from  their 
position  to  make  efforts  of  that  kind, 
should  have  the  whole  burden  thrown  on 
them,  Dud  that  the  great  masK  of  the  com- 
munity who  were  well  able  to  pay  rhunld 
escape  from  contributing  to  a  charge  whiuh 
was  for  the  universal  public  bcjielit.  He 
thought  it  would  probably  be  wise  in  the 
first  instance  by  a  pei  missive  Act  to  «DHhlo 
cerlaiu  districts  to  rate  themnclves  for  the 
purpose  of  educnttun,  and  the  opportunity 
would  then  be  afforded  of  judging  whe- 
ther  the   system    might  UOl    be  curitfi 
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farther.  He  admitted  that  it  would  be 
unfair  to  those  who,  under  the  volun- 
tary system,  had  laid  out  their  money 
in  proTiding  schools,  to  turn  round  sud- 
denly and  abandon  the  whole  of  the  pre- 
sent system ;  but  he  thought  that  where 
that  system  had  failed  to  provide  a  suffi- 
ciency of  schools  it  might  be  supplemented 
by  rating.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  this  measure  was  due  to  the  great  stir 
which  had  been  made  in  the  country  on 
the  subject  of  education,  and  a  consequent 
resolution  of  the  Government  to  produce 
what  should  appear  to  be  a  great  scheme. 
With  respect  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Uinister  of  Education,  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  know  what  was  to  become  of  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  under  that  pro- 
posal. The  Lord  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil had  no  overwhelming  work  to  do 
now ;  and  when  his  duties  as  an  Educa- 
tional Minister  were  taken  away,  his  office 
would  be  reduced  very  nearly  to  a  sine- 
cure. Perhaps  it  might  be  intended,  after 
the  adoption  of  this  proposal,  that  the 
office  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  and  that  of 
the  President  of  the  Council  should  be 
combined.  He  approved  of  some  of  the 
details  of  the  Bill;  but,  on  the  whole,  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Earl  op  HARROWBY  said,  he 
objected  altogether  to  the  rating  system  of 
education,  and  thought  that  at  the  present 
conjuncture,  when  they  were  about  to 
abolish  rating  for  the  support  of  the  Church, 
it  was  most  unwise  and  impolitic.  If  they 
introduced  the  system  of  rating  in  regard 
to  education,  they  would  be  making  the 
minority  submit  to  the  will  of  the  majority 
in  a  matter  which  moved  men's  consciences 
quite  as  deeply  as  church  rates  did.  More- 
over, the  existing  burden  of  taxation,  which 
was  every  year  being  augmented,  already 
pressed  very  severely  on  the  country  dis- 
tricts, and  he  trusted  the  Legislature  would 
not,  by  adopting  the  proposal  of  his  noble 
Friend,  add  another  element  to  the  in- 
equality that  already  existed.  He  ques- 
tioned whether  a  rating  system  would  work 
satisfactorily;  and  by  reducing  the  manage- 
ment to  a  matter  of  routine  we  should  do 
away  with  the  social  influence  which  at- 
tended the  voluntary  system.  And  until 
they  were  satisfied  that  the  voluntary 
system,  aided  by  the  Parliamentary  grants, 
had  failed  they  would  do  well  not  to  have 
recourse  to  a  system  of  rating.  The  de- 
ficiencies which  existed  were  not,  he 
thought,  BO  great  as  was  sometimes  repre- 
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sented ;  for  the  number  of  parishes  having 
no  school  was  comparatively  small,  and 
mostly  contained  but  a  smnll  population. 
He  saw  no  necessity  of  superseding  the 
functions  of  the  Committee  of  Council; 
and  while  thinking  it  desirable  to  embody 
some  of  the  regulations,  such  as  those 
affecting  the  religious  susceptibilities  of  the 
people  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  he  thought 
others  should  be  of  a  more  elastic  character, 
in  order  that  changes  might  be  made  in 
them  from  time  to  time.  The  education 
of  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  population  in 
our  towns  was  a  question  which  ought  to  be 
seriously  grappled  with ;  for  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  comparatively  few  of  their 
fellow-countrymen  of  the  upper  and  middle 
classes  were  settled  among  us,  and  that 
their  necessities,  therefore,  could  not  be 
so  well  met  by  their  co-religionists  as  was 
the  case  with  Dissenters.  Although  he 
did  not  approve  of  the  Bill  as  a  whole  he 
hoped  it  would  be  allowed  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, where  he  thought  many  of  its  pro. 
visions  would  be  materially  amended. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  it  was 
generally  understood  that  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  Bill  implied  assent  to  its  principles 
and  to  its  main  provisions  ;  but  there 
were  many  measures  as  to  which  it  was 
difficult  to  say  what  were  their  principles 
or  main  provisions,  consisting,  as  they  did, 
of  details,  though  those  details  might  in- 
volve principles  of  a  most  important  kind. 
The  Amendment  raised  the  question,  to 
what  category  did  this  Bill  belong  ?  The 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Marlborough)  who 
introduced  it,  admitted  very  fairly  that  it 
was  not  a  measure  of  very  great  import- 
ance, but  stated  that,  though  in  itself  of 
small  scope  and  extent,  it  was  a  step  in 
the  right  direction ;  and  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
appeared  to  take  the  same  view  of  it. 
Now,  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  should  not 
object  to  this  or  any  other  Bill  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  a  specimen  of  what 
was  called  bit-by-bit  legislation,  for  no- 
thing was  ever  accomplished  in  this 
country  in  any  other  manner.  Instead 
of  following  out  some  abstract  principle 
to  its  legitimate  conclusions,  we  waited 
until  evils  had  accumulated  so  as  to 
be  unbearable,  and  then  adopted  some 
small  measure,  which  was  followed  up  by 
others,  on  the  ground  that  such  and  such 
principles  had  already  been  sanctioned. 
But  he  asked  their  Lordships  to  consider 
the  position  in  which  England  was  placed 
in  regard  to  education.     It  could  not  be 
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Mid  Ihnt  any  national  syoteru  of  educad'on 
sxio'ed  in  I'lngltind  :  and  he  believ^jd  it 
Vould,  at  a  future  time,  be  a  matter  of 
Mtonishment  that,  iilone  among  the  on- 
lightc^ned  nations  of  Europe,  thia  country 
■liould  Imve  8(]TQnced  lo  its  present  stage 
flf  tiivilizftiion  without  any  legislative  pro- 
vision  for  the  education  of  its  people.  In 
Boetland  there  was  a  system  wliich,  though 
BOW  inadequate  to  the  requirements  of  the 
population,  was  in  theory  and  practice 
Strictly  and  truly  a  national  system,  en- 
ibrord  by  the  Lcgislnture  for  the  benefit 
of  the  people,  end  founded  upon  public 
rati'!i.  No  such  ay  stem  had  ever  been 
adopted  in  England,-  nor  wim  this  absence 
,of  legislative  provision  juslifit-d  by  the  es- 
iBtence  of  any  other  euOiuient  machinery. 
"Wc  allowed  things  to  go  on  until  wo  at 
last  awoke  to  the  Tact  that  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  the  people  were  growing  up 
to  manhood  without  any  education  whnt- 
BTer,  and  it  was  the  nlurm  occ'isioned  by 
die  consciouaness  of  that  fact  some  twenty 
yeai's  ago  or  more  that  induced  the  Go- 
Ttrnruent  of  that  time,  failing  a  national 
■Tstem  uf  educalicn,  to  silopt  the  prin- 
siple  of  Tales  in  aid  to  be  given  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  various 
rpHxioua  bodies.  The  noble  Duke  (the 
3}uke  of  Marlborough),  in  his  speech  the 
other  evening,  quoted  same  very  interest- 
ing, though  not  whuUy  acourate,  etatistios 
to  show  that  through  the  stimulating  zea! 
of  the  various  religious  bodies  very  fireat 
and  successrul  elforts  had  been  made  to 
provide  for  the  elementary  education  ol 
the  people.  Now,  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
for  one,  hnd  never  shared  in  the  ohjeetions 
which  had  been  taken  to  the  principle  of 
the  Minutes  in  Council  by  some  members 
of  the  Liberal  party — namely,  that  the 
whole  principle  was  fa1<ie,  as  beinfi  based 
upon  the  principle  of  what  was  culled  sec- 
tarian education.  It  was,  in  his  opinion, 
perfectly  ju9t  and  sstnral  that  the  various 
religious  bodies  of  the  country  should  con- 
cern themselves  with  the  elementaiy  edu- 
cation of  their  own  people,  and  he  con- 
sidered it  radicr  an  advantage  than  other- 
wise that  secular  education  should  be  con- 
ducted in  connection  with  detinilc  systems 
of  religious  belief.  That  being  the  case, 
and  this  principle  having  been  so  long  in 
operation,  end  vested  interests  of  great 
magnitude  being  now  esfabliBhed  in  con- 
nection with  religious  bodies,  he  was  not 
an  advocate  for  any  system  of  national 
education  which  should  attempt  to  upR't 
that  syfitcm  altiigelher,  but  would  desire 
Th*  JDuk*  of  Argyll 


rntber,  ifpo'sible,  to  »n p piemen t  it.  For, 
[ifter  all,  what  was  the  real  objection 
to  the  operation  of  the  present  system! 
It  was  not  an  objection  to  its  principle,  it 
was  simply  this— that  it  was  inndr-qual*; 
it  would  not  cover  the  ground  which  they 
desired  to  see  covered  j  il  was  insufficicnl 
for  the  education  of  the  whole  people.  Hi 
was  afraid  that  this  insufficiency  of  the  de- 
nominational system  was  a  state  of  Ihingi 
ohich  was  incident  to  the  condition  of  our 
society,  and  to  tbo  relation  in  which  ths 
people  stood  to  the  various  r«ligious  budira. 
[fit  were  true  that  the  wholo  popuIiitioD 
of  this  country  belonged  to  one  nr  other  of 
the  religious  sects,  then  it  might  be  pos- 
sible for  those  bodies  to  take  charge  of  the 
religious  education  of  the  whole  popoli- 
tion.  But  they  all  knew — indeed,  it  Wm 
a  notorious  fact— that  there  wore  millioM 
of  the  people  of  this  country  who  did  ntl 
belong  to  any  particular  rcligiau*  body, 
and  he  waa  afraid,  therefore,  that  it  wis 
in  vain  to  hope  that  a  system  rigorously 
confined  to  the  circle  ol  religious  feeling 
and  of  ecclesiastical  action  could  bo  able  Is 
undertake  the  educJition  of  the  whole  popu> 
Intion  of  the  country.  He  thought  fats  nobis 
Friend  on  the  ciosa  Benc)>es  {the  Earl  of 
Ilarrowby)  was  rather  sanguine  in  thinkins 
that  tliis  system,  without  niodi6catioa  or 
change,  could  possibly  educate  the  whola 
population.  His  noble  Friend  had  i«- 
ferrcd  to  America  to  show  that  a  systen 
fouodtd  on  lalei  involved  gre;it  evils  ;  but 
here  ho  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  would  ob- 
serve that  a  Bvetem  of  rales  need  not  bo 
such  as  to  supersede  the  efforts  of  reli- 
gious bodies.  It  was  quite  possible  ta 
have  a  system  of  rates  which  should  b« 
ancillary  to  the  system  of  the  Churches, 
But  if  his  noble  Friend  wished  to  exhibit 
lo  the  House  the  operation  of  rales,  whydii 
he  think  it  necessary  to  cross  the  Allanti* 
and  not  the  Tweed  ?  There  they  had  a 
system  of  ratea  without  any  of  the  ill 
effects  to  which  his  noble  Friend  had  r*- 
ferred,  though  in  Scotland  the  people  ver« 
divided  into  mnny  religious  bodies,  and 
seclarisn  animosity  hud  often  prevailed 
among  them.  With  regard  to  education 
in  the  great  towns— for,  aft«r  all,  thi" 
was  the  case  for  which  they  had  especially 
to  provide — and  if  there  was  any  necessiiy 
for  education  at  all  it  was  for  the  popula- 
tion of  our  great  cities — he  desired  lo  soj  • 
few  words.  In  Glasgow,  one  of  the  largtsl 
cities  in  the  kingdom— and  though  the  iril 
ofthe  religious  bodies  wus  as  keen  in  Sect- 
land  as  in  any  part  of  the  kiiigdum— lli* 
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Boyal  Commission  reported  that  littlo  more 
tliun  a  third  of  the  children  of  school  age 
attended  schools  of  any  kind,  and  with 
regard  to  school  accommodation  there  was 
less  than  sufficient  for  one- half  the  chil- 
dren of  school  age.  In  Glasgow,  there 
were  in  one  district  80,000  children,  wiih 
only  four  or  five  schools.  So  in  England 
what  they  had  to  deal  with  was  the  in- 
adequacy of  the  exinting  system  ;  it  was 
that  that  called  for  legislation,  and  any 
Bill  whatever  that  might  be  passed  would 
be  useless  unless  it  was  sufficient  to  meet 
that  necessity  of  the  case.  Now,  what  was 
there  in  this  Bill  to  meet  that  necessity  ? 
Kothing  whatever.  It  did  not  even  give 
the  power  of  assessment;  and  he  would 
say  that  the  very  minimum  of  what  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  do  should  be  to  give  the 
mnnicipal  bodies  of  our  great  towns  the 
power  to  assess  themselves  for  the  main  • 
tenance  of  schools.  If  he  had  said  this  a 
few  years  ago,  or  even  last  year,  the  an- 
swer would  have  been  that  the  principle 
of  assessment  was  wholly  inconsistent  with 
the  principle  that  secular  education  must 
be  couducted  in  connection  with  the  vari- 
ous religious  bodies.  But  he  was  glad 
that  this  year  one  step  at  least  had  been 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  which 
removed  that  objection  altogether ;  for  he 
understood  the  noble  Duke  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  the  other  day  to  say 
that  the  Government  had  made  up  their 
minds  to  allow  purely  secular  schools — 
schools  not  in  connection  with  any  reli- 
gious body,  and  schools  in  which  no  re- 
ligion should  be  tauglit.  That  was  a  most 
important  step,  involving  principles  which 
would  be  quoted  in  future,  with  reference 
to  other  measures  which  would  be  pressed 
upon  the  attention  of  Parliament.  If  they 
had  made  up  their  minds  to  give  public 
money  in  aid  of  schools  giving  purely 
secular  education,  what  excuse  would  they 
have  for  not  going  a  step  further,  and 
giving  to  the  great  municipal  bodies  the 
power  of  assessing  themselves  for  the  sup- 

eirt  of  such  schools?  Well,  the  noble 
uke  the  President  of  the  Council — the 
greater  part  of  whose  speech  the  other 
eveningi  he  must  say,  was  occupied  with 
reasons  why  nothing  should  be  done — had 
stated  with  regard  to  this  particular  mea- 
sure that  he  could  not  advise  Parliament 
to  give  the  power  of  assessment  to  the 
great  cities,  because,  in  many  cases,  the 
rates  in  those  places  already  amounted  to 
as  much  as  6«.  or  6«.  in  the  pound.  What 
was  the  consequence  to  be  deduced  from 


that  argument?  Either  that  the  great 
cities  of  England  were  so  poor  that  they 
could  not  or  would  not  educate  their  desti- 
tute children,  or  that  the  education  of  the 
many  destitute  children  was  not  an  object 
sufficiently  important  to  justify  even  a  still 
larger  assessment.  But  did  the  noble  Duke 
think  the  great  cities  of  England  would 
object  to  the  necessary  assessment,  and 
would  be  content  to  leave  themselves  iu 
their  present  condition  ?  In  his  opinion, 
the  noble  Duke  might  leave  it  to  the  muni- 
cipal bodies  to  judge  for  themselves  with 
respect  to  the  assessment.  In  this  respect, 
therefore,  the  Bill  was  entirely  valueless. 
But  ho  would  go  further,  and  say  that  the 
embodiment  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  of 
the  details  of  the  New  Code  would  be  not 
only  of  no  benefit,  but  would  entail  posi- 
tive mischief  as  regarded  education.  He 
had  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  of  Privy  Council  which 
drew  up  the  New  Code,  and  he  had  no 
doubt,  and  never  had  a  doubt,  of  the  es- 
sential soundness  of  the  principles  on 
which  that  Code  was  founded.  The 
Royal  Commission  in  Scotland  had  re- 
ported to  the  efi\ict  that  there  were  no 
insuperable  difficulties  in  tho  way  of  the 
practical  application  of  those  principles 
to  the  education  of  the  people.  He 
held  it  to  be  a  sound  principle  that  tho 
public  money  should  be  given  only  in  sup- 
port of  schools  which  could  prove  that 
they  were  doing  the  work  that  Parliament 
intended  that  they  should  do.  But,  not- 
withstanding, he  did  not  wish  to  see  tho 
New  Code  embodied  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  agreed  with  two  of  his  noble 
Friends,  that,  failing  a  national  system,  the 
present  was  the  best  they  could  get ;  but 
he  was  thoroughly  convinced,  also,  of  the 
truth  of  what  hivS  noble  Friend  near  him 
(the  Earl  of  Airlie)  had  said,  that  if  it  had 
been  necessary  to  pass  thoso  Minutes  of 
Council  through  Parliament,  even  that 
makeshift  of  a  system  which  now  existed 
they  would  never  have  obtained.  This 
resulted  from  the  obvious  fact  that  even  a 
very  small  party  in  Parliament  possessed  a 
great  power  of  obstruction.  Their  Lordships 
were  aware  that  the  Minutes  of  Council, 
involving  as  they  did  the  principle  of  equal 
and  indiscriminate  support  to  all  religious 
bodies  for  educational  purposes,  were  at 
first  viewed  with  the  greatest  jealousy  by 
the  great  body  of  the  Church  of  England. 
But  to  stereotype  all  the  principles  of  the 
New  Code  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  was 
taking  a  step  backward,  instead  of  for- 
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ward.     Turning  to  that  part  of  the  Bill  j  promised  to  give  secular  without  enforcing 


■which  related  to  the  Conscience  Clause, 
he  asked  whether  that  was  not  also  a  re- 
trograde step,  lie  could  assure  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  opposite  who  had  spoken  in 


religious  education,  it  was  left  to  him  to 
exercise  his  discretion  in  five  or  six  different 
contingencies,  all  of  them  turning  on  ques- 
tions which  were  rather  questions  of  opi- 


Bupport  of  this  Bill,  that  ho  entirely  sym-  :  nion  than  of  fact.  Thus,  by  the  12th  clause 
pathized  with  him  and  with  those  reli-  !  of  the  Bill,  the  Secretary  of  State  was  only 
gious  bodies  who  claimed  to  have  intrusted  I  empowered  to  insist  on  the  Conscience 
to  themselves  the  conduct  of  the  religious  !  Clause  in  case  he  found  that  the  school  was 
education  of  their  own  children.  An  arbi-  :  the  only  school  available  for  the  people.  He 
trary  interference  with  the  teaching  of  the  i  must  then  make  up  his  mind  whether  there 


children  belonging  to  the  various  religious 


bodies  would  be  most  unjustifiable;    but,    distances,  the  distance  not  being  specified  in 


were  other  schools  within  "convenient" 


on  the  other  hand,  he  thought  that  the 
State  had  a  right  to  say  that  the  public 
money  should  not  be  given  to  any  school 
which  did  not  promise  that  all  children 


the  Bill.  Next,  he  must  consider  whether, 
within  the  "convenient  distances/'  there 
was  any  "considerable"  number  of  Ditsent- 
ers,  or  if  there  was  another  school  "aoitftble*' 


who  attended  it  should  have  the  benefit  of   for  those  Dissenters.     In  all  other  caae% 


its  secular  education  without  having  its 
peculiar  religious  tenets  forced  upon  them. 


ho  might  at  discretion  do  away  with  the 
Conscience  Clause  altogether.     But  while 


The  exaction  of  such  a  promise  as  the  !  contending  that  the  principle  of  a  Con- 
condition  upon  which  the  assistance  of  the  science  Clause  should  be  adopted  in  all 
State  would  bo  given  to  any  particular  |  schools,  he  (theDuke  of  Argyll)  felt  that  the 
school  would  be  not  adverse,  but  in  the  j  carrying  of  it  into  effect  muat  be  left  to  the 
highest  degree  favourable  to  the  various  I  honour  and  discretion  of  the  religions 
Christian  Churches  in  this  country.  When  i  bodies,  and  he  trusted  that  it  would  have 
persons  were  convinced  that  secular  edu- 1  the  support  of  the  clergy  of  the  Chureli 


cation  was  fairly  and  honestly  offered  to 
their  children  without  any  religious  in- 
struction being  forced  upon  them,  they 
would  bo  all  the  more  disposed  to  send  their 


of  England.  This  Bill  was  a  Yery  aniU 
measure ;  but  what  was  worae,  it  was  a 
step  in  the  wrong  direction.  Ita  fanlti 
were  the  more  important  when  it  was  re- 


I  children  to  the  school  without  conditions,  |  membered  that  it  was  the  first  attempt  to 
where  they  would  fall  under  the  influence  j  legislate  upon  education,  all  former  proceed- 

of  that  Cliristiaii  teaching  from  which  tliey  ,  ings  having  been  based  upon  the  Minutes 
would  otherwise  be  entirely  withdrawn,  of  Council.  The  structure  of  the  Bill 
I  Acting  under  this  belii-f,  he  entreated  all  should  therefore  be  looked  upon  with  the 
those  who  represented  the  various  branches  '  utmost  jealousy.  It  involved  a  retrograde 
of  the  Church  of  Christ  in  this  country  to  \  principle,  and,  therefore  their  Lordships 
accept  the  principhi  of  tlie  Conscience  should  not  give  it  a  second  reading  .Should 
Clause,  not  grudgingly,  nor  jealously,  nor  his  noble  Friend  press  his  Motion  to  a 
|half-heart(  dly,  but  freely  and  willingly.  |  division,  he  sliould  feel  bound  to  vote 
He  would  remind  their  Lordships  that  up-  ,  against  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill; 
wards  of  a  century  ago  the  General  As-  but,  in  any  case,  he  could  not  refrain  from 
Bembly  of  the  Established  Church  in  Scot-  ,  expressing  his  earnest  hope  that  this  mea- 
land  decided  that  lloman  Catholic  children  sure  would  never  pass  into  a  law  nor  re- 
should  be  admitted  into  the  parish  schools  1  ceivu  the  sanction  of  their  Lordships  or  of 
in  the  Highlands,  on  the  terms  that  no  |  the  other  House  of  rarliament. 
religious  teaching  was  to  be  forced  upon  i  Tm:  Bisnor  of  LINCOLN  expressed 
them,  and  he  trusted  that  this  wise  and  his  regret  that  one  clause  of  the  Bill  re- 
generous  example  would  be  lollowed  by  cognized  the  principle  of  giving  aid  to 
all  religious  bodies  in  this  countr}-.  l^ut,  j  schools  taught  by  an  uncertificated  teacher, 
instead  of  adopting  this  large  and  high  '  That  was  called  free  trade  in  education; 
view,  the  Conscience  Clause  in  the  Bill  but  the  noble  Duke  who  had  just  spoken 
before  the  House  contained  a  string  of :  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  said  in  a  book 
narrow-minded  and  jealous  restrictions,  and  |  he  had  written  that  the  rules  of  political 
breathed  a  8i)irit,  he  would  say,  which  was  economy  must  occasionally  give  way  to  a 
most  inimical  to  the  interests  of  the  Church  higher  law.  The  principle  of  requiring 
of  England.  Instead  of  the  Secretary  of  certificates  from  teachers  was  adopted  in 
State  being  directed  to  distribute  the  public  .  all  the  most  civilized  countries  of  the 
[money  ^^okly  iimoiig  those  schools  which  ^  world;  and  Mr.  Fraser  had  shown  that 

The  Luke  'if  Arijijll 
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considerable  injury  was  done  to  the  cause 
of  education  in  the  United  States  of  Ame- 
rica, because  there  the  rule  was  not  rigidly 
enforced.  It  was  said,  however,  that  there 
were  in  this  country  uncertificated  teach- 
ers, who  were  performing  their  duties  as 
efficiently  as  the  teachers  who  had  obtained 
certificates,  and  it  was  uujust  to  withhold, 
in  such  coses,  the  public  money.  Now, 
he  must  simply  deny  the  fact.  He  did 
not  believe  there  was  any  considerable 
number  of  instances.  No  doubt  there  were 
a  number  of  schools  not  under  iuspection  ; 
but  he  believed  those  who  had  paid  atten- 
tion to  the  matter  would  not  be  prepared 
to  say  that  schools  not  under  inspection 
were  likely  to  be  very  efficient  schools. 
The  diocesan  Inspectors  visited  schools  of 
all  kinds,  and,  in  his  own  diocese,  the 
opinion  was  that  although,  perhaps,  in  each 
district  one  or  two  uncertificated  teachers 
taught  very  fairly,  yet  there  was  no  com- 
parison between  the  efficiency  of  those 
who  held  certificates  and  those  who  did 
not.  But  if  certificates  were  necessary  as 
tests  of  capacity  in  teaching,  they  were 
BtiU  more  important  as  guarantees  of  cha- 
Tacter.  The  holding  of  a  certificate  was  a 
great  guarantee  of  character.  No  one  could 
have  so  clean  a  bill  of  moral  health  as  the 
schoolmaster  or  mistress  who  held  a  certi- 
ficate. He  ventured  to  think  they  could 
not  afford  to  part  with  that  security  for 
the  moral  fitness  of  a  teacher  for  his  work 
which  a  certificate  supplied.  They  might 
depend  upon  it  that,  if  they  introduced  the 
principle  of  paying  for  results  without 
requiring  a  certificate,  the  uumber  of  cer- 
tificated teachers  would  very  rapidly  di- 
minish. The  effect  in  country  parishes 
would  be  that  managers,  seeing  they  could 
get  a  grant  with  an  uncertificated  teacher 
at  a  cheaper  rate,  would  relieve  themselves 
of  the  burden  which  now  fell  on  them ; 
the  inducement  for  pupil-teachers  to  go 
into  training  would  be  diminished,  and 
the  price  of  certificated  masters  would 
proportionately  be  raised,  while  the  stand- 
ard of  education  in  the  schools  would 
graduallyi  but  surely,  be  lowered.  And 
this  they  could  not  afford.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  press  this  clause  of 
thefiUl. 

Eael  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  not 
oflen  in  the  habit  of  trespassing  long  on 
their  Lordships'  indulgence,  and  he  had  at 
present  personal  reasons  for  not  desiring  to 
remain  long  on  his  legs.  He  had  stated 
on  a  previous  occasion  what  occurred  to 
him  with  regard  to  the  different  provisions 


of  this  Bill,  and  on  further  consideration 
he  did  not  know  that  he  should  withdraw 
anything  he  then  advanced.  No  doubt 
there  was  some  difficulty  in  knowing  what 
to  do  with  the  Bill  at  this  stage.  Several 
powerful  speeches  had  been  made  against 
the  second  reading:  on  the  other  hand, 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury)  had  supported  it,  but  then 
he  approved  it  with  reference  to  the  Con- 
science clause  only ;  while  the  noble  Earl 
on  the  cross  Bench  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby) 
disapproved  of  what  the  Bill  would  do, 
and  highly  approved  of  its  not  doing  any- 
thing else.  He  regretted  to  perceive  that 
whenever  any  plausible  demand  was  made, 
if  it  could  be  met  by  a  little  increase  in 
the  grants  of  public  money,  without  dis- 
satisfying any  particular  class,  it  was  too 
much  the  tendency  of  the  Government  to 
yield  to  it.  This  was  a  very  pleasant  pro- 
cess to  the  recipient,  no  doubt ;  and,  al- 
though the  taxpayer  might  grumble,  no 
one  seemed  disposed  to  take  on  himself  the 
invidious  task  of  checking  the  needless 
expenditure  which  was  thus  incurred.  He 
was  not,  however,  by  any  means  prepared  to 
express  a  general  condemnation  of  the  Bill. 
He  approved  the  extension  of  the  grants 
to  secular  schools,  which  had  hitherto  been 
denied  that  aid.  He  believed  that  was 
just  and  right,  and  he  was  very  much 
obliged  to  the  Government  for  having  so 
met  the  sort  of  prejudice  which  existed  on 
this  subject.  He  also  approved  the  system 
of  grants  to  evening  schools :  he  believed 
that  was  quite  right.  The  step  proposed 
with  reference  to  building  grants  was  a 
right  step ;  but  it  was  more  doubtful.  He 
believed,  however,  that  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  have  good  school  buildings 
all  over  the  country.  Then  came  the  most 
important  question  of  certificated  teachers. 
He  felt  unmitigated  pleasure  in  hearing 
what  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Lincoln)  said  on  this  subject,  and  no  one 
was  better  entitled  to  speak  on  the  subject 
of  education.  He  said  that  infinite  mis- 
chief would  result  from  what  he  called 
the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge,  by  admitting 
uncertificated  masters.  This  he  thought 
a  matter  of  great  importance  ;  and  though, 
by  allowing  the  employment  of  uncertifi- 
cated teachers,  some  schools  might  be 
helped,  they  would  be  very  few  ;  for  there 
was  scarcely  a  schoolmaster  or  school- 
mistress at  all  fit  to  teach  who  might  not 
obtain  the  lowest  class  of  certificate. 
There  had  been  complaints  made  against 
the  late  Government  for  instituting  the 
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principle  of  payment  by  results  ;  but  the 
I  fact  was  that  the  practice  which  they  had 
adopted  might  more  correctly  be  described 
as  that  of  non-payment  for  non-results. 
The  object  of  the  existing  system  was  to 
take  cftro  that  the  money  given  by  the 
State  should  be  expended  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  tlie  greatest  possible  efficiency. 
If  the  necessity  for  a  certificate  were  dis- 
Ipensed  with,  a  man  without  any  character 
at  all  might  start  a  school ;  and  if  he  were 
only  able  to  produce  children  who  could 
I  read,  write,  and  count,  he  would  get  the 
public  grunt.     Another  point  of  import- 
lance  had  reference  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Alinislcr  of  Education,  and  the  desirability 
of  such  an   appointment  had    been  very 
muuh  urged  by  some  of  those  who  took  an 
I  interest  in  the  cause  of  education.     He, 
however,  had  great  doubts  as  to  the  expe- 
diency of  an  appointment  of  that  kind. 
He  was  aware   it  was  said  that  no  one 
I  knew  who  were  the  Lords  of  Council,  or 
what  was  the  amount  of  their  responsi- 
bility ;  but  ho  had  not  the  slightest  doubt 
whatever  that  if  any  great  maladministra- 
tion were  at  present  to  be  detected  in  the 
Education  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil^ the  person  who  would  be  subject  to 
the  severest  Parliamentary  censure  on  that 
account  would  be  no  other  than  the  noble 
I  Duke  the  President  of  the  Council.   Tech- 
nically nnd  practically,  the  President  was 
responsible  for  an3'lhiiig  that  went  wrong; 
and  the  adnjirahle  civil  servants  belongin*; 
to  the  Department,  so  long  as  they  acted 
I  under  tlii-ir  j)olitical  chief,  hud  absolutely 
no  responsibility  whatever.     He  niij>ht  be 
asked  how  it  was — if  he  entertained  that 
|oj)inion  — thatMr.  Lowe  had  resigned  while 
lie  had  retained   his  office  when  a  Parlia- 
|nientary   censure    was    passed    upon    the 
conduct  of  the  Council?     But  he  believed 
I  he  could  ofter  a  satisfactory  explanation 
upon  that  point.     lie  tendered  his  resigna- 
tion upon  that  occasion,  as  Mr.  Lowe  did, 
to  Lord  Palmerston,   who   requested   him 
to    withdraw    it.      Ho    (Earl   Granville) 
stated  that  he  could  not  do  so  unless  Lord 
Palmerston    could    induce    the    House    of 
Commons  to  withdraw  the  stigma  they  had 
attached  to  the  Council.     Lord  Palmerston 
effi'cted  that  object,  and  he  (Earl  Granville) 
accordingly    withdrew    his    resignation  ; 
whilst   Mr.  Lowe,    who  thought   that  he 
Ihad  been  the  subject  of  a  personal  censure. 
Irefused  to  adopt  the  same  course.      He  was 
Iconscious  that  during  his  tenure  of  ofiiee 
Ihe  had  been  guilty  of  many  sins  both  of 
jcommission  and  omission,  but  on  the  mo^i 


j  careful  reflection  he  did  not  believe  that  he 
'  should  have  avoided  any  one  of  them  if  he 
I  Imd  been  a  Secretary  of  State  ini^tead  of 
President  of  the  Council.     In  reference  to 
I  the  appointment  of  a  Minister  of  Educa- 
I  tion,  ho  might  further  state  that  he  thought 
it  objectionable  to  multiply  offices  giving 
i  seats  in  the  Cabinet,  which  he  was  disposed 
I  to  think  was  already  too  large ;  and  it  was 
I  also  not  without  objection  to  increase  the 
'  number  of  the  Secretaries  of  State.     That 
I  question  had  some  bearing  on  a  point  to 
which  two  noble  Lords  had  already  re- 
I  ferred — namel}',  with   respect   to  stereo- 
'  ^ypi"g  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  the  largest 
I  portion  of  tho  Revised  Code.     The  Council 
were  obliged  to  add  supplementary  rules 
after  the  Revised  Code  had  been  issuedi 
;  and  ho  defied  any  person  who  held  the 
!  office  of  President  of  the  Committee  of 
I  the  Council,  who  had  a  real  view  to  the 
,  publio  interest,  not  to  find  himself  oon- 
I  stantly  engaged  in  making  slight  improve- 
I  ments  and   filling  up  small  gaps  in  the 
,  system  to  prevent  it  from  falling  into  con- 
I  fusion.      Ho  was,  on  the   other    hand, 
!  aware  that  the  noble  Duke  at  the  head 
of  the  Department  might  have  felt  that 
the  concessions  which  he   was  asked  to 
make  would  lead  to  concessions  much  more 
serious  of  public  money,  as  well  as  to  a 
:  diminution  of  the  check  upon  public  ex- 
'  penditure,  and  that  he  might  have  deemed 
it  advisable  to  embody  tho  whole  of  these 
matters  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  because 
;  such  a  step  might  have  the  double  etfettof 
preventing  the  whole  system  from  going 
i)ack wards,  and  at  the  same  time  of  pre- 
,  venting  encroachment.     But,  be  that  us  it 
might,  he  now  came  to  the  most  important 
part  of  the  Bill — the  Conscience  Clause. 
So  important  was  it,  that  the  considera- 
tions connected  with  it  were  of  themselves 
suffici(?nt    to    prevent    him    from    voting 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  measure. 
His  noble  Friend  who  moved  its  rejeclioa 
(the  Earl  of  Airlie)  had,  indeed,  shown 
that  the  Conscience  Clause,  as  at  present 
,  framed,   was  entirely  uns.itisfaclory,  and 
for   his    own    part    he   (Earl    Granville) 
thought  that  the  wording  of   it  n»ust  be 
amended,  and  that  its  scope  must  be  ex- 
tended.    The  whole  of  the  Members  sit- 
ting on  the  Liberal  side  in  the  House  of 
Commons  were,  he  believed,  in  favour  of  a 
Conscience  Clause,  and  the  most  eminent 
^[embers  of  the  Government  had  at  dif- 
ferent  times  signified    their   adhesion  to 
that  view.     The  best  arguments  advanced 
in  favour  of  such  a  clause  had,  ho  might 
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add,  eroanated  from  the  pens  of  clergy- 
men :  while  the  Commission  to  which  he 
had  already  referred  had  strongly  recom- 
mended its  adoption  in  the  case  of  endowed 
schools.  But  it  was  of  still  greater  im- 
portance that,  a  Conscience  Clause  having 
been  proposed  by  the  Government  as  a 
Oovernment,  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  in  which  it  was  embodied  should  be 
oarrie<l ;  fur  the  passing  of  such  a  measure, 
even  in  ita  present  imperfect  shape,  would, 
he  felt,  stop  for  ever  that  non  passumut 
argument  which  was  advanced  to  show 
tliat  it  was  impossible  the  clergy  could 
conscientiously  accept  such  a  clause.  Of 
one  thing  he  felt  perfectly  sure,  and  that 
was,  that  nothing  was  of  greater  import- 
ance for  the  Church  of  England,  and 
nothing  more  certain  to  arrest  the  secular- 
ization of  the  children  of  this  country, 
than  the  sanction  by  Parliament  of  a 
clause  which  largely  satisfied  the  con- 
scientious scruples  and  objections  of  the 
Nonconformist  portion  of  the  population. 
He  was  also  desirous  of  voting  for  the 
second  reading  of  tlie  Bill  because  it  was, 
be  thought,  impossible  not  to  perceive 
the  truth  of  the  observation  of  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  cross  Benches  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  that  it  was  only  a  portion  of 
a  soheme—in  fact,  the  tragedy  of  Hamlet 
with  the  part  of  Hamlet  left  out ;  and  if 
it  were  sent  down  to  the  other  House 
modified  and  improved  in  a  great  many 
|»arttculars,  an  excellent  measure  might  be 
produced,  quite  consistent  with  its  pro- 
Tiaions ;  or,  what  was  still  better,  the  Bill 
might  be  brought  back  to  their  Lordships* 
House  with  the  part  of  Hamlet  re-inserted, 
and  that  with  the  sanction  of  the  Qovem- 
ment.  His  noble  Friond  (Earl  Russell)  con- 
curred, he  believed,  in  the  view  which  he 
had  expressed  ;  and  he  ventured  to  appeal 
to  his  noble  Friend  behind  not  to  press, 
under  the  circumstances,  his  Motion  for 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill  to  a  division. 

The  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
the  noble  Earl  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment (the  Earl  of  Airlie)  had  adopted  the 
somewhat  unusual  course  of  comparing  the 
provisions  of  the  measure  under  discussion 
with  those  of  another  which  had  not  yet 
been  brought  under  their  Lordships'  notice. 
but  was  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
He  should  not,  however,  follow  the  noble 
Earl  into  that  comparison,  but  should  con- 
fine his  remarks  to  the  other  points  more 
immediately  bearing  upon  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  The  first  point  to  which  he 
would  advert  was  the  objection  taken  to 


the  proposition  to  create  a  lylinister  of 
Education.  It  seemed  to  be  assumed  that 
the  proposal  had  reference  simply  to  those 
duties  which  were  now  connected  with 
Parliamentary  Grants  and  with  the  admi- 
nistration of  education  as  it  was  now  con- 
ducted by  the  Committee  of  Council.  He 
(the  Duke  of  Marlborough)  must  confess 
that  he  should  not  deem  it  expedient  to 
appoint  such  an  official  if  his  functions 
were  to  be  confined  simply  to  the  perform- 
ance of  those  duties.  But  their  Lordships 
could  scarcely  fail  to  perceive  that  there 
was  beyond  the  performance  of  those  duties 
a  very  wide  and  important  field  to  be 
taken  into  account.  He  need  hardly  re- 
mind the  House  of  the  various  Commis- 
sions that  had  been  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  education  throughout  the 
country,  and  that  within  the  scope  of  their 
inquiries  came  the  primary  schools,  the 
Irish  endowed  schools,  the  middle  class 
schools,  the  public  schools,  and  the  large 
grants  in  connection  with  them  which  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Privy  Council  to  ad- 
minister, and  which  now  amounted  to 
more  than  £900,000  a  year.  When  they 
considered  how  various  and  important  all 
j  these  subjects  were,  he  thought  that  Par- 
liament could  hardly  deal  with  them  ex- 
cept through  the  agency  of  some  respon- 
sible Minister;  and  he  thought  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  responsible  Minister  of 
Education,  capable  of  dealing  with  the 
subject  in  a  comprehensive  spirit,  and  of 
framing  measures  with  the  view  of  conso- 
lidating and  uniting  the  different  branches 
of  primary  and  secondary  education  into 
one  great  whole,  would  be  likely  to  be 
productive  of  the  greatest  possible  advan- 
tage. The  noble  Earl  who  had  just  spoken 
had  asked  him,  whether  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  duties  of  the  Committee  of  Coun« 
oil  on  Education  could  bo  better  adminis- 
tered by  a  Secretary  of  State  than,  as  was 
at  present  the  case,  by  a  President,  assisted 
by  a  Vice  President,  and  he  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough)  must  say  he  concurred  with 
the  noble  Earl  in  thinking  that  they  would 
not  be  so  far  as  those  duties  went.  But 
then,  there  were  beyond  those  the  import- 
ant functions  to  which  he  had  advcrted| 
to  which  it  was  impossible  for  the  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council,  with  the  work  which  they  had 
already  on  hand,  adequately  to  devote 
their  attention.  A  notion  seemed  to  pre- 
vail that  the  President  of  the  Council  had 
little  or  nothing  to  do  but  to  administer 
the  Educational  Grant  and  to  preside  over 


Educatim  BUI — 


Seeend  Rtailng. 


lie  Coramiltee  of  Council  ou  Education,    it  for  the  first  timo  would  find  extreme 


iut  that  -w 


Sorao  time  ago  he    difficulty 


making  head  or  t«I  of  it. 


irepared  a  Miuute  of  what  were  the  duties  What  the  Government,  however,  propowd 
"  "  "■■■-■•  "  ■•  ■  ■  ■  ^^  (g  bring  those  parts  of  the  Revised 
Code  which  had  been  proved  by  the  test  of 
experieccB  to  be  those  principles  on  which 
Parliament  mi(i;ht  safely  act  in  the  distri- 
bution of  the  Furliamentary  Grant  into  a 
statute,  but  at  tbo  same  time  to  give  as 
much  latitude  and  power  of  expaiiBioD  as 
might  be  necessary  to  the  Uinister  who 
presided  over  the  Department,  The  por- 
tions of  the  Reyiaed  Code  ^vhicli  it  vai 
thought  could  be  comprised  in  the  Bill 
were,  first,  the  oocditioDs  on  whicli  build- 
ing grants  were  made ;  and  it  was  very 
requiaile  that  they  should  be  placed  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  next  portion  of 
the  Revised  Code  to  be  inserted  in  the  fiill 
referred  to  the  teachers  and  the  conditions 
of  the  Graut  to  n  on -certificated  teacher*. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Earl  Granville)  as  to  the  im- 
mense iroportanoo  of  maintaining  certifi- 
cated tcacherH,  and  he  trusted  that  nothing 
would  ever  obtain  the  aanclion  of  Parlia- 
ment which  would  ut  all  imperil  the 
present  regulations  on  that  point,  to  which 
he  attached  tho  very  greatest  weight. 
Still,  he  felt  quite  sure,  that  if  they  pe^ 
linaciously  adhered  to  an  obstructive  prin- 
ciple, and  refused  to  make  any  concesaioD 
in  regard  to  the  employment  of  non-certi- 
flcated  toQchers,  they  would  run  an  infi- 
nitfly  greater  risk  of  having  tlie  whole  of 
that  system  swept  away,  than  if  tliey 
allowed  concesBianB  to  ho  made  in  the 
moderate  and  guarded  manner  proposed  by 
that  Bill.  The  rule  requiring  a  certificated 
teacher  to  he  employed  in  all  cases  where 
the  maximum  grant  was  given  waj  a  sufG- 
oient  fiecurity  against  the  loss  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  having  oertifieated  teachers.  The 
next  branch  of  the  Kevised  Code  included 
in  the  Bill  related  to  the  annual  grants. 
Exception  had  been  taken  in  the  course  of 
the  discussion  to  those  provisions  of  the 
measure,  on  the  ground  of  tho  uncertainty 


if  the  President  of  the  Council  which 
could  show  their  Lordships  what  were 
duties  of  that  Department.  Besides 
he  Edacotion  Grtints,  the  President  of  the 
il  had  to  attend  to  the  subject  of 
[uarantine,  the  affairs  of  the  Channel 
slands,  municipal  charters  and  charters  to 
panics  and  corporations,  questions  re- 
ating  to  diseases  of  cattle,  University 
tatutes,  public  health,  the  Diseases  Pre- 
'ention  and  Nuisances  Removal  Aots, 
he  Medical  Act  of  18£8,  ecclesiastical 
ohemes  and  representation b,  and  a  great 
ariety  of  other  matters.  It  might  be 
afely  said  that  if  tho  Department  of  the 
'rivy  Council  now  intrusted  with  the 
idministration  of  public  health  were  en- 
arged,  ob  it  might  be,  by  a  consolidation 
if  the  statutes  relating  to  that  branch  of 
lusinesS]  an  ample  amount  of  occupation 
irould  be  provided  for  the  President  of  the 
'ouncil,  irrespective  of  those  great  subjects 
if  education  to  which  he  had  alluded. 
i'ho  next  objection  to  ivhich  he  would 
efer  was  that  taken  to  the  embodiment  of 
he  provisions  of  the  Revised  Code  in  an 
Let  of  Parliament!  hut  their  Lordships 
nust  understand  that  that  part  of  the  Bill 
vas  a  necessary  consequence  of  there  being 
I  Uiniiter  of  Edacation.  The  Uinister  of 
Education  took  the  place  of  the  Committee 
f  Council,  and  therefore  tho  latter  was 
to  longer  a  body  existing  for  the  purpose 
■f  making  Minutes.  Those  Minutes, 
hcrefore,  must  be  reduced  to  Eegulations 
ind  Orders  of  the  Secretary  nf  State  ;  but 
fhat  was  to  become  of  the  Minutes  which 
Iready  existed  ?  If  the  subject  of  eduoa- 
ion  was  henceforth  to  be  committed  to  a 
lecrelary  of  State,  what  legislative  sane- 
inn  could  be  given  to  the  Revised  Code, 
f  it  was  to  continue  in  force,  unless  it  was 
ncladed  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  ? — for  it 
w  had  no  operation  except  as  being  a 
inute  of  the  Committee  of  Council.  Bi 


9  said  the  Revised  Code,  by  being  placed  1  they  would  produce.      Now,  he  believed 

■        "  "    "  '    would  be  thrown  |  they  would  have  the  very  opposite  eflect, 

knd  fast  measure,  |  and  that,  instead  of  leading  to  increased 


icapablo  of  improvement,  and  not  n 
'Uigible  as  it  had  hitherto  bee 


'xpenditure,  extravagance  and  uncertainty, 
they  would  lay  down  definitely,  by  a 


thought  their  Lordships  would  admit !  of  Parliament  the  conditions  on  which 
lat  if  ever  there  was  a  eoncatenation  of '  Parliament,  was  willing  to  vole  money,  and 
■gulalions  of  an  abstruse  and  complicated  also  the  actual  sums  which  it  was  willing 
haracter  it  was  tho  Revised  Code  in  its  '  to  vote.      It  should  bo  remembered  that 


night   say 


t  shape, 
ithout    esaggoration, 
:eate«t  confusion,  and  any  person  reading 
Tht  Duie  of  Marihoi'ough 


tho  Vote  for  Education  had  attained  t 

of    the  I  large  an  amount  as  £900,000,  and  that  in 

ratio  that  was  increasing  from  year  to 
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vear ;  and  moreover  that  thatinorease  had 
been  produced  by  changes  made  in  the 
Office  to  a  great  extent,  and  made,  he  ven- 
tured to  saj,  almost  without  the  authority 
of  Parliament ;  because  they  had  it  on  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Lowe  that  the  Revised 
Code,  though  laid  from  time  to  time  before 
Parliament,  was  rarely  considered  by  any 
one.  Those  changes  were  made  by  a  kind 
of  spurious  mode  of  legislation  which 
he  thought  was  extremely  objectionable. 
"When,  therefore,  that  was  converted  into 
a  system  based  on  the  authority  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  they  would  thereby  o£fer 
the  public  the  best  guarantee  that  &e  ex- 
penditure for  elementary  education  would 
not  be  excessive,  and  that  if  it  increased 
at  all,  it  was  only  through  the  ordinary  and 
natural  increase  of  the  schools  applying  for 
assistance,  and  not  through  various  altera- 
tions, made  by  the  whim  or  caprice  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  The  next  part  of 
the  Revised  Code  was  the  conditions  under 
which  pupil- teachers  were  employed.  No- 
thing could  be  more  important  than  the 
employment  of  pupil- teachers,  and  the 
conditions  relating  to  that  subject  ought 
not  to  be  changed,  but  were  worthy  of 
being  made  a  permanent  portion  of  our 
national  system.  Again,  the  conditions 
on  which  grants  were  made  to  normal 
flohools  were  sufficiently  known  and  settled 
to  obviate  any  inconvenience  in  their  beiug 
incorporated,  as  they  ought  to  be,  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  along  with  the  other  great 
sections  of  the  Revised  Code.  He  was 
almost  unwilling  to  trouble  their  Lordships 
at  that  late  hour  by  any  reference  to  the 
sabject  of  rating ;  but  he  would  remind 
their  Lordships  that  in  introducing  the 
Bill  he  had  distinctly  stated  that  the 
Government  did  not  regard  it  as  a  com- 
plete measure.  The  question  of  rating  was 
one  that  had  excited  a  vast  amount  of  con- 
troversy in  the  country ;  and  although 
several  of  their  Lordships  had  that  night 
expressed  strong  opinions  in  favour  of  that 
principle,  he  was  by  no  means  satisfied  that 
the  proposals  for  rating  had  obtained  gene- 
ral concurrence  from  the  public.  He  believed 
that  a  very  large  section  of  the  com- 
munity was  opposed  to  rating  for  edu- 
cation, upon  conscientious  grounds  as 
well  as  upon  fiscal  grounds.  It  was 
impossible  to  see  the  burdens  that  were 
gradually  increasing  in  the  large  towns 
and  other  districts  without  perceiving  that 
it  was  very  dangerous,  without  grave 
consideration,  and  without  being  perfectly 
certain  that  municipal  bodies  themselves 


were  willing  to  undertake  them,  to  impose 
additional  burdens  upon  them.  When  it 
was  urged,  as  it  had  been  by  a  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  that  a  power  might 
be  given  to  municipal  bodies  to  rate  them- 
selves, he  might  remind  their  Lordships, 
by  way  of  illustration,  that  a  few  years 
ago  an  Act,  called  the  Free  Libraries  Act, 
was  passed,  by  which  municipal  corpora- 
tions were  empowered  to  rate  themselves 
for  scientific  and  literary  purposes;  but 
that  power  had  hitherto  proved  almost  en- 
tirely nugatory,  the  Act  having  been  put 
in  operation  to  a  very  small  extent  indeed, 
if  at  all.  If  rating  powers  were  given  to 
municipal  bodies,  they  would  in  all  proba- 
bility remain  a  dead  letter,  and  he  did  not 
believe  a  rating  system  would  successfully 
provide  for  elementary  education  unless 
the  Minister  of  Education  had  the  power 
of  compulsion.  As  to  the  Conscience 
Clause  he  was  glad  to  learn  that  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Qovernment  was  so 
strongly  approved  by  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site  (Earl  Qranville),  who  thought  it  of 
such  merit  as  to  justify  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  notwithstanding  his  objections 
to  other  portions  of  it.  For  his  own  part 
he  thought  the  principle  of  a  Conscience 
Clause  was  a  sound  one  to  this  extent— 
that  where  a  child  could  not  obtain  secular 
instruction,  except  in  a  school  where  the 
religious  teaching  would  do  violence  to  its 
conscience,  or  to  the  consciences  of  the 
parents,  parental  authority  ought  to  be 
recognized,  and  there  ought  to  be  relief 
from  the  disabilities  which  would  other- 
wise be  incurred.  The  Qovernment  had, 
however,  endeavoured  to  meet  the  objec- 
tions of  many  persons  to  such  a  clause  by 
providing  that  it  should  be  applied  only 
in  cases  where  but  one  school  existed.  To 
apply  it  to  the  annual  grants  would  be  un- 
wise and  impolitic,  since  large  numbers  of 
schools  had  been  built  on  the  faith  of  a 
Conscience  Clause  not  being  required, 
and  were,  in  fact,  purely  denominational 
schools.  Ex  post  facto  legislation  of  that 
kind  would  be  very  unfair.  With  regard 
to  an  educational  Census,  the  object  was  to 
obtain  accurate  information,  and,  whether 
Parliament  hereafter  agreed  to  a  rating 
system  or  continued  to  rely  on  voluntary 
effort,  such  information  would  be  of  the 
utmost  importance.  He  thought  it  pro- 
bahle,  indeed,  that  the  taking  of  such  a 
census  in  any  district,  and  the  apprehen- 
sion that,  failing  all  other  means,  Parlia- 
ment would  feel  itself  justified  in  enforcing 
a  system  of  rating,  would  induce  a  great 
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mount  0 


oration  and  (COMMONS) 
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Bronphlj'  Terrj  ProTUionil  Order  Con- 
pst    to    Ihe    utmost    llic    GfipucitT   of  the  '      "''I'"""'' *  [""^  ,      „     .    .   „ 

.b„,.rr  .,,„„.  Th.  a.v.,.,n.«  did :  'T£',''.,z,rr$?-£zsU;?±::^^ 

ot    luetend    that    thiBwaa    a    complete        Mnniel)*  [79] ;  Uniwd  Pnruhei  (Scoiland)* 


educationnl  activity,  nnd  would  I  R'port- 
-      ■  ity  of  the       " 


leasure  ;  but  ihey  believed  that  by  [be 
mbodiment  of  the  Hovised  Code  in  tbe 
,ct,  by  tbe  appointment  of  b.  Minister  oE 
Iducation.  and  by  the  concession  with  re- 
ard  to  (ieeulnr  und  evening  achooU  the 
tmoHt  expansioQ  would  be  given  to  that 
■  iiitary  action  which  had  already  pro- 
uoed  such  great  results.  He  hoped  to 
I  Bill  passed  into  law  during  the 
resent  Session,  and  then,  when  the  waiita 
F  the  country  becume  known,  and  tlie 
iiiltft  of  the  various  Commissions  were 
educed  into  tho  shupo  of  Acts  of  Purlia- 
ant,  this  might  provo  one  of  a  series  of 
jasures  which  might  hereafter  be  effeo- 
'e  in  bringing  about  such  a  combiuation 
might  result  in  a  great  system  of  na- 
onal  oducntioD. 

Thb  Eabl  of  AIRLIE.  in  withdrawing 
>  AmeQd::ient,  vindicated  his  right  of 
impnring  tbe  Bill  with  the  measure  dis- 
issed  at  the  recent  Manchester  Congress. 
'  expressed  a  hope  that  time  would  be 
•n  before  tho  Bill  went  into  Comraittee 
I  frame  Ameitumenla. 

jnt  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 


Then  tbe  original  Motion  agresA  to ;  Bill 
2''  accordingly,  and  eoinmitled  to  a 
iiiitee  of  tlie  Wholo  House  on  Thur»- 

ly  tho  7ih  of  Muy  next. 


.t  Eiglit 


HOTfSE    OF    COMMONS, 

itonday,  April  27,  186B. 

T  Couu:tie»— On  StanJing 
Held  added ,-  on  Conimiiito 
Sc'laolion.  Mi-.  SoourSrld  added;  oa  Publio 
:eoun(B,  Mr.  Lidijell  added. 
jc  Qii.u~lietoluliBai  in  CominiKee— Esta- 
ilieJ  Churnli  (Iroliindl— b.f. 
rdtred—M'iWUirj  at  Elntioni  (IivUti'l)*  ;  Cot- 
ton Statii'tioi*;  Uooumcninrj  Evidence.' 
irrt  tltaiiiHg-^MMlnt!  at  Kltotiani  (Ireland)* 
[Oa]  :  Collon  Sullilica*  [UO]  ;   rocumantarv 
■>id..nM»(Br|. 

Diiii  Reading — Petroleum  Act  Amondraenl  ■ 
[«3]. 

smiHiMee — Brought^  Forry  Protisjonnl  Order 
Conflraiiitlon  *  [UOj. 

J%i  Duii  u/Mniierottffh 


[81]. 

THAMES  EMBANKMENT— STEAMBOAT 
I'lERS.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  WATKIN  said,  in  the  nbgenoc  of 
\>h  hon.  Friend  [Mr.  11.  Lexie).  ho  would 
beg  to  ask  Iho  hon.  Member  fur  Baih, 
Whether  llie  Metropolitan  Bonrdof  W.ifki 
intend  to  give  any  conipenBiiliun  lo  ibuis 
persons  uho  have,  with  the  consent  of  iba 
Thames  Conservancy,  erected  and  iiinin- 
taiiied  piers  for  tlie  aooommnduiion  of 
sieaniboat  passengers,  but  which  piers 
vrill  bo  removed  on  the  completion  of  tlia 
Embankment  ? 

Mr.  TITF.  said,  in  reply,  that  there 
could  be  1)0  doubt  that  when  the  Metropo- 
lilan  Board  of  Works  took  away  or  ob- 
etrocted  the  enjoyment  of  any  oxisling 
stairs,  pier,  or  landing-place,  th«y  w«r0 
hound  to  take  care  llint  some  other  p!ar 
ur  landing-place  should  bo  erected  and 
provided  for  the  publio.  This  had  been 
done,  or  was  doing,  at  very  groat  expenae, 
and  he  beliored  wiih  very  grent  ndviint.ig4 
to  iho  public.  Tiiey  ocre  advised  that. 
ihai  being  dono  utidor  the  clauee  of  the 
Act  of  Pai  liaiuanl  under  wliicii  theac  worlu 
>vore  constructed,  they  wera  not  liable  to 
any  per-^onal  compensation  in  reappol  to 
liny  rights  referred  to  by  tho  hon.  Member. 
The  Act  the  Board  wore  carrying  out  was 
nn  Act  brought  in  and  passed  by  t]er 
Miijesiy's  Qofcrnment,  and  handed  over 
to  the  Mciropojitan  Board  lo  carry  into 
etfeci,  who  irere  bound  by  it,  and  not  at 
liberty  to  go  boyimd  it.  If  anyone  thought 
iiinisolf  wronged  by  their  proceedingl, 
under  the  21st  section  of  the  Act.  applica- 
tion might  be  made  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bencli,  when  tlio  rights  of  parties  would, 
of  course,  bo  respected  and  attended  to. 


Boid,  he  wiihed  to  ask  iha 
!  Treasury,  Whethor  any 
taken  to  settle  a  Tablo  of 
and  OrdinatiODS, 
with  tlio  consent  of  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion ? 

Mil.    SCLATEIl- BOOTH,    in    reply, 
said,  tlio  consent  of  tbe  Treaaur;  bad  nel 


1333       Duh  ofEdinlwrgh^       ( Apbil  27,  1868)     Moiumfor  an  Aidrm.      1334 


jet  been  asked  to  uny  soch  Table  as  the 
lion.  Member  referred  to  ;  but  one  wns 
being  prepared  by  the  two  Archbishops 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  result 
would  shortly  be  presented  to  the  House. 

ARMY— OFFICERS    HOLDING    CIVIL 
APPOINTMENTS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  white  said,  ho  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chnncellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Why  the  List  of  Officers  receiving  Half- 
pay  with  Civil  Appointments  is  not  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  as  it  should  be, 
in  pursunnce  of  the  Statute  29  &  30 
VicU  c.  91  ? 

Sia  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  Return  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  made  up  to  the  SIst  of 
March,  and  would  have  been  laid  oo  the 
table  about  the  middle  of  April,  but  that 
the  Easter  Recess  had  occurred  at  an  un- 
usual period.  It  would  be  laid  on  the 
table,  however,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days. 

C/kRRIAGE  OF  PARCELS  Br  RAILWAY. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  propose  to  the  House  dur- 
ing the  Session  any,  and  if  any  what, 
alteration  in  the  Law  affecting  the  carriage 
of  parcels  by  Railways  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  reply, 
that  a  clause  in  a  Bill  now  under  the  charge 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
dealt  with  this  subject,  and  he  was  glad  to 
have  thi^  opportunity  of  removing  a  mis- 
conception which  nothing  in  the  clause,  as 
originally  drawn,  warranted,  though  he 
admitted  it  required  alteration  in  other 
respects.  An  idea  had  become  prevalent 
that  it  was  the  Government's  intention  to 
change  the  law  with  respect  to  '* packed'* 
parcels,  and  to  interfere  with  the  practice 
of  sending  various  articles  to  different  con- 
signees, packed  within  one  inclosure.  The 
Government  never  had  any  intention  of  the 
kind,  but  proposed  to  deal  with  another 
practice,  that  of  a  carrier  collecting  a 
variety  of  parcels  of  different  descriptions 
and  different  values,  and  bringing  all  to 
the  railway,  in  bulk  ns  it  were,  unpacked 
and  unassorted  ;  large  parcels  of  small 
▼slue  being  mixed  with  small  parcels  of 
large  value.  For  these,  the  carriers  paid, 
ID  the  aggregate,  a  low  charge,  as  if  these 


loose  packages  were  one  parcel,  while  thej 
themselves  received  from  the  individual 
consignors  or  consignees  a  separate  pay- 
ment for  each,  the  difference  between  the 
two  rates  being  their  profit.  This  custom 
was  productive  of  great  convenience  to 
the  public  in  many  places ;  but  the  railway 
companies  complained  that  they  were  ex- 
posed to  much  trouble  and  risk  in  collect- 
ing aqd  carrying  articles  of  value  of  which 
they  were  frequently  ignorant,  and  it  was 
under  consideration  whether  the  case  might 
not  be  fairly  met  either  by  some  system  of 
classification,  or  a  small  charge  for  the 
trouble  and  risk.  But  it  never  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  interfere 
with  packed  parcels  properly  so  called,  nor 
to  place  the  carriers  in  a  position  different 
from  that  of  any  other  consignor,  though 
he  admitted  that  apprehension  on  this 
latter  ground  was  justifiable  in  consequence 
of  the  draughtsman  not  having  fully  under- 
stood his  instructions. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  be  wished 
to  know,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  take  some  steps  for  the 
purpose  of  informing  the  public  of  their 
present  views  in  respect  to  the  matter 
referred  to  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  the  ques- 
tion would  come  before  the  Board  of  Trade 
to-morrow.  He  thought  that  the  answer 
which  he  had  just  given  would  be  intelli- 
gible enough  to  the  public. 

DUKE     OF    EDIiNBURGU. 
MOTION  FOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  in  rising  to  make 
a  Motion  before  the  Orders  of  the  day,  I 
doubt  not  the  House  has  anticipated  its 
purpose.  It  is  to  move  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty,  expressing  on  the  part  of  this 
House  its  sympathy  with  Her  Majesty  on 
that  distreft8ing  intellig<'nce  which  arrived 
on  Saturday  last,  and  whicli  occasioned  Her 
Majesty  so  much  grief,  and  still  occasions 
her  so  much  anxiety.  I  am  sure  that 
n)ine  will  be  the  common  voice,  when  I  ex* 
press  the  sorrow  and  indignation  with  which 
the  House  and  the  country  heard  of  the 
attempt  to  assassinate  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  Edinburgh.  If  anything  could 
aggravate  the  atrocity  of  that  act  it  would 
be,  I  think,  the  circumstance  under  which 
it  was  perpetrated.  His  Royal  ilii^hness 
was  visiting  the  most  distant  possessions  of 
the  Sovereign  ;  he  was— not  in  the  letter, 
but  to  a  certain  degree,  in  the  spirit — re- 
presenting the  Majesty  of  England  ;  be  had 
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present  anxiety,  and  of  their  eameii  hope  for  the 
speedj  recovery  of  Ilis  Royal  Ilighness." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  seconding  the  Address  which 
has  just  been  mo?ed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  heartily  concar — every  man 
must  concur,  in  the  sentiment  of  sorrow 
and  in  the  sentiment  of  indignation  which 
are  expressed  in  tlie  terms  of  that  Address. 
And  we  must  all,  I  think,  feel  a  sincere 
thankfulness  to  the  Almighty  who  has  been 


ited  a  sentiment  of  earnest  enthusiasm, 
tch,  I  am  sure,  must  have  touched  the 
|rt  of  this  country,  and  he  had  com- 

ided  throughout  the  whole  of  his  travels 

reception  which  was  due  to  his  intelli- 
ice  and  to  his  cordial  manners.     At  the 
moment  this  act  was  perpetrated,  he 

fulfilling  one  of  those  offices  which  are 

most  graceful  appanages  of  his  illus- 
jus  rank  ;  ho  was  establishing  a  new 

rity — and  that  charity,  in  favour  of  the 

|le  profession  to  which  he  is  devoted —    pleased  on  this  critical  occasion — if  not  en- 

hich,  I  may  say,  he  has  distinguished    tirely  to  paralyze  the  arm  of  the  assassin. 

self,  and  of  which,  I  trust,  he  will  live  ;  yet  to  prevent,  at  all  events,  as  we  trust* 
Ibe  an  ornament.  It  is  impossible,  in  ;  the  fatal  consequences  at  whioh  the  assas* 
icing  this  subject,  to  avoid  referring  to  <  sin  aimed.     Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  whe- 


cause  of  such  an  act.     Wo  live  in  an 

of  progress,  or  we  sometimes  flatter 
[selves   that    this    is    our  happy   fate. 

there  appear  to  be  cycles  of  our  pro- 
[ss  in  which  the  worst  passions  and 
(its  of  distant  ages  are  revived.  Some 
[turies  ago  the  world  was  tortured  with 

conviction  that  there  was  some  mys- 

lous   power   in   existence   which    could 

imand  in  every  camp,  and  court,  and 

lital  of  the  world,  a  poniard  at  its  dis- 

ial  and  devotion.    It  seems  at  this  time. 

that  some  dark  confederacy  of  the 
|d  is  spreading  over  the  world.     All  I 

say  is,  I  regret  that,  for  a  moment, 
\\i  acts  should  have  been  associated  with 

name  of  Ireland.  I  am  convinced  my- 
f,  as  I  have  stated  before  in  this  House, 


ther,  judging  as  I  judge,  merely  from  ex- 
pressions contained  in  the  telegraphic  in- 
telligence, it  would  be  wise  or  safe  for  me 
to  assume  as  positively  demonstrated  that 
this  foul  and  loathsome  deed  is  connected 
with  Fenianism.  If  it  be  so,  I  am  aorrj 
to  say  it  only  adds  another  dark  shadow 
to  the  disgrace  which  previous  acts  of 
horror  have  brought  on  the  name  of  that 
conspiracy.  But  whether  that  be  bo,  or 
whether  it  be  not,  it  cannot  in  the  main 
affect  the  sentiment  with  which  I  am  sura 
this  Address  will  be  voted  by  the  House. 
Every  man  who  has  the  smallest  share  of 
human  feeling  must  be  profoundly  moTed, 
on  the  one  hand,  at  this  new  cause  of 
anxiety  to  Her  Majesty,  and,  on  the  other, 
at  the  fact  that  Her  Majesty  has  been 
d  the  imputation  is  unjust.  I  believe  spared  another  deep  and  severe  affliction 
it  these  acts  —  and  the  characters  who  '  in  the  midst  of  that  crushinnr  affliction 
•petrate  tiiem  —  are  the  distempered  ,  which  has  darkened  her  days.  And  as 
isequences  of  civil  wars,  and  disorgan-  regards  the  Prince  himself,  undoubtedly 
Id  societies  ;  that  when  their  dark  inva-  if  anything  could  have  disarmed  the  hand 
|n  first  touched  the  soil  of  Ireland — the  of  the  criminal  one  would  have  thought 
lion,  aa  a  whole,  entirely  repudiated  it  would  have  been  his  youth,  his  great 
5m.  And  the  manner  in  which,  in  that  intelligence,  and  the  kindly  and  genial 
|d,  another  son  of  the  Queen  has  re-  manners  which  have  endeared  him  to  all 
itly  been  received,  has  proved  that  the  with  whom  he  has  been  brought  in  con- 
laity  of  the  Irish  nation  is  unchanged  tact.  This  is  a  subject  in  which  few  words, 
undiminished;  and  that  those  amiable  I  tiiink,  are  best,  the  object  being  simply 
generous  feelings,  which  have  always  to  convey  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne  the 
in  the  characteristic  of  the  people,  dutiful  and  loyal  assurance  of  sentiment 
Irish  with  the  same  vigour  that  we  have  which  we  entertain  in  common.  I  will 
tore  recognized.  I  trust  that,  under  only  say,  therefore,  that  I  most  cordially 
jse  circumstances,  I  may  move —  second  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 

Th.it  an  humblo  AddroBS  be  pri'sentod  to  Ilcr  ,,      '  ,,t  .  rrT.'']V  .     T*    :«    ^^^^^.A    .k**    • 

Hesty,  to  convey  to  Her  Majesty  the  expression  '  ^^''-    WATK   N  :     It    is    stated    that    a 

[the  sorrow  and  indignation  with  which  this  niorc  recent    telegram   has  been    received 

luse  has  learned  the  atrocious  attempt  to  as-  respecting  the  health  of  his   Royal   High- 

tinato  His  Royal  Ilighness  the  Duko  of  VaWu-  ^g^g^   ^^^^  announcing  that  the  person  who 

[gh    while  on  a  visit   to  Iler  Majesty's  loyal  ^^.^^j   ^^   j^j,^,   has  been   tried,  found  guilty, 

btralian  Colonies,  and  ot  their  heartfelt  con-  ,                     ,          ,       ,             i        t       •  i     * 

[tulations  to  Her  Majesty  on  His  preservation  «^»d  sentenced   to  he   hanged.     1    Wish  to 

mortal  injury  ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  know  if  that  be  true  i 
|tho  sympatljy  of  thii  House  in  Her  Majesty's 

Mr,  DiftraeW  I 
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Ruolvedt  NmUns  ContradieenU,  Thafe  an  ham- 
ble  Addreu  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oon- 
Tey  to  Her  Majesty  the  expression  of  the  sorrow 
and  indignation  with  whioh  this  House  has  learned 
the  atrooioQS  attempt  to  assassinate  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  while  on  a  visit 
to  Her  Majesty's  loyal  Austridian  Colonies,  and 
of  their  heartfelt  congratulations  to  Her  Majesty 
on  His  preservation  from  mortal  injury ;  and  to 
assure  Her  Majesty  of  the  sympathy  of  Uiis  House 
in  Her  Migesty's  present  anxiety,  and  of  their 
earnest  hope  for  the  speedy  recovery  of  His  Royal 
Ilighness.-— (ifr.  Diiraeli.) 

To  be  presented  by  FrWj  Goancillors. 

ABYSSINIAN   EXPEDITION.— QUESTION. 

*  Mb.  LATARD  :  Perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  ask  a  Question  of  some  importance 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India.  I  do 
not  ask  whether  the  official  Keport  which 
has  appeared  in  the  papers  with  regard  to 
the  attack  upon  Magdala  and  the  release 
of  the  captives  is  true  —  there  can  be  no 
doubt  of  that  —  but  whether  there  is 
any  other  information  which  he  can  com- 
municate to  the  House.  I  trust  the  House 
will  permit  me  to  offer  my  congratulations 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  trium- 
phant success  of  the  expedition,  and  to 
express  the  admiration  which  I  am  certain 
this  House  feels  for  the  skill,  the  fore- 
thought, and  the  prudence  displayed  by 
Sir  Robert  Napier,  and  for  the  gallantry 
and  devotion  of  the  troops  under  his  com- 
mand ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  I  rise,  Sir,  at  the 
desire  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  to  offer  a  few  ob- 
servatiooe  to  the  House  upon  this  subject. 
This  certainly  is  a  topic  which  we  can  ap- 
proach with  unmixed  satisfaction.  Her 
Majesty's  Oovernment  took  the  most  ex- 
tensive means  that  they  could  yesterday 
to  ensure  that  the  news  of  the  success  of 
Her  Majesty's  arms  should  be  known  as 
widely  as  possible  ;  but  it  is  the  unanimous 
wish  of  my  Colleagues,  and  it  will,  I  am 
inre,  be  more  respectful  to  the  House — 
though  I  have  no  further  news  to  commu- 
nioAte — that  I  should  in  a  formal  manner 
confirm  the  authenticity  of  the  statement 
which  has  been  made.  It  will  be  my  duty 
shortly  to  propose  a  Motion  by  command 
of  Her  Majesty,  in  connection  with  this 
iubjeet,  which  will  give  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
every  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opi- 
nions ;  and  on  the  present  occasion,  as 
there  is  no  Motion  before  the  House,  I 
shall  make  very  few  additional  observa- 
tions. But  in  communicating  to  the  House 
the  authenticity  of  this  information  I  feel 


that  I  should  not  be  doinp^  my  duty  if  I 
did  not  congratulate  the  House  upon  the 
events  that  have  occurred.  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that,  as  a  feat 
of  arms,  it  would  be  difficult,  probably  im- 
possible, to  find  its  parallel  for  complete- 
ness and  for  precision.  Her  Majesty's 
troops  —  the  soldiers  who  have  been  en- 
gaged, and  the  great  leader  who  directed 
the  operations -— are,  I  think,  equally  en- 
titled to  the  gratitude  which  the  House,  I 
doubt  not,  will  accord  to  them.  And  per- 
haps, as  far  as  the  soldiers  are  concerned, 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  read  a  passage 
from  a  letter  of  Sir  Robert  Napier  received 
at  the  same  time  as  the  recent  intelligence, 
but  written  before  the  last  advance.  He 
says-— this  is  written  on  the  23rd — 

"  All  the  troops  are  well,  and  evince  a  most 
admirable  spirit,  emulating  each  other  in  cheer- 
ful devotion  to  the  interests  of  the  expedition. 
Officers  and  men  alike  deserve  every  praise.'* 

So  much  for  the  character  of  the  troops  as 
given  by  the  general.  What  shall  we  say 
of  the  general  himself  ?  On  another  oe* 
casion  we  may  touch  upon  a  career  which, 
upon  many  occasions,  has  been  so  eminent. 
But  with  regard  to  the  present  expedition, 
let  me  say,  for  myself,  that  when  you  con- 
sider its  particular  character,  the  march  of 
400  miles  into  an  unknown  country,  the 
providence,  the  sagacity,  the  patience,  and, 
above  all,  the  firmness  of  the  commander, 
it  resembles  more  than  any  other  event 
in  history  that  I  can  compare  it  with  the 
advance  of  Cortex  into  Mexico.  But  there 
is  this  fortunate  difference  between  the 
Abyssinian  Expedition  and  the  great  in- 
vasion of  Cortex — that  we  did  not  enter 
Abyssinia  to  despoil  the  innocent,  but  in 
a  spirit  of  justice,  humanity,  religion,  and 
civilization,  and  that  we  are  about  now  to 
vacate  the  country  in  a  manner  which  will 
prove  to  the  world  the  purity  of  our  pur- 
pose. 

Colonel  SYKBS  :  Is  it  true  that  King 
Theodore  was  found  dead  ;  and,  if  so,  in 
what  manner  did  he  meet  with  his  death  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  He 
was  found  dead,  but  we  have  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  manner  of  his  death. 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND). 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Acts  considered  in  Committee. 

(1.)  Question  again  proposed, 

"That  it  is  necessary  that  the  Established 
Churoh  of  Ireland  should  oease  to  exist  as  an 


Inbllihmenl,  duo  rcpnrd  beiriB  hni  to  all  p*r- 
inl  intciTntB  ni'J  to  iill  inilliidiial  vighu  ufpro- 
■ly. "—(ifr.  Oladit\me.) 

Mil,  WATKIN— wlio  had    plnccJ    iho 
iiig  Aincndiiieiit  iin  ilie  Pn|ipr: — 

"  Afior  the  worr!  '  Thnt.'  inierl  •  whilo  tlii« 
mmiUBB  oonii.leM  that  the  fulura  po«ilion  ot 
I  Kdnlili'licd  Cbursh  [n  Irelnnd  ehDulil  ha 
r\\j  dMidiHJ  opoD  by  tha  Ri>rortncil  rni'linment. 


Di'Iin 


Mtorat  Rpvliion  ot  the  ppeiani  jea 

ii!.  All  iiulppentlciit  Member  wlio  propnaes 
leiicliiioiit  to  a  Resulutimi  wliii'li  par- 
iiioro  nr  less  a  prtrtjf  clinmcter,  gene- 
[\y  plncea  liimself  in  a  dilemmn.  fur  lie 
'  )  (lie  (liiapprolinlion  of  bis  friendd, 
n  more  ilniigerniii  opprobntion  iif  liis 
poneiU*.  He  whb  forluiinte  in  lioviiig, 
10  Rtvini;  Notice  of  tlie  AmendniCKt  or 
Iter,  prefaee  to  the  Reeolulions,  IteiirJ 
:  speed)  ill  wliicli  the  riglit  lion.  Qeiitle- 
SLi  pjiendeJ  llie  aoopo  of  lii»  Resoluiioiis. 
a  Reeiilutioiin  SGCmeil  to  indrcote  tlint  ihe 
MUblishMient  of  tlie  Iriili  Clmicli  wuuld 
ia8etilerneiiturtlieIi'UhCiiurcti<iueslion. 
e  did  not  concur  in  tbnt  fiew,  ntid  lie 
oiiglit  the  House  would  be  misleading 
e  country  if  it  eipreised  Buoli  nn  opinion. 
It  ibe  riglit  hon.  Gentlcnmn  in  bis  sptecli 
id  lie  meant  lo  put  an  end  to  all  eiidoiv- 
ent  out  of  tlie  funds  of  the  Stale  for  ttic 
pport  of  aaj  Beet  or  religion  in  Irelnnd. 
lat  was  a.  disiinct  issue  explicitly  put. 
a  llie  country  would  have  lo  sclile  it, 
,  bad  voted  with  liie  ligbt  bun.  Gentiemnti 
J  oilier  iiigln  becauae  iliere  wns  noiliing 
could  qoarrel  willi  in  liia  ReBululions, 
;ept  tbat  lliey  might  have  been  more 
plioit;  and  if  the  right  bon.  Gentleman's 
could  bnre  boen  put  From  tlieCliair, 
larger  number  of  MonibcrB  mij;lil  vote 
'  it  ilina  fur  ibe  RceubilionB.  He  ba<l 
•nys  looked  upon  the  Irish  Chureli  ns 
9  greniBBt  of  nil  dangers  to  the  tlnglisb 
lurcli  ;  for  tlie  one  a  logicnl  reason 
mid  be  offered,  for  tbo  other  there  was 
I  nrgnnicnt  but  ibe  power  of  a  niiiioriiy 
preBerre  it.  The  Bubatitution  of  tbe 
ituntnry  ayBteni  fur  the  Estabtisliiiient  in 
eland  would  be  a  puivcrful  meana  or 
niting  flfresli  tbe  ProteBtaiit  religion  in 
int  cuuntrjT.  A  great  Cliurebinaii  and  a 
'cut  man — Dr.  Arnold,  of  Rugby — used 

'■  Whether  Irelnnd  remain  in  it«  prcwnt  bnr- 
iriani,  or  grow  in  wvnlih  and  ciiilliatlan.  in 
thvr  DSM  the  iIovnrAll  o!  the  prcurnt  E>tabli)li- 
tiil  ii  oertnin  ;  n  imv.igo  proplii  will  not  endure 
a  intuit  ul  a  liOBiila  religion  :  n  oidliinl  ono 
ill  reaioiiablj  insiat  on  h-iving  thair  owa." 


And  in  his  norke,  speaking  of  the  lri>h 

"ThDT  lee  a  Churoh  riehlj  Mppnrleil  by  the 
•poila  of  ihrir  own  Chu'oli  KaioMiilimBnt.  <d 
i*hDMi  IpudU  naC  on^tanlh  pnrt  of  lh«  ppopio  be- 
Itero.  li  it  poialble  la  bcllave  thit  eon  ondure  I" 
He  (Mr.  Wnlki'i)  believed  will.  Dr.  Arnold 
tlint  it  could  noi  enilnre.  But  then  comet 
(he  qnestiiin — how  fur  (be  liKhi  hon.  Gcn> 
lleiiinii  can  proceed  uinier  prcurnt  circuin> 
alancea  !  Ilniiaohobt  miiTrnge  nill  make  a 
f^ir  wider  nnd  wiser  Belilenient  nf  tbe  wbolo 
Iri^'h  question  tlinn  tbis  Fitrlinnient  enn 
nccoinplisb.  This  Parlianii.'nt  nnglit  not  le 
he  kept  alive  to  Bcr»a  any  parly  pnrp»i«. 
And  the  country  tTiuild  not  bo  anliilied 
unless  DD  ABBurnnco  be  given  by  either  tlia 
ri^ht  bun.  Genilenian  ibe  Prime  UiniBler 
or  liy  the  right  ban.  Member  for  South 
LancBsliire — who  may  be  Prime  MiniitlBr 
iu  a  feir  weeks— tliat  tbe  Rerormeil  Par- 
liament sbati  be  called  together  at  tha 
earliest  posnihlo  period  neiit  year,  in  oriler 
to  deal  with  tha  vrhole  question  oF  Ireland. 
Hi*  proposed  addition  enforced  thia  eond<> 
tion.  lie  did  not  holievo  any  Minister  will 
commit  the  mitinke  of  dissolviuK  this  Par- 
liament  on  the  question.  Tlie  IIuubo  will 
Mu  doubt  pass  tlio  ResolutiooB,  and  he  de- 
sired to  Ibrow  no  impediment  in  the  na^  ; 
nnd  ns  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Frederick 
Heygate)  Iiob  given  notice  of  an  Amcn^- 
raent  which  will  raise  the  whole  queatioa 
of  Establisbmcnt*.  lie  {Mr.  Waikin)  would 
not  move  (be  Amcnditicnt  of  whicb  be  bad 
given  Notice. 

Mit.  GORST  laid,  be  did  not  think  tbii 
could  be  treated  as  an  Irish  question.  It 
was  one  which  deeply  alFcctcd  the  people 
of  (bis  country.  He  did  not  wonder  at,  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  Members  looking  on 
tills,  BB  tbcy  did  on  all  olher  questions, 
from  a  iieculiarly  Irish  point  of  vieiv.  They 
said,  that  ibo  Irish   Bstablishr 


:   Ihai 


t  did   I 


social  (rood 


peqple  of  thnt  country,  and  tbat  tlie 
wiioic  mass  of  tbe  Irish  people  were  against 
it.  If  Ireland  were  a  separate  country. 
tliey  would  not  attempt  to  diseataUlisli  tlie 
Irish  Church,  but  would  simply  change  ita 
religion  and  make  it  Roman  Catholic.  Tlie 
line  of  argument  adopted  by  those  Mem- 
bers wna  Btraiglitforwai'd  ;  but  he  wouid 
point  out  (o  hon.  GentlcDien  thnt  a  civil 
war  must  take  place  before  the  RnniAD 
Caiholio  Church  could  be  made  the  EsUb- 
lished  religion  uf  Ireland.  lie  ohjecled 
in  iato  to  (be  Bssunijilion  that  tbis  uught 
to  be  irealcd  as  a  purely  Irish  quFslioa. 
By  doing  bo,  iudceJ,  ibe  Uouao  wuuld  uat 
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be  going  against  the  Act  of  Union,  winch 
they  had  power  to  repeal  if  they  chose  ; 
but  the  House  would  bo  acting  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  spirit  of  the  a^e.  He  yielded 
to  no  man  in  his  adniirntion  oF  the  Irish 
character,  which  was  high-spirited  and 
generous ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  resist 
the  revolution  which  railroads  were  making 
in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  En^vland.  In  a 
country  which  could  be  travelled  over  from 
one  extremity  to  the  other  in  twenty  four 
hours,  it  could  hardly  be  doubted  thnt  men 
and  institutions  would  become  alike;  and 
he  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  were 
acquainted  with  Ireland,  whether  it  was 
not  rapidly  losing  its  distinctive  character, 
and  becoming  English.  If,  then,  there 
were  a  tendency  to  uniformity  of  character 
thoughout  tlie  United  Kingdom,  was  it  not 
ft  reactionary  step  to  create  an  anomaly  by 
having  an  Established  Church  in  England, 
and  in  Ireland  a  Government  with  no  re- 
ligion whatever  ?  Was  it  likel}'  that  such 
an  anomaly  could  bo  maintained  perma- 
nently ?  The  great  mass  of  the  Liberal 
party  knew  full  well  that  it  could  not  and 
did  not  intend  that  it  should  ;  but  they 
supported  the  present  Resolutions,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  destroying  the  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
laying  hands  on  the  Establishment  in 
England.  If  he  had  held  such  views  he 
should  have  raised  the  real  question  at 
issue  in  a  manly,  straightforward  way, 
instead  of  following  the  example  of  some 
Liberals  who  had  had  the  falseness  to 
deny  that  they  were  aiming  at  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church  of  England.  Some 
Liberals  talked  as  though  thej  were  advo- 
cating reforms  in  the  future ;  not  because 
these  reforms  were  in  themselves  ri^ht 
and  good,  but  for  the  purpose  of  punishing 
the  Conservative  party  for  its  obstinncj. 
It  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
who  began  that  way  of  talking.  They 
nil  understood  that  it  was  his  fun,  but 
there  were  plenty  to  follow  him  seriously 
in  these  opinions.  Now,  he  maintained 
that  those  who  brought  forward  this  ques- 
tion ought  honestly  to  avow  their  inten- 
tions ;  but  the  reason  the  Liberal  party 
bad  not  done  so  was  because  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  especially  the  poorer 
classes,  were  firmly  attached  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
many  mistook  the  voice  of  a  few  persons 
oat-of-doors  and  of  a  few  newspapers — a 
▼oiee  put  forth  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  public  opinion — for  that  of  the 
people  of  this  country.     Would  the  hon. 


Member  for  Birmingham  allow  him  to  give 
one  reason  whirh  seemed  to  him  to  be 
above  all  others  that  which  led  the  people 
of  this  country  to  uphold  the  Established 
Church  ?  It  was  because,  of  all  our  in- 
f^titutions,  it  was  the  most  democratic. 
Although  a  great  Reform  Bill  had  been 
carried,  there  still  existed  in  the  State, 
distinctions  between  the  rich  man  and  the 
>onr  man,  and  between  males  and  females. 
'  Laughter.  ]  That  laughter  convinced 
lim  that  the  latter  distinction  wa<«  likely 
to  be  long  maintained.  [Laughter,']  Of 
course,  he  wos  merely  speaking  of  distinc- 
tions in  the  State.  In  the  Established 
Church,  however,  no  distinction  was  made 
between  classes,  but  all  alike  could  enter 
the  churches  and  partake  of  the  ceremo- 
nies. And  not  only  so,  but  the  ceremonies 
were  the  same  for  all.  A  marriage  might 
be  surrounded  with  every  pomp  and  luxury, 
but  within  the  Church  the  ceremony  was 
the  same  for  the  wealthy  as  for  the  poor. 
A  general  might  be  buried  in  a  cathedral, 
but  the  ceremony  was  the  same  as  for  the 
poorest  man.  For  his  own  part,  he  had 
never  held  that  it  would  make  a  great 
difference  to  the  Church,  whether  it  existed 
as  an  Establishment  or  as  a  voluntary 
association,  although  he  did  not  share  in 
the  desire  entertained  by  some  advanced 
Churchmen  of  separation  of  Church  and 
State.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
State  would  be  the  great  sufferer  from 
disestablishment.  It  could  not  be  expected 
that  England  could  be  governed  like 
America,  or  the  Colonies,  where  no  mo- 
narchy was  established  ;  and  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  national  religion 
was  bound  up  with  all  the  traditions  of  the 
country.  Tiicre  had  been  periods  in  our 
history  when  the  national  Church  was  the 
great  safeguard  of  the  liberties  of  the  peo- 
ple; and  her  services  were  not  yet  forgot- 
ten. They  could  not,  in  his  opinion,  dis- 
establish the  Church  in  ony  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  without  striking  a  great 
blow  at  true  religion.  It  mijxht  be  that 
philosophors  could  conduct  themselves  and 
their  affairs  without  religion,  and  that 
for  them  enlightened  self-interest  was  a 
sufficient  guide  ;  but  common  and  unphi- 
losophical  men,  who  were  now  supreme 
in  this  country,  would  hardly  be  able 
to  govern  themselves  justly  without  the 
principle  of  religion  embodied  in  public 
affairs — in  other  words,  without  the  prin- 
ciple of  an  Established  Church.  After 
all^  it  was  of  no  use  attempting  to  decide 
a  question  of  this  kind  by  reason ;  for  it 


liil  not  ilepend  upon  argument  at  all,  but  ,  roust  be  remitteil  lo  tlie  reformed  Parlia- 
ipon  feeling  and  icnlinieiit,  and  na  long  n,»  '  iicnt;  that  it  preTenied  the  completion  of 
peiiple  of  tbis  country  were  Btronglj  the  Reform  aelienie  of  lost  Sea 
■       "      "■        ■  'the  Liber 


.tlMh«(l  la  l\w  E)>tablished  Cburch, 
oag  ftbould  we  haio  Church  and  State 
initod.  The  battle  would  be  Fought,  not 
JO  i>r  Commons,  but  in  the 
trect«  of  our  great  towns.  On  the  one 
"3  were  arrayed  clergy,  niiiiJBterB,  and 
;uo ;  and,  on  llie  other  tide,  the  vice 
I  wiokcdneid  out  of  the  gnoU  and  work- 
lousea;  and  nhen  the  latter  pretaiied,  and 
leople  ceaged  la  be  attached  to  tlic  Church, 
nuuld  go,  and  the  Ilouee  could  not  sa«c 
,  although  it  might  break  the  fall.  The 
jiherol  party — taking  adeantago  of  this 
tale  of  thiiigi — wne  trying  to  educate  the 
leople  into  oillingneHs  to  destroy  the 
)hureh,  nnd  it  did  not  Bcruple  to  ally  itself  j  medy  it. 
r  this  object  with  people  of  bad  charau- 
r,  and  opposed  to  religion.  It  would  be 
r  belter  plainly  to  syow  the  intention. 
id  let  tlie  world  know  what  was  aimed  at, 
or  the  destruction  of  the  Irish  Church 
step  towards  the  destruotion  of  the 
£ng1i>h  Church.  But  the  conduct  of  the 
jiberni  party  was  reasonable,  judged  by 
'  eir  own  principles.  What,  however, 
lould  be  said  of  the  anion  between  the 
ish  party,  wliioh  sought  tlio  separalion 
if  England  and  Ireland,  and  tlie  anti- 
rch  party,  in  a  common  onslaught  on 
he  Irish  Churoh  ?  ["No,  no!"]  Of  course 
jadors  of  the  Opposilion  treated  his 
ns  with  disdain.  But  perhnps  (hey 
>ould  liko  to  know  haw  tlie  mnttcr  struck 
rlio  did  not  expect  to  hold 
11  Parliament  met  it  was  said 
relsnd  would  bo  the  question  of  the  Sea- 
bul  in  tiio  speeches  of  the  Leaders  of 
liberal  party  be  could  End  no  sugges- 
,  and  no  proposals  were  made  save 
mpractlcnbie  ones  of  the  lion.  Mcm- 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  and 
Vestmiiister  (Mr,  Stuart  Mill).  It  was 
aid  thni  Bonietbing  must  be  done  ;  but  no 
no  know  what.  Then  there  was  a  great 
cbate  in  the  House,  and  nothing  turned 
p  for  Ireland,  but  something  for  the  Ll- 
ral  party.  It  appeared  (0  be  possible 
'    if  certain   Gentlemen   would   ch 


tgltifying  Itself, 
ipo^ed  DOtbiiig  during  the 
twenty  years  it  directed  the  Government 
of  the  country.  In  the  face  of  all  iheie 
admissions,  tbey  had  to  say  why  ibey 
opened  the  ijueslioQ  now.  Their  sup- 
porters out-of-door*  bluntly  said  it  was 
because  they  were  out  of  Office;   of  course. 


;   be  dec 


1  the 


Honse  ;    but  the 

there  was  discontent  in  Ireland,  and  it  was 
desirable  lo  remedy  a  sentimental  grierance. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanea- 
shire  snid  this  was  felt  as  a  grieTanee  in 
Ireland,  and  that  it  was  desirable  to  re- 
Ile  (Mr.  Gorst)  would  admit 
jht  be  desirable  to  remedy  a 
real  grievance  in  the  midst  of  aa  insur- 
rection, but  not  a  senlimeotal  grievance. 
He  held  that,  however  discontented  a  na- 
Lion  might  be,  justice  ought  to  be  done  at 
whatever  cost.  But  he  also  held  that  if  a 
sentimental  grievance,  which  did  not  in- 
jure any  one  either  in  his  money  or  per- 
son, were  redressed  in  the  middle  of  dis- 
content and  insurrection,  the  condoct  of 
the  redresBors  would  be  put  down  to  fear, 
and  would  do  no  good  whatever.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  if  tlie  Irish  Churcli  griev- 
ance was  lo  be  redressed,  it  ought  not  to 


cdwhcn  Ireland  « 


leof 


ecliuii,  or,  at  all  evenls,  of  diseonte 
while  it  was  very  good  policy  to  cure 
I  giievanco  in  the  midst  of  discontent 
nsuriection,  it  was  bad  policy  lo  re- 
a  sentimental  one;  because  your  con- 
ight  be  atiribuiod  to  fear,  and  for 
nson   might  not   do  the   slightest 
Why  wns  not  the  question  brought 
forward   during   the   fifteen   years  of  con- 
tentment that  preceded  1865  ?     Unless  a 
good  rcaeon  could  be  given,  people  ouleido 
would  impugn  the  conduct  of  tho  Leaders 
of  the  Liberal  party.     A  distinct  iseae  was 
rnieeJ  by  the  Resolution,  which  !□  (emis 
spoke  of  the  Irish  Cburch  ;  but  in  tL-ality 
was  aimed  nt  the  existence  and  welfare  of 
the  Engliflh  Church,      Tho  attack  united 
I,  and  adopt  a  new    line  of  I  the    Irish   Catholic  pariy    and    the    anti- 
great    Liberal    party  might    Church  party,  and  those  two  great  psrliei 
he  re-uultod.      There    was  '  were    marshalled  for   the  attack  by  hon. 
snd  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  whom  he  might 
cal!  deserters  from  that  (ihc  GoveiDment) 
side  of  the  House,  and  who  hesitated  not 
to   stnliify  themselves  in  their  efforts  to 
get  into  offiae.      The  Conservative  party 
could  meet  the  fioeolution  only  by  a  direct 


onducl,   the 

ourage  in  the  attempt;  bu 
bliged  to  make  very  aorii 
'   as  that  tho   Irish  Churcb  was  not  n 
grievance,  and  did  not  injure  any  one 
_  jrso  or  person;  that  its  abolition  would 
ol  remove  discontent ;  that  the  question 
Jfr.  Qviit 


they  had  beeu 
IS  admissions, 


J 
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negttire,  and,  whaterer  the  House  might 
do  with  it,  ho  was  quite  sure  that  course 
would  be  approved  in  the  country. 

Sib  FREDERICK  HEYGATE  said,  he 
did  not  insist  upon  the  Union  of  England 
and  Ireland  being  an  insuperable  obstacle 
to  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church. 
As  long  as  there  was  a  Parliament  in  ex- 
istence it  must  have  power  to  consider  all 
questions.  The  Act  of  Union  was  one  of 
the  moAt  solemn  Acts  of  Parliament,  and 
he  did  not  believe  the  Union  it  established 
would  be  maintained  if  there  were  different 
religious  arrangements  in  the  two  countries. 
You  could  not  have  a  voluntarv  system  in 
one  country  and  continue  an  Established 
Church  in  the  other.  The  fund  for  the 
support  of  the  Irish  Church  was  described 
aa  being  out  of  all  proportion  to  its  real 
wants.  So  long,  however,  as  you  treated 
the  country  as  one  united  Empire,  you 
were  bound  to  look  to  the  case  of  the 
Church  in  every  part  of  the  kingdom. 
Now,  the  Church  statistics  of  Ulster  had 
never  been  given  in  this  House,  and  he 
ahould  like  to  call  attention  to  them.  The 
total  Church  revenue  in  Ulster  arising 
from  rent,  glebe-lands,  tithe  rent-charge, 
sums  paid  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
aioners,  and  value  of  the  Bishops'  sees, 
was  £211,234;  the  number  of  clergy  in 
Ulster  was  684,  and  of  the  Church  popu- 
lation was  401,392.  Dividing  the  emulu- 
ments  of  the  Church  by  the  number  of 
the  clergy  the  income  of  each  clergyman 
appeared  to  bo  £308,  certainly  not  an 
excessive  income  considering  the  large 
aiie  of  the  parishes.  Dividing  the  num- 
ber of  the  Church  population  by  the  num- 
ber of  clergymen,  the  average  flock  of 
eaeh  clergyman  was  586  persons.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  such  a  comparison  were  mndo 
in  England,  excluding  certain  largo  towns, 
the  remuneration  might  be  somctliing  like 
tbe  same,  but  the  avcrnge  number  of  the 
floek  would  not  be.  In  many  communities 
in  Dublin  and  in  other  counties  the  case 
waa  quite  as  strong  as  in  Ulster.  Then, 
again,  the  interest  of  the  500,000  Presby- 
teriaua  must  be  considered,  for  their  Re- 
gium  Donum  would  be  stopped.  He  was 
eonvineed  that  if  you  swamped  Ulster  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland  you  must  go  a  great 
deal  farther.  You  could  not  separate  one 
country  from  another  in  religious  matters 
and  maintain  a  union  in  all  others.  The 
prevalent  religion  of  a  country  was  its  very 
■pirit*  forming  its  character,  and  control- 
ling all  its  conduct  aud  its  relations,  foreign 
and  domestic.  If  you  abrogated  the  Union, 

TOL.  GXd.    [tbibd  axsoBs.] 


a  result  to  which  this  measure  would,  in 
his  opinion,  lead,  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
country  would  hardly  ever  be  in  accord 
with  thot  of  Englond,  and  then  the  ques- 
tion of  education  would  face  you.  When 
once  you  meddled  with  this  question  of  the 
Irish  Church,  only  two  courses  were  open 
to  you — the  voluntary  system,  or  the  en- 
dowment of  all  religious  denominations. 
Now,  as  it  was  absurd  to  talk  about  the 
voluntary  system  in  a  poor  and  thinly 
populated  country  like  Ireland,  though  it 
might  succeed  in  large  towns.  The  vo- 
luntary system  had  been  well  described  by 
an  old  writer,  who  said— 

"  That  he  was  not  aware  of  any  other  Sorip« 
tural  authority  for  tbli  iyitem  than  that  derived 
from  the  period  when  every  man  did  that  which 
was  right  in  his  own  eyes." 

And,  again — 

"  The  voluntary  iyitem  if  it  be  understood  to 
intend  the  exclusion  of  national  and  parochial  pro- 
vision  for  the  support  of  religion,  is  only  another 
phrase  for  the  wish  of  the  Dovil,  who  is  content 
that  much  should  be  professed  to  be  done,  so  long 
as  little  be  really  done,  to  overthrow  his  kingdom.*' 

Though  the  voluntary  system  had  beenmuch 
praised,  the  evidence  was  that,  while  in  the 
large  towns  of  America  it  answered  very 
well,  in  the  country  it  amounted  almost  to 
a  closing  of  places  of  worship.  The  other 
alternative  was  the  endowment  of  all  re- 
ligious denominations.  But  it  wocHd  be 
impossible  to  persuade  tho  people  of  Eng- 
land or  of  Scotland  to  endow  the  Roman 
Catholics  ;  and  if  you  endow  all  denomina- 
tions you  must  endow  Mormonism.  What 
was  called  religious  equality  was  nothing 
but  the  equality  of  truth  and  error.  Between 
Protestantism  and  Popery  antagonism  pre- 
vailed, well  expressed  in  tho  words  of  Old 
Evelyn — 

"  The  emissaries  and  instruments  of  the  Church 
of  Rome  will  never  rest  till  they  have  crushed  the 
Church  of  England,  as  knowing  that  alone  to  be 
able  to  cope  with  them,  and  that  they  can  never 
answer  her  fairly,  but  lie  abundantly  open  to  the 
irresistible  force  of  her  arguments  and  the  anti- 
quity and  purity  of  her  doctrine." 

It  was  asked  why,  if  the  voluntary  system 
answered  among  Roman  Catholics  in  Ire- 
land, it  could  not  answer  among  other  de- 
nominations. But  there  was  an  enormous 
difference  between  the  spirit  and  the  work- 
ing of  the  two  creeds.  An  omission  of 
religious  duty  ou  the  part  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics was  punished  in  this  world.  It  was 
punished  by  a  suspension  of  the  offices  of 
the  Church,  and  the  charges  made  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  under  the  so-called 
voluntary  system  were  really  compulsory. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham   said 
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that  tho  process  of  diseRtablishmcnt  would  !  make  any  sacrifice  short  of  abandoning 
be  oaRv  and  gradual.  Ehrj  it  undoubtedly  principle  to  secure  it ;  but  he  could  not  see 
would  be —  !  how  the  hon.  Member  could  prove  the  pro- 

**  Fftcilis  descensus  Averni.  sp^ct  wliich  he  held  out  was  anything  but 

Sod  revocaro  gradum,  superasque  evadere  ad  '  imaginary.     He  had  listened  attentively  to 

Aii'^B'  the  Boeeches  which  had  been  made  in  the 

Hie  labor,  hoc  opus  est.-  |  ^^^^^^  j^^^  ^^  j^^j  f^jj^j  ^  g^j  ^1,^^  ^^^ 

The   Protestants   in  Ireland    might,    per-    corroboration    had    been   afforded    by   the 
haps,  do  without  so  many  Bishops  as  they  |  Romon  Catholic  Members.     He  thought  it 
now  had;    the  few   cathedrals   might   do    a  somewhat  remarkable  fact  that  no  Liberal 
without  deans  and    canons  ;  though  these  !  Member  connected  with  Ireland — and  seve- 
wore  not  paid  as  such,  as  was  generally  |  cal  had  spoken — had  referred  to  tlie  pro* 
supposed,    but   in    almost   every   instance  |  poeal  as  likely  to  promote  the  result  sug- 
were  simply  the  clergymen  of  neighbouring    gested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham. 
parishes,   with  parochial   duties.       Rut  if   The    Roman    Catholic    Members,    though 
the   clergyman    of    the   parish    died    the  |  they  had  not  taken  part  in  the  debate,  had 
"gradual''    process   would    be   this — His  I  si<vnificantly  enough    voted  for    the   right 
jlife-intercf^t  would  be  respected,  but  on  the    hon.  Qentleman  opposite.     He  would  ask 
day  of  his  death,  even  though  the  church  'these  Gentlemen  whether,  in  their  opinion, 
was  well  filled,  it  must  he  closed,  and  there  !  a  more  peaceable  condition  of  the  country 
could  be  no  more  services  unless  an  appeal  I  would   ensue   upon    the    adoption    of  the 
wero  successfully   made  to  the  voluntary  :  course   proposed.      They  knew,   and  the 
system.    This  was  what  was  called  gradual    fact    was  generally    recognised     by    the 
Idiscstahlishmcnt.     But  tho  effects  of  these  ,  Roman  Catholics,  that  the  queatiou  of  eda- 
proposals  were  already  perceptible,  and  he    cation    was  of  far  greater   importance  to 
for  one  would  prefer  that  the  disestablish- ;  them,   and  its  great  importance  was  re- 
ment,  if  it  were  to  take  place,  should  take  I  cognized,  too,  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
place  at  once.      He  did  not  at  all  approve   the  Member  for  Calne,  who  had  changed 
of  postponing   the    matter   for   the    con-  .  many  of  his   opinions   on   Irish   matters, 
Ifiideration  of  another  Parliament.     Few,  if   some   of  those   changes   having    reanlted 
any,   would   stand   up   for   the   anomalies  I  fiom  sitting  on  Select  Committees.  Among 
jwhich  existed  in  the  Established  Church  of   other  important  questions,  too,  which  de- 
Irelnnd  ;  but   this   was   not  a  question  of    manded    consideration    were    the    law   of 
lanoinnliofl.      Tie    liad    letters    witlioiit    end    Mortmain    and    tho    land    qtiev<(tion.       But 
from  all  parts  of  tlie  country,  many  of  them    another  object  that   was  desired  was  what 
from  Roman  (Catholics,  and  thronpjiiout  hnt    was  called  tho  overthrow  of  Protestant  os- 
pne  idea  appoarcMl  to   be   prevalent.     One    cendancy.      lie    desired,    however,    to  ask 
writer     said,     **  The     Romish     population    the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  whether, 
about  iiere  are  beginning  to  exult  at  the    in  his  opinion,  Protestant  ascendancy  would 
prospect    of     becoming    tho    Established    be   destroyed    by   this  course?     The    hon. 
Church.'*  A  Presbyterian  clerf^ynian,  who,    Member,   as  ho    understood,   proposed    to 
he    might    add,    was   a    Liberal,   and   had    leave  tho  church,  the  glebe,   and   the  resi- 
voted  against    him    at    several    elections,    denco  of  tho   minister  untouclied,   so  that 
writing  to  him  lately,  said  that  the  Pres-    whore  an  *•  obnoxious  minister  **  previously 
hyterian    Church    in   Ireland  regarded  tho    resided,  that  obnoxious  minister  was  to  be 
withdrawal   of  the  endowments    from    the    maintained  by  voluntary  contributions,  still 
Established  Church  as  a  heavy  blow,  and    continuing  his  former  duties  and  trying  to 
a  discouragement  to  Protestanlisni  in  the    persuade    the    perjplo    of  the    country    to 
country,   and   a   great  triumph  for  Roman    change    their  religion.       There    remained 
iCatholicism.     The  writer  said  it  was  more-    the  fact  that  so  many  of  the  owners  of  land 
lover  feared  that  at  no  very  distant  day  we    belonged    to    the     **  obnoxious '*    religion. 
Ishould  witness   the   Establi.shmcnt  of  the    Tlnre  was,    in   his  opinion,  no    means  of 
lllornan  Catholic  Church  in   Ireland.     And    getting  rid  of  tho  Protestant   ascendancy 
Ithis  enormous  change  was  to  be  made  to    in  Ireland  short  of  the  absolute  banishment 
Isecuro  what  he  regarded  as  a  purely  ima-    of  tho  present  race  of  Protestants  in  Ire- 
Iginary  result — peace.     Tho  hon.  Member    land.     He  would  pass  over  the  remarkable 
liiirmingham  held  out  the  prospect  of  the    comparison    in    this    debate    by   the    hon. 
IdisfMidowment  leadintj   to  the  inauijuration     Member  for  Kilkenny  (Sir  John  Gray),  in 
|or  an  era  of  peace  for  Ireland.    That  result    which  he  compared   the  Ulster  settlers  to 
ho  regarded  as  so  desirable  that  he  would    the  planters  of  the  Southern  States  of  Arae- 
AW*  /'Vrfhricl'  Ifeufjate 
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rioa,  and  threatened  them  with  a  similar 
fate.  Such  threats  in  an  assembly  of  men 
whose  ancestors  for  the  most  part  were 
also  the  ancestors  of  those  maligned  Ulster- 
men,  who  had  been  originally  largely  sent 
from  this  City  of  London,  much  against 
their  will,  and  forced  by  Royal  authority 
to  eontribute  funds  to  buy  land,  might  well 
pass  for  what  they  were  worth.  That  in- 
dustrious race,  both  of  English  and  Scotch 
descent,  had,  at  any  rate,  made  Ulster 
what  it  is,  although  it  was  now  sought  to 
confiscate  the  endowments  of  their  re- 
ligions, which  had  been  guaranteed  them. 
fie  denied  that  the  loyalty  of  the  Irish 
Protestants  would  depend  upon  the  issue  of 
this  question.  He  believed  there  was  no 
gentleman  in  Ulster  who  would  be  disloyal, 
whatever  lors  of  security  there  might  be  to 
the  institutions  of  the  country  by  such  pro- 
posals as  this.  Their  loyalty  sprung  from 
a  principle  that  was  far  deeper.  But  we 
were  told  that  the  object  which  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  opposite  and  his  supporters 
had  in  view  would  bo  the  result  of  an  easy 
and  a  gradual  arrangement.  The  moment, 
however,  that  these  Resolutions  passed, 
the  Church  of  England  as  a  minifttry  and  a 
profession  would  lose  its  independence,  and 
the  standing  of  the  clergymen  under  the 
new  order  of  things  would  be  very  different 
from  what  it  was  at  present;.  Their  posi- 
tion would  be  something  akin  to  that  of 
the  domestic  chaplain  in  Esmonde,  who, 
as  Thackeray  told  them,  was  expected  to 
aay  grace  at  table,  to  baptise  the  family,  get 
the  eldest  sons  out  of  their  scrapes,  train  up 
the  young  hopefuls,  and,  in  fact,  to  make 
himself  generally  useful.  So  far  from  the 
adoption  of  these  Resolutions  tending  to 
promote  peace,  ho  thought  we  should  find 
that  there  would  be  less  peace  than  before, 
which  would  represent  the  withdrawal  of 
eonfideoce  and  countenance  from  the  old 
form  of  Faith.  In  fact,  they  were  so  re- 
garded in  every  quarter.  Lot  them  not 
be  deceived.  This  was  nothing  less  than 
the  reversal  of  the  policy  of  300  years — 
the  withdrawal  of  the  countenance  by  Eng- 
land of  the  M  Reformed  Faith — trium- 
phantly known  to  be  so  by  all  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Europe  and  Ireland.  If  they 
cared  so  little  for  this  question  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  and  would  have  none  of 
ita  endowments,  and  despised  its  hold  on 
the  world,  why  should  they  so  rejoice  at 
the  perils  that  environed  her  ?  Had  Arch-  | 
bishop  Manning  written  nothing  ?  And  the  < 
Roman  Catholic  papers  in  every  country  i 
in  Sarope  ?     Do  the  Irish  hierarchy  feel  I 
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no  joy  at  the  downfall  of  their  rival — no 
secret  anticipation  of  their  enthronement 
in  its  place  ?  On  every  ground  he  opposed 
these  Resolutions.  They  were  fatal  to  the 
principle  of  the  Union  between  tho  two 
countries ;  they  treated  England  and  Ire- 
land as  distinct  nations  ;  and  they  pro* 
posed  no  disposition  of  the  confiscated  exi" 
dowments.  In  the  cose  of  Ulster  and  some 
other  parts  of  Ireland,  as  appeared  by  the 
statistics  he  has  given — which  he  quoted 
on  the  authority  of  Dr.  Lee,  whose  ability 
and  labours  deserved  every  commendation 
— there  was  no  case.  He  wished,  indeed, 
to  sec  the  Presbyterian  ministers  raised  to 
a  position  of  greater  independence,  and 
the  utmost  religious  freedom  professed  by 
every  denomination.  Instead  of  promoting 
the  stability  of  Ireland,  the  Opposition  had 
thrown  the  apple  of  discord  in  the  very 
midst  of  the  people,  and  had  set  on  foot  a 
war  of  race  against  race,  embittered  by 
religious  rancour. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leav«  out  from  the  first  word  •*  That "  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  so  long  as  the  Union  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  continues  to  exist,  it  is  just  and  consistent 
that  the  principle  of  the  Established  Church  should 
be  maintained  in  Ireland,  and  its  endowment  on  a 
scale  suitable  to  the  WAOts  of  the  population," — 
(Sir  Frederick  Beygate,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Resolution." 

Captain  GROSVENOR  :  —  Sir,  tho 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  (Sir  Frederick  Heygatc) 
as  it  appears  to  me  is  precisely  tantamount 
to  a  direct  negative.  Ue  wishes  the  House 
to  affirm  that,  as  long  as  the  Union  exists, 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  should 
exist  also ;  but  on  this  side  of  the  House 
we  wish  the  Union  to  exist  for  ever  and  the 
Established  Church  to  disappear  ot  once. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge,  though 
he  wandered  over  a  great  deal  of  ground 
through  which  it  is  unnecessary  that  I 
should  follow  him,  did  not  fail  in  accord- 
ance with  the  never-failing  tactics  of  his 
party  to  refer  tho  proposition  of  the  rigitt 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  disestoblishment  of 
the  Irish  Church  and  the  support  which  it 
receives  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  caa5>es 
with  which  it  is  going  out  of  the  wny  to  sup- 
pose that  they  have  any  connection,  and  this 
is  the  more  singular  because  the  course  is  not 
far  to  seek  from  which  they  naturally  and  in- 
evitably flow.  Is  it  possible  that  hon.  Gentlc- 
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n  opposile  con  hnve  forgotten  ibeiiebnte 
ic'i  tc)»k  place  nt  llio  coninipti cement  of 
1  Sonaion  upon  Iho  Motion  of  llie  lion. 
Icmlier  for  Cnrk;  is  it  poBsiUe  tlint  ilicj 
n  hnve  forgotten  the  long  tipeech  inndo 
I  tlint  ofcnsion  by  tlie  noble  Lord  llie 
lliief  Sccretnry  for  IrcltinJ,  ihe  soliafoc- 
willi  nliicli  lie  dwelt  upon  certain  tla- 
\i  by  wliicli  lie  proved  ihut  tliia  is  not 
voi'«t  period  of  Ireland's  ndveraity,  llie 
our  with  wliioli  lie  nilniitted  tlmt  not- 
rithstonding  this,  tlirougliout  large  districts 
f  the  connlry  nnd  krge  maaseE  of  tlio 
opuliilion  tliere  vrus  n  prOTalenl  syinpatliy 
litli  FciiiBnism,  nnd  llien  itie  deplornblo 
x>Uicli  he  mnde  tliat  Her 
lajesty'a  Government  lliougbt  it  bcsl.upon 
10  irliola,  to  preserve  a  dignified  neutrality 
1  presence  of  the  raging  contest  between 
tendency  to  iniproveoicnt  nnd  n  tendency 
]  deeny  !  It  seems  to  me  Sir,  tlmt  both 
ho  Libernt  party  and  iheir  Leader  irould 
en  fnitlilciB  to  the  {■''B"' '"'b''^*'" 
to  their  cure,  if  they  had  pretended 
onient  to  sanction  such  a  policy;'  if 
i  had  been  lost  by  them  in  seising 
pon  the  most  salient  point  in  llie  Irish 
nilty  and  bringing  it  before  the  Bouse 
uch  a  ninniier  as  not  only  to  involve  a 
iiBsion  of  its  merits,  but  also  to  compel 
decision  upon  its  principle,  But  hon. 
opposite  sny  that  the  great 
liitake  has  been  to  select  this  questioD  of 
e  Irish  Church.  They  argue  that  if  the 
ish  Chnreli  were  diaeetnblished  to-morrow 
ere  would  not  he  ono  Fcninn  the  less,  nnd 

IDt 


{HviMi). 


iHi  I 


ough  the  asBCrlion  is  sweeping 
ecessarily  inaccurate.  1  am  inclined  to 
"  e  that  even  if  the  Church  were  dis- 
Btahlished  to-morrow  Iho  active  and  actual 
uns  in  their  very  limited  niimhers 
t  still  remain  undiminiehed.  It  is  but 
:ctly  that  a  Resolution  of  this  kind 
an  attempt  to  deal  with  the  active  orgnniza- 
on  of  Fenianism;  but  I  think  it  will  be 
niitted  lliat  even  thntnctive  organiznlion 
ill  have  rccciied  its  death-blow  when  we 
tj  reach  that  aniouldering  eympathy  with 
)els  BO  freely  admitted  by  the  Chief  Se- 
relnry,  thnt  passive  organization  of  Fenian- 
ni,  founded  upon  a  seme  of  wrong  which 
as  its  depot  in  the  hearts  of  iho  people, 
apprehend  thnt  to  reach  thnt  is  the  object 
f  those  who  wish  to  diaestahliah  the  Irish 
Ihurch;  and  let  me  remind  hon.  Gentlemen 
ite  that  an  argument  which  they  are 
a  habit  of  using,  even  if  it  had  any 
atinn  in  fact,  would  not  be  conclusive 
St  the  possibility  of  altainiug  that 
ud  by  tlicfle  means.  Their  argument  is 
Captain  Grttvmfr 


that  the  disnfTectian  of  the  Irish  to  our 
rule  does  not  proceed  from  religion  I 
f'oni  national  nniipaiiiiea.  Time  will  not 
permit  me  to  give  this  argument  n  very 
coinprehenairercfutDtion;  but  1  irill  at  leaet 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  there  is  no 
I  nntipatliy  so  inveterate  na  not  to  require 
Bustcntalion,  that  there  is  no  nDtipathy  so 
.  rooted  but  it  may  be  expected  to  yield  to  the 
'  inSuence  of  softening  suggestions  from  a 
.  friendly  nnd  rcspeeted  source.  And  I  will 
'  atk  them  to  consider  first,  the  enormous 
I  power  for  good  or  for  evil  which  is  vested  in 
I  iho  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  ;  secondly, 
I  the  course  which  nc  can  pursue  with  ths 
j  greatest  probability  of  throwing  its  weight 
into  the  scale  of  order;  and  thirdly,  iho 
grave  responsibility  assumed  by  those,  who 
pursuing  o  Course  di&melrieally  opposite, 
risk  the  indefinite  prolongation  of  a  slAto 
of  things  which  common  sense  nnd  common 
humanity  compel  us  nil  equally  to  deplore. 
And  now  let  me  turn  to  another  argument 
which  is  kIso  very  popular  with  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  They  say  that  union 
botireen  Church  and  State  in  Ireland  rests 
upon  the  same  principle  Bs  union  between 
Church  and  State  in  England,  nnd  if  either 
can  be  said  to  rest  upon  auy  absolote  and 
well-defined  principle,  so  fnr  I  agree  with 
them;  but  upon  this  premise  they  build  the 
conclusion  that.a  blow  struck  at  the  one  is 
a  blow  aimed  also  at  the  other,  and  (hat  if 
the  dissolution  of  the  one  be  effected  the 
diasolotion  of  the  other  must  fulbn  in  its 
wake.  From  this  conclusion  Sir,  I  entirely 
dissent.  Union  between  Church  nnd  State 
as  it  appears  to  mo  is  on  admirably  wise 
but  purely  political  arrangement  entered 
into  for  the  general  well-being  of  a  nation. 
So  long  and  in  so  far  as  it  procures  that 
end  Its  maintenance  i&  clearly  advantageous 
and  ita  disturbance  would  be  a  national 
calamity;  but  what  is  the  wisest  method  of 
avoiding  a  calamity,  which,  from  the  very 
nature  of  the  arrangement,  aanio  persons 
must  always  be  striving  to  bring  about  ! 
— surely,  Sir,  lo  restrict  that  arrangement 
within  the  sphere  of  ita  beneficial  action, 
not  to  press  it  to  a  point  at  which  ample 
experience  has  taught  us  that  it  becomes 
Bubvoraivo  of  the  very  objects  which  it  wai 
deyiaed  wiih  consummate  sogncity  to  attain. 
In  England  this  arrangement,  this  unioD, 
has  been  fraught  with  blessing;  in  Ireland 
it  has  produced  nothing  but  n  curse.  If  it 
be  true,  as  has  been  more  than  whispered, 
that  its  origin  wos  unhallowed,  all  the  more 
reason  why  Its  end  should  be  unregretted. 
Bir,  for  many  yeais  it  was  iho  oustooi  ta 
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cbaraoterise  religions  inequality  complained 
of  in  Ireland  as  a  sentimental  grievance; 
and  a  sentimental  grievance  truly  it  vras, 
cutting  a  sensitive  nnd  entluisinstie  nation 
to  the  quick.  Let  me  ask  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  this  House,  whether,  if  ho  had  a 
friend  of  a  sensitive  ond  enthusiastic  tem- 
perament who  might  be  useful  or  who  might 
be  noxious,  there  is  any  extremity  he  would 
not  rnthcr  fnce  than  put  him  in  possession 
of  a  sentimental  grievance  ?  lion.  Gentle- 
men have  at  last  discovered  the  fallacy  of 
that  unlucky  sneer.  More  than  once  in  the 
course  of  these  debates  it  has  been  turned 
upside  down  and  used  as  on  argument  to 
prop  the  falling  fortunes  of  a  hitherto 
favoured  minority.  There  is  one  more 
argument  which,  if  the  Committee  will  bear 
with  mo,  I  should  like  to  notice  before  I 
sit  down;  it  is  an  argument  in  which, the 
sentimental  is  used  for  the  practical  to  a 
degree  which  approaches  if  it  does  not  touch 
the  verge  of  political  probity.  It  is  the 
last  of  a  long  array  by  which,  not  so  many 
years  ago,  Protestant  ascendancy  seemed 
surrounded  and  ruined.  One  by  one  they 
have  melted  away  before  the  expanding 
mind  and  conscience  of  this  country,  and 
now  there  remains  but  this  one  alone — this 
garrison  argument.  It  warns  us  to  beware 
lest  our  mad  veneration  for  justice  should 
cost  us  loyalty  with  which  we  can  ill  dis- 
pense. It  points  to  a  minority  numerically 
small,  but  financially  and  intellectually 
powerful,  which  has  hitherto  faithfully 
guarded  our  interests;  and  again,  it  warns 
us  that  if  we  alienate  their  hearts  all 
government  in  Ireland  will  become  impos- 
sible for  the  future — all  government  at  least 
except  that  of  the  bayonet.  Truly  a  terri- 
ble alternative  if  we  needed  no  bayonets 
now.  My  answer  to  that  argument  is  that 
our  dependence  upon  that  minority  in  the 
past  is  a  reni  dependence.  I  do  not  dispute 
it  to  have  be^n  vicious  in  principle  ;  it  has 
broken  down  in  practice,  and  that  it  is  time 
for  them  as  it  is  time  for  us  to  give  heed 
to  the  warning  of  the  present  ond  the  lessons 
of  the  past.  But  having  said  thus  much 
in  reply  to  an  argument  used  by  others,  I 
feel  bound  to  odd  that  the  very  use  of  it 
involves  a  weight  of  accusation  which  I 
should  never  have  ventured  to  originate, 
and  the  truth  of  which  I  am  quite  un- 
prepared to  assume.  I  hove  confidence 
enough  in  a  body  of  my  countrymen,  so 
wealthy,  so  intelligent,  and  so  loyal  as  the 
Irish  Protestants  to  believe  that  the  sacrifice 
whicli  they  are  called  upon  to  make  will 
not  deprive  them  of  the  will  any  more  than 


of  the  power  to  do  good  service  to  the 
State.  I  am  fully  pursuaded  that  both  the 
clergy  nnd  the  laity  will  rally  all  the  closer 
round  the  standard  of  a  creed  whose  em- 
blems are  love  and  peace.  I  have  confi- 
dence enough  in  the  Church  of  which  I  am 
a  member  to  believe  that  she  fears  no 
rivalry  upon  equal  terms;  and  I  have  con- 
fidence enough  in  my  own  knowledge  of 
hnmon  nature  to  feel  sure  that  her  doctrines 
will  have  fuller  ploy  and  a  fairer  chance 
when  tho  exponent  of  Protestant  truth, 
dissociated  from  the  representative  of  op- 
pression and  conquest,  can  gain  free  access 
to  the  minds  of  a  warm-hearted  and  un- 
prejudiced population  through  his  virtues 
as  a  minister  and  his  qualities  as  a  gentle- 
man. But  even  if  this  were  otherwise^  the 
alternative  of  right  or  wrong,  of  justice  or 
injustice,  drawing  as  it  does  so  unpleasantly 
harsh  a  line  between  the  two  great  parties 
in  this  House  would  still  remain  untouched. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  the  consistent 
advocates  of  Protestant  ascendancy  at  any 
time,  because  it  exists  and  because  they 
think  "  whatever  is  is  right;*'  for  this  side 
of  the  House  I  hope  and  believe  there  is  no 
disposition  to  violate  the  sanctity  of  long 
existing  rights,  provided  they  con  shelter 
themselves  even  in  the  shadow  of  justice: 
but  when  such  claims  as  these  of  Protestant 
ascendancy  in  Ireland  are  dragged  into  the 
light  and  proved,  as  in  my  opinion  they 
have  been  proved,  incompatible  with  justice, 
insulting  to  a  nation,  and  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  the  Empire  ;  when,  moreover, 
Ireland  hard  pressed  in  the  struggle  for  a 
decent  and  orderly  existence  cries  aloud  to 
us  to  send  religious  equality  to  her  aid,  I 
think  it  would  be  wrong,  morally  and  poli- 
tically wrong,  to  stand  by  with  folded  arms 
and  let  her  fight  her  bottle  as  she  may. 

Mr.  dyke  said,  he  had  listened  care- 
fully to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Captain  Grosvenor),  but  failed  to 
discover  in  it  any  clear  argument  prov- 
ing that  the  Roman  Catholics  were  suf- 
fering from  present  injustice.  Looking 
bock  upon  some  of  the  arguments  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  hod  used' 
in  former  years,  and  contrasting  these  with 
his  more  recent  utterances,  he  hod  been 
altogether  unable  to  discover  in  his  modem 
views  any  sufficient  onswer  to  those  which 
he  formerly  entertained.  This  was  pecu- 
liarly the  case  with  a  speech  made  in  1835 
upon  the  Appropriation  Clause.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  no  doubt  would  say  that 
the  speech  was  made  some  time  ago,  and 


355  Ustdhlkhed  Church 


{COMMONS) 


{Irehn^. 


1356 


tliat  limes  had  changed  sinco  then  ;  but  ;  own  part,  he  could  not  discover  thoie  seca- 
lapse  of  time  made  no  change  in  the  clear-  ritic»  and  safeguards  supposed  to  exist  in 
neas  of  the  argument.  The  right  hon.  such  abundance.  In  a  quarter  which  ouc;ht 
rentloman  said —  to  bo  well-informed  as  to  the  Tiews  with 

*nfthe  Protectants  should  ever  happen  again  which  agitation  was  raised,  in  the  great 
to  be  in  a  minority  in  that  House,  he,  for  ono,  ;  Liberal  newspaper  in  Dublin,  The  Free- 
wowed  his  conviction  that  a  return  to  the  ancient  „,^„»^  Journal  of  March  26,  he  found  pas- 
appropriation  would  bo   the   fair  and  logitimute  i         *i  * 

jonseqnenco.      Until   that  should  be   the  case—     ®^^'®*  ^"*'"  ®^  ""* — 

intil  tho  Logislativo  Union  should  be  dissolved,  .  "  The  debate  will  bo  one  of  the  most  memorable 
intil  the  representatives  of  tho  Uoman  Catholics  '  on  record,  and  the  issue  will  involve  not  only  the 
;onstitutetl  the  majority  in  that  House — he,  for  fate  of  a  Ministry,  but  the  fate  sooner  or  Liter  of 
>no,  should  raise  his  humble  voice  as  a  Prote^itant  ;  the  dominant  State  Church,  not  only  in  Ireland, 

but  in  England.  The  great  Lil>er>il  party  are  de- 
termined to  dt*al  a  deathblow  at  all  State  endow- 
ments.    The  Irish  Church,  as  the  most  valnerabls 


igainst   tho   principle    involved   in    the    Motion 

}fore   the   House.      The   great  grievance  com- 
plained of  in  Ireland  was  that  the  Protestant  Es- 

iblishment  th**ro   was  paid  for  by  tho   Uoman  '  in  structure,  must  be  the  first  righteous  victim." 


/ntholic  inhabitants.  Was  it  so  paid  for  ?  Were 
[ithos  paid  for   that  purpose,  or  were  not  tithes 

ither  a  part  of  the  surplus  profit  of  the  land, 

rhich  went,  not  to  the  cultivator  of  the  soil,  but 
the  owner  of  it  ?  Tithe  was  paid  by  the  land- 
lord, and  the  grievances  on  this  point  complained 

►f  by  the  people  of  Ireland  were  rather  in  theory 
[ban  in  reality."    [8  Hansard,  xzvii.  507.') 


After  that,  ho  supposed  they  would  be  told 
in  this  country  that  there  was  no  need  to 
be  alarmed.  See,  again,  how  the  matter 
was  viewed  upon  tho  Continent.  He  took 
from  a  foreign  paper,  ezpreaaing  strong 
Ultramontane  opinions,  this  extract-— 


_,      _^  .     .  ,     ,     .      .      "  ^^®  applaud  the  fall  of  the  Irish  Church— 

Tho  House  was  now  invited  to  deal  with    first  of  all,  because  it  is  a  barrier  to  the  derelop- 
his  question   not  in  a  comprehensive  man-    ment  of  the  Catholic  faith,  an  outpost  of  the  Aa- 

icr.  but  by  nffirmiuff,  blindfold  as  it  were,  «^'<^»"  Es toblish ment,  which  is  the  fortrem  of  Pro- 

u..    . .:     '1^      r   1*       «   1 1:  1  ».     i  tastantism  in    Europe.      Onoe   the  Church  has 

ho   I.ru.c.ple  of  disestablishmeiit,   leaving  foi,e„.  ih,  .ect  »m  oVumble  away." 
he  viiat  ulterior  ditnculties  of  the  question     .    r         •  i .  .i      i         -^r      *       ^ 

^  k^  j««u    -'.i    •         r  »        r*    I-         *  A  few  nia;iits  ago  the  non.  Member  for 

0  be  dealt  wiih  in  a   future  Parliament.  «.      .     •  *"        •?   .       i      ij  ^'-^^  ™ 

\  .1^  ii  ai       •  1.1  1        n  Dtrinincliam  said,  he  should   not  be  sar- 

July  three  years  airo   tho  right  hon.  Gen-        -jr.!  .    ^   ''"•    ,       . 

in.^nr.  o*«#J>i  *».«•    «<«^   «. ^..„«    a;a  prised  if  the  same  conversion  took  place  m 

leman  stnted  that    *'no   sooner    aid   vou    Ls      i      •         j      i    .    j-      j  ^ 

,..».  v^^i     <i  *             i.'               «•     11      ai.        ocotliinfl,    and    that    disendowmcnt   were 
ipproach    this    question    practically    than      _,._  j  ,_  \»^ ,_         ah  .i.      ...         . 

^ou  met  a  whole  nest  of  problems  of  the 

itinoRt  poUtir.il  difficulty  ;'*    and  the  diffi- 

uliio^  oei  tiiinly  hail  not  ilisappearcd  in  tlio 

liifjrva'.      Tlic  lion.  Mcmbor  for  \V(  stinin- 

|t(T  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill)  had  one  plan  for  (lis- 

'»-in'^  of  tli(»  revPiiiKjs  of  the  Irish  (Miuri'h  ; 

.orJ  UiHsoll,  till  the  other  ihiy,  liail  a  dil- 

I'lOMt  phiii  of  hiri  own,  hut  ho  aiipearrd   to 

lave  rcjiiiqni-hc'il  it  at  a  .oorlinj;  wliich  lie 

.lt«'ii«liM|  in  St.  Jamea'rt  Ilnll.      A  question 

l':KS  Ji(l<lri'S<fMl   the  other  da}'    to   the   right 

on.   (lO'itleinnn    the    Mcmhor    for    South 


asked  for  there  also.     All  these  things  in- 
dicated   that    disestablishment    would  not 

stop    at   the   Irish    Church.       It    was    not 

shown    that    any  actual   crievanee    is  imw 

f<lt  bv  Honjan   (.-atholic  rlcrtrvnion   or  lav- 

men;   hut   hoii.   (jcntUMuon   who  sonuht  to 

make  a  ease  aijainst  the  Irish  Church  wont 

1>  lok  sixty  or  soventv  years  and  referred  to 

the  P(»nal  Laws  and  «)tliers!ich  things,  which 

we  all,  wlicthcr  Irish  or  EiiL^lish,  Protestant 

or  Kornan  Catholic, now  regarded  with  hor- 

r«)r.      lie  helievod  that  no  ela-^sofmen  had 

1  •  .1  1    i.      .1        />     •  worked   with  more  honcsfv  and    with  less 

.aneashiic    with    re;jaHl    to    the    IiCf/inm  \    ^,.  .     ^     ,  ;  , 

.  1     •  •  "  1  I     ,\      n       .or  hi(rotry  against   those  wiio  were  opposed 

/<'nmn,nu*\  also  wiin  re^iard  to  the  (jrant  ,"      -J     ^ ,.   .        ,  ,       ...      '• 

^    M  »i       .11.*  •  11      1    •         to  tiiein  in  reh^rion  than  the   Irish    1  rotes- 

i)  .Mavnootli  —  the  latter   espceiiuly    hein^  mi         ^        i       i  -      ^      -, 

1-  «, ..  -i     ,11,  ;    „  *i        tints,      i  lie  other  day  he  received  a  letiiT 

ne   ol    conmdi'rahlo    moment    amonir     the     ,.  ,.    .  -^   ,  .         ,  . 

T  ,.„,.(• ■  .   ,    .,  ]^r  1    *    «i         -1*     n'"f"    one    or  them,    asknic:    nmi    to    vote 

W)nonn'ormi3t   i)opnlation — hot    the    n:j:lit  ,      i»       i     •  i      i       i  ^ 

„i.    (icM.tl.man     hu.l    «ivon    no    distinct  nsa,n«t  tl,c  Uem,lHti..n».     In  that  lei  tor  the 

I.mIsc  v. ill.  ,o.;nr.l  to  the  future.     On  the  rcvrroml  g.,.,.t  o.nan.  .■elorrn.jr  to  the  K,.n...n 

|ontn.rv,  1,0  seenicl  to  find  himself  h.twccn  palhohe  i.oo,dc  of  iv  parish  m  winch  ho  had 

l>e    Sevlia  of  NonoooForn.itv-thc  dislike  I'ved  for  some  ye:.rs.  made  these  roma.ks- 

f   all    cndowMients-aMd    ihd  Chai  vhdis  of  'MVhen  th.-y  lound  I  wai  anxious  for  their  eooJ, 

,              /111-              1  •   1        •    1  .  ■              1  as  well  ai  that  ol  inv  own  I'rolemant  iveopU',  wo 

toman  CatiMdicism,    which   n.ight  succeed  ^^^.,.^.  ^^^^,,  ^^„  ^^e  plcas.-mt.st  terms,  spoke  in  a 

liter  all  m  oxcrcomiULr  his  present  scruples     fVi.-ndly  w.iy  on  practical  religious  duties,  avoid- 


ith    re;^'artl    to   crnlowments.        The   Imn 

emher    lor     Hirmini^ham     (Mr.     Briglit) 

"eated  all  ohj(H'tions  to  diseslahli^hment  as 

I)  manv  hob;;f<»hlin  arijuments,   liaviui;   no- 

ping  substantial  about  tiicm.      But,  forlii:^ 


[up  irritating  subjects  :  they  camo  to  me  for  .nl- 
vice,  or  relief  in  sickness  ;  they  truMte<l  mo  with 
their  letters,  money,  ami  atf;iirs,  and  my  leaving 
tho  ])ari8h  was  occasion  for  much  lamentation 
among  tliem.  I  quoto  words  used  by  ono  when 
sajing  good-bye.     '  How  shall  wo  all  got  on  when 
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Toa  l6ATe  u,  sir  f '  '  Whj,  just  m  you  did  before 
1  oome.'  '  Sare,  and  we  didn't  get  on  at  all  thin, 
your  honour/  " 

Were  these  Resolutions  to  have  a  prospcc- 
live  effect  on  a  Parliament  ?  If  not,  it  ap- 
peared to  iiim  the  House  were  wasting  a 
Session  bj  a  proceeding  of  a  vague,  fac-  ! 
tioua,  and  party-serving  character.  If  the 
Besolutions  were  prospective,  would  not 
the  House,  in  passing  them,  be  doing  a 
great  injustice  to  the  Members  of  tho  next 
Parliament,  by  denying  to  them  the  right 
of  having  any  part  in  legislation  which 
struck  at  the  foundation  of  the  religion 
which  the  people  of  this  country  professed, 
and  which  they  desired  to  uphold.  In 
1866,  when  the  suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  in  Ireland  was  proposed  by  the 
late  Government,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  found 
out  no  crisis  which  was  to*  terminate  in  the 
destruction  of  the  Irish  Church.  In  the 
twenty- five  years  during  which  the  Liberal 
party  had  been  in  power,  and  during  which, 
according  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham, the  sword  had  seldom  been  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  governing  party,  they  had 
never  discovered  an  Irish  crisis  ;  but  with 
the  coming  in  of  the  present  Government 
the  Liberal  party  seemed  to  be  endowed 
with  the  keenest  vision,  and  almost  with 
microscopic  eye  they  were  now  able  to 
detect  the  cause  of  Irish  discontent.  From 
the  large  constituency  which  he  repre- 
sented he  had  received  representations  of 
the  most  earnest  nature  on  the  subject  of 
these  Resolutions ;  and,  however  huniblo 
and  ineffective  his  voice  might  be,  ho  could 
not  give  a  silent  vote  on  what  he  conceived 
to  be  hasty,  untimely,  and  party-serving 
Resolutions,  affecting  a  Church  of  whicli 
he  was  a  supporter,  and  a  religion  which 
he  felt  himself  bound  to  uphold. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  ho  believed  that 
the  existence  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  was  an  injustice  to  the  people  of 
that  country;  and  he  would  support  the 
Resolutions,  because  he  thought  that,  in  re- 
moTing  an  injustice,  we  took  the  first  step 
towards  ameliorating  the  condition  of  a 
country.  The  House  could  not  doubt  what 
the  verdict  of  the  United  Kingdom  would 
be,  for  during  the  last  three  weeks  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland  public  opinion 
had  pronounced  itself  singularly  favourable 
to  the  propositions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Gladstone).  [**  Hear,  hear  !''  and 
*'No,  no!"]  Well,  he  had  stated  his 
opinioo.     An  attempt  had  been   made  to 


raise  the  *•  No  Popery"  cry,  but  the  coun- 
try had  refused  to  take  it  up.     Seeing  that 
the    Roman    Catholic  hierarchy   and   the 
Roman  Catholic  laity  did  not  ask  for  a 
State   endowment   for   their   Church,    he 
thought  the  endeavour  to  get  up  that  cry 
was  a  very  unwise  one.     Another  means 
by  which  it  had  been  sought  to  defeat  the 
Resolutions  was  by  alleging  that  the  case 
of  the  Established  Church  in  this  country 
was  identified  with  that  of  the  Irish  Church. 
The  section  of  the  Established  Church  who 
put  forward  this  statement  were,   in   his 
opinion,  acting  foolishly.     The  two  Estab- 
lishments  stood   on   such   different  bases 
that    there   was   no  comparison   between 
them.      The  connection   between  Church 
and  State  in  any  country  was  a  practical 
rather  than  a  theoretical  question.     If  he 
understood  the  matter  rightly,   tho  State 
represented  the  whole  community  viewed 
in  regard  to  its  material  interests.     Tho 
Church  again  did  not  represent  any  section 
of  the  community,  but  the  whole  of  the 
community,  as  far  as  their  spiritual  inte- 
rests were  concerned;  and  when  a  commu- 
nity agreed  to  delegate  certain  powers  in 
reference  to  religious  teaching  and  admin- 
istration to  the  governing  body,  the  con- 
nection   between   the   Church   and    State 
arose.     That  connection  would    be  main- 
tained as  long  as  it  was  sanctioned  by  the 
whole  body  of  the  community,  as  was  tho 
case  in  England,  where  the  majority  of  tho 
people  belonged  to  the  Established  Church. 
In    this   country,    too,   there   were   many 
persons  who,  disliking  strict  observance  on 
the  one  hand,  or  sentimental  ritualism  on 
the  other,  nevertheless  were  in  favour  of  the 
State  Church  because  they  thought  it  pre- 
vented religious  intolerance  and  persecution. 
The   Roman    Catholics   and    other    small 
sects  also  accepted  the  connection  between 
Church  and  State  in  this  country,  because 
they  felt  that  it  afforded  them  a  protection 
which  they  would  not  otherwise  have.  The 
Dissenting  bodies,  indeed,  were  opposed  to 
the  connection,  though   not    violently,  for 
they  objected  to  the  Church  with  regard  to 
matters  of  form  nnd  discipline  rather  than  of 
doctrine.   In  this  conntrv  it  should  be  borno 
in  mind  the  vast  majority  of  the  people  were 
united  by  the  common  bond  of  Protestant- 
ism, and  this  would  probably  prevent  any 
violent  assault  being  made  on  the  Estab- 
lished Church.     In  Ireland  none  of  those 
conditions   existed,    and    therefore   he  re- 
garded the  connection  between  the  Church 
and   State  in  that  country  as   a  fallacy. 
There  the  people  were  not  united  by  the 


mmon  bonJ  at  ProteetniUiRni.  Tho  gr^nt  I  in  fnct,  a  porlion  of  iho  "  United  Churoh 
«BS  of  ihc  ponpU,  bctiiig  Cntlinlica,  TO-  I  of  Englnnd  niiil  Ireland."  If  one  pan 
irdoil  llie  Sinle  religion  na  n  dangeroiii  I  were  dcBtrnyeil.  llie  otlier  muat  Iw  *n- 
not  A  fatiil  lierciy,  niid  as  n  bmtgo  of  j  datigered,  li  nno  niembrrsiificrB,  ibo  other 
inquest.  Until  lliat  bndgo  of  vniiqucst  i  member  niiiet  eiitfer  wltb  it  .  It  waa  nnt 
'   '    '      '         "  ''      ronsonable  to   inj    tbnt  the    henltb  of  n 

bo  J  J  would  not  be  endangered  hy  tiie 
[inrnlysiB  of  a  jiortiun  of  it.  His  lion. 
nnd  lenrned  Friend  ilie  Member  for  Exeter 
bnd  (olil  them  to  look  at  this  question  from 
nn  Iriili  |ioint  of  view.  It  wat  juit  tliis 
narrow  Irish  view  of  Iriih  inlci-ests  which 
was  tlie  bnne  of  Irclnnd,  and  n  lienvy  cloud 
of  odveriity  would  bong  over  lier  until 
IriaUmen  would  consent  la  view  Iriiih  ques- 
tions in  tho  broad  clear  light  of  Imperial 
inlereals.  tli«>i  slio  will.  It  »&»  t<>  bo  boped, 
sUnre  fulljf  in  ilie  gonernl  prospeiit;  of  tbo 
Brmpire.  To  limit  thna  llie  qnestion  of  tho 
Church  neeoKiinlcd  thn  i-ocogniiion  of  a 
separnlo  nntionnliij.  Fur  if  il<o  Stato,  m 
the  cmbudiment,  coneentrstinn,  and  de< 
velopnient  of  the  feolingi  nml  conscioneo 
of  itie  niDJority  of  the  nation  niaintniiied  t 
connection  with  a  Cbureli  B>tDblislim»nI, 
in  oauformity  with  tho  feelings  and  eon- 
aoience  of  this  ninjority,  tl  niuit  be  of  tfM 
majority  of  tito  wbolo  £mpii-o,  and  not 
that  of  nnj  special  district  in  it.  Any 
sucb  diklrict.  before  it  can  elaim  a  differeat 
principle  of  legislation,  must  first  prova  I'te 
i;Uini  to  n  separate  nationslity.  And  tt 
was  in  truth  this  sentiment  that  anderiay 
nil  Bti^calieil  Iriah  grievances.  If  it  be  not 
allowed  to  Irelnnil,  how  did  she  differ  from 
niiy  iTc it-defined  district  in  wljieh  the  mem- 
and  that  no  Government,  I  hers  of  any  one  creed  may  ouinuuiber  the 
.elf  Libcrni  would-be  content  to  ,  members  of  the  Established  Church!  In 
ORica  without  securing  the  snmo  each  case  they  would  he  but  the  roajerily 
ice  fur  Ireland  in  religiooB  matters  (hat  i  of  a  minority.  If  ollowed,  it  is  impoBsible 
ounnlry  enjoyed.  |  lo  recognise  it  more  fnlly  tlinn  by  oeknow- 

Mk.  WALROND  said,  that  he  must  put  iei'^ing  the  justice,  not  of  an  equality  only 
>.  to  I  between  (lie  Churches,  but  nn  equnlity  se- 
ired  by  the  destruction  of  tho  P.stablisbed 
hurch.  It  justified  (he  claims  of  the  celo- 
-aled  "Declaration  "  for  a  separate  Legit- 
(ure  nnd  n  nntionnl  divorce.  In  it  wa> 
pudiftted  the  efficiency  of  any  measuras 
1  English  Porliament  could  pass.  By  it 
as  destroyed  all  hope  (hat  any  eueh  oon- 
ssiou  as  was  proposed  would  aocumpliah 
e  end  at  which  it  aimed.  Yet  thus  fore- 
urned,  ibey  were  nsked  to  sacrifiee  in  a 
so  different  that  the  fate  of  the  I  hopeless  experiment  what  many  of  iliea 
>  onnnot  influence  that  of  the  other.  Tlie  deeply  nnd  ardently  cherished.  They  bad 
^.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  tnlltcd  I  bocii  referred  bv  the  right  bon.  Member 
the  position  of  the  Cliuicb  in  Ireland  ,  for  South  Lancashire  lo  Mr.  liurhe,  and 
being  iaolated  and  independent  ;  but  it  ho  felt  gmteful  fur  the  reference.  But 
a  a  misnomer  to  call  the  liisb  Establish- 'Mr.  Burke's  policy  was  not  that  of  the 
nt  the  "Church  of  Ireland  " — it  was.  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  begged  lo  read 
Mr.  Dilhvvn 


ere  removed  Ireland  could  not, 
linion,  be  governed  in  a  satisfnclory  mnn- 
!r.  There  was  no  justifioatlun  for  this 
lomaly  and  injusdoe.  for  at  ft  niisnionnry 
hureh  the  BiKablishnient  had  *ignally 
.lied.  He  sincrrely  rejoiced  that  this 
lestinn  hnd  been  at  last  taken  up  by  the 
iberni  party.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(S  Member  for  South  Lancashire  had  been 
try  much  assailed  for  chnngo  of  opinion 
Mn  this  question.  Now  when  he  (Mr. 
illwjn)  brought  forward  this  question  !n 
}ti5  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  urged  him 
withdraw  the  Resolution,  and  be  was  so 
sll  satisfied  with  iho  speech  of  the  right 
in.  Geniloinnn—knowing  his  character — 
nt  ho  withdrew  it.     Subsequently,  wlien 

0  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Sir  John 
ray)  gave  notice  In  brin;;  forward  tho  same 
ie«tion  he  [Mr.  Dillwyn)  advised  him  not 

bring  it  forwaid  in  the  form  ufn  Resolu- 
n,  but  to  be  content  with  having  raised 
«  ijuestion,  and  then  to  leave  it  in  (he 
inds  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  bo- 
Die  he  wns  confident  that  the  right 
m.  Gentleman  would  in  duo  time  carry 
it  tha  inteuiion  uf  which   be    had   given 

1  earnest  to  roniedv  the  great  Injus- 
'S  of  the  Eslahlished  Ciiurch  in  tre- 
nd, lie  sincerely  hoped  that  the  Lihernl 
rty,  in  or  out  of  Office,  would  not  gi 

e  subj. 
liing  i' 


ido  (ho  appeal  that  bad  bci 
jni  to  limit  their  view  of  this  great  con- 
ivcrsy  within  Iho  narrow  scope  of  Irish 
ejudice,  and  apply  to  it  tho  bninder  con- 
leralions  of  an  Imperial  policy.  Tho  cx- 
'ssion  of  a  not  unreasonable  fear,  that 
luecessful  oltack  on  the  Church  in  Ire- 
id  would  give  a  base  for  future  succcss- 

ntlacks  on  the  Church  in  England,  had 
!n   met  by  the  simple  assertion  that  the 

"  ■       of  the  Church  in  Engh     "       "  ' 
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an  extract  to  the  Committee.   In  his  letter 
to  hia  son  ho  wrote — 

'*  If  erer  the  Cbareh  and  the  Constitation  of 
EngUnd  Bhoold  &11  in  these  Islandi  (and  thej 
will  fall  together),  it  ia  not  Presbyterian  disei- 
pline,  nor  Popish  hierarchy  that  will  rise  upon 
their  ruins ;  it  is  not  the  Church  of  Rome,  nor 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  nor  the  Church  of  Luther, 
nor  of  Calvin.  On  the  contrary,  all  these  Churches 
are  menaced,  and  menaced  alike;  it  is  the  fanatical 
religion  of  the  '  rights  of  roan,'  which  rejects  all 
Establishments,  all  discipline,  all  ecclesiastical, 
and,  in  truth,  all  civil  order,  which  will  triumph 
and  lay  prostrate  your  Church." 

Again — 

"  1  will  say  that  not  one  of  the  tealots  for  a 
Protestant  interest  wishes  more  sincerely  than  I 
do,  perhaps  not  half  so  sincerely,  for  the  support 
of  the  Established  Church  in  both  these  kingdoms. 
It  is  a  great  link  towards  holding  fast  the  con- 
nection of  religion  with  the  State,  and  for  keep- 
ioff  these  two  Islands  in  a  close  connection  of 
opinion  and  affection.  I  wish  it  well,  as  the  re- 
ligion of  the  greater  number  of  the  primary  land 
proprietors  of  the  kingdom,  with  whom  all  Estab- 
lishments of  Church  and  State,  for  strong  political 
reasons,  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  be  firmly  con- 
nected." 

But  thej  had  been  told  that  a  great  crisis 
demanded  a  great  sacrifice — a  crisis  aris- 
ing from  an  aggregation  of  circumstances, 
no  one  of  which,  it  was  acknowledged, 
would  justify  it.  Bnt  there  was  no  novelty 
in  these  circumstances,  taken  in  the  aggre- 
gate or  in  the  mass.  Fenianism  was  the 
chief,  which  seemed  to  possess  a  chemical 
affinity  to  the  morbid  state  of  Irish  political 
life.  But  Fenianism  was  new  in  name 
onlj ;  those  who  in  former  years  preached 
the  rights  of  man  and  the  wrongs  of  Ireland 
were  as  much  Fenians  in  doctrine  and  in 
practice  as  any  modern  Irish  American 
adventurer.  They  were  enemies  to  all  re- 
ligion, all  Estahlishments,  all  order,  and 
such  were  opposed  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
and  Presbyterian  clergy  —  a  very  good 
reason  for  strengthening  all  religions,  but 
hardly  for  withdrawing  from  the  Church  of 
England  the  sanction  and  protection  of  the 
State.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  had  thus  described  the  posi- 
tions of  the  three  Churches  in  Ireland. 
*^  The  English  Church  had  little  work  and 
much  pay  ;  the  Presbyterian  Church  much 
work  and  little  pay  ;  and  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Chureh  much  work  and  no  pay." 
And  how  did  he  propose  to  rectify  this  in- 
equality ?  The  Romnn  Catholic  Church, 
the  object  of  his  special  sympathy  and 
legislation,  he  left  precisely  ns  he  found  it, 
except  that  he  took  awny  tho  Maynooth 
Grant,  and  so  got  the  veto  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Wli alley). 


The  Presbyterian  Church  he  left  with  its 
much  work  and  little  pay ;  and  the  Eng- 
lish Church  he  disestablishes  and  disen- 
dows. The  most  ingenious  legislation  could 
not  more  effectually  secure  injury  to  all, 
and  good  to  neither.  Hitherto  concessions 
have  implied  a  benefit  to  bo  acquired  ;  but 
now  was  conceded  only  the  right  and  the 
power  to  attack.  It  is  this  which  gave 
satisfaction  to  the  Homiah  Church  and  her 
advocates  ;  they  hailed  it  ns  the  great  Ro« 
man  Catholic  triumph  of  the  century.  He 
did  not  deny  the  policy  of  relieving  a 
"sentimental  grievance,"  but  the  remedy 
proposed  shifted  only  the  *'  sentimental 
grievance  **  from  the  majority  of  the  dis-> 
trict  to  the  majority  of  the  Empire,  adding 
a  substantial  grievance  on  the  minority  of 
the  district.  But  they  had  been  told  that 
the  Church  when  destroyed  wos  to  be  ten- 
derly dealt  with ;  that  vested  interests 
were  to  be  respected  ;  so  the  dead  body 
of  Cflssar  was  to  be  respected.  His  funeral 
was  to  be  honoured  with  "  all  due  pomp, 
and  lawful  ceremony  " — 
**  It  will  advantage  more  than  do  us  wrong." 

But  the  lifeless  and  wounded  body  lay  be- 
fore the  conspirators — 

^<Look!  in  this  place  ran  Cassius'  dagger 

through  ; 
See,  what  a  rent  tho  envious  Casca  made ; 
Through  this  the  well-beloved  Brutus 

stabb'd  ; 
And,  as  he  plucked  his  cursed  steel  away, 
Mark  how  the  blood  of  Csesar  foUow'd  it ; 
As  rushing  out  of  doors,  to  be  resoWd 
If  Brutus  so  unkindly  knock'd,  or  no ; 
For  Brutus,  as  you  know,  was  Csesar's 

angel." 

The  vested  rights  of  the  clergy  and  the 
patrons  of  livings  wero  to  be  considered, 
but  not  those  of  the  Church,  nor  of  the 
Protestant  landlords.  True,  they  bought 
their  land  with  the  rent- charge  on  it,  and 
gave  less  for  it  on  that  account ;  but  they 
bought  it  with  the  distinct  understanding 
that  they  had  secured  to  them  an  equiva* 
lent  for  that  rent-charge,  of  which  they 
would  be  now  deprived.  Tho  Knight  of 
Kerry  had  placed  this  so  clearly  in  a  pub- 
lished letter,  and  so  confirmed  this  view  of 
the  case,  that  he  begged  leave  to  read  an 
extract  to  the  Committee.  He  wrote  in 
his  letter  to  The  Times — 

"  The  landlord  has  no  right  to  put  tho  amount 
of  the  tithe  rent-charge  into  his  pocket ;  but  is  it 
equally  dear  that  he  has  no  just  claim  or  right  in 
the  application  of  it  ?  .  .  .  I  think  the  case 
may  be  made  more  clear  by  excluding  the  eccle* 
siastical  element  for  a  moment,  and  treating  it 
on  ordinary  principles  of  business.  Suppose,  for 
example,  that  all  tho  estates  in  this  county  wero 
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liable  to  a  charge,  of  say  1#.  per  pound,  for  the  ;  conBistency  of  tlie  right  Hon.  Member  than 
maintenance  of  some  necessary  local  institutions  ^g  a  proof  of  how  thoroughly  unprepared 
the  County  [lospital,  for  example — which  we  will    i     i  i  .t  .        u       .1         •    i  *.   1 

suppose,  moreover,  had  for  centuries  been  sup-  \f  ^^<^«"  *^f  ^0""^'^^,  ^^  **'®  ''S**^  *»^"- 
ported  from  this  fund, and  this  fund  alone— would  j  Member  or  the  Liberal  party  for  the  great 
not  all  tho  landowners  of  this  county  have  just  change  proposed;  and  on  this  was  based 
cause  of  complaint  if  an  Act  of  Parliament  seized  the  argument  that  it  was  unfair  to  lay  on 
the  above  fund  for  the  public  Exchequer  and  left  j^^j^  parliament,  especially  under  its  pccu- 
them  cither  to  support  tho  bospitil  out  of  their    ,.  ...  ,       *  J.,  ...        ^  ,     1 

own  pockets,  or  to  allow  it  to  collapse  ?  I  con-  !»ar  condition,  the  responsibility  of  Icgislat- 
fcss  it  docs  seem  to  mo  that  a  serious  injustice  ing  on  such  an  important  matter.  The 
would  bo  done  in  this  case,  and  I  cannot  possibly  ■  Constitution  had  provided  for  a  somewhat 
see  where  the  parallel  fails."  analogous  case  ;  and  he  was  surprised  at 

The  Union  between  England  and  Ireland  ^'^^  observation  that  had  been  made  that 
was  at  all  events  so  complete  as  to  render  «^»e  argument  was  a  thoroughly  unconsti- 
different  principles  of  legislation  an  incon-  lut»onal  one,  and  that  it  was  anarchical  and 
sistency -so  complete  as  to  disqualify  the  d«?mocratic.  When  a  Member  of  this 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  from  taking  the  :  ^«"»e  *oo^  *>'«'>  o^c©  «n^er  the  State,  he 
position  they  assume.  Their  advocates  in  ,  ^«»  ^ent  back  to  his  constituents  to  re- 
the  House  took  a  degrading  rather  tlian  a  '  <^civc  their  sanction,  and  it  was  for  them  to 
liigh  position.  They  placed  themselves  in  j"8*>fy  ^'»  appointment.  The  Member  was 
the  position  of  a  professional  beggar,  who  ,  c^^^sen  for  a  general  scrrice  ;  a  specitl 
insisted  that  his  neighbour,  bettor  clad  and  <^"^y  *>eing  added  to  it,  he  most  obtain  the 
with  more  outward  show  of  wealth,  should  !  sanction  of  his  constituents.  This  Parlia- 
cast  aside  these  evidences  of  prosperity—  '  "™ent  was  elected  for  purposes  of  general 
which  he  will  neither  assume,  nor  share,  legislation.  An  unexpected  change  of  p<H 
nor  receive  an  equivalent  for,  for  in  them  ^»cy  imposed  on  it  a  special  and  unezpee- 
he  cannot  beg.  and  so  he  insisted  that  both  '  ^ed  responsibility,  should  it  not  seek  the 
should  wear  the  same  garb,  and  both  be  op"»ion  of  the  constituency  ?  And  now  as 
I  beggars  together.  This  was  the  monstrous  j  ^o  the  alternative  policy  forecast  by  the 
position  of  tho  *•  levellers  down  "—in  it  !  Government.  The  right  lion.  Gentleman 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  .  opposite  had  characterized  it  as  Pan- 
maintain  them,  and  he  is  supported  by  '  ^^^oistic.  No  one  had  a  greater  facility  for 
those  Nonconformists  who  will  not  see  that  aPP^y'^g  »  hard  word  than  the  right  hon. 
our  Established  Church  is  tho  most  effi- '  Member.  [Mr.  Gladstone  intimated  that 
cioMt  obstacle  to  Ronnn  Cath.»lic  develop-  ''^  '^'^^  "<^^  ori^jiinato  the  cpitlict.]  At  nil 
incut.  The  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  are  events,  the  rirjht  hon.  Gentleman  n.loptecl 
kve:i  aware  of  this  and  ao  they  press  ear-  '^  ^^•>'^'^^  ^ouhl  servo  his  (Mr.  Walrond's) 
ne>tlv  for  its  discstabli>hnient  ;  but  it  P"'T'>9e  equally  well.  Well,  whether  it  be 
Peeim.'d  to  bo  a  natural  huv  that  coniinon  JMM^'»<?'J  ^o  Ireland  only,  or  used  as  a  prece- 
giirvanco.^  united  mm  mere  closely  than  ^'^'"^  *"«»'  f"^"'*<^  legislation  in  En<rland.  if 
ci.mmon  intere.sts.  Was  there  one  who  '^^  ^'"^  compelled  to  choose  between  tho 
ohjectedmoie  stronrriy  than  another  to  the  I'-'Uithoistic  policy  attributed  to  the  Go- 
vernment or  the  atheistic  policy  of  tho 
right  hon.  (jentleman,  he  should  unhciiitat- 
ingly  choose  the  former.  It  was  far  more 
in  accordance  with  the  spirit  which  inspired 
Mr.  Burke,  to  whom  he  must  ask  Icnvo 
agairi  to  refer.  He  wrote  thus,  alluding 
to  the  neee-isity  of  giving  such  education 


let 


Tors  of  the  Cimrcli  of  Rome,  it  was  the 
ion.  Member  for  Peterhorough  ;  one  who 
lad  a  greater  aversion  than  another  for 
ler  politiiral  and  social  influence,  it  was 
he  hon.  Member  for  Birmin^am,  yet  both 
ivould  unite  with  that  CMiureh  in  all  her 
itlacks  upon    our  Establishment  ;  siill  he 


would    ho    the  last    man   to   >uggest   that  ^^   ^''^   Roman   Catholic   clergy  as  should 

Mihrr  hon.    Member  was  a  JcMiit  in  di.-  '"-^^^  t^^cm    good   and    serviceable    pari.-»h 

Mii^e.       The   right    hon.    Gentleman    the  P^ie^ts,  in  his  Letter  on  the  Penal  Laics— 

iMemher  for   S;.nth    Lnnea-hirc   has  home  "  I  speak  on  the  supposition  tb.it  thcro  is  a  dis- 

l.onorahle  testimony  to  tlie  general  absence  I'^:'V""  ^"  \"^«  ,^''^-   ?1''^^.«   ^"   tbc  condition   in 

f                   ,              ,  '             ,    °    ,              •      1  •  wliieli  it  IS  lound,  ana  to  improve  it  lu  that  state 

►f  perM)nal    attacks  on   the  change  m   hi>  to  the  best  advaniage.  On  this  idea,  an  education 

>j)inio'is  ;    hut    he    made  a  scarcely  fair  e.x-  fitted  to  each  order  and  division  of  men,  such  as 

leption  ill  his   allusion    to   the**  few  stones  they  are  found,  will  be  thought  an  affair  rather  to 

u\>i  hy  the  Home  Secretary  out  of  his  own  ^0  encouraged  than  discountenanced." 

la-^s   lM)n>e."     It  appeared    to   him  (Mr.  X'^i\\i\  ii\  h'\s  Letter  to  Mr.  Smith — 

^Valiond)  that  the  remarks  of  his  right  hon.  w  ^^^  decided  opinion  is  that  all  the  three  re- 

'riciid    were    addrci;:.rd    Ic.-s    ngainat    the  ligioas  prevalent  more  or  less  iu  various  parts  of 

Jf/'.  JJ'iinond 
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these  Itlandf  ought  all,  in  rohordination  to  the  an  opinion  in  favour  of  the  disendowment 

legal  EgtablUbment.  as  they  stand  in  the  WTeral  ^f   ^H    religious    sects   in   Ireland.      That 

conntnes,  to  be  nil  oountonanced,  protected,  and  l^i„    j;i    °      i.«i:^„«   :..    .i.^  .,«..^c«u«   ^r 

cherished  ;  and  that  in  Ireland  especially  the  Ro-  *>«7  .^'^   "«'  ^,7^^®   '»    ^*»«  necessity   of 

man  Catholic  religion  should  bo  upheld  in  high  app'y»ng  the  public  money  to  any  rehgiouB 

respect  and  Teneration,  and  should  be,  in  its  place,  purposes.     The  question  before  the  Houso 

provided  with  all  the  means  of  making  it  a  bless-  i^as  one  of  simple  justice.     It  was  abso- 

ing  to  the  people  who  profess  it."  lutely  unjust  that  a  Church  of  the  small 

Again —  minority  in  the  sister  country  should  be  the 

<'I  am  the  more  serious  on  the  positive  en-  Established  religion  of  the  conntrj.      To 

eouragement  to  be  given  to  this  religion  (always  eilduw  one  Church  and  not  another  would 

however  as  secondary),  because  the  serious  and  1,^  g^   injustice— to    endow    all    Churches 

earnest  belief  and  practice  of  its  professors  form,  ««.,u   k«  *«   ...«*..»»^  ..«/*«  ..»i:»Ui,o  *..,*u 

a.  things  stand,  the  most  effectual  barrier  against  7«"^^.  ^®/"  «"^;^««  "P«"  religious  truth. 

Jacobinism  " ^^^  wished  hon.  Members  would  keep  tlie 

^,      n     .     .  •    ,  ^  ,  n  ^  question  of  the  Protestant  Church  separate 

the  Penmnism  of  the  present  day  But  l^^  ^^^^  questions  of  power,  pelf,  and 
they  were  told  that   the  day  for  this  po-         j^j^^      g^  ,^„lj  ^„f.inly  be  no  party 

hey  was  past;   .t  was  never  loo  late   to  \^         ^jj,^^        „  t,,,  Protegtant  Church, 

do  that  which  IS  just  and  right,  but  always  g^^  ^f,^  Protestant  Church  was  one  thing; 

too  soon  to  do  that  "h'ch  is  unjust  and  j,,^  exclusive  right  to  the  loaves  and  fishes 

wrong.     It  may  be  said  that  »<>  propese  ^^^  ^^^^^^     f^  ^„  ^i,  ^-^^^^^  conviction 

any  exceptional  egislation  for  Ireland  dc-  ^^^^   ,^^  ProtesUnt  religion   in    Ireland 

prived  him  of  a  I  argument  founded  on  a  ^^„,j  „,,t^  i„fi„itely  more  progress  if  it 

common  nationality  ;  but  he  had  used  none  „^^^  ^,^^^^j  ^^^^  the  trammels  of  the  State, 

which  could  be  applied  against  such  prin-  ^„j  ^^^^j^j  t,  advocate  freely  the  glorious 

eiples  as  are  involved  in  the  maintenance  i^^,;^^^    ,,,5^,    ij    „p,,cid.       Although 

of  an  Established  Church,  nor  so  used  any  gj^^^j  g^^^^  ^^^  ,„•-  exceedingly  able 
that  they  could  be  applied  against  such  ^^  jur.  Gilpin)  should  much  prefer 

modifications  m  our  legislation  as  might  j,,^  ^  .^j^^  ^f  Drf  Chalmers  on  this  ques- 

be  demanded  by  the  special  necessities  of  ,i^„    ''.j,,,,^  ,^,^„^j  jj^j^^  g^ij_ 
Ireland.      No  Member  had  risen  from  the 

Treasury  Bench  who  had  given  them  "  ^^^^  *»»^«  *^^  *^®  enactments  of  the  statute 
•^•.^»  »1  k»i:»„A  »u.*  •u«  n»»A^»^<.M*  »»<.  book  done  for  the  cause  of  Protestantism  in  Ire- 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Government  was  ^^^  ,     ^^^  how  comes  it  to  pass  that  when 

•atisfied  with  the  present  relative  position  single-handed  Truth  walked  the  land  with   the 

of  the  Churches   in   that   country  ;  or  to  might  and  prowess  of  a  conqueror,  no  sooner  was 

doubt  that   when  the   requisite  data  were  she  propped  up  by  the  authority  of  the  State,  no 

before    them    they    would    deal    with    the  woner  was  the  armour  of  intolerance  given  to  her, 

..        .  <«  a     1     ru       1  »>       •  'i.    A     1  than  her  brilliant  career  of  victory  was  forever 

question  m  n       truly  liberal      spirit,  truly  ^^^^^  ,    ^hen  she  took  up  the  carnal  and  laid 

liberal  because  truly  just,  not  only  to  the  down  the  spiritual  weapon  her  strength  went  out 

Homan  Catholic  but  to  the  Protestant  po-  of  her,  she  was  struck  with  impotency.     In  giving 

pulation,  and,  therefore,  in  their  hands  he  "P  the  warfisre  of  principle  for  the  warfare  of  poli- 

should  willingly  leave  the  interests  of  Jre-  tics  she  lost  her  power.  Reason.  Scripture,  prayer, 

I      ,         J     .  ^i/    n       .  ought  to  comprise  the  whole  armoury  of  religion, 

Jand,  and  ot  the  Jimpne.  ^^^  ^^  these  alone  the  battles  of  our  faith  are  to 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  he  thought  be  successfully  fought I  want  truth 

"  The  force  of  fiincy  could  no  farther  go  "  *"<!  fo*"©®  to  be  dissevered  from  each  other  ;  the 

.1         At.     I  \t       I      »     /If      TJif  1       j«  \  moral  and  spiritual  not  to  be  implicated  with  the 

than  the  hon     Members  (Mr.  Walrond  s)  grossly  physical  means.    Never  will   our  cause 

comparison    of   the   Irish    Church    to    the  prosper,  never  will  it  prevail  in  Ireland,  until  it  is 

bod  J  of  Cssar,  and  his  attempt  to  crown  delivered  from  the  outrage  and  contamination  of 

the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca-  ^  unholy  an  alliance.    It  is  not  because  1  hold 

ahire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  with  the  laurels  of  fj^^'J^^^V^^'^w  ^""^  ^ ''ff  u^^^^ 

x%     .  TT       'ijIi^i.  1  1  these  disabilities;  but  because  1  hold  that,  if  these 

iSrutUB.      He  wished  that  those  who  spoke  ^ere  taken  out  of  the  way,  she  would  be  ten-fold 

on  this  question  could  agree  to  confine  their  more  assailable.  It  is  not  because  I  am  indififerent 

speeches  within  a  period  of  ten  minutes,  to  the  good  of  Protestantism  that  I  want  to  dis- 

becaose     it    appeared    to    him    that    hon.  place  these  artificial  crutches  from  under  her;  but 

*x      1  1  •.       *•  J  because  I  want  that,  freed  from  every  symptom  of 

Members  were  only   reiterating  over  and  decrepitude  and  decay,  she  should  stand  forth  in  her 

over  again  the  same  arguments,  and  nothing  own  native  strength,  and  make  manifest  to  all  men 

new  seemed  likely  to  be  said.     He  desired,  how  firm  a  support  she  has  on  the  goodness  of  her 

howerer,    to    say  a   few   words   from    the  «*"•«»  ^^  ^^  ^^^  hasis  of  her  orderly  and  well- 

Btand-point  of  Protestant  dissent.     He  be-  **^**  arguments." 

lieved  he  was  representing  a  not  uninfluen-  He  (Mr.  Gilpin)  believed  that  the  cause  of 

tial  bodj  of  Dissenters,  when  he  expressed  Protestantism  needed  no  help   from    any 


I  much  j^rBTity.     lie  was  deeiroua  of  rai«in|[  | 

"i  voice  in  unison  vritli  llio«e  who  licid 
t  B«labliBlied  Cliurch  in  Ireland  as  & 
I  laered  inBtitution,  and  kIio  were  deter- 
I  iiiineJ  to  use  their  utmost  enilenvours  to 
ntain  in  its  inlcgrity  tlia  connection  of 
ircli  nna  State  nhich  tliej  believed  to 
I  bo  necessflrj  to  tlie  stability  and  weirare  of 
I  tlioir  country.  Wliato»er  might  bo  »nld  of 
I  the  political  coniislcncj  of  the  right  hon. 

~  itlcman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
I  Bhire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  the  Resolutions  ho 
]  had  submitted  to  Iho  House  ga>G  no  un- 
tain  sound.  They  were  clonr,  distinct, 
.  unmistakeable.  Thejr  constituted  the 
I  wcnpon  niih  which  the  right  haii.  Gentle- 
1  man  intended  to  strike  the  first  blow  at  the 
I  Established  Church  of  both  countries — the 

ifedge  driven  in  with  irhich  lie  hoped  to 

uproot  those  institutions  in  this  country,  of 

which,  unfurtunnteiy  for  10  long,  many 
I  have  believed  hira  to  be  the  eloquent  ad- 
I  vacate  and    champion.      They  were  now 

asked  by  the  right  hon,  Genttenian  to  d»- 
I  establiBD  and  disendow  th«  Irish  branch 
I  of  the  Estnblisliment,  with  the  assurance 
]  that  all  rested  rights  were  to  be  preserfed, 

ind   that  the   fabrics  *nd    residences   of 
I  ministers  were   to  be  maintained, 
I  were  toldiftliey  censented  totho 
I  Genilonian's  proposition  they 
relnnd,  destroy  feniantsm,  i 

■ealily  the  two  countries,    No> 

!vcn  bo  induced  to  believe  diati 

vould    fullow    the    prapoaitlon 

House,    ho    might   hesitate  -■ 

some  of  our  old  luRdmarka  hat 


"Ireland  for  the  Irish."    B7Me«dl^ 

the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gen!' 

ihey  woaM  be  only  pring  the  Fen! 

other  leTw  to  work  witt.    Wh- 

really  proposed   to  do  waa  to  .i:" 

interests    of   a    portion  of   th  ■ 

which  wns  undoubtedly   loy.>' 

(erests  of  another  portion,  v 

loynl,  still  did  not  attempt  t' 

owe  n  higher  allegiance  ti> 

Sovereign  than  our  owi 

proposition  satisfy  ovr 

tholios  themselrea? 

would.     There    was 

such  supposition. 

lished  the  Church 

things  wodIJ  be  ' 

rise  to  endless  ' 

ouB  character. 

the  land  quest' 

did  they  thli 

mild  treatmi 

the  right  ho 

had  MD  il 

will  it  be 

briei 

How 
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Kg  freer  Ilbertjr  in  raat- 

"•jicclive  oF  fiolilical  cod- 
il  F'>i'  |it;aco  n[]d  linrnioiij 
Ho  Jill  not  louk  on  tho 
f  the  Cliurch  fts  El  curs 
\nras,  but  he  did  regard 
10  ill  n  future  tem[ile  of 
\,\  apjienl  to  Irish  Pi'o- 
j)t  -what  (TIB  in- 
L>v   for   yL'[ii'>i   b&d   poaEeBi«(l 

1. lilies  were  removed  lliej  woulJ 

.<l«Riilac!«»  in  llie  raco  fur  poli- 

,-tio>i,  and  niiliaut,  as  now  too 

>■  llie  caae  lieing  nlliged  to  coerce 

liiiig  tcnnnlry  they  would  find  t)ieiii- 

jiuiilnrily   eleclcd   to   seats  in  llint 

He  gaid  tliis  inucli,  being  anxious 

tliolic  to  rejily  to  tiie  questions  that 

'  liecri  put  (o  tlie  Cnttiulie  Members  in 

(    iloiiee  HS   lo  tlie   grounds   on  nhich 

|>porled  tlie  licBoliitions  of  the  right 

enlleman. 

KARSLAKE  gaid,  be  had  listened 
pleaaui'o    to    the    interesting 
0   learned   Serjeant   who   hud 
j^st   sst    down.      [Lautjhtw.]     Well,   had 
Llie  hoD.  Baronet  ch^istin   tlie  legal   profes- 
»ioi>  he  could  hardly  have  failed  Id  nltaln 
that   disti[iciian.      The   lion.   Baronet   had 
said   that  to  accede   lo   t)ic  first  Resolution 
would  be  to  take  llie  Irish  question  out  of 
hot  water.     But,  if  90,  how  did  it  hsppen 
thnt    the    Irish    questiou    had    been    kept 
■         •      Why  had  it   not 
occurred    to     the    right    hon.    Qentleinan 
the  Member   fur    South    Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  that  it  was  necassarj  to  propose 
such  sunimary   and   stringent   Resolutions 
before  ?     He  would  shortl;  slate  liis  ob- 
jtfolions  to  the  Reaolulions.     The  Brat  Re- 
solution must  be  considered  bj  the  Com- 
mittoe  either    by  i:self    or   in    eoiineotion 
with  the  second  and  third,  and   what  was 
thnt  Resolution  !     It  naa  t,  declaration  by 
one  branch  of  the  Legiaialure  alone,  which 
was  not  intended  lo  be  fullon-ed  up  bj  any 
action  whatever.      Now,  in  ^judicial  body, 
and  in  that  House,  too,   it  was  eonlrnry  to 
all  rule  to  fjive  aptiiion  to  cipressions  which 
folloired  up  bj  aciion,  end 
that  Tuie  prerailed  even  where  the  body 
could  give  effect  to  such  cxpreasiiin  of  opi- 
on.      How  much   itioro    stroiigl;,  then, 
uld   it  bold  good   of  ihnt  House,  which 
1  flucluntltig  in  its  nature,  and  a  great 
t  of  which  must  be  changed  before  next 
isler  ?      Even    if  tliis   were    to    be   the 
.ouse  of  Comtnoii!)  which   would   sit  next 
^L/B&r,  it  would  be  contrary  to  all  the  viewi 


Fru>lerickHeyi;ale),  liedoubladirii«tli.>ul(l 
hn>e  a<ldi'e«Koil  tlie  Hnu*o  ftt  all.  Tho  lion, 
Member  (Mr,  (rorst)  Raid  llitt  ilint  iras  not 
an  Irinh  quBfltion.  He  agreed  willi  tiirii,  it 
•SM  not  nioiie  an  lrii>li  quesiiun.  The  people 
of  £!nt[lani]  and  of  Scotland  must  have 
leArnetf  bj  that  tiiiio  that  the  disoontunt 
exiilii'g  ill  IreliDd,  and  the  neCPBeit;  o( 
eontiilering  Jl  in  tliat  nouee,  operated  in- 
jui'iuuily  on  Scoloh  nod  Biiglisli  interoits, 
ntid  interrnptpil  the  course  of  legislation 
requisite  for  ibnl  portion  of  the  Empiro. 
Until  tt  ■jotem  of  legislation  ivhb  entered 
on  for  Irelnnd,  founded  on  truth  and  jus- 
tic«.  hon.  JJeinlidrs  must  expect  discon- 
tent. Anil  it  iraB  bcoauio  lie  (Sir  Patrick 
O'Urifti)  believed  that  the  Irish  Church 
«n>  a  bar  to  sucial  uiiiuii,  aud  operated  in 
effecting  a  oompk'te  separation  of  classea, 
t1iHt  he  traa  thfrc  to  oppose  ita  eoiitinuaiioe. 
Be  had  ever  entertained  the  opinion  that 
Reoiaritn  and  religious  differences  were  the 
i!ut»6  of  Ireland,  llo  did  not  thereby  mean 
to  «ny  that  a  man  was  to  repress  liii  re- 
ligious opinions  nr  in  be  deprived  of  bin  full 
religiou*  freedom  {  but  he  did  assert  that 
the  exiiteoce  oF  the  Eslablishmotit  created 
■n  idea  of  supoi-ioritjr  in  the  minds  of  the 
niiddte  class  nnd  pouter  Proiestanta  cs- 
peeiallj,  nhleh  waft  a  bar  to  that  thorough 
oniaii  uf  all  classes  in  Ireland  without 
wh'oh  there  oould  nut  be  prosperity.  He 
repudiated  the  notion,  nu  doubt  in  error 
put  furward  by  the  Member  for  Cambridge. 
that  in  supporting  those  Reaoluiions  Cn- 
Ihulics  were  ntlacking  the  religion  of  Fro- 
teatanU,  and  vroreussiiulling  their  theology. 
Nothing  could  be  further  from  his  inten- 
tion, and  ho  might  say  from  the  intentiou 
of  all  Cutholios  with  nhom  he  hub  nc- 
qaainted  ?  What  nns  the  social  position 
of  the  Catholics  and  Prutestanta  in  Irdnnd 
at  that  moment!      He  believed   that  they 

fifty  years   ogo.     They  met,  no  doubt,  in 

public  fairs  nnd  markets,  purchased  cattle, 
or  entered  into  commercial  trannaationa  to- 
gether,  but   there   their  intimacy    ccaBeil. 
They   had  no   intimacy 
houses,  especially  th 


their  families,  one  irith  another  ;  and  this 
arose  from  the  feelings  of  superiority  g^ 
nerated  by  the  profesaion  of  a  Slate  reli- 
gion. He  appealed  to  Protestant  Irish  j 
Mruibcra  opposite  if  this  were  not  so,  niid  i 
if  it  were  ho  asked  the  lloui^e  was  this  a  I 
itste  of  things  that  should  eiist  ?  He  had 
no  in  »ill,  ho  need  not  say,  nor  had  the  | 
B  of  his  fellow  Catholics,  to  the 


nor  to  their  olergy  ;  and  it  was  to  induce  • 
better  spirit,  remove  asperiiiea,  and  ad- 
vance mutual  conciliation  that  be  advocated 
the  removal  of  the  b«rri«r  of  the  Esiah. 
lished  Chnreb.  lie  must  confers  he  was 
astonished  to  End  the  Roman  (^atholioa  ac* 
DUscd  uf  entering  into  a  eunrcdcracy  with 
the  High  Church  nituali.t*.  Ho,  as  a 
Cattiolie,  was  thcro  to  d<Miy  such  a  charge  i 
indeed,  he  should  rather  relurt  it  on  iu 
authors.  Ue  had  knotn  of  au  attempted 
coiifodcraoy  to  catoh  the  Irish  ?uie,  and  bj 
its  inHunnee  to  trainplo  Upon  Liberaliam. 
He  hnd  fvlt  ill  etfucts.  and  oould  apeak  ' 
feelingly  on  ths  aubjoct  aa  regarded  bis 
own  county.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  au  iha 
Treasury  Bench  hod  been  asserted  to  be* 
par  exeillenct.  the  suppurtiTa  of  Cnihclif 
interests.  A  tinion  had  bei-n  attompltd 
to  be  proved  bctlrevu  those  whom  the  right  < 
hon.  Genllemau  the  First  Lord  of  Ibt 
Treasury  now  designates  ae  the  Ultranmn- 
taae  Cathulica  and  the  Orangemen,  by 
means  of  sooli  a  coalition  to  lesuseilate 
what  wascnlled  conatitulional  Con(«r>Bli*ai 
in  Ilia  own  county.  Persona  who  wei« 
afterwards  Ministers  of  the  Crown  had  ad- 
vised snch  an  alliancii.  lie  alway*  thought 
and  expressed  his  belief  that  to  mainiain 
for  auy  time  suoh  an  allUnee  would  h* 
futile.  His  opiiiiou  had  tuttiH  out  Irac, 
and  now  they  had  theOuteraiueDt  whobad 
formerly  tried  to  creep  into  puwer  by  ibe 
Cntholio  vote  eudeavanring  to  niaiiKaiD 
Office  by  a  cry  of  "  No  Popery."  lie  was 
happy  to  observe  that  there  was  growing 
up  ill  England  atnong  Protestnnta  a  new 
school  of  politicians,  strongly  Protestant  in 
their  religious  opinions,  but  who  were  freed 
from  tbe  slightest  laiiit  of  bigotry,  and 
preferred  lo  see  an  enlightened  policy  pur- 
sued towards  Ireland.  As  a  type  o(  them 
he  might  mention  the  bon.  Member  for 
Canterbury  {Mr.  liutler-Johnstone),  whoby 
his  speech  in  that  House,  and  by  a  pam- 
phlet which  he  had  written,  bad  exhibited 
a,  liberality  worthy  of  all  honour.  He 
had  alluded  in  liis  psmphlet  to  the  fact 
thot  the  people  in  England  were  ton 
of   much  given  to  ignore  the  fcelinga  of  tba 


bers  of  the  Protestant  Church  ii 
Sir  Fatriek  ff£rim 


people,  and  to  regard  nothing  of 
importance  that  did  not  affect  their  ma* 
terial  intercBts,  It  was  the  vice  of  the 
school  of  menial  pliilosophy  of  the  Uit 
century  to  regard  every  human  moliie 
to  be  founded  on  considernliuus  of  utility, 
and  that  vice  ne  were  too  mncb  dispoicd  to 
put  in  practice  there,  and  to  disregard,  as 
Mr.   Johnstone   said,    all   Irish   senliuieal. 


Ireland  |  It  waa  this  seDtimenlal  feeling,  as  lie  said 
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before,  which  kept  Iriahmen  aparl,  and 
a  feeling  of  this  kind,  he  it  sentimental, 
or  be  it  material,  muit  in  the  interest 
of  the  country,  command  attention  in 
that  Hoase.  There  had  been  three  de- 
fences usually  made  for  the  retention  of 
the  Establishment — that  it  was  the  Apos- 
tolic, that  it  was  the  united,  and  that 
it  was  a  missionary  Church.  To  be  the 
Apostolic  would  be  inconsistent  with  its 
being  the  united  Church,  for  the  Church  to 
which  it  was  united,  created  as  it  was  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  could  not  claim  to  be 
Apostolic.  As  regards  its  being  the  united 
Church,  it  was  strange  for  an  united  Church 
how  jealous  the  clergy  in  Ireland  were  of 
English  appointments  being  made  there ; 
And  as  to  its  doctrine,  it  could  be  considered 
as  Anglican  only  by  virtue  of  its  union  with 
the  State.  He  need  not  speak  of  it  as  a 
missionary  Church.  Hurke  had  said,  if 
Ireland  were  Hindoo  there  would  have 
been  no  Church  Establishment,  but  in 
India,  composed  as  it  was  of  populations 
professing  Bhuddist,  Hindoo  and  Maho- 
medan  doctrines,  he  saw  that  the  British 
GoTeriiment  of  India  allowed  none  of  its 
officials  to  meddle  with  the  religion  of  the 
people;  and  could  it  be  contended  that  what 
we  did  not  permit  in  India  we  were  to  allow 
in  a  country  like  Ireland,  separated  from 
England  but  by  a  narrow  sea.  The  anxiety 
to  preserve  this  Establishment  existed 
alone  in  the  higher  classes.  He  had  that 
eTcning  been  credibly  informed  in  that 
House  that  seven-eighths  of  the  Presby- 
terian clergy  were  against  the  continuance 
of  the  Establishment.  He  could  well  un- 
derstand members  of  some  leading  fsmilies 
in  Ireland,  traditionally  connected  with 
Toryism,  being  anxious  to  preserve  it. 
The  representation  of  the  North  of  Ireland 
was  preserved  to  the  Tory  party  alone  by 
shaking  this  rag  of  ascendancy  in  the  faces 
of  the  Ulster  Protestants.  Were  religious 
distinctions  no  longer  to  exist  an^  Ulster 
Protestant  would  in  politics  be  like  his  co- 
religionist in  Scotland  or  in  the  North  of 
England,  he  would  not  say  a  Republican, 
bnt  a  very  advanced  Liberal,  and  political 
loaa  would  ensue  to  the  Irish  Conservatives. 
It  might,  hoifever,  be  said  that  the  genius 
of  Catholicity  being  Conservative,  there 
might  be  a  gain  in  the  opposite  direc- 
tion. He  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  did  not 
eare  if  it  were  so,  but  he  might  be  allowed 
to  say,  with  the  mass  of  Irish  Catholics, 
that  the  very  submission  to  authority  which 
was  imposed  upon  them  by  their  religion 
in  matters  of  faith  they  felt  left  them  by 


the  very  contrast  the  freer  liberty  in  mat* 
ters  political.  Irrespective  of  political  con- 
sequences he  wished  for  peace  and  harmony 
in  that  country.  He  did  not  look  on  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Church  as  a  cure 
for  Ireland's  grievances,  but  he  did  regard 
it  as  the  first  stone  in  a  future  temple  of 
concord.  He  would  appeal  to  Irish  Pro- 
testant gentlemen  to  accept  what  was  in- 
evitable. They  for  years  had  possessed 
wealth,  education,  and  position  ;  when  re- 
ligious prejudices  were  removed  tliey  would 
give  them  advantages  in  the  race  for  poli- 
tical distinction,  and  without,  as  now  too 
often  was  the  case  being  obliged  to  coerce 
an  unwilling  tenantry  they  would  find  them- 
selves voluntarily  elected  to  seats  in  that 
House.  He  said  this  much,  being  anxious 
as  a  Catholic  to  reply  to  the  questions  that 
had  been  put  to  the  Catholic  Members  in 
that  House  as  to  the  grounds  on  which 
they  supported  the  Resolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  EARSLAKE  said,  he  had  listened 
with  much  pleasure  to  the  interesting 
speech  of  the  learned  Serjeant  who  had 
just  sat  down.  [Laughter,]  Well,  had 
the  hon.  Baronet  chosen  the  legal  profes- 
sion he  could  hardly  have  failed  to  attain 
that  distinction.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
said  that  to  accede  to  the  first  Resolution 
would  be  to  take  the  Irish  question  out  of 
hot  water.  But,  if  so,  how  did  it  happen 
that  the  Irish  question  had  been  kept 
in  hot  water  so  long?  Why  had  it  not 
occurred  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  that  it  was  necessary  to  propose 
such  summary  and  stringent  Resolutions 
before  ?  He  would  shortly  state  his  ob- 
jections to  the  Resolutions.  The  first  Re- 
solution must  be  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee either  by  itself  or  in  connection 
with  the  second  and  third,  and  what  was 
that  Resolution  ?  It  was  a  declaration  by 
one  branch  of  the  Legislature  alone,  which 
was  not  intended  to  be  followed  up  by  any 
action  whatever.  Now,  in  a  judicial  body, 
and  in  that  House,  too,  it  was  contrary  to 
all  rule  to  give  opinion  to  expressions  which 
were  not  to  be  followed  up  by  action,  and 
that  rule  prevailed  even  where  the  body 
could  give  effect  to  such  expression  of  opi- 
nion. How  much  more  strongly,  then, 
would  it  hold  good  of  that  House,  which 
was  fluctuating  in  its  nature,  and  a  great 
part  of  which  must  be  changed  before  next 
Easter  ?  Even  if  this  were  to  be  the 
House  of  Commons  which  would  sit  next 
year,  it  would  be  contrary  to  all  the  views 
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md  praetioe*  of  Bnglblimen  to  past  a 
3«ao1ation  whicli  noulJ  Ito  niers  brutum 
'ulmen.  But  to  tliR  first  Rcsululioii  tnkeii 
n  oannectlon  widi  llio  second  mid  thirJ 
here  wAB  a  still  inoro  soriouB  objccLlon, 
riia  secuiiJ  Re»o1uiloii  in  iUelf  wna  open 
D  the  sniiie  objci'tiun  &b  the  lirst — it  wns 
lol  a  deolnrntioii  of  opinion  by  the  Judges 
rho  were  to  pnss  seittonce,  but  lij  a  hoilj, 
0»nj  of  whom  would  not  bo  in  thftt  House 
iBit  jear.  But  were  they  to  declnre  in 
atoor  of  the  disGatabliahment  of  the  Iriili 
Jhurch — in  other  words,  ncre  llioy  to  giie 
ha  K«rormcd  Parliament  n  liint  aa  to  the 
lew  it  ought  to  entertain  on  a  qoestion  so 
ariout,  so  monienlouH,  invoWing  ao  ninnj 
inestiona  running  into  one  another,  as  it 
rere  wheels  within  wheels,  thut  he  believed 
Aunger  Members  than  himself  would  never 
M  the  end  of  it  ?  But  even  if  the  first 
ad  second  Resolnlions  ware  cnrrieJ,  and  a 
)ill  introduced  to  give  them  effoci,  in  spite 
if  all  the  able  apccchea  he  hnd  beard  on 
Im  subject,  be  felt  still  n  diffioiliy  in  itn- 
Isrttnnding  the  third  Resolmion.  That 
leaolution  Teoommended  an  Addresa  to 
ler  Mojeslj,  praying  that  She  would  be 
;rsoiously  plenaed  to  place  her  interest  in 
he  temporalities  of  the  Irish  Church  at 
he  dtaposal  uf  that  House.  Now.  he  did 
lot  attach  much  weight  lo  the  objection 
lerived  from  the  Coroiiatiou  Oath.  It  was 
mpoeed  by  Parliament,  and  1  the  same 
lotrer  which  tied  ihe  knot  could  unrie  It. 
f  hon.  Gentlemen  ihonght  that  before 
luguBt  neit  the  llooao  of  Conimona  would 
iDSs  B  measure  which  would  bo  accepted 
ly  the  House  of  Lords  and  by  Her  Miijcsly 
he  thing  might  bo  done.  Dot  ho  was  not 
lUre  that  hon.  Members  rocollected  the 
vords  of  the  Oath.  They  were  lo  this 
'ffect  — that  Ilor  Majesty  was  buund  to 
he  utmost  of  her  power  to  niaiotaiii  the 
teformed  Religion  eslahlished  by  law,  and 
0  preserve  unto  the  Bishopa  and  clergy  of 
his  realm  and  tlio  churchca  committed  to 
heir  charge  nil  such  right«  and  pridleKca 
iB  by  law  appertained  to  them  or  nny  of 
hem.  By  ono  of  the  Articles  of  the  Act 
if  Union  tho  Church  of  Ireland  and  the 
Church  of  England  were  made  ono  nnd 
ndivisible.  under  the  title  of  "  The  United 
yhurch  of  England  and  Ireland."  By  that 
Vriicle  the  preservation  of  an  endowed 
/hurch  in  Ireland  was  maintained,  Kow, 
lie  Brat  two  Itesolulions,  if  tukcn  without 
he  third,  would  lead  to  nothing— they 
vere  merely  abijiract,  Ab  regarded  the 
hiril,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
Mr  for  Soutii  Lancashire,  kuowing  that  an 
i/r.  £anlah 


Act  of  Parliament  on  the  Bubjeot  during 
ihe  present  Scaiion  was  im|iDSsildc,  called 
on  Ihe  Home  to  adJreaa  iler  Majeaiy  to 
take  a  ate|i  which  would  prejudice  the 
whule  question  that  was  to  oome.  nut  lie- 
fore  this  Parlinmcut.  but  before  a  Parlia- 
ment which,  to  a  great  extent,  was  eeriain 
lo  bo  diiferently  conaliliitcd  from  the  pre- 
acot  one.  lie  aubniitled  that  Hio  House 
ooght  lo  atop  tho  proceeding  in  (I'mtne  by 
saving  that  tfae  time  hnd  not  cnrae  for 
Inking  this  question  into  con  tide  ration.  Ui 
apoke  with  great  deference,  becniiie  ha 
knew  tlint  hia  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mom- 
I  ber  fgr  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  would  any  again, 
I  ns  he  said  before,  that  the  lime  had  come 
I  and  the  man.  Fgr  himself  he  knew  that, 
j  if  a  few  yenra  ago,  when  he  was  aaked  to 
go  down  to  Oxford  to  vole  for  the  right 
hoD.  Gentlemon  the  Member  for  Souib 
Lancashire,  not  as  a  Liberal  candidate,  but 
I  as  the  best  of  two  Conacrvalivecandidalef, 
I  ho  could  have  supposed  that  in  1^67  ihe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bring  lorwaH 
■  uoh  RcBoluliona  as  were  now  befoi'C  tho 
Ciinimiltee,  he  ahould  have  aaked  n  (|ne*> 
lion  or  two,  and  have  heaitntud  lo  give  hin) 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  hia  vote.  The  conatilu- 
encies  of  England  wunid  have  to  mnke  up 
their  mindi  on  this  question,  aud  lie  hail 
no  doubt  they  were  conaidering  it  now. 
At  present  he  should  ouuteut  himadf  wiUi 
saying  that  the  hour  waa  not  eom«.  and 
Ihat  the  place  for  deciding  on  the  fate  i-f 
llic  Irish  Church  nas  not  this  preseul 
House  of  Commons. 
I  Mb.  ALLEN  said:  I  felt  anxious  lo 
Bay  a  few  words  in  tliecourscof  ibis  debate, 
looking  at  the  matter  from  that  aland-point 
which  I  think  a  member  of  the  Engliih 
Established  Church  may  f.iirly  lake.  And 
I  feel  bound  to  give  my  vole  in  favour  of 
this  Resolution,  hecnuso  I  am  fully  con- 
vinced of  the  justice  and  necessity  uf  the 
Irish  Church  ceasing  to  exiat  na  an  Bs- 
tablishment.  For  allhoogh  a  Churchman 
myself,  [regard  the  Irish  Church  aaananv 
maly  which  ought  to  exist  no  longer,  and 
indeed  ns  an  anomaly  which  never  ought  lo 
have  oxislcd  at  all  i  that  in  a  country  with 
a  population  of  5.500,UU0,  the  Eatahliahed 
Church,  with  ila  groat  revenue  of  £450.U00 
per  annum,  should  be  the  Church  of  a 
small  minority  of  690.000  people.  No* 
Ihia  ia  n  stale  of  things  with  ruforenra  te 
on  Established  Church  to  which,  1  believe, 
no  parallel  can  be  found  in  tho  histmy  of 
Chtistinnity  ;  and  it  is  a  slate  of  tliingi 
which  1  hold  it  would  bo  unwise  and  unjust 
in  Ihia  House  to  allow  to  ciiat  any  loO([#i. 
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There  ean  be  no  qaestion  tbat  as  a  mission- 
ary  Church,  as  it  has  been  termed  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  it  has  been  a  failure; 
and,  indeed,  I  believe  it  has  caused  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  to  look  on  Pro- 
testantism with  hatred  and  disfavour,  and 
has  naturally  prejudiced  them  against  it, 
when  they  have  seen  the  Church  of  a 
amall  minority  placed  in  the  position  of  a 
richly  endowed  Establishment,  to  which 
they  have  been  compelled  directly  and  in- 
directly to  contribute.  Protestantism  has 
thus  been  constantly  presented  before  them 
as  the  religion  of  ascendancy  ;  it  has  been 
daily  presented  before  their  eyes  as  the 
richly  endowed  religion  of  what  they  cou- 
aidered  a  conquering  race,  and  it  is  no 
wonder  that  they  have  rejected  it.  Instead 
of  coming  before  them  as  a  faith  which 
was  trying  to  win  its  way  with  the  meek  and 
earnest  zeal  of  a  missionary  Church »  de- 
pending alone  for  support  on  the  devotion 
of  its  own  adherents,  it  has  come  before 
them  with  all  the  pomp  and  state  of  a 
richly  endowed  Establishment,  with  a  long 
array  of  Archbishops,  and  Bishops,  and 
deans,  and  canons,  with  large  incomes,  and, 
unfortunately  in  many  instances,  scarcely 
any  duties  to  perform.  Many  of  these 
hare  been  excellent  and  holy  men— men 
who  would  have  adorned  any  Church,  but 
they  hare  been  placed  in  an  entirely  false 
position  ;  Protestantism  has  itself  been 
placed  in  a  false  position  ;  and  the  conse- 
quence has  been  that  in  Ireland  it  has  been 
a  failure,  and  the  efforts  of  its  teachers  have 
been  paralyzed.  In  fact,  speaking  myself 
as  a  Protestant,  I  can  come  to  no  other  con- 
clusion than  that  the  Irish  Church  Estab- 
lishment has  been  one  great  barrier  to  the 
fpread  of  Protestantism  in  that  country.  I 
will  put  it  to  any  Protestant  Gentleman  in 
this  House,  if  here  in  England,  where  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church  being  as  it  is, 
the  Church  of  a  small  minority,  were  never- 
theless the  Established  Church,  supported 
by  great  revenues  and  endowments,  whe- 
ther it  would  not  render  the  Protestants  of 
this  country  much  more  hostile  to  Roman- 
ism than  they  are  at  present ;  because  it 
would  then  always  be  presented  before 
their  eyes  as  a  Church  which  was  based  on, 
and  supported  by,  a  great  act  of  injustice  ? 
Now  there  are  two  ways  of  dealing  with 
this  question  :  the  one  is  the  plan  of  dis- 
establishing and  disendowing  the  Irish 
Church,  and  in  time  reducing  and  taking 
away  the  Maynooth  Grant  and  the  Eegium 
Donum,  or,  as  it  is  termed,  levelling  down- 
wards;  the  other,  which   is  the  plan  of 

YOL.  CXCI.    [thibd  Bsiaxs.] 


hon.  Members  opposite,  and  has  been  fre- 
quently hinted  at  in  their  speeches,  is, 
instead  of  disendowing  the  Irish  Church, 
to  endow  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood, 
to  found  a  Roman  Catholic  College,,  and  to 
raise  the  amount  of  the  Regium  Donum, 
or,  in  other  words,  to  level  upwards,  by 
endowing  all  alike.  But  how  supremely 
ridiculous  and  costly  this  scheme  would  be. 
In  the  first  place,  in  order  to  do  justice, 
you  would  have  to  give  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics— being  eight  times  as  numerous — 
just  eight  times  as  much  endowment ;  in 
the  second  place,  you  would  have  to  largely 
increase  the  Regium  Donum ;  and  in  the 
third  place,  you  would  have  to  offer  endow- 
ments to  the  other  Protestant  sects,  who 
would  most  probably  have  too  much  good 
sense  to  accept  them.  Now  do  you  for  a 
moment  believe  that  the  Protestant  feeling 
of  this  country  would  allow  you  to  do  this, 
more  especially  as  the  Irish  Catholic  priest- 
hood do  not  ask  for  endowment,  and  even 
declare  they  would  not  accept  it,  and 
when,  moreover,  many  of  the  most  enlight- 
ened Presbyterians  are  of  opinion  that  the 
Regium  Donum  does  them  more  harm  than 
good,  by  checking  the  flow  of  private 
liberolity  ?  Now  this  being  the  case,  there 
only  remains  one  way,  and  that  is  the  plan 
recommended  in  these  Resolutions,  and  I 
honestly  believe  it  is  the  only  wise  and  just 
course  we  can  pursue.  But  then  it  is 
said  that  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  is  only  the  first  step  towards  the 
disestablishment  of  the  English  Church  : 
but  this  I  deny  altogether  ;  the  condition 
of  the  two  Churches  is  essentially  distinct : 
the  one  is  the  Church  of  a  small  minority, 
existing  in  the  face  of,  and  opposed  to,  the 
wishes  of  a  large  and  hostile  majority ;  the 
other  is  the  Church  of  the  majority,  and 
even  many  of  those  who  do  not  belong  to 
it  agree  with  most  or  all  of  its  doctrines. 
The  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
can  never  be  used  as  an  argument  for  the 
disestablishment  of  the  English  Church,  till 
the  situation  of  the  two  Churches  becomes 
identical  ;  so  long  as  the  English  Church 
is  the  Church  of  the  majority  it  will  stand, 
and  when  it  ceases  to  be  the  Church  of  the 
majority  it  must  fall,  because  then  its 
existence  as  an  Establishment  will  bo 
opposed  to  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  the 
majority  of  the  nation.  There  is  a  vital 
difference  between  the  existence  of  a  Church 
as  an  Establishment  and  its  existence  as  a 
teacher  of  truth  and  religion  ;  its  existence 
as  the  former  can  only  be  maintained  while 
it  is  the  Church  of  the  majority  of  the 
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people;  as  the  latter  it  may  exist,  tliough  '  embodied  in  that  pamphlet  were  not  thoie 
its  members  are  few  and  only  a  ferj  small  '  now  advocated  ;  and,  moreover,  the  right 
I  minority ;  the  one  is  a  mere  State  arrange-  i  hon.  Gentleman  in  speaking  on  the  Motion 
ment,  depending  on  time  and  circnni-  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguire) 
jstfinces;  the  other  depends  on  the  truth  of  '.  did  not  venture  to  express  an  opinon  that 
the  faith  it  teaches,  and  the  zeal  of  its  ,  if  the  Irish  Church  should  be  disestab- 
adherents.  As  a  Protestant,  and  as  a  lished  and  its  property  confiscated  trao- 
Churchman,  I  hold  it  just  and  right  that  \  quillity  would  necessarily  follow.  This  wu 
the  Irish  Church  should  cease  to  exist  as  the  first  time  of  late  years  that  it  had  been 
an  Establishment,  opposed  as  it  is  to  the  \  proposed  to  confiscate  the  property  of  the 
views  and  wishes  of  a  vast  majority  of  the  Church  to  appease  Irish  discontent,  and 
Irish  people ;  while,  as  a  teacher  of  truth  |  the  same  arguments  that  were  now  used  for 


and  religion,  I  believe  it  will  still  survive, 
and  live  a  more  vigorous  life,  and  flourish 
more,  than  it  has  ever  done  before. 


the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Cliorch 

would  ultimately  be  applied  to  the  Church 

1  of  England.     The  action  of  the  so-called 


Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  he  thought  the  |  Liberal  party  would  prove  this  position. 
I  House  ought  to  be  grateful  to  tho  hon.  '  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter 
Member  for  the  King's  County  (Sir  Patrick  { (Mr.  Coleridge)  had  lately  declared  thst 
O'Brien)  for  his  statement  that  tho  Rcso-  there  could  be  no  such  thing  as  a  principle 
lution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  j  of  Establishment.  Again,  the  meeting 
not  be  a  panacea  for  the  people  of  Ireland,  i  at  which  a  noble  Earl,  at  one  tioie  Leader 
That  was  not  the  only  time  the  hon.  of  the  Liberal  party,  now  the  follower  of 
Barunct  had  made  that  significant  state-  i  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  did  penance  in 
ment,  for  at  a  meeting  of  the  Liberation    a   moral   white   sheet  and   with   a  moral 


Society,  held  in  December  last,  he  said 
that  the  Irish  Church  was  no  serious 
grievance  ;  but  they  had  still  higher  au- 


candle  in  his  hand,  and  the  meeting  at  the 
Metropolitan  Tabernacle,  crowded  with 
persons,  who  did  not  care  about  the  Irish 


thority  to  the  same  effect  from  Archbishop  i  Church,  but  went  to  see  the  Member  for 
Manning  in  bis  letter  to  Earl  Grey,  who  Birmingham  as  they  would  hare  gone  to 
Isaid —  see  Garibaldi,  the  late  King  Theodore,  or 

,       I  wUl  not  shrink  from  venturing  even  upon    ^^^  P«pe   o^  R^*""®,    had    any    of  those 

the  land  question,  because  it  it  the  chief  condi-  '  worthies  mounted  the  rostrum,  showed  that 

tionon  which  the  peace  of  Ireland  depends.  .  .  .     tlic  destruction  of  Establish mentB  was  tbe 

In  comparison  Willi  it  all  others  aro  light.     It  is    ^nd  90U«/ht  to  be  attnincd.      The   object  of 

the  question  of  pcaco  or  social  wnr.  .,  ^.  *  41      rn   i        ^  i  ^ 

'       ^  *  tiio  uueting  at  the  labcrnacio  was  tispeci- 

i  that  were  so  what  became  of  the  Reso-  ally  to  declare  hostility  to  the  Church  of 
llutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  England,  and  to  the  same  effect  was  the 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him-  letter  from  Mr.  Spurgeon  read  on  thst 
self  say  was  tho  primary  cause  of  his  occasion,  and  applauded  to  the  echo  by 
bringing  forward  tho  Motion  ?  He  said  the  audience.  It  was  fair  to  admit  that 
it  was  tho  intensity  of  Fenianirtni.  13ut  a  section  of  tho  so-called  Liberal  porly 
Feniunism  existed  while  the  right  hon.  denied  these  conclusions.  lie  had  ob- 
Gentleman  was  in  power,  and  how,  on  his  served  that  at  the  meeting  which  waa 
own  shewing,  could  he  justify  himself  for  recently  held  in  Willis's  Rooms  to  prc- 
not  then  endeavouring  to  deal  with  the  ques-  sent  a  testin)onial  to  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tion  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  addressed  ;  man,  the  latter  stated  that  he  was  an  at- 
hiaconstitnerjts  lr.8t  Decemherat  Orniskirk,  taclied  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  did  he  say  anything  about  disestablish-  and  that  nothing  would  ever  induce  him  to 
ing  the  Irish  Church  ?  He  said  he  wished  to  part  with  any  of  the  property  belon^^ing 
cstablibli  in  Ireland  the  principles  of  re-  to  it  ;  and  ho  (Mr.  Bentinck)  had  no  doubt 
ligion.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  The  principles  of  there  were  many  others  on  the  same  fi>^d 
religious  equality.]  That  did  not  involve  who  entertained  similar  sentiments.  But 
the  necessity  of  passing  such  Resolutions  as  if  in  their  hearts  they  were  true  ConaerTt- 
wero  now  proposed.  The  fact  was,  it  had  '  tives,  how  could  they  vote  for  these  Kesolu- 
not  then  been  settled  by  the  governing  bi>dy  tions  ?  Nay,  more,  how  could  they  place 
of  the  so-called  Liberal  ])arty  that  such  was  confidence  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
to  ho  their  policy.  If  it  had.  Earl  Russell  '  a  Leader?  Was  there  a  single  question  on 
would  not  have  written  his  letter  to  the  right  which  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Louth  1  chnnged  his  opinions  ?  He  very  well  rc- 
|(Mr.  Chichester  Fortescne).  The  principles  '  menibcrcd  the  coutcst  at  Oxford  in  1852, 
Mr.  Allm 
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wfacn  tbe  right  faon.  GeDtlamui  fint  joined 
tb*  Hiaiilr;  of  Lord  Aberdeen.  He  bad 
alwtja  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
leiDko  would  oonie  to  hit  preuiit  condition 
gf  opinion,  and,  although  a  Cambridgo  man 
bimseir,  he  had  lubacrilied  a  email  aum  in 
1852  to  awist  in  di»p1iicii>K  him  from  the 
re|ireaentntian  of  Oxford  DniTersH;.  At 
that  period  the  lion.  Baronets,  the  Memhera 
for  Oxfurd  UniTeroit;  and  North  Devon, 
were  the  riKht  lion.  Qentleman'a  chief 
■opporteri.  hut  as  time  went  on  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  furoed  his  old  frienila  to 
leare  bim  one  hj  one,  till  at  last  he  was 
defeated.  He  then  hastened  to  South 
Laneashire,  where  ho  announced  to  the 
deotors  that  he  stood  before  them  "  un- 
innsiied,"  bj  which  eipresiion  he  inti- 
nated  tliat  if  they  would  return  bim,  he 
would  bring  all  tlie  artillerj  of  liia  unrltalled 
tatenii  to  hear  agninit  his  former  friends. 
He  (Ur.  Benlinck)  considered,  therefore, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thus 
fnllj  justified  the  oppotitiun  against  him 
at  Oxford.  It  wa»  clear  front  the  letter 
addresaad  b;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
1865  to  a  dignitarj  of  the  Church  in  Scot- 
land, and  latelj  cited  and  published,  that 
tbo  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  onlj  receotlj 
adapted  his  present  views  with  regard  to 
tb«  Irish  Church;  for  the  reference  in  that 
letter  to  the  5th  Article  of  the  Union,  and  , 
to  the  position  of  the  Iriah  bierarelij  wa*  | 
eoaclnsive  that  "  diaoitablishment  had  not  . 
then  entered  Lia  mind."  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  mode  of  escape  from  hi*  diffi-  , 
enltf  was  euriouB.  He  said,  "That  was 
aij  idea  at  the  time,  but  I  have  abandoned 
it."  The  right  bun.  Gentleman  woulil  re- 
mind the  HoDia  of  Touchstone,  in  Am  Yon 
Lika  It,  who,  after  explaining!  the  "retort 
flourteons,"  the  "  quip  modest,"  and  so 
forth,  showed  how  the  "  lie  direct"  might  al- 
ways be  aroided  with  an  "if"— so  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  alwajs  avoideil  a  positiun  he 
bad  fortnerlj  taken  bj  sajing,  "  Tbst  was 
mj  idea,  but  I  have  ebnodoued  it;"  and  if 
this  Resolution  was  ogreetl  to,  he  might 
Sa*  the  same  plirate  next  jear  against  ilie 
protection  of  Tested  rights  anJ  personal 
property,  which  ha  no*  disclaimed  anj  in- 
tention of  attacking.  The  support  of  the 
tliirtj  Roman  Cntholio  Members,  prohablj,  . 
ga«a  tha  right  hon.  Gentleman  1ii«  mnjurity  | 
on  tha  OTO  of  the  Recess  ;  hut  he  was  at  a  ' 
loaa  to  understand  that  aupporl  when  he 
nmembared  that  the  two  cardinal  points  of 
tke  Roman  Catholic  policy  all  over  Europe 
were  tU«  maintenaaoo  of  tba  temporal  , 
povor  of  the  Pops  and  religious  denomina- 
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tional  ednoation,  and  called  to  mind  what 
had  been  the  language  used  by  the  right 
hnn.  Gentleman  in  reference  to  both  thcio 
points,  He  would  quota  for  tho  benefit  of 
Roman  Catholic  Ucmberi  the  last  opinion 
which  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
uttered  in  the  House  with  reference  to 
the  temporal  power  of  the  Pope — 

"  Tb«  doctrins  upon  whioh  the  Pspsl  Sove- 
reignij  ii  (upportMl  il  la  iatalerable  that  the  Re- 
mnn  or  It^Uan  who  oould  nequiMco  in  it  would 
be  nothing  hut  a  worm  fit  to  bo  trwmpled  under 
foot." 

And  after  referring  to  tha  doctnne  of 
M.  Montalembert,  that  every  one  of  tha 
200,000.000  Roman  Catholics  has  a  vested 
interest  in  the  maintenance  of  tho  Papal 
Sovereignty,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proceeded  to  say — 

"  Thprafors  the  peoplo  who  inhabit  the  States 
of  the  Church  hive  not  so  much  bopa  Isft  m  this, 
that  if  tbo  Pope  and  the  Cardinal*  are  bTourabl* 
to  tbem,  their  maj  hove  lome  ohance  of  rtlief. 
h'o  1  aisrT  RoniBa  Catholio  in  the  world  it  to  pro- 
sumo  to  dral  with  their  feclingi  and  deatinia*  and 
to  a*wrt  a  poUtioal  right  to  domiDJoa  OTor  them. 
Thia  appaara  to  me  a  doctrine  more  monatroa* 
than  that  upon  which  the  law*  of  Droeo  were 
foundod." 

He  (Mr.  Bentiiick)  last  week  read  this  pas- 
sage to  a  distinguished  prelate  of  the  French 
Church,  and  asked  what  he  thought  of 
it.  The  prolate  said,  "Very  had  in. 
deed."  He  then  aaked,  "  Can  your 
Lordship  believe  that  your  oo-religionists 
are  at  this  moment  fighting  under  the 
banner  of  the  Gentleman  who  made  that 
speech  !"  The  prelate  replied,  "  I  oould 
not  believe  it  i  it  is  very  wrong  indeed  ; 
they  ought  to  be  good  Conservativea." 
And  BO  they  ought.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  stop  there ;  when 
General  Garibaldi  visited  this  country  the 
right  hon.  Gentlvman  was  his  humble  ser- 
vant. Now,  General  Garibaldi  wa*  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  to  be,  ant  only  the  de- 
termined enemy  of  the  Pope,  but  also  the 
type  of  anti'Chriitianity  ;  indeed,  ho  did 
not  believe  it  was  on  record  that  the  General 
while  in  this  country  visited  any  place  of 
worship,  Tlie  right  hon.  Gei>t1cn>sn  not 
only  patroniicd  ond  enlGrtoined  liini,  but 
actually  visited  lilm  on  (inooccsaion  at  nine 
o'clock  in  tho  morniiij;  in  order  to  induce 
him  to  leave  this  country,  f  C^riei  of"  Ques- 
tion!"] That  fairly  applied  to  the  quention, 
which  wag  how  Roman  Catholic  Menibera, 
when  the  cardinal  points  of  Catholic  policy 
all  over  tha  world  were  to  maintain  the  tem- 
poral power  of  the  Pope  and  to  keep  np 
Eatabliahmcuts,  could  follow  the  Leadership 
of  the  right  Iiou.  Qeotlemoii,  who  waa  ao 
2  Y  3 
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hostile  to  them  upon  erery  mftterial  ques-  !  one  which  had  been  sought  through  manj 
lion  in  which  they  were  interested.  The  .  hopeless  years  by  those  who  loved  religions 
so-called  Liberal  party  contained  men  of ,  equality  for  its  own  sake,  as  well  as  by  the 
OTory  shade  of  opinion  ;  and  it  was  a  sad  i  millions  who  had  to  endure  the  pressure  of 
result  that  if  ever  an  independent  voice  |  ascendancy.  But  in  the  hands  of  the  right 
was  heard  among  them  it  was  stifled  di-  .  lion.  Member  this  threadbare  subject  was 
rectly,  either  by  the  tyranny  of  the  Whips,  !  re-habilitated  nnd  orrayed  with  new  and 
or  by  the  pressure  of  political  influence,  essential  qualities  derived  from  the  right 
The  unfortunate  individual  who  raised  the  hon.  Gentleman's  character.  For  the  first 
voice  of  independence  was  pressed  down,  I  time  in  the  history  of  Irish  politics  a  great 
sank,  and  was  carried  away  by  the  torrent  statesman,  the  Leader  of  a  powerful  party, 
of  oflicinl  despotism.   When  the  hon.  Mem-    and  the  representative  of  that  enlightened 


her  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  B.  Osborne)  re- 
I  belled    against   Lord   Palmerston   he  was 
expelled  from  the  quiet   southern  consti- 
tuency  which   he   then   represented,   and 
I  was  obliged  to  take  refuge  in  a  rougher 


opinion  which  must  control  the  destinies  of 
the  people  throughout  the  Empire,  had 
come  forward  to  propose  an  Irish  policy 
based  on  and  demanded  by  justice.  The 
Motion  had  brought  the  Irish  nation  and  an 


atmosphere  in  the  midland  counties  ;  and  ascendant  minority  face  to  face.  It  was 
though  not  long  ago  he  advocated  the  reten-  just  such  a  one  as  might  havebeenmade 
tion  of  ecclesiastical  endowments,  the  pros-  in  an  Irish  Parliament  by  Qrattan  or 
sure  had  been  put  upon  him  and  he  had  been  0*Connell,  and  it  would  have  been  resisted 
brought  back  to  the  fold.  So  it  was  with  i  there  as  it  was  resisted  in  that  House  by  a 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  party  who  were  the  representatives,  not  of 
Stroud  (Mr.  Horsman),  who,  when  he  en-  I  the  Irish  people,  but  of  Protestant  ascend- 


deavoured  to  follow  an  independent  course, 
was  attacked  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  and  compared  to  a 


ancy.  The  success  of  such  a  Resolution  in 
an  Irish  Parliament  would  have  established 
the  triumph  of  the  principle  of  religious 


Scotch  terrier,   and  who  now,  under  the  i  equality ;  and  its  success  in  the  English 
pressure  of   the  so-called   Liberal   party,  ^  Parliament  would  do  that  and  something 
had  assumed   a  humble  poAition   and  sat  I  more,  for  it  would  show  that  the  sympathy 
pust  beneath  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- '  of  the  House  of  Commons,   and  of  the 
piam.     The  Resolution  of  the  right  hon.    English   people  —  more  liberal   than    the 
iMember  for  South  Lancashire  was  nothing  '  House  of  Commons— was  with  the  nation, 
Imore  than  a  mere  contrivance  devised  for    which  sought  for  religious  equality  and  the 
[party  purposes,  and  he  should  give  it  the    extension  of  popular  rights,  and  ogainst  a 
itrougcst  nnd  most  (letern)inetl  opposition,    minority  whose  guiding  policy  was  religious 
The  O'DOXOGHUE  said,  ho   thought '  ascendancy  and  resistance  to  popular  de- 
that  the  Iloufio  would  agree  with  the  hon.    niands.     A  measure  of  justice,  free  from 
Jember   for    King's  County  (Sir  Patrick    alloy,  was  now  proposed.    Former  attempts 
>'Biien)  that  the  settlement  of  the  Irish  i  to  settle  Irish  questions  of  national  iinport- 
Jhurch  question  would  not  settle  the  land    ance  had  been  so  interwoven  with  qualifying 
[uestion    or   any  other  question  ;    but  he    proposals    that,    though    nominally    some 
jolieved  that  the  majority  of   the    House    changes  were  made,  yet  for   all   practical 
^ould   he    of    opinion  that  a   satisfactory    purposes  things  were  loft  just  as  they  were. 
jettlement  of   the  Church  question  would    Thus,   when  Roman  Catholics  were  again 
•eraove  a  very  great  grievance,  and  go  a    ])ermitted  to  sit  in  Parliament,  then,  as  s 
long  way  to  convince  the  people  of  Ireland    set-ofF  to  that   concession    the    40«.    free- 
Ihat  there  was  a  growing  anxiety  in  that    holders  were  disfranchised,  and  every  Ro- 
Ilouse  to  deal  fairly  with  questions  of  vital    man  Catholic  favourable  to  popular  claims 
Interest  to  their  country.      Under  ordinary    was  left  to  depend  for  a  seat  in  Parliament 
jircunistances  a  Motion   for   the    disestab-  ,  on  landlord  influence,  or.  in  other  words, 
lishment  of  the  Irish  Church  would   have    Protestnnt  influence.     The  Tithe  Comuiu- 
ittracted  no  more  attention  than   was  be- 1  tation  Act  of  1834  was  little  more  than  an 
itowed  on  any  of  the  frequently  recurrent    alteratiim  of  the  manner  in  which  the  tithes 
opics  of  the  day.     The  subject  to  which    were  collected.      Those  were  the  days  of 
Iho  Resolution  of  the  right  l)on.    Member    half  measures,  or,  more  accurately  spcak- 
[or  South   Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  re-    ing,  of  sham  measures.     They   were  now 
[erred  was  familiar  to  the    minds   of   hon.    goins;  to  try  a  n.inedy  pointed  out  by  the 
\lcn)ber8  and  to  the  country,  and  the  obj(>ct    right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
rhich  the  Resolution  sought  to  ottain  was    Treasury  twenty- four  years  ago;  but  they 

Jfr,  Bent  inch 


1886        JSiMKiM  Church        {Apbil  21,  1868} 


{Ireland). 


1886 


were  going  to  try  it  m  a  sense  and  spirit 
Tery  different  from  that  contemplated  by 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman.  The  impartial 
treatment,  in  every  respect,  of  Protestanta 
and  Catholics  was  a  matter  of  course  in 
France,  Prussia,  Belgium,  Switzerland,  and 
the  United  States.  Legislation  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the  ma- 
jority was  the  rule  almost  all  over  the 
world;  but  the  recognition  of  that  principle 
would  amount  to  a  great  revolution  in  Ire- 
land. Viewed  in  that  light,  the  Resolution 
of  the  right  bon.  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire was  a  rerolution,  but,  unless  evil  be 
preferred  to  good,  it  was  a  revolution  which 
must  command  the  sympathy  and  support 
of  every  man  not  carried  away  by  party 
spirit  or  selfish  interest.  Nothing  had 
astonished  him  more  than  the  reckless  as- 
sertion that  the  Irish  farmers  neither  felt 
nor  had  any  interest  in  the  settlement  of 
the  Church  question.  Could  it  be  denied 
that  the  money  with  which  the  tithes  were 
paid  was  produced  by  the  labour  of  the 
Irish  farmers  ?  When  the  farmer  paid  bis 
rent  he  also  paid  the  tithes,  the  landlord 
acting  as  collector.  Aud  could  tho  farmers 
then,  as  reasonable  men,  be  indifferent  as  to 
the  way  in  which  that  money  was  expended? 
Take  a  district  in  which  there  were  twelve 
farmers,  all  of  whom  paid  tithes,  but  only  one 
of  whom  was  an  Episcopalian  Protestant, 
and  he  alone  derived  any  benefit  from  the 
expenditure  of  the  tithe  money ;  and  was  it 
reconcilable  with  human  nature  to  suppose 
that  his  eleven  neighbours  could  be  con- 
tented while  he  enjoyed  this  monopoly  ? 
But  though  at  present  the  Irish  Roman 
Catholic  farmers  obtained  no  value  for 
that  money,  the  case  would  be  different 
when  the  ecclesiastical  revenues,  now  mis- 
appropriated by  a  small  minority,  were  ap- 
plied to  national  purposes.  There  were 
three  parties  in  the  House  on  this  question 
-—first,  those  who  were  of  opinion  that  the 
State  Church  must  cease  to  exist;  secondly, 
the  Gentlemen  from  Ulster,  who  said  it 
must  be  maintained;  and  lastly,  others  who 
aapported  a  compromise  which  would  re- 
move some  ecclesiastical  inequalities.  Now, 
to  defend  the  Established  Cliurch  as  it  ex- 
isted would  be  a  plain  and  manly  course; 
hut  a  compromise  was  the  last  resort  of  a 
tottering  Administration.  If  the  Govern- 
ment could  obtain  a  majority  they  would 
maintain  the  Established  Church,  flatter 
the  Orangemen,  scout  the  idea  of  a  com- 
promise, and  hold  Office  in  defiance  of  the 
most  solemn  appeals  for  justice.  This 
was  what  they  intended  to  do  now  that 


they  were  in  a  minority;  hut  he  Tcntured 
to  predict  that,  if  they  attempted  to  defend 
the  Irish  Church  on  its  merits,  they  must 
fall  before  the  onward  march  of  the  ma- 
jority. If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  at- 
tempted to  saye  their  places  by  sacrificing 
the  Established  Church,  many  of  the 
props  which  sustained  them  would  be 
rudely  withdrawn  by  the  infuriated  zealots 
of  Ulster.  English  Protestantism  and 
Ulster  Protestantism  were  two  different 
things.  The  former  wanted  the  inflaming 
recollections  of  the  Boyne,  the  slapping  of 
the  gates  of  Derry,  the  cracking  of  the 
boom,  and  the  exploits  of  the  immortal 
Walker.  The  Catholics  had  done  every- 
thing to  conciliate  these  Protestants.  They 
had  refrained  from  irritating  allusions,  po- 
litical or  otherwise,  and  had  even  made  a 
joke  of  the  exaggerations  about  Orange 
prowess.  Notwithstanding  this,  there  was 
as  wide  a  gulf  between  the  Irish  people 
and  Orangeism  as  there  ever  had  been. 
If  the  first  Lord  of  the  Treasury  could  in- 
duce the  Orangemen  to  abandon  their 
principles  in  order  to  save  his  Administra- 
tion, he  would  deserve  the  gratitude  of 
mankind,  and  no  one  would  then  care  to 
criticise  his  motives.  To  say  that  the 
Honse  of  Commons  was  unable  to  deal 
with  this  question  was  a  device  as  disin- 
genuous as  it  was  weak.  It  was  an  indi- 
rect mode  of  saying  that  the  House  was 
afraid  of  the  verdict  of  the  country. 
Everybody  knew  that  the  question  could 
not  bo  finally  settled  without  an  appeal  to 
the  country;  and  everybody  also  knew  that 
the  action  of  the  new  constituencies  would 
be  less  favourable  to  the  Irish  Church  than 
that  of  the  old  constituencies.  If  the  ar- 
gument for  delay  was  good  for  anything, 
then,  on  the  passing  of  the  English  Re- 
form Bill,  Parliament  ought  to  have  sus- 
pended all  further  legislation  except  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  Bills.  But  it  was  im- 
possible to  show  that  there  were  some 
questions  which  they  might,  and  others 
which  they  might  not,  deal  with.  He 
maintained  that,  as  long  as  the  present 
House  of  Commons  lasted^  they  were  free 
to  legislate  on  any  question  they  thought 
proper  to  deal  with.  The  conduct  of  the 
Government  led  one  to  suppose  that  they 
had  no  special  policy  upon  this  any  more 
than  upon  any  other  question;  that,  like  a 
sailor  without  a  chart,  they  were  drifting 
about,  having  not  the  least  idea  where  the 
storm  might  ultimately  land  them.  During 
the  agitation  of  such  a  question  everybody 
knew  that  an  appeal  would  be  made  to  anti- 
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Irish  and  anti-Catliolio  prejudicos;  but  no-   tbo  majority  of  their  conntrymen  in  everj 
body  wouUI  have  anticipated  that  such  an  i  rank  of  life  and  in  every  Bphere  of  duty, 
nppenl  wonhl  Iinve  been  made  by  the  First  ,  It  hnd  been  frequently  snid    that   if  the 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.     Yet  ho  hnd  nut  I  Irish  Church  were  disestablished  the  Irish 
hesitated  to  raise  the  cry  of  '*  The  Cluirch  <  Protestants  would  be  greatly  irritated.    No 
in  danger!  *'  and  had  further  declared  that  ■  doubt    those    wlio    sought    for    exclusive 
the  safety  of  the  Throne  depended  on  tlio    privileges   would  be  irritated,  but,  fortu- 
maintcnance  of  this  alien  Church,  and  that  '  nately,  they  were  only  a  small  minority, 
the  RitualiHts  had  united  in  a  conspiracy  '  Ho  would  say  to  the  House,  '*  Remeniher 
with  those  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  i  that  your  fears  must  not  overcome  joar 
man    had   given    the   nickname   of    Irish  i  sense  of  justice.      Remember,  moreover, 
Romanists.      A  respect  for  Parliamentary  '  that  you    have  nothing   to   fear  if  now, 
decorum  prevented   him    from    character-    although  it  be  for  the  first  time  in  your 
izing  this  Parliamentary  fiction  in  adequate  [  history,  you  put  your  faith   in  the  Irish 
terms;  in  charity,  it  must  be  supposed  to  :  people.     And  remember  also  that  in  every 
be  the  product  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  I  province,  county,  city,  and  town  in  Ireland, 
man's  heated  imagination.      The  hostility  '  with  only  two  or  three  exceptions  even  ia 
of  the   Irish    people    to    the    Protestant  '  the  North,  tho  friends  of  religious  equality 
Church  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  [  are  the   immense    majority,  and    its  op- 
doctrinal   points,    as   was   shown    by    the  I  ponents  an  ini^i^nificant  minority." 
relations   between  Catholics  and  Presby-  ;      General  PEEL  :  Sir,  I  start  now  from 
terians;  it  was  directed  solely  against  that '  the  point  to  which  we  were  conducted  by 
political  and    religiuus   ascendancy  which  ;  the  celebrated  division  on  the  morning  of 
were  inseparable  from  the  position  of  the  '  the  4th  of  April.     I  do  not  think  it  worth 
Protestant  Church  as  an  Establishment.  '  while   to   speculate   on   the   many  eauset 
But  although  tho  appeal    of  the   Prime    which  tended  to  swell  the  majority  on  thst 
Minister  to  prejudice  and   passion   might '  occasion ;  but  I  firmly  believe  that  if  '*all 
create  some  turmoil  and  agitation,  it  could  I  hearts  were  open,  all  desires  known  ** — if 
not  postpone  for  any  lengthened  period  the  i  there  were  no  secrets  as  to  the  motives 
satisfactory  settlement  of  the  Irish  Church  !  which  served  to  produce  that  majority,  it 
question.       There   was   at   length    to   be    would  bo  found  that  the  Protestant  Church 
religious  equality  in   Ireland.     The  Pro-  ,  in  Ireland  had  very  little  indeed  to  do  with 
tcstnnt  Establishment  was  to  be  disestab-    it.     It   was   a   great  party   move,   and  as 
lished    and    diseudoweJ.     For  ninny   lon^j;    a  means  of  uiiitin;^ — at  all  events   for  tho 
years  justice  Imd   been  denied  to  Irel.ind,    moment — ti.e    fragments    into    which    the 
and  wise   and  good    men   who  had  had   to    party  opposite  were   broken,  and   of  slioir- 
\ield   upon    this   question    to   tiio  superior    ini^  the  stienrrth  of  tho  great  Liberal  party, 
influence  of  a  favoured    faction  liad  gone    I  am  perfectly  willing  to  admit  that  it  was 
down    to    their     rjravos    Icavin,^    to    their    a  ijroat  pucce>8,  and  that  tho  coiicoctors  of 
countrymen  the  corroding  conviction   that    it   deserved    great  praise  in  a  party  point 
injustice  was  enthroned  in  this  House.    The    of  view.      A  nohle  Letter-writer-  -there  are 
present,  therefore,  was  a  moment  of  trium-    really  so  many  political  letter-writers  nuw 
phant  exultation  to  theCatholiea,hecnuse  the    that  it  i-?  necessary  to  paiticularize  them — 
cause  of  truth  ami  justice  was  triumphant,    a  noble  Letter-writer   has   remarked  upon 
It  waft  not.  however,  e.xdnsivelv  a  Catliolic    niv  havinii:  failed  on   a    former  occasion  to 
triuujph,   for  the  Catholics  could  not  have    recoiinizo    the  justice    of    the    comparison 
advancj'd  one  step  hut  for  the  aid  of  their    which  he  drew   between   the  Liberal  party 
Protestant    f(;llow-countrymen.      At   every    opposite  and   the  pioneers  and  engineers  of 
period  they  had  given  them  a  generous  and    an  army.     Now,  I   am   bound   to  acknnir- 
an    earnest    supp«>rt.      Th'  re    was    ni»t    a    ledge,     after    carefully    considering    these 
district  in  tin;  three  provinces  where  there    R(S(ilutions,  the  motives  which  have  dicta- 
were  not  many  Prote.'tunt?,  men  of  great    ted  them,  and   the  objects  for  which  they 
Iteiritorial  standing,  who  weic,  and   who>e    are    brought   forward,  that  I  recognize  in 
fathers  before  llu  in  had  been,  fast  friends    them  a  similarity  to  one  duty  whicli  is  per- 
of    religious  liberty.       And   he  could  say    foimed  by   the  pioneers  of  an  army,  ami 
N>ith   |)h'asure  on    the  ])art  of  the  luunnn    that   is,   that   they  do   nil  the  dirty  work. 
Catholics  that  they  had  not  been  ungrateful,    1    think    this    njilitnry    comparison    nii.iibt 
for  in  those  districts  not  merely  the  rights    be  extended  much    further.      I    tiiink   tlic 
but  the  feelings  of  the   Protestants    were    political     m<ivements    of   the    present  day 
Iscrnpulously  and  religiously  respected  by    very  much  reprcocnt  the  manoeuvres  of  skil- 
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ful  generals  in  tbe  field ;  that  in  politics 
in  this  House,  as  in  war,  oTerjr  adran- 
tage  is  taken,  and  everything  is  regarded 
as  fair.  I  can  easily  imngine,  Sir,  the 
aniiety  under  which  the  Leaders  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  met  to  consult  how 
they  might  best  counteract  the  great  suc- 
cess of  the  able  tactician  by  whom  they 
were  last  year  opposed,  who  completely 
turned  the  flank  of  their  engineers  and 
pioneers,  and  who  seized  not  merely  their 
guns,  but  the  rery  groat  gun,  which  only 
the  year  before,  1866,  he  had  himself 
pronounced  to  be  dangerous,  even  with 
a  comparatively  moderate  and  diminished 
charge,  and  he  loaded  it  to  the  muzzle 
with  any  projectiles  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  contribute  towards  it, 
until  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Bright)  who  claimed  the  gun 
as  his  own,  and  who,  like  many  other 
inventors,  complained  of  the  Government 
bavins  taken  his  invention  without  allow- 
ing bim  any  reward,  declared  that  it  was 
no  longer  safe ;  and  I  verily  believe  that 
bon.  Gentlemen  hod  good  grounds  for 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was 
too  much  residuum  in  it.  I  must  confess 
I  think  that  the  very  first  effect  of  the  dis- 
charge of  that  gun  will  be  to  blow  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  and  all  those  who  sit  beside  and 
behind  him,  to  at  all  events  the  opposite 
aide  of  the  House,  and  that  it  will  also  im- 
peril all  those  institutions  which  that  party, 
previously  to  the  schoolmaster  being  abroad 
among  them  held,  to  be  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance. Now,  the  Resolutions  before  us 
propose  two  things— namely,  the  disestab- 
lishment and  the  disendowment  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church.  Between  those  two 
things  there  is  the  greatest  possible  dis- 
tinction. The  disendowment  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  bears  upon  the 
matter  which  a  Royal  Commission  is  at 
present  considering  ;  and  it  will  be  quite 
time  enough  to  deal  with  that  question 
when  the  Commissioners  have  made  iheir 
Report.  But  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Chnrch  is  the  severance  of  all  connection 
between  Church  and  State.  It  is  a  re- 
fusal on  the  part  of  the  State  to  recognize 
the  Protestont  Church  in  Ireland.  Upon 
what  grounds  are  we  called  upon  to  do 
that?  Why,  to  please  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, who  say  they  really  do  not  want 
its  endowments;  but  that  the  acknowledg- 
ment of  that  Church  by  the  State  is  an 
injury  and  an  injustice  to  them.  And  a 
distinction  is  drawn  between  the  Protes- 


tant Church  in  Ireland  and  tbe  Protestant 
Church  in  England  —  a  distinction  which 
I,  for  one,  do  not  for  a  moment  admit.  I 
say  they  form  the  one  Church  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  of  which  the  Sovereign  of  the 
United  Kingdom  is  the  head.  You  may 
dissolve  the  Union  if  you  please,  but  as 
long  as  that  Union  exists  there  is  but  one 
Church,  and  if  you  dissolve  the  union  be- 
tween Church  and  State  in  Ireland,  the 
dissolution  of  the  union  between  Church 
and  State  will  follow  as  a  necessary  con- 
sequence in  England  also.  There  was  a 
meeting  held,  I  think,  on  the  16th  of  the 
present  month  at  St.  James'  Hall,  of  which 
Earl  Russell  was  the  Chairman  ;  and  I  be- 
lieve it  was  the  noble  Chairman  on  that 
occasion  who  stated  that  no  single  argu- 
ment was  ever  brought  forward  by  those 
who  opposed  these  Resolutions.  Now,  I 
hold  it  to  be  a  very  strong  argument  that 
the  necessary  consequence  of  severing  the 
connection  between  Church  and  State  in 
Ireland  will  be  the  dissolution  of  that  con- 
nection in  England  also.  And  I  am  not 
singular  in  this  opinion.  In  a  debate  which 
occurred  in  '*  another  place  "  not  long  ago 
with  respect  to  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland,  one  of  the  speakers  said  there  were 
the  usual  three  courses  which  might  be 
pursued,  and  having  talked  of  the  first  two 
he  came  to  the  third  course,  and  I  appeal 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  whether  it  is 
not  exactly  like  the  course  proposed  by  the 
present  Resolutions.  The  speaker  in  ques- 
tion went  on  to  say — 

"  A  third  course  would  be  to  "  seoularize  "  the 
Church  funds  —  that  is,  to  adopt  the  voluutary 
principle  in  regard  to  the  Church  in  Ireland — to 
establish  no  new  Church,  and  to  abolish  the  Es- 
tablishment which  at  present  exists,  giving  to 
education  or  to  any  other  object  of  public  utility 
the  revenues  which  are  now  absorbed  by  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Ireland.  Of  course,  this 
proposal  contemplates  securing  a  life  interest  to 
the  present  holders  of  benefices  in  the  Church. 
This  is  a  plan  which  I  have  often  thought  might 
be  realized." — [3  Hanscard,  clzxxiii.  364.] 

1  need  hardly  say  that  is  a  fair  description 
of  the  Resolutions  now  before  us.  The 
speaker,  however,  continued — 

"  But  it  has  very  great  defects  in  it.     In  the 
I  first  place,   you  immediately  destroy,   as   far  as 
;  Ireland  is  concerned,  the  principle  of  Establish- 
!  ment.     Such  nn  example  would  hardly  be  lost  on 
the  Dissenters   of  this  country.     Although    the 
cases  might  be  very  dissimilar,  those  who  strove 
for  the  destruction  of  the  Church  Establishment 
in   Ireland   in  favour  of  the  voluntary  principle 
would  avail  themselves  of  the  precedent  to  over- 
throw the  Established  Church  here.     I  therefore 
think  it  would  be  unwise  in  us  to  assent  to  a 
Bill  embodying  that  view,  even  if  it  came  from 
the  House  of  Commons." — [/&uf.] 
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eli.  who  was  the  apeBker  on  tliat  occa- 

)n  ?     Why,   the  ver/  Ear!  Russell  who 

osided  over  the  meeting  to  which  I  hove 

^ferred.     But   let  me  ask  why  nro   the 

icstants  of   Ireland   lo  bo  depi'lved    oF 

advantage  of  beiog  Acknowledged  bjr 

State?     Are  you  nahamed  of  being 

Proteelant  country  ?      Do  you  tliiiik  that 

e  Roman  CathoIii^E  in  Ireland  ivould  have 

greater  respect  for  jou  if  you  professed 

HtBGUes  to  bo  n  OodlesB  State  i    Do  you 

tbe  contrary,  that  those  Roman 


.tholic. 

QodleBS  Cnllegefl, 
f  iheir  on 


<t  ac1(n( 


'  but  ir 


iBted  o 


□Did  not  be  the  very 
St  to  insist  on  the  religion  of  the  majo- 
y  being  acknonrledged  as  the  religion  of 
e  State  ?  What  they  object  to,  ee  I 
'fore  said,  is  not  the  endowment,  but  tlie 
knowledgnient  by  the  StalB,  of  the 
rotcatant  rchgion.  I  am  perfectly  anare 

has  been  said  by  some  that  the  con- 
lotion  between  the  Slate  and  the  Church 
US  dissolved  when  the  doors  of  thia 
iiuse  were  thrown  open  to  persona  of 
1  religions.  I  think  it  was  the  late 
r.  DrummoDd  nho  ohserved  that  if  Mr. 
leaker  wont  up  with  an  Address  to 
.er  Majesty,  and  Her  Majesty  chose  to 
ik  him,  ■•  Pray,  of  what  religion  is  the 
ouse  of  Commons  now  \  "  he  would  be 
bilged  to  answer,  "It  is  of  no  pnrticular 
IiKion,  the  sanie  I'eligion  as  other  pao- 
0."     Now,  I  object  to  tlieso  Rejolutions. 

object  more  particularly  to  the  timo  at 
hicli  they  arc  brought  forward  ;  and  1 
link  that,  eiccpt  for  party  purpoaes,  nescr 
as  there  a  more  inopportune  moment 
r  considering  this  question.  Why,  we 
we  alwaya  been  told  that  everything  has 
?en  conceded  to  Ireland  frooi  fear.  Do 
}t  you  suppose  that  as  lung  as  a  single 
Guian  exiats  he  "ill  say,  aud  aay,  at  all 
'ents,  with  some  appearance  of  truth,  that 
id  It  not  been  for  Foninnism  these  Rcso- 
tions  would  never  have  been  brought  for- 
ard  !  We  of  course  know  hotter;  they 
)vo  been  brought  forward  on  acciiuut  of 
le  exigencies  of  party.  But  what  will  pos- 
rity  iliink  of  the  itntesnmn  who  brought 
irnard  those  Itceolutions  at  a  nionient 
hen  it  wns  utterly  impoafiible  for  the 
ouBC  to  settle  this  question  ?  You  hope 
y  these  Resolutions  to  diseatablisli  the 
'rotestnnt  Church,  yet,  at  the  same  time, 
lu  profess  to  maintain  the  lighla  of  in- 
riduals.  Now  under  what  law,  lempornl 
'  ecclesiaatical,  are  these  rights  to  he 
xercised,  which,  as  the  right  hnu.  Gcu- 
in  told  08,  may  lint  for  nearly  u  gene 
Omeral  Peel 


ration  !  Take  the  cace  of  two  ndjoinin;; 
parishes.  The  incumbent  of  ona  parish 
may  live  ihirty  yeara,  while  the  incumbent 
of  the  other  may  not  live  thirty  days.  Are 
the  parUliioners  of  the  former  to  go  an 
nil  that  time  with  endowments  while  the 
pnrishioners  of  the  other — perhaps  a  poorer 
parish — are  to  lax  themselves,  or  go  with- 
out any  minister  at  all  !  Under  what  Uw, 
I  ask,  is  the  incumhentof  the  former  parish 
to  carry  on  his  duties  ?  There  may  be  no 
Bishop,  or,  if  there  be,  he  may  have  no 
power  to  exercise  any  control  over  him. 
Such  incumbents  will  ho  perfectly  inde- 
pendent as  long  as  they  exist,  and  I  cannot 
see  what  provision  there  witi  he  for  their 
duties  being  carried  on.  These  Resolutions, 
brought  forward  at  such  a  time  and  fur  such 
n  purpose,  have  almost  worked  &  miracle 
upon  me;  for  they  hare  almost  reconciled 
me  to  the  Reform  Bill  of  last  year.  I 
venture  to  soy  that  no  Parliament  atsen- 
bled  under  the  provisions  of  that  Act 
will  ever  show  such  glaring  inconsistency 
as  has  been  shown  by  this  Parliament. 
Accusations  of  inconsistency  are  bandied 
about  from  one  siJe  of  the  House  to  the 
other,  and  the  other  day  wo  heard  n  Leader 
of  the  party  opposite  reminding  his  oppo- 
nents of  tho  adage  that  thoy  who  live 
in  glass  houses  should  not  throw  atones. 
Well,  it  seems  to  me  that  as  this  House  is 
not  large  enough  the  sooner  it  is  ndjouraed 
to  t]ie  Crystal  Palace  the  better,  for  then 
hon.  Members  would  there  be  constaully 
reminded  of  the  danger  of  throwing  stones. 
1  think,  too,  that  the  very  first  Motion 
which  ought  to  bo  made  in  the  new  House 
should  he  that  all  copies  of  Hansard  nai 
all  records  of  past  proceedings  bliould  be 
burnt.  Well,  now,  a  moribund  Parliament 
propoBCH  to  make  a  moribund  Chorch, 
You  are  oitber  about  to  carry  out  the 
grcnlest  change  which  has  ever  been 
effected  in  the  Constitutiou  of  this  country, 
or  oise  you  propose  to  leave  on  record 
your  opinion  that  this  ought  to  be  done, 
whereas  you  have  no  power  to  prevent 
the  agitatiou  which  must  occur  before 
another  Parliament  meets.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber behind  mo  suggested  the  other  even- 
ing that  some  piccca  of  old  china  should 
be  secured  for  the  British  Museum.  Now, 
i  nuuM  suggest  that  a  still  greater  curio- 
aiiy  should  bo  secured  for  that  institation. 
I  Ihink  the  Treasury  Bench  should  be 
removed  and  handed  over  to  tho  British 
Museum,  with  the  inscription,  "This  ii 
il'C  Bench,  for  tho  honour  of  silting  on 
which  all  other   honour,   all    consistency, 
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and   all  statesmanahip  bare  been  saori- 
ficed/' 

Mr.  HORSMAN  :  Amusing  and  cha- 
racteriatic  as  was  the  speech  of  the  gallant 
General,  it  offered  no  exception  to  the 
most  remarkable  feature  of  the  debate, 
that  every  conceivable  argument  has  been 
urged  against  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church  except  the  one  which 
was  most  needed,  and  which  alone  could 
have  weight  We  have  heard  from  the 
gallant  General  about  the  Act  of  Union, 
and  the  union  of  Church  and  State,  about 
waiting  for  the  Report  of  the  Commission, 
and  the  danger  as  to  the  English  Church, 
which  is  sure  to  follow  if  the  Irish  Church 
is  disestablished.  We  have  heard,  too,  in 
the  able  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  of  the  irritation  which  the 
measure  will  cause  in  Ulster.  The  changes 
have  been  rung  over  and  over  again  upon 
these  objections  ;  but,  strange  to  say,  no 
speaker  on  either  side  has  thought  fit  to 
urge  that  which  would  be  the  only  valid 
objection  to  the  Resolutions — namely,  that 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  has  ful- 
filled the  conditions  for  which  alone  an  Es- 
tablished Church  could  ever  be  intended, 
or  ought  to  be  permitted  to  exist.  The 
Government  and  (heir  supporters,  not  hav- 
ing a  word  to  say  upon  the  merits  of  the 
Established  Church,  having  no  argument 
whaterer  upon  the  case  against  the  Reso- 
lutions of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  are  mind- 
ful—the hon.  Members  for  Cambridge  and 
West  Kent  especially — of  that  which  is 
the  great  rule  in  Courts  of  Law,  when  you 
hare  a  bad  case  abuse  the  plaintiff's  at- 
torney. Leaving  their  own  lines  undefen- 
ded, they  have  turned  their  battery  upon 
their  opponents,  whom  they  accuse  of  in- 
eonsiatency,  insincerity,  and  factious  mo- 
tirea.  "  See,"  they  say,  ••  how  inconsis- 
tent yon  are.  Why,  when  you  were  in 
Officeyou  would  not  touch  the  Irish  Church, 
and  now,  when  you  are  in  Opposition,  you 
will  not  let  it  alone.  You  change  your 
sentiments  with  your  seats  in  this  House, 
and  you  unsay  on  one  side  of  the  House 
what  you  were  vehemently  saying  on  the 
other."  In  fact»  they  accuse  us — and  no- 
thing could  be  more  disagreeable  or  severe 
to  my  roind^-of  doing  exactly  what  they 
did  themselves  last  year.  **  We  wonder,  * 
they  say,  "  you  are  not  ashamed  of  your- 
aelves ;  and  there  is  your  Leader  exactly 
following  the  tactics  of  our  Leader.  Why, 
we  wonder  how  you  can  follow  him.*'  Now, 
this  charge  would  be  a  very  unpleasant  one 
if  it  wore  not  ridiculous.     The  Reform  Bill 


of  last  year  was  carried  by  such  means  that 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  de- 
clared that  the  country  was  paying  a  high 
price  for  it.  Is  it  possible  that  the  Liberal 
party  are  carrying  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church  by  like  means,  and  are 
thus  lowering  the  character  of  public  men  ? 
Now,  do  not  let  us  take  refuge  in  ambig- 
uity and  evasion.  Let  us  in  that  respect 
eschew  the  example  of  the  Government. 
Let  us  meet  the  charge  openly  and  fairly ; 
show  what  it  is  the  Government  charge 
us  with,  and  what  is  our  answer  before  the 
country.  The  gallant  General,  following 
up  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Members  ibr 
Cambridge  and  West  Kent,  brings  these 
charges  against  the  Opposition.  He  says, 
— **  You  were  twenty-six  years  in  OflSce, 
with  full  power  of  dealing  with  the  Irish 
Church,  and  you  refrained  from  exercising 
that  power  ;  but  now,  when  you  are  in 
Opposition,  you  raise  it  for  a  party  cry  sud- 
denly  and  unreasonably.  You  bring  it 
forward  solely  for  party  purposes  at  an 
inconvenient  time,  in  the  last  Session  of  a 
dying  Parliament,  when  you  know  it  can- 
not be  dealt  with."  Then,  again,  we  are 
told,  ''Your  Leader  has  also  being  incon- 
sistent. He  has  changed  his  opinions ;  his 
language  and  policy  have  undergone  a  sud- 
den and  surprising  change.  Three  jears 
ago  he  expressed  opinions  directly  the  re- 
verse of  those  he  is  expressing  now,  and 
only  one  inference  can  be  drawn  from  it, 
that  he  is  anxious  to  regain  Office."  Now 
I  think  I  have  stated  your  accusations 
fairly  ;  let  me  see  whether  I  cannot  meet 
them  fairly.  Is  it  true  that  the  Liberal 
party  were  twenty -six  years  in  Office  with 
the  power  of  dealing  with  this  question  ? 
Why,  at  the  earlier  part  of  that  period,  at 
the  time  when  the  high  tide  of  popularity 
which  followed  the  passing  of  Lord  Grey's 
Reform  Act  had  not  receded  from  the 
Whigs — when  they  were  more  powerful 
than  they  have  ever  been  since — they  at- 
tempted more  than  once  to  deal  with  the 
question.  And  why  did  they  fail  ?  They 
failed  because  the  Tory  Opposition  was  too 
strong  for  them.  Since  that  time  parties 
have  been  so  evenly  balanced,  the  opinion 
of  the  country  has  been  so  divided  that  I 
am  sure  any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will 
admit  that  any  Liberal  Minister  attempting 
to  deal  effectually  with  the  Irish  Church 
would  have  been  rushing  upon  his  own  de- 
struction. In  those  twenty-six  years  we 
could  not  even  abolish  church  rates  ;  wo 
could  not  carry  the  admission  of  Jews  to 
Parliamenti  nor  any  ono  of  these  ecclcsiaa- 
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ileal  or  religioufl  questions  upon  wbicb  the  •' which  the  Irish  Church  was  to  be  included  t 
Tory  party  always  rallied  as  one  man,  with  '  [*'No  !  "]     Were  not  the  Irish  Members 


the  House*  of  Lords  to  back  them.     When 
wc  could  not  even  carry  a  small  question 


told  that  their  demand  for  religious  equality 
was  to  be  conceded  in  the  course  of  the 


liko  the  abolition  of  church  rates,  how  could  j  present  Session  ?    ['*  No  !  '*]    Did  not  the 


a  Liberal  Minister  have  dealt  effectually 
with  the  Irish  Church  ?  But  the  moment 
the  'Vory  party  came  into  Office  these  vexed 
questions  were  all  settled  ;  and  why  ?  Be- 
cause the  conduct  of  the  Liberal  party  in 
Opposition  was  directly  the  reverse  of  that 
of  the  Tory  parly  in  Opposition.  Why,  it 
has  been  the  practice  of  the  Liberal  party 
—to  their  honour  be  it  remembered — to 
assist  their  opponents  on  gettin<v  into  Office 
to  carry  those  measures  which  they  had 
obstructed  in  Opposition,  and  for  which  the 
mind  of  the  country  had  been  prepared  by 
the  efforts  and  sacrifices  of  the  Liberal 
party.  How  was  Catholic  Emancipation 
carried  in  1 829  ?  How  was  Free  Trade 
carried  in  1846?  How  was  the  Reform 
Act  carried  last  year  ?  On  all  these  ques- 
tions the  well-disciplined  Tory  party  had 
one  unvarying  consistent  rule  of  conduct. 
As  long  as  they  were  in  Opposition  they 
held  to  the  pass  ;  as  soon  as  they  got  into 
Office  they  sold  tho  pass.  Now,  what  they 
had  done  upon  other  questions  they  might 
have  attempted  with  tho  Irish  Church,  and 
what  we  have  done  on  other  questions  we 
were  ready  to  do  with  the  Irish  Church. 


Government  themselves  indicate  an  inten- 
tion of  establishing  that  equality  ?  What 
was  the  meaning  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Mayo),  and  of  the  policy 
he  announced  in  placing  the  different  re- 
ligions in  Ireland  on  a  footing  of  equality 
by  **  levelling  upwards?"  Who  was  it  that 
proposed  to  give  a  charter  and  endowmeut 
to  the  Catholic  University  ?  [*'  No  endow- 
ment."]  Who  declared  an  intention  of  ele- 
vating the  status  of  the  Catholic  Bishops  ? 
Who  was  it  that  promised  to  give  a  large 
increase  to  the  Regium  Donum,  and  en- 
deavoured by  all  these  measures  to  commit 
Parliament  to  an  endowment  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  ?  The  Government  knew 
very  well  when  they  proposed  these  vast 
and  sudden  and  startling  changes  that  they 
must  give  rise  to  long  and  animated  dis- 
cussions ;  they  were  not  deterred  by  the 
consideration  that  wo  were  io  the  last 
Session  of  what  the  right  hon.  Oentlemsn 
calls  a  moribund  Parliament,  with  Scotch 
and  Irish  Reform  Bills  to  pass,  and  with  a 
Boundary  Bill  and  a  Bribery  Bill  still  to 
come  before  us.  It  was  only  when  thsir 
aggressive  policy  of  **  levelling  upwards  " 


Wo  wore  ready  to  give  them  the  facilities    was  met  by  our  defensive  policy  of  level 

they  rofusecl  to  us,  and  enable  tlieni  by  our  I  ling  downwards,  and  when  it  was  found 
assistance  to  do  what  wc  have  always  found  i  that  throughout  England,  Ireland,  and 
it  impossible  to  accomplish  in  the  teeth  of  Scotland  our  policy  was  approved  and  their 
their  determined  hostility.  Well,  but  if ,  policy  universally  condemned,  then  it  was 
that  charge,  that  we  lnvo  been  twenty-six  wo  were  told  that  tho  Irish  Church  was 
years  in  Ofhco  without  dealing  with  the  not  a  fit  question  for  a  **  moribund  Parlia- 
Irish  Church  be  unfounded,  what  shall  we  '  ment  **  with  two  Reform  Bills  to  pass, 
say  to  the  second  charge  brought  against  Why,  Sir,  lliey  ought  to  have  reflected  on 
us  by  the  gallant  General,  tliat  we  have  that  before  they  threw  down  the  challenge 
been  tho  first  to  obtrude  this  question  upon  wo  were  compelled  to  lake  up.  If  a  ••  mo- 
Parliament,  and  press  it  this  Session  to  ribund  Parliament,'*  with  two  Reform  Bills 
the  obstruction  of  other  and  more  injpor-  to  pass,  could  endow  three  Churches  in 
tant  measures?  But  is  that  tho  case  ?,  Ii  eland,  surely  it  was  able  to  disendow  one. 
Is  it  the  Liberal  party  that  first  brought  j  If  a  moribund  Parliament  with  two  Reform 
this  question  forward  during  tho  present  Bills  on  its  hands  could  grant  a  charter  to 
Session  ?  [  •'  Hear,  hear  !  *'  fi'oin  the  '  the  Catholic  University  in  Dublin,  assuredly 
Ministerial  Benches.]  Is  that  what  you  '  it  could  withdraw  an  endowment  from  the 
BMV  wc  have  done?  [**  Hear!  "J  Do  }ou  \  Roman  Catholic  College  of  Maynooth.  And 
again  repeat  it  ?  [*'  Hear,  hear  !"  ',  When  ,  if  a  moribund  Parliament  could  charge  s 
did  my  right  hm.  I'riend  give  his  Notice?  ,  largo  addition  to  the  Begium  Donum  on 
On  the  2.*>rd  of  March.  Had  the  Govern-  the  Consolidated  Fund,  assuredly  it  wM 
ment  dr.rie  nothing  before  that  to  make  the  competent  to  say  that  oil  religious  chorges 
Irish  Church  the  most  important  question  '  whatever  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  should 
of  tlio  }ear?  Was  it  not  authoritatively  ,  cease  and  dctemnnc.  No,  Sir,  it  was  the 
announced  in  the  Recess  that  this  was  to  Government  it>elf  and  not  the  Opposition 
be  an  Irish  Session,  and  that  the  Govern-  i  that  interposed  tho  Irish  Church  between 
ment  had  a  great  pohrmc  of  Irish  policy  in  i  this  House  and  the  Reform  Bills.     It  wui 
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our  **  No  Poperj  "  Premier  who  deluged 
U8  with  those  propitiatory  offerings  to 
Popery,  and  who  was  prepared  to  be  the 
humble  serrant  of  the  Pope  as  long  as  he 
thought  the  votes  of  Irish  Romanists  were 
to  be  ensnared.  But  when  the  QoTornment 
find  what  a  blunder  they  had  made,  then 
they  throw  on  us  the  responsibility  of  ob- 
structing public  business,  and  call  on  us 
ignobly  to  retreat  from  a  discussion  into 
which  they  themselves  were  the  first  to 
force  us.  But  I  hope  we  shall  not  retreat. 
We  hare  not  raised  this  question,  but  being 
once  raised  by  the  Government  for  their 
own  purposes,  I  trust  we  shall  not  let  it 
rest  until  the  battle  is  fought  out,  and  that 
there  shall  be  no  truce  and  no  quarter  until 
the  outworks  at  least  are  carried.  It  would 
be    a   pitiful   proceeding   for   the  Liberal 

t tarty  if,  when  the  Government  had  de* 
ivered  this  question  into  their  hands,  they 
were  to  suffer  you  to  leave  that  Chair  until 
by  passing  all  the  three  Resolutions  they 
bad  protected  themselves  against  the  taunt 
of  having  obstructed  Public  Business  for  the 
mere  mockery  of  passing  an  abstract  Re- 
solution, and  did  not  show  their  sincerity 
and  their  courage  by  giving  effect  to  the 
principles  which  they  profess.  I  think, 
therefore,  I  am  justified  in  maintaining 
that  both  the  charges  brought  against  us 
—the  first,  that  we  had  the  power  of  deal- 
ing with  this  question  for  a  quarter  of  a 
century  and  did  not  do  so ;  and  the  next, 
that  we  have  been  the  first  to  raise  the 
question  in  the  present  Session — are  both 
unfounded.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
would  be  worth  while,  or  whether  my  right 
bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  might  not 
think  I  was  taking  too  much  on  myself, 
when  in  appearing  to  defend  him  I  was  in 
reality  defending  myself,  if  I  were  to  allude 
to  the  charge  brought  against  the  whole 
Liberal  party  of  following  a  Leader,  who, 
upon  this  occasion — as  it  is  said  on  the 
other  side— has  shown  inconsistency — and 
ft  sudden  change  of  opinion  and  policy.  In 
Answer  to  that  I  can  state  that,  with  my 
tlvid  recollection  of  the  events  of  1865,  I 
beard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  the  other  night 
witli  great  amazement.  I  really  felt,  while 
be  was  speaking,  that  either  he  or  I  must 
bare  been  dreaming,  for  I  never  heard  a 
•peech  which — every  word  of  it — was  so 
entirely  contrary  to  the  facts  as  I  remem- 
bered them ;  and  it  was  not  until  I  re- 
ferred to  the  speech  the  next  morning  that 
I  was  assured  my  ears  had  not  deceived 
mo.      My  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 


Gathorne  Hardy)  is  always  an  agreeable 
speaker  ;  but  never  so  agreeable  or  power- 
ful as  when  he  descants  on  the  subject  of 
inconsistency.  When  he  comes  forward  as 
the  champion  of  consistency  his  dislike  of 
inconsistency  is  carried  to  an  excess  which 
is  almost  a  weak  point  in  his  character. 
Then  he  is  impressive,  then  be  is  even 
severe.  Turning  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  Jie  said, 
**  You  are  the  last  man  who  should  movo 
these  Resolutions,  because  only  three  years 
ago  you  expressed  opinions  diametrically 
the  reverse  of  those  you  arc  expressing 
to-day.  Your  change  has  been  a  surprise 
to  the  House  and  the  country,  and  above 
all  to  the  Press."  And  he  added,  "  Those 
very  organs  of  the  Press  which  are  now 
supporting  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  expressing  their  surprise  at 
his  change  of  opinion."  Then  he  went  on 
to  say,  '*  After  the  exposure  I  have  made 
of  this  flagrant  change  even  those  who 
have  expressed  confidence  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  now  " — 

Mk.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Ihegto 
say  that  I  never  used  any  language  of  the 
kind. 

Mb.  HORSMAN:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  refer  to-morrow,  os  I  have 
referred,  to  the  report  of  The  Ttmei,  he 
will  find  that  Innguage  attributed  to  him. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  most 
request  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  quoto 
from  some  authority  on  which  I  can  rely. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  repudiate  the  report  of  The 
Timet  ? 

Mr.  gathorne  HARDY:  I  never 
repudiated  any  report.  I  have  repudiated 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says. 

Mr.  HORSMAN:  I  am  so  challenged 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  hope 
the  House  will  give  me  its  indulgence 
while  I  join  issue  with  him  on  points  upon 
which  1  would  not  otherwise  trouble  the 
Committee.  Did  he  or  did  he  not  say 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  hod  made  a 
speech  in  1865  in  which  he  indicated  a 
policy  the  reverse  of  that  which  he  is  now 
pursuing?  [Mr.  Gathorne  Hardt:  I 
said  nothing  of  the  sort.]  Did  he  say  there 
had  been  a  change  in  my  right  hon.  Friend 
which  was  very  sudden  and  very  surprising  ? 
Do  you  repudiate  that  ?  Did  he  say  that  the 
organs  of  the  Press,  even  those  who  were 
now  supporting  his  policy,  were  expressing 
their  surprise  at  the  suddenness  of  tho 
change  ?  I  am  thankful  I  have  got  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  admit  one  thing. 
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fow,  I  affirm  that  if  I  am  capable  of  un- 
jcrstanding  language,  or  if  the  newspapers 
whose  reports  we  attach  must  importance 
|re  capable  of  reporting  a  speech  correctly, 

have  accurately  described  the  statements 
|ttributed  to  the   right   hon.    Gentleman. 

[e  repudiates  them,  and  of  course  as  I 
lave  not  at  hand  the  evidence  of  what  I 
ave  stated  I  at  once  put  that  aside.     But 


and  district  of  Ireland He  woald 

give  up  the  Irish  Church  to  be  devoured,  aod 
what  then  becomes  of  settlements,  bequests,  pro- 
perty, peace,  loyalty,  liberty,  and  order  f  for  they 
are  equally  imperilled  by  his  doctrine.*' 

That  is  from  another  Conserrative  organ 
— The  Standard.  Now,  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  he  was  justi- 
fied in  telling  this  House  that  the  Press  of 
England  was   now  expressing  surprise  at 


have  got  this  point  admitted-that  the    ^^^   suddenness   of  the   change  and    the 

ight  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  Tress  of 

his  country,  and  especially  those  organs 

rhich  now  support  the  policy  of  my  riglit 

ion.  Friend,  expressed  surprise  at  the  sud- 

jenness   of  his   change.      But   what   did 

Ihese  newspapers — the  newspapers  which 

]re  now  stated  to  be  expressing  amazement 

t  the  suddenness  of  this  change  and  the 

ovelty  of  those  opinions — say  the  morning 

Ifter  the  speech  of  1865  ?     I  can  give  the 

light  hon.  Gentleman  some  of  the  criticisms 

|hat  were  made  on  that  speech.     Here  is 

short  opinion  of  one  of  the  leading  organs 
if  the  party  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
[leman  belongs.  It  is  only  about  half  a 
lozen  lines — 


novelty  of  the  conversion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  ?  You  may  say  that  these  are  ex- 
aggerated opinions  of  opponent  journals, 
but  I  could  give  you,  if  neceaaary,  the 
opinions  of  journals  of  the  opposite  extreme 
in  politics,  such  as  The  Morning  Star  and 
The  NonconformUtt  all  putting  precisely  the 
same  construction  on  the  speech,  only  they 
praise  what  the  others  censure.  I  may  say 
that  I  should  not  have  ventured  to  read 
these  extracts  had  it  not  been  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  repudiated  every- 
thing else,  and  compelled  me  to  produce 
(he  only  evidence  I  had,  I  will  now  read 
a  few  sentences  from  a  neutral  organ,  a 
weekly  paper — and  I  say  this  because  I 
am  not  endeavouring  to  defend  any  par- 
ticular Leader,  but  the  whole  of  the  Liberal 
party,  from  the  charges  in  which  we  are 
all  implicated. 

Mr.  DODSON:  I  may  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is  not  at  libertr 
to  quote  extracts  from  newspapers  refer- 
ring to  debates  which  have  taken  place  in 


'  No  lover  of  his  country  can  look  forward  with- 
out something  like  terror  to  the  day  so  confidently 
>rcdicted,  when  Mr.  Gladstone  is  to  hold  the  chief 
>lace  in  the  national  councils.  That  day  will 
Inaugurate  an  era,  a  new  system  of  Government, 
In  which  many  good  things  and  true,  many  insti- 
jutions,  time-honoured  and  cherished,  among 
rhich  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  will  be 
KThaps  tlio  least,  will  be  destined  to  fall  bt'fore 
Iho  inarch  of  popular  enlightenment,  as  under-     .i  -^  lT^„ar» 

tood  by  Mr.  Gladstone."  .,       iiWooxrwT      t  ^  i      •       i 

Mr.  HORSMAN  :  I  must  apologize  to 

'oes  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  '  you,  Sir,  for  not  liaving  explained  that  the 
jay  that  that  newspaper  now  expresses  extracts  which  I  am  quoting  do  not  refer  to 
Lstonij^hnient  ?  ["Name!"]  Why,  it  is  any  debates  which  have  occurred  this  Ses- 
;ho    newspaper  in   which    the    right    hon.  i  siou  or  during  the  existence  of  the  present 

rentlenian  gropes  for  extracts —  The  Morn-  Parliament.  A  dissolution  has  taken  place 
Ing  Herald,  It  is  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  since  their  publication,  and  the  events  to 
nan's  own  organ.     Hero  is  the  opinion  of    which  tliey  refer  are  now  historical.     The 


mother  Conservative  organ — 


"The  debate  on  the  Irish  (.'liurch  Establish- 
knont  exhibited  Mr.  Gladstone  in  a  light  which 
strangely  foreshadows  his  future  career.  His 
jpeech,  beyond  doubt,  was  the  political  event  ot 


right  lion.  Gentleman  then    proceeded   to 
read  the  followinir  extract :  — 


"  The  first  part  of  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  speech 

was  devoted  to  the  establishment  of  the  proposi- 

tion  that  the  Irish  Church  Kst.ablishment  ought  to 

tr       i  1    i.  1     I  *  ■  *      r ,  he  swept  away.     .     .     .     lie  first  laid  down.ia 

iuesday  evcninir,  and  it  reached  to   a    point    of     .,  *      *  *  *i    *  •*  *.         •.'*- 

,,    ,.     /         .\    ^\     •       1  1      1 1  .1       ■  w  '  the  most  extremo  terms,  that  its  prcnent  position 

ItadicaliBm,  llneateninff  dan;;cr,  should  the  right  „  ^      ••     .•      *^.u    r>  ri   ^i    i-      .. 

^     ,,'  ®        "    !i        ■•  1  ^        was  a  cross  iniustice  to  the  Roman  Catholic  popu- 


Uoii.  Gentleman  over  assume    the   chief  respon 
jibility    of  Government   and    Legislation  in  this 

kingdom Wo   can    understand    Mr. 

)illwyn  and  Mr.  Bernal  Osborne — but  when  Mr. 
aladstone,  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  speaking 
in  the  name  of  others  than  himself,  assails  the 
;onstitutional  position,  denies  the  cfiiciency,  ques 


gross  injustice  totno  Koman  Uatliolio  popu- 
lation,  and  that  all  proposed  remedies  short  of 
absolute  confiscation  weru  hopeleso;  and  then  pro- 
ceeded to  explain  to  the  Uomaii  Catholics  that  this 
injustice  was  riveted  on  their  necks  by  the  Protei- 
tants  of  Kn;jland  and  of  Scotland." 


["Name!"]     Tiiat  is  taken  from  a  neu- 

ions  the  rights,  and  would  litigate  upon  the  trusts  trai  paper— at  least,  I   have  never  known 

fa  great  national  Establishment,  at  what  point  ^1,^11^^^  j^  preferred  a  Leader  on  this  side  or 

iro  we  to  pause?      Mr.  Gladstone  advocates   a  .  •  1         r    xi        n  rrt        a         j 

confiscation  of  endowments  ;  ho  would  carry  an  ^"^^  ^'^^    ot    the    House— i/tc    Saturday 

|act  of  n-li-ious  (Icva^-tation  throu«;h  every  diocese  Rcvictc.     ["  The  dale.'*]     It  WttS  the  weck 

Mr.  Ilorsman 
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diTJiion  vbioh  Iskdi  thermD.  Mr.  Hardj')  ipaeoh 
muterlj  speech  oooidered  in  relation  to 
ddidBture    for    Oxford    Univenlt;.      Mr. 

Gliidiloae's  speeob  was  ■  rub  nnd  alniOBt  a,  reck- 


of  tli«  debate.     Bat  the  right  hon.  Ocntle-  .  prMmtntiooof  Mma^rMtoitjr  orpopalaiiieaiintr 

man  uid  Ihst  the  GoTernment    waB   i         ""  '""'" '"'' ""  "~  '  ""'"'  "■ 

prited,  Bnd  that  bis  Colleagues  were  t 

priied.     Now,    Sir,    if    the    House 

permit  roe,  I  will  read  an   eitract  from  a  '  1«»  speeob  contidcred  in  the  ume  light. 

epeeoh  that  wai  made  hj  one  ot  his  Col-  .  ooniidared  in  relation  to  the  dutie*  of  the  Liberal 

leagues  who  sat  bj  him  in    that  debate.  '  ^'^^^^'J, 

Hr.  Whiteside  described  the  speech  in  the    raiiaoaraitii 

foUowing  words : — 

"  I  Mb  «iij  otn  to  coniidef  what „ 

Id[  of  thepietnre  whioh  the  right hoD.  Geotlamin    was  the  right  h( 
draw  of  the  two  proTinoea  of  Munster  and  Con-    "   ' 
naught.     Hli  argument,  if  I  undantand  it,  mcani 
thilK-'  Tha  pnipartj  there  roserrwi  for  the  Churoh 
U  hr  bejond   iU  ncfleuitiei.     ....    That 


what  I 


political  future,  it  was  a  apecch 
infldeuiM  in  hii  wiidon  and  to 
of  hi*  praioienog." 

I  again,  therefore,  put  it  to  the  House — 

IS  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  justified  in 

ing  upon  mj  right  lion.  Friend  the  charge 

of  inconsistency  for  pursuing  a  course  which 

at  the  time  was  painted  out  by  the  organs 

^„     of  t!ie  public  Press,  and  in  taunting  us  with 

iggOTt  what  Bhonld  be  dona  with    haTing  for  some  party   purposes    changed 
rv.iTi        ...L  ii.-i-.i..  .     ^^     Did  that  speech  not  eipress 


dbla  for  m 

that  property.    Thai  I  leaia  to  theBonnolU  of  tha  „„,  „„„„„„„,      „,„  .„„„  ■,|,u„..  ^v.  ..-i 

fBtnre.  1  mar  hareaftar be oalled  opon to  aaj  what  ,t,„  „„:„;„„.    .„j   !„j-„.i„  .i,™  ««!;«.. 

i.  to  b.  donewitbjt:  but  I  wi.h  that  m,  apeeoh  'lie  *']'."'''>."»   *"<*  If"'"'?*^.  "'"  ^°^'%  """ 

mar  be  on  record  in  Haniard,  .bowing  that  mj  embodied  in  these  Resolutioni;  and  if  (hay 

Btxanentwai  that  that  property  mBT  be  abatracted  had  not  been  brought  forward,  might  not 

frooi tbeChnwh  foraome  purpoiB  or  othar.eithar  '  tlie  Irish  followers    of   the    Popo — a   new 


for  tba  Roman  Calbolio  Church 
objeot ;  but  it  ii 
Cbarob,'   If  the 

dJd  it  mean  t " — [3  Bantard,  oIi 

Well,  now.  Sir,  I  again  ask.  whether  the  ""f^^"''* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  justified  in  filing 
upon  thia  side  of  the  House  charges  of  in- 
•onaittencjr  of  conduct  and  great  change  in 
policy,  and  of  stating  that  the  surprise 
which  was  felt  at  the  change  was  shared  in 
by  the  newspapers  which  had  in  1865  in- 
dicated and  predicted  as  inevitable  that  „  .,  „.„  ,  „  ,  ,  , 
terj  change  ?     It  is  with  great  reluctance    Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwjn)  first  brought  for- 


,  .      appellation  for  them  from   the    Treasury 
,.i'.S!l'°iw    B.iol,-!,.™   f.irl,  ch.rgnd    him    ..ilh 
breaking  the  pledges  to  which  he  had  giren 
knee  in  1865?     Let  the  House  eon- 
for  a  moment  what  are  the  circum- 
stances which  hsTB  brought  about  a  more 
sudden  and  eitensive  change  of  opinion 
than  we  have  ever  known  to  take  place  on 
a   question    equal   in    importance    to    this. 
What  was  the  feeling  of  the  Liberal  party 
■      1865?      When  the  '  --      ■       - 


dhia  Motion  it  was  a  matter  of  con- 
versation and  counsel  among   those   who 
agreed  with  him  in  opinion;  and  I  remem- 
■'    ■   *  '      '  jnted    the 


that  I  haTO  rend  these  extracts,  but  there 

ii  one  more  with  which  I  wish  to  trouble 

the  House,  the  more  so  as  it  refers  to  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  "«"■    J"**  ^  ■'ronRlj  ^pi 

ID  complimentary  terms,  and  cannot  (here-  ^inual  hnnemg forward  of  the  question.      I 

fore,  be  regarded  entirely  as   a  one-sided  "^«^'  "  ^  ■■»*  Practical  object  do  you  ex- 

article.     It  is  also  from   a   weekly  paper  P"'  *"  »"""  ""rough  the  discussion  you 

poblished  in  the  week  of  (he  debate,  and  ""'te  ?     You  know  the  Liberal  party  is 

the  article  is  beaded  "  Hardy  s,  QladstoDe."  thoroughly  united  upon  the  question!  you 


It  goea  on  in  this  way 

"  Tha  dabata  on  tha  Irish  Chnroh  gai 


know  our  Leaders  have  spoken  out," 

.   '  I  said,  "  Supposing  Lord  Palmerstone  were 


adrable  opportunity  to  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  and    '<>  «eiid  for  you  to-morrow,  nnd  ask  yon  to 

"      " '•  that  great    draw   up  a   scheme  for  dealing    with    the 

ige.of  which    Irish  Churoh.  to  the  support  of  which  he 
would  pledge  his  Gorernmeiit,  even  to  resig- 
nation, could  you  propose  nnj  scheme  short 
of  disestablishment  ?"     Their  answer  was. 
"  We  could  not."   "  Then,"  said  I.  '■  what 
is  the  use  of  making  speeches  denouncing 
an  eyil  if  you  cannot  eren  suggeila  renieilj; 
Lib-    because  you  know,  as  nell  as  I  do,  that  the 
"  ealabli>hment  of  the  Irish  Church  is  what 
Minister  is  likely  to  propose  in  our  time?" 
B  my  opinion  in  1865,  but  I  was  a 
t-sightcd  mortal.  There  nre  many 
both  sides  of  the  House  who  then 
thought  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 


Hr.  Qladitcne  to  address   indirectly  that  grei 

TJnheisily  oonsUtoenoy,  for  the  "  "      "     '    '' 

tbey  are  to  compete  at  the  next 

of  those  subjects  which  lie  nearest  to  bis  bear 

IT*  are  afraid  ve  must  admit  thnt  tha  able  Coi 

•amtire  who  represents  Leominster  baa  made 

fraat  point  for  himself  in  the  coming  contest  b 

tiw  spaaah  which  he  delirered  on  that  occasioi 

and  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  Ct 

etharband,  while  railing  his  reputation  as  a  Liberal 

politician— nay  with  thinking  men  not  < 

mbI  poliUoian  but  as  a  Churchman  and  aChriitii 

• — by  the  admirable  speech  oF  Tuesday  night, 

taken  another  itep  towards  that  all  but  inevitahle    ^f  h^t 

doom  whisb,  if  net  at  the  next  election,  before 

naay  yaars  are  over,  must  transfer  him  from  the  .    ,  ^ 

feptesnntation  of  a  learned  corporation  always 

tka  rssir  of  the  political  life  of  England  to  tba  i 
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UMiitlui  C^itreh 


(Tr^Muti. 


Ufii  < 


Churcli  »erj  rcmole;  there  were  nl so  many 
)thor  queatians  wliich  tre  thouglit  even  atill 
remote.  I  thought  the  day  lery  re- 
nate,  hidooil,  when  we  >)iuul<l  see  the  great 
Doneervnlire  parly  irheel  round  us  gu<l()en!y 
er  any  regiment  wheeled  round  at  the 
word  of  command,  and,  with  one  accord. 


t  themselre 


to  unloc 


of  tlici 


Leaders  has  expressed  it,  "  (he  moorings  of 
he  Constitution."  I  thought  the  day  wns 
rery  for  distant  when  they  would  prcoipi- 
;ate  tint  change  in  the  governing  power 
>f  (he  countiy  wliich,  up  to  that  very  mo- 
[,  ihey  lind  one  and  all  sincerely  and 
ly  denounced  as  revolution.  Yee, 
■ere  theo  all  Kliort-sighled  mor- 
:bIs,  and  I  put  it  now  to  the  candour  o( 
lion.  Oentlonien  opposite,  if  tliey  hnd  been 
l«he<I  io  IS65  which  change  would  come 
irsc  —  the  difesluliliiliment  of  the  Irish 
Church  Dt  the  liandu  of  the  Liberal  party, 
houaeliold  suffrage  at  the  hands  of  the 
intiGrvatirc  pnriy,  what  would  they  have 
id  ?  They  would  have  answered^"  Dis- 
BitahliHhment  of  the  Irish  Church  by  the 
Liberals  ia  possible;  but  houschald  sutfrago 
)y  the  Conservative  parly  is  a  sheer  ini- 
sossibiltly."  They  would  have  concluded 
Lhnt  no  Gorernnicnt  calling  it^eir  Conser- 
rative  could  have  so  made  merchmtdize  uf 
l«  principles  for  the  sake  of  Office,  and 
ihey  would  haro  told  us  that  the  outraged 
Feelings  of  a  great  and  chivalrous  parly  in 
U  dignity  and  might  would  have  then  as 

Politics  haif   been  defined  as  the  madiiesB 
af   the    many    for    the    gain    of   the    few, 
;■■  Parly."]       Well,    Sir,     "party"    has 
been  so  defined,  and  t   sufpeet  not  a  few 
on  the  other  side  □(  the  House  are  now  of 
opinion  that  that  ivas  the  laying  of  a  very 
wise  man.      lint   1  fear  (hnt  llie  lucid  in- 
terval has  not  yet  returned   lo  the  parly 
oppoiite;    for  if  wo   may  judge    from   tho 
speeches  during  this  debate,  there  are  Gen- 
tlemen   on    the  other   aide  of  the   House 
ho  are  still  under  the  delusion  ihat  (hey 
in  enact  a  rcvidulion  and  afterwards  ro- 
ipse  into  a  policy  of  obstruction.     Tliej 
nvo  evidently  tiot  yet  become  acquainted 
iih  the  cardinal  law  in  our  Parliauienlaiy 
system — that  wo  never  go  back.     A  badle 
ouco   fought  out  and  settled  within   ti.ese 
walls  is  uecer  revived  :  the  vanquished  join 
ith   the   viclurs   in  giving  loyal  effect  to 
at  change  which  Parliament  has  decreed. 
Iierefore,  Sir,  although  1  was  not  one  uf 
a!ie  will)  originally  demanded  the  change 
that  has  been  made,  now  that  Parlianicnt 
has  resulved  on  it,  I  accept  it  oi  Patlia- 
M:  Moriman 


ment  intended  it— »  a  boon  to  l>«  per- 
fected, and  not  as  an  evil  to  be  crippled 
and  counteracted.  1  accept  it  as  luy  hon. 
Friend  behind  mo  has  done,  not  as  tlie 
termination  of  reform,  but  as  tlie  precur- 
sor and  instrument  of  other  reforma.  I 
accept  it  in  tlie  sense  in  which  it  was  re- 
ceived by  the  unenfranchised  ma»*cs,  not 
as  nn  end.  but  as  a  means  to  be  honestly. 
loyally,  and  effectively  carried  out  lo  its 
just  and  legitimate  reaultg.  I  can  very 
well  imagine  a  Tory  Oovernnient — I  uie 
that  phrase  because  (he  gallant  Member 
opposite  was  cheered  by  his  party  when  he 
Bald  he  preferred  it — 1  can  well  understand 
a  Tory  Government  that  in  1866  deuounnd 
a  £7  suffrage  as  revolution  only  to  discover 
in  1S67  that  household  auffrage  was  hij^ 
Conservaiism  —  having  nbanciiini-d  ilieir 
principles  and  cnbarked  wlthunt  chart  or 
compass  un  a  new  and  turbulent  sea  o(  le- 
gislaiion — would  stand  confused  at  whst 
(hey  had  aptly  dcsciibed  as  ihcir  *'  leap  in 
(he  dark  ;"  but  to  those  who  have  bvta 
watching  the  signs  of  the  times,  and  seen 
how  the  horiion  has  been  studded  with 
troublous  questions,  it  has  been  no  "  leap 
in  (he  dark  ;"  tliey  see  in  that  change  tb« 
creation  of  a  new  power  that  vlll  iDaogD- 
rnte  a  new  future  in  legislnlion.  and  jfl 
that  future  they  see  the  doom  of  all  that 
has  nothing  but  autl<iui(y  to  recommend  it. 
Things  will  no  longer  be  tolerated  bemou 
ihpy  are  ;  changes  will  no  longer  be  re^ 
jooted  merely  because  such  tl'ings  have 
not  been  ;  public  wants  and  public  duties 
ivill  be  measured  by  a  new  standard,  inil 
settled  by  the  re<]ulremcnts  of  h  new  opi- 
nion, Questions  that  might  have  beea 
dormant  for  a  generation  have  been  ad- 
vanced a  generation  by  one  year  of  legis- 
lation, and,  foremost  among  them,  tlie 
Iri^h  Church  has  been  propelled  into  s 
Front  place,  to  fall  under  that  law  of  pr«- 
grcfii  and  transformation  to  which  boa. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  IlouM 
last  year  unconsciously  imparted  so  sudden, 
1^0  irrosistihlo  a  now  life.  Observers  hsie 
noted  that,  in  EnKlantl,  all  great  quesliant 
rise  lo  (heir  scltlcment  in  a  day.  Mr. 
Cubden  often  remarked  to  hia  friends  lliat 
the  English  mind  was  only  capable  of  Ub- 
ing  in  one  great  queition  at  a  lime  ;  to  il 
is  that  when  one  great  question  is  ditposed 
of  another  instantly  tskes  its  place;  and 
when  last  year  ihe  Eeforni  quesiion  wM 
settled,  it  required  no  great  foresight  to 
predict  that  the  Irish  Church  question  wsi 
the  next  to  occupy  a  front  place.  Couse- 
quenlly,  nltbougU  in  186S  I  believed  (be 
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qoesiion  wts  Terj  remote ;  when  I  was 
written  to  last  winter  on  the  aubject,  and 
asked  my  opinion  of  the  Irish  Church,  I 
said  roj  opinion  was  that  the  time  for  dis- 
establishment had  come,  and  I  took  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  expressing  that  opi- 
nion in  this  House  ;  and  before  I  knew 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire had  resoWed  to  take  action  in  the 
matter ;  indeed,  he  could  not  have  done 
§0p  because  the  policy  of  that  Government 
was  only  made  known  to  him  in  that  de- 
bate. At  the  same  time,  I  certainly  should 
have  deprecated  any  attempt  at  legislation, 
or  the  coming  to  any  resolution  of  any  sort 
in  this  Session  had  it  not  been  that  we 
were  driven  to  it  by  the  proceedings  of  the 
Oovernment.  When  the  Government  un- 
folded its  policy  to  the  House  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  very  properly  propounded 
his  counter  policy,  and  we  have  now  in  the 
Propositions  of  the  Government  and  the 
Resolutions  of  our  own  Leader  that  clear 
and  distinct  issue  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  desired.  It  has  been 
■aid  by  the  Member  for  Cambrid^^e  that 
the  issue  before  the  House  was  disestab- 
lishment or  the  existing  state  of  things. 
That  is  not  the  fact ;  the  issue  is  between 
the  policy  of  the  Government  and  the  po- 
licy contained  in  these  Resolutions.  The 
Government  policy,  as  stated  by  the  Irish 
Secretary,  is  to  establish  religious  equality 
in  Ireland  by  levelling  upwards ;  the  policy 
of  the  Resolutions  is  to  establish  equality 
by  levelling  downwards.  The  policy  of  the 
Government  is  to  charter  and  endow  a 
Roman  Catholic  University  as  a  prelimi- 
oary  to  endowing  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church ;  the  policy  of  the  Resolutions  is 
to  disendow  the  Roman  Catholic  College  of 
Ifaynooth,  and  to  leave  the  Roman  Catho- 
lie,  like  the  Protestant  Church,  to  its  own 
resources.  The  policy  of  the  Government 
is  to  elevate  the  status  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Bishops,  and  give  them  the  counten- 
ance of  the  State  ;  the  policy  of-  the  Re- 
solution is  to  divorce  the  State  from  all 
ecclesiastical  styles  and  dignities  in  Ireland, 
and  to  put  Protestants  and  Catholics  en- 
tirely on  an  equality,  without  countenance 
or  interference  of  the  State.  Again,  Sir,  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  to  increase  the 
Segium  Donum  by  a  new  charge  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund;  the  policy  of  the  Reso- 
lutions is  to  relieve  the  Consolidated  Fund 
from  sU  charges  for  any  religious  purpose 
whatever.  In  a  word,  the  policy  of  the 
Government  is  to  have  three  endowed 
Churches  in  Ireland  ;  the  policy  of  the 


Resolutions  is  to  hare  none.  These  are 
the  points  of  difference  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House  on  which  we  shall  go 
to  the  country.  ["  No,  no  !  "]  Well, 
then,  if  you  are  afraid  or  ashamed  of  them, 
you  are  repudiating  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment. These  are  the  points  of  differ- 
ence. [•*  No,  no  !  "]  They  have  divided 
the  House  into  two  hostile  camps  ;  we 
have  already  had  one  clear  party  division, 
and  what,  under  other  circumstances, 
would  have  been  a  very  decisive  Govern- 
ment defeat.  But  in  these  days  there  are 
no  decisive  Government  defeats  ;  the  Go- 
vernment are  not  remarkable  for  sensi- 
bility ;  they  court  defeat.  Defeat  is  the 
element  in  which  they  live.  And,  if  they 
court  defeat,  they  will  find  us  of  a  very 
accommodating  disposition  ;  and  I  trust 
our  supply  will  be  quite  equal  to  their  de- 
mand. The  fact  is,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government  made 
a  slight  miscalculation.  He  had  an  idea— 
and  it  was  a  very  clever  idea,  if  only  it 
was  not  too  clever— that  Reform  was  the 
stumbling-block  in  the  way  uf  his  perpetual 
retention  of  power.  He  did  not  see  what 
I  should  have  expected  so  clever  a  man  to 
see — that,  by  the  settlement  of  the  Reform 
question  and  the  infusion  of  so  large  a 
popular  element  into  the  new  constituen- 
cies, he  raised  up  a  new  crop  of  popular 
questions  that  must  give  a  distinctiveness 
to  the  fading  differences  of  party,  and  draw 
a  new  line  more  hard  and  more  impassable 
than  ever.  And«  so  far  from  Reform  being 
the  only  question  which  divided  the  two 
sides  of  the  House,  it  happened  to  be  pre- 
cisely the  reverse.  Reform  was  the  only 
great  question  that  divided,  and  confused, 
and  perplexed  the  Liberal  party.  Ever 
since  I  have  been  in  the  House  there  has 
been  this  great  gulf  between  the  two  sec- 
tions. There  has  been  a  section  of  mode- 
rate Liberals  that  recognized  a  Leader  upon 
the  front  Bench,  and  another  section  of 
advanced  Liberals  that  recognized  a  Leader 
on  the  Bench  behind  me.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  bridged  over  the  gulf. 
The  one  great  wave  of  Reform  has  merged 
all  small  differences  upon  this  side  of  the 
House  as  if  they  were  straws  or  cobwebs. 
This  one  difficulty  about  Reform,  with  its 
bickerings  and  soreness,  petty  persecutions 
and  angry  recriminations,  spread  itself  into 
every  question  on  which  Reform  was  a 
question  rather  of  degree  than  of  principle. 
The  gallant  General  reminds  us  of  our  dif- 
ferences. Let  us,  who  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
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foreign  Affairs  and  then  to  the  reply  of 
the  gallant  General  liimself  from  below  the 

rangway,  remind  him  that  those  terms  of 
listinction  which  have  become  obsolete  in 
mr  vocabulary  are  likely  to  become  fash- 
tenable  with  our  opponents.  Having  made 
themselves  welcome  to  our  measures,  they 
ire  welcome  now  to  our  terms  of  distinc- 
tion.    On  this  side  of  the  House  wo  had 

10  more  use  for  them:  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  educated  his  opponents  much 

lore  effectively  than  he  has  educated  his 
Friends.     I  think  it  was  the  Secretary  for 

ndia  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  who  said  in 
tone  of  emotion,  as  if  unwilling  to  prefer 
)0  grave  a  charge  ogainst  any  one  of  his 
fellow-croatures  —  **  We  know  what  you 
ire  at — you  want  to  turn  out  the  Govern- 

lent — that  is  what  you  are  at.''  And 
^hen^  turning  up  his  eyes,  he  almost  ex- 
Haimed  like  Mrs.  Malaprop,  "  Good  hea- 
rens !  what  a  wicked  world  we  live  in." 
['  But,"  he  added,  "  you  will  not  find  it  so 
msy  to  do  ;  we  mean  to  die  hard  ;  we  are 
it  the  beginning  of  a  long  fight,  and  it 
ihall  not  be  our  fault  if  we  give  in  before 
^he  battle  is  fairly  fought  out."  I  must 
lay  that  I  thought  this  rather  an  ill-timed 
ind  injudicious  bravado.  The  right  hon. 
lentleman  seemed  to  think  the  Govern- 

lent  had  a  body  of  followers  behind  them 

rho  would  follow  them  as  the  tenth  legion 
Followed  Csesar.  But  I  can  assure  him 
[bat,  if  lie  bad  seen  the  phyaiognoniies  cf 

fentlemen  below  him  and  behind  him  while 
le  was  speaking,  he  would  have  found 
these  anything  but  re-assuring.  We  who 
»it  here  have  observed  for  some  time  past 
Ihat  the  prevailing  expression  on  the  coun- 
lenanccs  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  has 
[or  some  time  past  not  been  such  as  those 

^ho  wisli  to  see  the  human  face  divine  in 

\U  most  graceful  forms  would  altogether 

lesire.      But   I   will   give  the    right   hon. 

lentleman  and  his  Friends  some  comfort. 

assure  him  sincerely  that   tlic  friends  of 

liscstiiblishment  feel  that  their  work  is  done 

for  them  far  more  speedily  and  far  more 

effectually  by  the   Government  remaining 

In  Office  tban  by  their  resi^jnation.     Once 

[et   us   pass  these  Resolutions  before  the 

^ouse  with  large  majorities,  and  then  the 

llirce  stages  of  the  Bill  that  will  bo  founded 

m    them,    and   without    those   Gentlemen 

•udging  from   their  places;  and  then  what 

Ihe  House  of   Lords  do  with  the  Bill  will 

le  of  much  more  consequence  to  the  Lords 

Ihemsclves  than  to  the  Irish  Church  or  to 

he   Liberal  party.     A  very  weak  citadel 

nay  withstand    a    vigorous   assault    from 

Jilr.  JSbrsman 


without,  but  the  strongest  citadel  cannot 
survive  an  insincere  and  treacherous  de- 
fence. From  the  creation  of  the  world 
there  has  been  but  one  test  of  the  sincerity 
of  men  or  of  parties,  and  that  has  been  the 
sacrifice  which  they  were  ready  to  undergo 
for  that  which  they  professed  to  value. 
The  Government  are  ready  to  carry  their 
opposition  to  any  extremity,  or  to  make  any 
sacrifice  short  of  imperilling  their  reten- 
tion of  Office.  When  they  come  to  that 
point  they  stop.  Out  of  nine  Members  of 
the  Cabinet  that  adorn  that  Bench,  I  be- 
lieve it  is  notorious  now  that  no  less  than 
eight  are  in  favour  of  diseatablishmeot 
The  ninth — the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department — is  much  arerse  to  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church  ;  but 
is  still  more  averso  to  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Government ;  he  evidently  considen 
that  the  more  valuable  institulion  of  the 
two.  And  that  is  a  question  upon  which 
his  Colleagues,  without  one  dissentient 
voice,  cordially  agree  with  him.  There- 
fore they  retain  their  seats  with  an  unani- 
mity, and  give  to  us  in  furtherance  of  oar 
measures  an  assistance  which  I  really 
think  will  entitle  them  to  a  large  share  of 
the  honour  of  carrying  the  measure.  I  tm 
sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  will  not  grudge  them 
their  due  share  of  that  honour,  and  I  Ten- 
turc  to  say  he  will  be  generous  enough  not 
to  complain  when  next  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  is  entertained  by  his  admirers 
in  Edinburgh,  and  boaets — as  he  iiiav  do 
without  imperilling  his  character  for  vera- 
city— that  the  disestablishment  of  thclriah 

m 

Church  is  the  thirty-third  great  measure  of 
Reform  which  has  been  carried  with  a 
Tory  Government  in  office,  in  spite  of  the 
obstruction  of  factious  Liberals. 

Loud  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  hail 
appeared  in  the  character  of  the  historio- 
grapher of  the  Liberal  party  during  the 
last  thirty  years  ;  but  if  his  statements 
had  been  as  accurate  as  no  doubt  thcj 
were  interesting,  he  should  still  have  been 
at  a  loss  to  discover  their  relevancy  to  the 
present  question.  What  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Althorp  in  1833  had  to  do  with  the 
conduct  of  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  in 
1868  he  failed  to  discover;  but  his  state- 
ments were  as  inaccurate  as  they  were 
irrelevant.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  them  that  the  Liberal  party  after  the 
passing  of  the  first  lieform  Bill  made 
every  effort  to  settle  the  Irish  Church 
question;  but  were  unable  to  do  so  owing 
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to  the  opposition  of  the  Tory  party.     Was 
this  the  fact  ?     Whnt  Liberal  Government 
had  ever  proposed  in  a  speech  from  the 
Throne   to    disestablish   or   disendow    the 
Irish  Church.     Was  it  the  fact  that  any 
Liberal  Government  or  statesman  had  ever 
made  such  a  proposition  to  the  House  of 
Commons?     In  every  measure  iny-oduced 
in  those  days — to  quote  the  very  words — 
**  the  increased  efficiency  and  permanence 
of  the  Established   Church  "  was  invari- 
ably made  the  hasis  of  legislation.     Whnt 
became,  then,  of  the  statement  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  that  the  obstinacy  of  the 
Tory  party  had  prevented  Liberal  Govern- 
ments, with  some  of  which  he  himself  had 
been   connected,   from   settling    the  Irish 
Church  question  ?    Agnin,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  that,  owing  to  the 
opposition  of  the  Tory  party,  they  could 
not   even    settle   the   comparatively  small 
question  of  church  rates.     Did  the   right 
lion.  Gentleman  forget,  or  expect  the  House 
to  forget,  that  year  after  year,  and  Session 
after  Session,  the  most  powerful   vindica- 
tors of  the  principle  of  church  rates  were 
Lord  Palmerston  and  Lord  Russell,  heads 
of  Liberal  Governments   under  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  served  ?     Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that 
whenjDver  the  Tory  party  came  into  power 
it  was  easy  to  pass  those  great  political  and 
ecclesiasticnt  reforms,  as  these  invariably 
received    the   most   hearty   and    generous 
assistance  from  the  great  Liberal  party,  of 
which  he  was  so  distinguished  an  ornament. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  even   had  the 
courage  to  speak  of  the  Reform  Bill  of  last 
jear.      Her    Majesty's    Government    un- 
doubtedly felt  greatly  indebted  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  powerful  assistance 
which  he  rendered  to  that  measure  ;  but  if 
they  had  not  received  more  effective  as- 
aistance  from  other  quarters,  the  large  and 
numerous  class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
who  now  looked  forward  to  exercising  for 
the  first  time  the  privilege  of  the  franchise 
would  not  be  in  that  position  at  the  present 
moment.      Coming    down    from    remoter 
periods,  as  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  thus  singularly  inaccurate, 
be  next  gave  a  sketch  of  what  he   fancied 
bad  occurred  during  the  Recess.  According 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Govern- 
ment had  declared  that  this  Session   was 
to   be  devoted    to  the   settlement   of   all 
great  questions,  including  that  of  the  Irish 
Uhurch.     The  whole  thing  was  a  dream  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  could 
only  characterise  it  as  being  on  a  par  with 

YOL.  CXCI.    [xsotD  uaiss.] 


that  wonderful  misconception  and  mystifi- 
cation of  what  had  been  stated  by  his  ri^ht 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretarv  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department.  The  Government  know 
that  a  severe  and  protracted  task  lay  before 
the  House  in  the  completion  of  the  great 
measure  of  Parliamentary  Reform  to  which 
Parliament  last  Session  had  given  its  as- 
sent ;  and  though   there  might  indeed  be 
time  found  for  some  measures  of  subordi- 
nate importance,  who  could  imagine  that, 
with  the  supplementary  measures  of  Re- 
form to  bo  carried,  the  Government  would 
oven  undertake  to  submit  the  great  ques- 
tion of  the   Irish  Church   to  the  present 
Parliament  ?     It  was  a  dream,  an  inven- 
tion ;   and  not  the  only  one  for  which  they 
were  indebted   to  the  right   hon.  Gentle- 
man.     It  was  perfectly  well- known  that 
the  moment    Her  Majesty's    Government 
came  into  power  they  appointed  a  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  the 
Irish  Church  ;  and  having  taken  that  step, 
they  naturally  concluded  that  further  action 
upon  the  matter  must  he  postponed   until 
the   Report  of   that   Connnidsion  was   re- 
ceived.     The  right   hon.  Gentleman  said 
that,  if  the  Government  had  made  no  other 
mistake,  they  made  one  in  their  statement 
on   the   Motion   of    the  hon.   Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Maguire)  ;  and  that  their  Irish 
policy  was  such  as  left  the  Members  of  the 
Opposition  no  alternative  but  to  raise  their 
banner  and  propose  a  counter  proposition. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  through  a 
catalogue  of  errors  which  he  said  the  Go- 
vernment had  committed  upon  that  occa- 
sion ;    but    he    thought   he  should  not  be 
wrong  if  he  assunied  that,  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  opinion,  the  head  and  front  of 
their  offending  was  their  proposal  to  grant 
a  charter  to  a  Roman  Catliulic  University. 
It  was  true  that  the  question  of  granting 
a  charter  to  a  Roman  Catholic  University 
had  been  much  discussed  in  the  course  of 
previous  Sessions  ;  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  taken  a  most  unwise  and  unfor- 
tunate step  with  reference  to  this  subject ; 
and  that  the  present  Government  did   not 
think  that  granting  a  charter  to  a  Roman 
Catholic  University  was  a  question  raising 
such  enormous  issues  as  would  prevent  its 
decision  by  the  existing  Parliament.     The 
difference   between   the   treatment  of  this 
question   by  the  present  Government  and 
the  late  Government  was  not  one  of  which 
the  former  need  be  ashamed.    The  present 
Government  proposed  to  do  openly  in  the 
face  of   the  country   what    they    believed 
would  be  the  best  fur  the  country,  and 
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what  would  bring  the  quoBtion  at  issue  |  he  was  most  completely  and  entirely  mis- 
clearly  before  the  House  ;  while  the  course  i  tnken.  When  the  Government  were  con- 
Itakou  by  the  late  Government  was  well  |  vinced  that  the  cause  of  the  Established 
Iknown  to  the  Committee,  and  therefore  Church  would  be  benefited  by  their  retire- 
Ithere  was  no  need  for  him  to  refer  to  it  '  ment  from  that  Bench,  the  right  hon.  Gcn- 
more  distinctly.  Then  the  right  hon.  I  tleman  need  bo  under  no  apprehension 
Gentleman  went  at  enormous  length  into  <  that  they  would  remain  there  a  single  in- 
|what  lie  was  pleased  to  term  the  Unjunt  stant.  Passing  from  the  obserTations  of 
charge  which  was  brought  by  the  Secretary  ,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  appeared 
)f  State  for  the  Home  Department  against  '  to  him  to  leave  untouched  the  real  quet* 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  '  tion  at  issue,  he  would  brieflj  touch  upon 
|South  Lancashire,  and  illustrated  his  ar-  <  the  Resolutions  brought  forward  by  the 
[ument  with  most  copious  quotations  from  <  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 


Lancashire.  In  the  first  place,  on  what 
ground  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ask 
the  House  to  agree  to  his  first  Resolution; 
that  ground  was  distinctly  stated  in  the 
opening  part  of  the  Resolution  ?  Did  the 
Resolution  say  that  it  was  '*  just/'  or  that 
it  was  even  **  expedient "  that  the  United 
Church  in  Ireland  should  cease  to  eiist  as 
an  Establishment  ?  No.  The  Resolutions 
said  it  was  "  necessary"  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  should  cease  to  exist  as  an 
Establishment.  Necessary  for  what  f  Was 
it  necessary  for  the  continued  progreu  of 
Ireland's  material  prosperity?  No  one  could 
say  that,  in  the  face  of  the  statement  that 
had  been  made  by  his  noble  Friend  with 
reference  to  the  present  condition  of  Ire- 
land. Was  it  necessary  for  the  suppression 
of  a  vile,  hateful,  and  contemptible  con- 
spiracy?    No  ;  for  it  was  well  known  that 


(very  kind  of  newspaper.     The  rij^ht  hon. 
jGentleman   misunderstood  and   misquoted 

lis  right  hon.  Friend   from  beginning  to 

md.      His  right  hon.  Friend  never  said 

that  the  right  hon.    Member    for    South 
isncashire  was   inconsistent  in  1868,  m 

lonsequenco   of    the  speech   he  made    in 
|1865.    What  he  did  say  was  that  after  the 

ipcech    of  1865,  which    had    undoubtedly 
Iproduccd  a  certain  effect  in  various  quar- 
ters, the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  order, 

IS  those  who  sat  now  on  the  Government 
jBcnchcs  supposed,  to  mitigate   the  effect 

)f  that  speech,  wrote  a  certain  letter,  in 

rhich  he  stated,  that  in  his  opinion,  the 
Iquestion  of  the  Irish  Church  was  so  re- 
iote  as  really  to  be  beyond  the  domain  of 
{practical  politics.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Iman  spent  a  long  time  in  elaborating  that 
Isimple  statement,  and   in  doing  so    used 

Iwhat  was,  no  doubt,  very  cutting  language,  j  the  ordinary  forces  of  the  country  and  the 
Ibut  tlioso  who  took  part  in  these  fights  in  |  loyalty  of  tlje  great  mass  of  the  Irish  people 
la  free  apsemldy  must  suhmit  to  have  impu-  had  hecn  sufficiently  powerful  to  crush  it 
ItatioTiS  thrown  uj)on  thcin  which  nii«;ht  be  '.  compleiely.  Was  it  necessary  to  produce 
lunjui^t,  althoui^li  couched  in  the  njo>t  po  j  a  better  feeling  between  the  owners  and 
llisljcd  language.  The  right  hon.  Gentle-  .  the  tillers  of  the  soil  ?  No  ;  for  it  post- 
jinan  told  them  that  a  Goveinnient  placed    poned    indefinitely   all   legislation  on  that 

in  a  njinority  of  60  was  bound  to  resign  ;  :  subject.  The  abolition  of  the  Irish  Church 
Ibut  he  would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  i  nnght,  however,  be  necessary  for  one  pur- 
Inian  that  the  Government  came  into  office,    pose,  which  had   been   pointed  out  by  the 

la   was  well   understood,  in   a  minority   of    right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  llunt- 
170.     The  right  hon.  Gentlenian  appeared  1  ingdon   (General  Peel)  —  namely,  for  the 

to   think    that   the  course  which    he    now  j  union   and    the  consolidation    of   the   scat- 

»o  warmly  espoused,  but  which  was  so  re-  ,  tered  elements  of  the  great  Liberal  party. 

note  during  tlie  years  when  he  was  the  re-  ,  In  former  times,   when    the    great  Conti- 

iponsible  Minister  for  Ireland,  would  be  nental  Powers  ft-U  out,  the  inhabitants  of 
|bcnefited  by  the   present    Government  re-  I  the    Low    Countries    or    of    the    Milanese 

nainini^  in  office.  Time  alone  wnuld  show  |  could  pretty  well  calculate  upon  the  battle 
whether  or  not  the   ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  j  being  fought  out  on   their    fertile    fields  ; 

vas  correct  in  that  supposition  ;  but  if  the    and  in   this  country  during  the  last  twenty 

•ight    hon.    Gentlennin    thought    that    the  1  or  thirty  years,   when    the    great   Liberal 

^overnment  had  any  other  reason  for  re-  \  party  fell  out,  Ireland  had  always  been 
rnainingin  office  than  because  they  believed  |  made  the  battle-field  of  contending  parties. 

;|jnt  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  and     He  was   sorry  to  find  that   the  right  hon. 


>f  England  and  the  union  between  Church 
md  State  would  be  better  served  by  their 
remaining  in  office  than  by  their  retiring 

Lord  John  JUafiners 


Member  for  South  Lancashire,  in  succeed- 
ing to  the  Leadership  of  the  Liberal  party, 
had,  unfortunately  for  Ireland,  also  sue- 
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oeeded  to  its  traditional  poHoj.  Was  the 
prosperity,  the  peace,  the  tranquillity,  and 
the  real  progress  of  Ireland  to  be  "whistled 
down  the  wind  "  in  order  to  give  the  great 
Liberal  party  a  party  triumph  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  ?  One  word  as  to  the  phrase- 
ology of  this  Resolution.  They  had  heard 
from  the  mouth  of  Earl  Russell,  at  a  meet- 
ing held  in  St.  James'  Hall,  that  the  Re- 
solutions were  strictly  in  accordance  with 
those  which  were  proposed  by  that  noble 
Earl  some  years  ago.  On  comparing  the 
Resolutions  of  the  noble  Earl  with  those 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  it  would  be 
found  that  they  differed  in  a  rery  impor- 
tant particular ;  for,  whereas  the  Resolu- 
tions which  the  noble  Earl  moved  in  1835 
proposed  that  the  surplus  revenue  of  the 
Established  Church  **  in  "  Ireland  should 
be  devoted  to  such  and  such  a  purpose, 
the  right  hoo.  Gentleman's  Resolutions 
proposed  the  disestablishment  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  '*of"  Ireland.  Why, 
in  point  of  fact  and  of  law,  there  was  no 
such  thing  as  the  Established  Church 
*'  of  "  Ireland.  It  was  the  Established 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland  established 
in  Ireland  with  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Resolutions  proposed  to  deal.  He 
(Lord  John  Manners)  submitted  that  it 
was  not  competent  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  misdescribe  and  misrepresent  one 
of  the  greatest  and  most  sacred  institutions 
of  the  country  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
his  attack  upon  it.  It  was  quite  obvious 
that  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used 
the  proper  phrase  the  eyes  of  the  people 
throughout  the  country  would  have  been 
opened  to  the  inevitable  consequences 
wkieh  the  carrying  of  these  Resolutions 
would  entail.  But  he  would  submit  fuither 
thfti  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  at 
liberty  to  disintegrate  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
vouring them  both  the  more  easily,  it  was 
open  to  the  Government  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee for  the  same  freedom  in  her  do* 
fence — 

**  Si  tibi  MuttQllon  ooquas,  JSmilisne,  vocatar, 
IHoator  quare  non  Taratalla  mihi." 

He  would  suggest  that  they  should  carry 
the  disintegrating  process  one  step  further, 
and  consider  the  question  provincially.  All 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  arguments  ap- 
ply to  Leinster,  Munster,  or  Cunnauglit, 
none  to  Ulster.  They  were  told  that 
they  must  take  this  gigantic  step  —  that 
thej  must  reverse  the  history  of  the 
eoontry  and  dissociate  the  Church  from 
tho  State  in  order  to  gratify  the  wishes 


of  the  Irish  people,  but  how  would  that 
principle  apply  to  Ulster?  He  believed 
that  in  the  division  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  on  these  Resolu- 
tions every  single  Member  from  Ulster 
voted  in  the  minority  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Well,  were  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Ulster  as  eiemplified  by 
their  representatives  to  count  for  nothing? 
What  were  the  facts  as  regarded  Ulster  ? 
What  was  the  case  as  to  the  glebe  lands  of 
that  province  ?  How  had  they  come  into 
the  possession  of  the  Established  Church? 
Eforyone  knew  that  they  had  not  come 
from  Roman  Catholic  sources.  They  came 
to  the  Church  at  the  time  of  the  planta- 
tion of  Ulster,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  no  corporate  or  prifate  proprietors 
of  property  in  Ulster  held  their  estates 
on  a  better  title  than  that  on  which  the 
Church  held  its  glebe  lands  there.  He 
ventured  to  ssy  also  that  no  corporate  or 
private  landlords  had  more  properly  fulfilled 
and  discharged  their  obligations  than  the 
obligations  attached  to  the  glebe  lands  of 
Ulster  had  been  fulfilled  and  discharged 
by  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church. 
He  asked  the  Committee  for  a  moment  to 
consider  the  two  propositions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  had  been  well  said 
the  first  Resolution  embodied  the  principles 
both  of  disestablishment  and  disendowment. 
As  regarded  the  first  part  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, it  involved  the  greatest  and  gravest 
revolutionary  change  ever  proposed  in  this 
country  since  the  Church  and  State  were 
united.  He  did  not  except  even  the  Revo- 
lution in  the  time  of  Charles  I.,  for  though 
at  that  period  the  prelacy,  the  peerage, 
and  the  monarchy  W(*re  swept  away,  the 
sacred  character  of  Church  property  was 
respected.  He  believed  that  the  first  and 
last  statutory  sanction  given  to  church 
rates  was  during  the  Commonwealth.  They 
all  remembered  that  in  1862  there  was  a 
celebration  of  the  anniversary  of  the  re- 
markable exodus  of  the  Dissenting  mini- 
sters at  the  time  of  the  Restoration,  when 
they  yielded  up  their  livings  which  had 
been  preserved  at  the  Rebellion,  to  their 
Episcopal  successors.  He  said*  therefore, 
that  the  present  was  the  first  attempt 
to  separate  the  Church  from  the  State. 
On  what  ground  was  the  attempt  made? 
He  could  not  see  that  the  arguments 
in  its  favour  could  be  legitimately  or 
logically  confined  to  Ireland.  They  had 
had  two  main  arguments  addressed  to 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire.    One  was 
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lint  ion  addreisetl  to 
th«  In.li  Cliureli;  ll>c  olUer  om  an  nr- 
goment  tn  justify  the  selienie  of  Bpolln- 
lion.  Tlifl  nrgumcnt  of  coii*(il»iion  w»« 
le  laid  tlie  Iriili  Cliurch  noutJ 
tnin  llirce-Gftlii  of  its  propertj. 
Iluw  llie  riglitlion.  Gentleman  lind  arriieil 
HI  ttiat  conclusion  lie  liail  iiot  exaotlj 
explaiiiedt  and  lie  believed  tlint  the  esli- 
mnte  WHS  one  wiiich  Riill  putileJ  some  of 
ighi  lion.  Genllcman'B  onn  falloncrs. 
Be  bad  further  sttid  tliat  olien  diu-slab- 
lUlieil  the  Irifh  Cliiireli  would  tiarc  greater 
liberty— it  would  be  dictated  to  by  no 
Mtni*lr;;  it  would  be  able  to  do  wliat  it 
plensed;  and  tben  wlmt  n  career  of  pnwer 
■nd  glorj  anil  utility  wouM  be  open  lo  ii ! 
Tiiere  nai  nolliing  in  tbat  argitnicnl  itliicb 
might  not,  and  pribnbljr  would  not,  be 
applied  lo  the  Church  in  Kngland.  The 
more  powerful  the  Church,  clrnrly  the 
powerful  woiilil  bo  tbat  argmiient. 
In  A  few  jcnrs  henoe  lUe  rigbt  boit.  Gen- 
in  would  be  able  lu  saj  lo  the  Church 
of  EuKlood— "  You  will  huTe  llireo-f.iurlhs 
of  jour  iiropertj  wjien  ;ou  me  disestab- 
lished. We  sball  not  interfere  wiih  the 
■ppnintment  of  jour  Bisliopi.  Unfellered 
bjp  Ministers  or  Monsrcba  you  maj  dp- 
point  lo  the  arc  hi  episcopal  thrones  of 
Canterbury  and  York,  mid  what  a  career 
of  uiiliij,  moral  influence,  and  ecolesias- 
tieal  power  !■  tbere  not  open  to  you  !  " 
"lien  came  nnotber  argument  wliich  the 
ight  hun.  Genllemnn  seemed  (o  rely  very 
Iron^ly  on,  but  ivhicb,  ha  (Lord  John 
Manners]  ventured  lo  ibink,  would  lead  to 
policy   of  ft  rery 


rhara 


He  said  that  for  ibc 


Inutility  of  lUe  Irish  Church  up  to  wiibiii 
the  laH  thirty  yenra  ho  did  not  hold  that 
Church  reiponsillo,  because  the  Slnte  had 
)0  treated  it  ns  not  to  allow  it  to  act  on  iia 
nwn  responsibility  ;  but  that  for  its  failure 
SB  a  missionary  Church  during  ibe  last 
thirty  years  it  was  responsible,  and  he 
would  judge  it  on  that  experience.  Now. 
in  his  opinion,  to  judge  n  Cliurch  which  hail 
siisted  for  centurleB  on  an  experience  oF 
ihiriy  years  was  o  hnnty  mode  of  judging 
But  taking  the  last  thirty  years,  he  would 
isk  had  ihero  been  no  eeclaeinsiical  eveuts 
)f  a  Etarlling  character  in  Scotland  and 
England  during  that  period  which  would 
jring  (be  Established  Cburclics  in  those 
^0UIl(^ieB    within    the   same     rule  as  that 


from   the  Eafablistied    Clmrch ;    mil  he 
could  see  nothing  in  the  pruent  Condi i<un 
or    past    history    of    lliat    Cbnri^^U     which 
could  Bare   it    from   the  application  of  iha 
rule  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tro* 
endeavouring  to  apply  in  (he  cas«  of  tlia 
Church  of  Ireland.   Again,  on  what  eround 
was    it    that     the   Bishop   of    Londun.    a 
few    years  aso,    called    on    the   people  of 
this  metropolis   to    make   a  grcnt   special 
elfort  r      It  nras  on  the  ground   that  of  the 
S.UOO.OOO   inhabitant*   of  this    nietropalis 
great  mnsses  were  alienated  from  the  Bi- 
tallished  Church.     Tested  by  the  principle 
of  thirtr  year*'  eiperience.  ha  wanted  to 
know  how  the  EsUhhshcd  Church  of  Eng- 
land   was    to   be    pieserved,    BiippMinx   a    > 
Church  wa«  not  to  remain  Esinhlishoil  if  it 
did  nut  number  in  il»  mcmbera  a  majority 
of  ibe  people!     The  principle  appealed  to 
him  to  have  a  common  oppticniion   to  sll 
liilublishmenls  if  it  were  tn  be  odniitled  in 
the  case  of  the  Irish  Church  :   and  lie  fdt 
no   doubl   that   if  the   RcBoluliani   «f  the 
right  h'in.  Gentleman  weie  agreed  to  by    . 
this  Parliament  and  raliGed  by  the  noat,  a    i 
demand  for  the   disestablishnient   of  Lli* 
Churches  of  Scotland  and   Bnglaod   must     i 
and    would   folluw   as   a    oeeesaary   coaa»-     I 
queneo.     He  now  came  to  the  second  pait    J 
of  the  Resolution  before  Ibe  Commillw—     1 
that  dealing  wilh  disenduwuient.      Ho  nh-     t 
miltad  that  it  was  the  duty  of  th*  rigbt    1 
hiin.  Gentleman  to  slate  what  he  contem- 
plated doing  with  the  cudonnienta  of  ihe 
Church    which   he   proposed    to   disendow, 
point   the   House   had   nothing 


but  I 


The 


Oentlcuinn  lold  them  ihat  tlioso  endow- 
nicnls  should  not  be  devoied  to  the  teriice 
of  the  Almighty  God,  accordini;  lo  the 
rites  and  forms  of  the  Eiilahlithed  Church. 
That  was  a  purely  negatiie  proposition. 
If  there  had  been  onything  more  posilira 
it  had  been  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham,  who  had  said  that  those  en- 
dowmenia  must  he  devoted  to  somo  purely 
Irish  purposes.  "  Irish  purposes  "  wot,  be 
ihought,  a  rather  vague  phrase.  Ite 
(bought  (he  House  of  Commoiia  might 
press  the  point  and  ask  what  "  Iri'li 
purposes "  migiit  mean.  A  geutleniaa 
who  had  recently  been  described  as  a 
great  and  good  man,  and  who,  (hough 
not  in  the  Ilouie  now,  wns  atill  the  Leader 
party  who  wore  attaekinj 


.liiriy  years  had   witnessed  the  t 
if  great  masses  of  the  people  of  Scotland  I 
JtVrd  John  Manntrt 


Mit9,  Slated  ( 


that 


lis  of  the  IHsh 

hliehed    Church    to    tighthousei    and 
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Ireland  were  prepared  to  make  that  nse  of 
endowmentB  intended  for  religious  parposes, 
lie  thought  they  would  merit  the  repronch 
which  150  years  ago  a  great  humourist. 
Dean  Swift,  conveyed  in  an  epitaph  which 
bj  anticipation  he  wrote  for  himself — 

*<  lie  left  what  little  wealth  ho  had, 
To  found  a  house  for  fools  and  mad  ; 
To  show  bjr  one  satiric  touch 
No  nation  Deeded  it  so  much/' 

After  tho  Church  had  been  disestablished 
and  disendowed,  could  anyone  hope  thot 
the  other  great  questions  which  had  been 
referred  to  more  than  once  in  the  course  of 
this  debate  would  not  be  brought  promi- 
nently forward  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Srigo(Mr,  Serjeant  Armstrong) 
laid  tho  other  night  that  he  regarded  the 
success  of  tills  movement  much  more  in 
the  hope  of  its  enabling  the  land  question 
to  be  dealt  with  in  a  manner  satisfactory 
to  the  Tenant  Right  League  than  on  ac- 
count of  the  particular  results  it  would 
bring  about,  and  that  evening  the  hon. 
Hember  for  the  King's  County  (Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien)  had  asserted  that  this  was  not 
really  the  question  on  which  the  Irish 
people  had  set  their  hearts.  "Who,  then, 
could  doubt,  when  this  question  was  re- 
moved out  of  the  way  and  these  great  in- 
ternational and  solemn  legislative  Acts 
trampled  under  foot,  that  prescription 
would  bo  shoken  and  all  confidence  in  pro- 
perty destroyed  ?  Who  could  doubt  that 
tho  tenure  of  land  would  be  attacked  with 
more  vigour  and  success  than  had  been 
before  displayed,  and  that,  as  he  feared, 
Irelond  would  be  reduced  to  a  country  in- 
habited by  cottiers,  and  not  governed  by 
those  who  had  hitherto  directed  the  affairs 
of  that  kingdom  ?  But  before  we  arrived 
at  so  lamentable  a  state  of  things  there 
was  one  barrier  to  be  surmounted,  and  that 
barrier  was  one  which  he  trusted  would  be 
found  insurmountable.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  preceded  him  had  dwelt  much 
on  the  issue  to  be  decided  nt  the  next 
ElaetioD.  Now,  that  issue,  in  his  humble 
opinion,  was  not  only  the  particular  pro- 
poeition  contained  in  the  present  Resolu- 
tion ;  but  also  the  great  question  of  the 
maintenance  of  the  relations  between  the 
Church  and  the  State.  That  was  the  issue 
which,  in  consequence  of  the  action  of  the 
Liberal  party,  would  have  to  be  submitted 
to  tho  new  constituencies  at  tho  General 
EleetioQ.  On  that  issue  the  Government 
would  most  cheerfully  meet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
abire  and  those  who  acted  with  him ;  on 


that  issue  he  belieTed  the  people  of  this 
country  would  give  an  unmistakable  ver- 
dict. That  verdict  he  believed  would  be  in 
favour  of  maintaining  the  immemorial  re- 
lations between  tho  Church  and  the  State; 
ond  should  he  be  so  fortunate  as  to  obtain 
a  seot  in  the  now  Parliament  his  voice 
would  be  raised,  as  it  always  had  been, 
and  his  vote  given  in  favour  of  maintain- 
ing the  relations  between  the  Church  and 
the  State  in  this  free,  this  Christian,  and 
this  Imperial  land. 

Colonel  U^TTBLOT  mov^ed  that  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  sorry  we 
are  not  in  a  position  to  close  the  debate  on 
this  Resolution  to-night;  because  the  sub- 
ject, though  undoubtedly  one  of  very  great 
importance,  has  been  discussed  in  two  de- 
bates, lasting  four  nights  each,  which  we 
have  gone  through  in  the  present  Session. 
As  far  as  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House  are  concerned,  I  am  extremely 
anxious  that  this  question,  important  as  it 
is,  should  not  be  in  conflict  more  than  can 
be  avoided  with  the  general  progress  of 
business.  If,  however,  it  be  the  decided 
wish  of  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  to  continue  the  debate  to-morrow, 
I  hope  we  shall  at  least  arrive  at  an  under- 
standing that  it  sholl  not  be  prolonged  be- 
yond then. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  In  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  wish  to  remark  that  this 
is  a  subject  the  importance  of  which  really 
cannot  be  described  in  language  which 
could  be  accused  of  exaggeration.  It  is, 
indeed,  a  far  mote  important  question  than 
that  which  has  been  adverted  to  so  liberally 
in  the  course  of  this  debote  —  the  great 
measure  of  Reform  which  we  passed  last 
year.  And  we  attach  greater  importance 
to  this  first  Resolution  than  we  do  even  to 
the  second  or  third.  They  may  involve 
questions  of  constitutional  and  even  legal 
difficulty,  but,  comparatively  speaking, 
they  are  Resolutions  of  detail.  This 
really  announces  and  describes  a  policy. 
The  preliminary  discussion  referred  merely 
to  the  question  of  going  into  Committee, 
and  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  has  not 
been  given  on  this  Resolution.  [**0h,  oh  !" 
and  **  Hear,  hear ! "]  That  is  our  opinion^ 
and  I  would  remark — for  I  think  it  best 
to  be  candid  on  these  questions — that  there 
is  on  this  side  of  the  House  a  great  desire 
that  this  Resolution  should  be  distinctly 
and  definitely  discussed.  Everybody  must 
feel  that  this  is  a  question  which  must 
have  ultimately  very  serious  consequencesi 
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and  it  cannot  be  oonsiJcrcil  unreasonable 
tliat  bon.  Gentlemen  sliould  winh  to  bave 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  tbeir  opinions 
on  this  matter.  Tberefore  I  could  not 
under  anv  circnmf^tances  enter  into  an  en- 
gagement  tbat  tbe  discussion  sbould  close 
to-mf»rrow  nigbt.  I  wisb  to  convey  to  tbe 
rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  tbat  we  consider  tbis 
first  Re^olution  of  greater  importance  tban 
be  gives  ns  credit  for,  and  be  must  not 
suppose  from  anytbing  I  bave  said  tbat 
wo  tbink  tbis  Resoluiion  trifling  as  com- 
pared witb  tbe  otbers.  0|^tbe  contrary, 
we  regard  tbis  as  really  tbe  first  occasion 
on  wbicb  tbe  opinion  of  tbo  Committee 
can  be  taken  concerning  tbe  new  policy 
wbicli  bns  now  been  introduced  to  tbe 
notice  of  tbo  Empire,  and  it  is  on  tbis 
Resolution  tbat  Gentlemen  on  botb  sides 
of  tbe  Ilouse  —  certainly  on  tbis  side — 
desire  to  bave  tbeir  opinions  distinctly 
placed  before  tbo  country. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  tbat  tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman  could  not,  of  course,  engage  to 
bring  tbo  discussion  to  a  close  to-morrow 
nigbt ;  but  he  wisbed  to  impress  on  tbe 
rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  tbe  necessity  of  exer- 
cising all  bis  influence  in  order  to  bring  tbe 
debate  to  a  termination  as  early  as  possible. 
Tbere  were  many  otber  important  questions 
for  consideration,  and  be  would  remind  tbe 
rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  tbat,  as  far  as  tbe 
principles  of  tbese  Resolutions  were  con- 


Ma.  DISRAELI:  In  reply  to  the 
remarks  of  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man tbe  Member  for  tbe  Tower  Hamlets, 
I  must  say  I  tbink  it  necessary  tbat  the 
Ilouse  should  have  a  very  distinct  idea  of 
the  position  in  which  it  is  placed.  We 
are  arriving,  no  doubt,  at  a  very  critical 
point.  Tbe  policy  of  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gen- 
tleman tbe  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  is  one  which— -as  all  must 
agree — involves  very  great  changes,  and 
in  tbe  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment it  migbt  lead  to  very  serions  conse- 
quences. Under  such  circumstances,  il  is 
extremely  desirable  that  the  opinion  of  this 
House  sbould  be  taken  in  a  manner  which 
cannot  lead  to  misconception.  It  has  not 
yet  been  taken  in  tbat  manner.  Speaking 
in  tbo  interest  of  bon.  Members  on  both 
sides,  it  is  desirable  that  when  those  conse- 
quences are  felt  by  the  country,  at  least 
it  shall  not  be  in  the  power  of  GentlemeB 
to  put  various  interpretations  upon  the 
motives  and  views  witb  which  they  arrive 
at  their  vote.  Now  tbe  vote  before  the 
holidays  was  not  of  tbat  clear  and  unsni- 
biguous  character.  [  *'  Oh,  oh  !  *'j  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  seem  to  agree  with  ne 
as  to  tbe  propriety  of  there  being  no 
ambiguity  in  tbeir  vote,  but  if  thej  were 
satisfied  with  such  a  solution  as  was  nrrived 
at  before  tbe  holidays,  all  I  can  say  is,  that 
I  cannot  agree  witb  them.     We  wish  to 


cerned,  they  had,  in  fact,  been  dcbaled  for  have  a  distinct  issue  raided  on  this  im- 
a  ::re<it  many  niiihts.  All  sections  of  the  '  portant  policy  of  tbe  right  bon.  Genile- 
Iloiiso  had  stated  their  views  on  the  suh-  i  man  respecting  the  disestablishment  of  the 
jvct,  and  the  House  had  hy  an  overwhelrninii:  Church.  Wc  wish  to  have  a  distinct  i*s?ic 
niajoriiy  pronnnuced  their  opinions  upon  it.  taken  in  the  House  on  tbat  subject.  Such 
[  '*  No  !  "]  Was  it  likt  Iv  tliat  tliat  side  <>f  nn  issue  has  not  yet  been  taken,  and  wc 
the  Ilouse,  haviuijr  expressed  its  opinion  by  l<»ok  on  this  first  Resolution  as  one  of  the 
£•0  larire  a  ninjority,  would  reccdi*  from  the  >  (greatest  importance,  and  many  bon.  Gen- 
position  it  hud  taken  up  ?  And  if  it  would  ilemen  have  intimated  tome  tlicir  desire  to 
not,  what  w(Kild  he  the  effect  of  the  Govern- :  express  their  ojiinions  upon  it.  If  tbov 
ment  oppn>ifi(ir  these  licsidutions  ni<^ht  after  i  can  do  so  conveniently  in  tbe  course  of  to- 
night ?  They  would  be  pcrsistin^jf  in  a  morrow  evening,  I  shall  not  oppose  the 
hopeless  resistance  to  the  determination  ,  division.  I  never  yet  attempted  to  protra^'t 
which  njubt  nltim«it«*ly  be  arrived  at,  and  or  prolon^r  a  debate  unnecessarily  ;  but  I 
the  delay  would  he  most  disastrous  to  the  |  rose  in  order  that  1  might  not  be  misio- 
Conduct  of  the  business  of  the  House.  It  terpretod  as  having  entered  into  any  agree- 
was  impossible  not  to  foresee  tbat  the  posi-  ment  that  tbe  debate  sbould  finish  to-morrow 
ti(»n  ol  unofficial  Men)bers  of  the  House  ni;iht.  1  have  already  explained  the  reason 
"Would  ho  o'le  of  the  greatest  embarrassment.  I  why  wo  attrihute  to  tbis  Resolution  so 
After  the  lap^e  of  some  time  all  the  public  paramount  an  importance, 
qnestioiirt  which  had  hitherto  been  kept  in  ;  Mil.  AYllToN  said,  be  thought  his 
abeyance  would  be  hurried  on  with,  and  the  riyht  bon.  Friend's  Motion  had  really  dis- 
House  wi.uld  have  no  opportunity  of  pro-  '  po>ed  of  the  question  ;  because  it  was  n<>t 
perly  diseussinjr  them.  In  conclusion,  he  the  ordinary  Motion  tbat  the  House  should 
ui<^ed  the  rijrht  hon.  Gentleman  to  lend  all  ■  rcs(dve  itself  into  Committee  on  a  dis- 
bis  influence  (or  the  purpose  of  brinojng  i  taut  day  to  consider  Resolutions,  but  s 
the  debate  to  a  close  as  soon  ns  possible.        Motion  that  ibc  House  sbould  forthwith  go 

Mr.  Disraeli  ' 
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into  Committee  for  the  purpose  of  consider- 
ing certain  Resolutions  of  which  notice  had 
been  giten.  In  the  present  instance  there 
had  been  a  clear  affirmation  of  the  prin- 
ciples contained  in  the  Kesolutions,  and 
the  House  had  in  the  most  deliberate  man- 
ner recorded  its  vote  bj  an  oferwhelming 
majority  in  favour  of  them. 

Mr.  whit  bread  soid,  that  from  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  tho 
head  of  the  Government,  it  appeared  to 
him  not  only  that  he  would  give  the 
House  no  assurance  that  the  debate  would 
close  to-morrow  night,  but  that  he  had 
given  them  an  assurance  that  it  would  not 
close  to  morrow  night.  The  position  of 
affairs  appeared  to  him  to  be  this — and  he 
spoke  as  one  interested,  not  only  in  this 
Besotution,  but  in  the  general  conduct  of 
the  affairs  of  that  House — that  there  was  a 
Government  in  office  which,  as  far  as  he 
eould  understand,  had  made  up  their  minds, 
whatever  the  decision  of  the  House  might 
be  upon  this  subject,  to  treat  it  merely  as 
the  decision  of  the  majority,  and  then  to 
proceed  to  business.  Let  the  House  bear 
in  mind  that  the  second  and  third  Resolu- 
tions had  hardly  yet  been  touched  in  argu- 
ment, and  there  were  several  very  important 
measures  besides  these  Resolutions  to  come 
before  them.  There  was  the  Reform  Dill 
for  Scotland,  the  Reform  Bill  for  Ireland, 
and  also  the  Bill  for  the  prevention  of  Bri- 
bery and  Corruption,  and  how  was  time  to 
be  had  for  discussing  these  important 
measures  ?  Those  who  had  spoken  to- 
night had  not  advanced  much  new  argu- 
ment ;  and  if  they  went  on  in  this  way 
there  was  no  human  probability  of  their 
being  able  to  orertake  the  other  important 
business  of  the  Session.  Unless  the  Go- 
Ternment  imported  some  novelty  into  the 
discussion  to-morrow,  it  would  be  within  the 
competency  of  the  House  to  decide  that  the 
debate  should  not  be  further  protracted; 
and  he  thought  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
spun  out  unless  there  were  some  argument 
to  be  adduced,  by  which  hon.  Members 
<BOtild  hope  to  change  the  opinion  which 
was  deliberately  arrived  at  before  tho 
Easter  Recess. 

Ma.  NBWDBGATE  said, hehad  not  been 
fortmiate  enough  to  catch  tho  Speaker's 
eye  in  the  former  debate,  and  he  was  not 
disposed  to  allow  an  Establishment  which 
had  lasted  300  years  to  bo  swept  away, 
with  as  little  ceremony  as  if  the  question 
were  one  of  a  turnpike  trust,  without  stating 
his  opinions  on  the  subject.  There  were 
many  points  connected  with  the  first  Reso- 


lution which  had  not  yet  been  touched 
upon,  and  the  two  following  Resolutions 
had  not  been  discussed  at  all  ;  he  was, 
therefore,  glad  that  tho  Prime  Minister 
of  the  Crown  would  be  no  party  to  pre- 
vent hon.  Members  from  expressing  their 
opinions,  which  were  a  great  deal  wider 
and  deeper  than  many  Gentlemen  opposite 
appeared  to  suppose.  If  there  had  been 
any  delay  in  proceeding  with  the  Public 
Business,  on  whom  did  the  blame  rest! 
There  were  not  a  few,  he  suspected,  on  the 
other  side  who  had  no  great  desire  to  see 
the  Reform  measures  completed.  And  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  decent  to  pass 
Resolutions  with  the  haste  of  the  last  divi- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  only 
given  a  week's  notice  of  his  Resolutions 
before  he  asked  the  House  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, and  no  time  had  been  afforded  for 
hon.  Members  to  consult  their  constituents. 
Since  he  had  had  a  seat  in  the  House  he 
had  never  known  a  measure  of  such  magni- 
tude brought  forward  in  such  haste  and  dis- 
cussed so  summarily,  he  would  not  say  so 
superficially. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  that 
there  was  a  growing  tendency  in  some 
quarters  to  "job  "  debates  and  chock  the 
freedom  of  discussion  in  that  House  by 
making  arrangements  that  certain  persons 
were  to  address  the  House  as  they  pleased, 
while  less  eminent  Members  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  their  opinions.  It  was 
not  right  that  A  and  B,  and  perhaps  Z, 
should  address  the  House,  and  that  then  it 
should  be  arranged  that  the  debate  should 
close.  The  consequence  of  the  system  was 
that  the  same  persons  addressed  the  House 
on  every  subject,  and  no  fresh  ideas  were 
presented,  because  no  one,  not  in  a  certain 
category,  had  any  chance  to  be  heard  ; 
and  he  knew  an  instance  of  a  Member 
who  was  told  that  if  he  wished  to  address 
the  House,  he  had  better  apply  to  the 
Whips.  He  thought  things  were  come  to 
a  strange  state,  when  a  Member  could  not 
address  tho  House  without  asking  per- 
mission of  tho  Whips.  He  protested 
against  Members  being  thus  silenced  or 
gagged.  It  was  time  for  the  House  to 
take  this  into  consideration,  for  other- 
wise the  freedom  of  debate  would  be 
practically  at  an  end.  When  great  quos- 
tions  were  brought  before  the  House,  it 
was  not  to  be  expected  that  Independent 
Members  should  remain  silent.  The  system 
of  terminating  debates  by  arrangement  be- 
tween the  Whips  ought  to  be  brought  within 
Tory  narrow  limits.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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lan  had  brought  forward  Resolutions  which 
mght  to  bo  discussed  fully,  and  lie  thought 


he  could  say  they  had  very  strong  feelings 
nnrainst  any  proposition  tending    to  over- 


ivcry  Member  shouhl  have  an  opportunity    throw  the  Protestant  Establis^hnientsof  tho 
»f  expressing  his  opinion  on  this  important    country.     Tlicy  were  determined  that  they 


(uUjcct.  They  miglit  still  find  timo  to  dis- 
luss  the  other  important  measures  of  the 
lession. 

Mr.  NEVILLE-GRENVILLE  said,  ho 
^as  one  of  the  humble  Members  coming 
linder  the  letter  **  Z  "  who  had  failed  to 
;atch  the  eyo  of  the  Chairman.  As  tho 
'eprcsentativo  of  an  important  constituency 
|ie  thought  that  their  views  on  this  impor- 
tant and  solemn  suhject  should  be  allowed 
to  find  expression.  He  agreed  with  the 
ion.  Baronet  theMemher  for  Dundalk  (Sir 
ieorge  Bowyer).  If  he  had  tho  good  luck 
to  address  the  Houso  as  often  as  the  hon. 
ind  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ilnm- 
|ets  (Mr.  Ayrion)  he  should  not  complain. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  Hom- 
ier for  Dundalk  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  a 
little  misapprehends  the  nature  of  these 
[inderstandings  which  appear  so  formidable. 
Te  treats  them  as  conspiracies  against  the 
liberty  of  private  Members.  They  cannot 
rery  well  be  that,  when  they  are  made  in 
mblic,  and  they  simply  amount  to  this: 
ihev  are  oppcals  to  the  general  sentiment 
>f  Members  of  tho  House,  upon  the  general 
expediency  and  convenience  of  the  case, 
to  judge  when  they  think  a  question  has 
leen  siifficicntlY  discussed.  It  is  a  mis- 
;ftkc  to  suppose  that  atiy  undoi\'»tan(lit)g«*  of 


would  neither  bo  the  slaves  of  a  dominant 
superstition  nor  the  subjects  of  an  infidel 
State. 

Mr.  WHALLET  said,  he  regretted  that 
ho  had  not  been  able  to  catch  the  Speaker's 
eve,  as  he  had  wished  to  elicit  some  ci- 
planotions  from  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  GLid^tone)  with 
whom  he  had  voted  in  the  late  division. 
In  the  previous  debate  he  hod  nsked  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  to  explain  what  course  ha 
intended  to  adopt  with  regard  to  certain 
details  of  the  question  before  the  House, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  promised  to 
give  him  an  explanation,  but  failed  to  do 
so.  Under  these  circumstances,  he  de- 
sired an  opportunity  of  pointing  out  the 
grounds  on  which  he  voted  on  the  last  oe- 
c<ision,  as  well  as  those  which  might  rea« 
sonably  justify  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  in  retain- 
ing his  seat  on  the  Treasury  Bench  rather 
thiin  hand  over  the  Government  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Si»utli   Lancashire. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  explained, 
that  ho  had  not  said  that  there  was  any 
conspiracy  in  the  matter.  But  what  he 
would  say  was,  that  a  pro^sramnie  was  made 
of  those  who  were  to  speak,   nml   he  hnd 


;lii.s  kind  c.ni  iriteiTcic  wiili  ilic  liberty  of  I  even  licaid  of  the  c.iso  of  one  hon.  Mem- 
lion.  Members.  But  I  tbiuk  it  would  be  ber  nnxitjus  to  address  the  IIuusc  wh<»  was 
Idle  to  spciul  this  evcniup;  in  discus>iu<^  told  that  ho  ou^bt  to  go  to  the  Whip 
Uhotber  wo  will  close  the  debate  to-  ,  on  iiis  side  and  ask  his  permission  to 
norrow  night.  If  tlic  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle-  ppenk.  When  that  was  the  caf^c  he  thoii<;bt 
inan  savs  he  can  enter  into  no  cuQixaQ.  :  it  was  time  to  change  the  svsicm,  and  for 
ncnt,  I  must  point  out  that  a  scntiiuent  the  ll(»usc  to  consider  seriously  whether 
has  prevailed  on  this  side  of  the  House  they  ou<jht  not  to  retain  the  liberty  of  de- 
ihat  there  has  been  a  singular  languor,  '  bate. 
:bou^Mj  not  in  the  latter  part,  yet  in  a  lar<;c  House  resumed. 
portion  of  the  del)ate   this    evening  ;  and 


Committee  report  Progress,  to  sit  ogain 
To-morroxv. 

MILITARY  AT  rXECTIOXS  (tRFLAND)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Serjeant  Harrt,  Bill  !o  ex- 
lend  to  Iicland  the  existing  Law  of  Great  Britain 
respecting  the  prcHonco  of  Military  at  rarliamen- 
tary  EU'ction?,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Seijennt  Baiiut,  Major  Gavi.n,  and  .Mr.  Esmoxdb. 

hill pnseftted,  and  read  the  first  time,  [bill  93.] 

COTTON   STATISTICS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bazlet,  Bill  for  the  collec- 
tion and  publication  of  Cotton  Statistics,  ordered 
to    be    brougiit  in   by   Mr.   IUzlkt,  Mr.  Milxes 
...  /.IT-  tjjRsox,    Mr.   lloRSFALL,    Mr.  Watjun,   and   Mr. 

joct.      Having    spent   part    of   the    h  istur  ,  Ciikktiiam. 

[lolidays  among  his  friends  in  that  country^      hiW /^resented ,  and  read  tho  firbt  time.  [Bill  96,] 
Sir  George  Bowijfr 


live  on  this  side  of  the  House  must  reserve 
►ur  own  liberty  to  judge  and  act  for  the 
test   to-morrow    ni^ht.      And  especially   if 

e  observe  a  like  lnn::uor  to-morrow,  it  is 
io«isibIo  that  wo  may  eome  to  the  conelii- 
iion  that  it  will  ho  for  the  general  con- 
'cnier.ce  that  the  debate  should  be  closed. 

lut  that  cannot  be  carried  even  by  a  slight 
irepondcrance  of  opinion  ;   it   mu^t  be  by 

general  reference  to  tho  sense  and  con- 
renicnce  of  the  House. 

Siu  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  no  Member 
for  Scotlaijtl  had  yot   spoken  on   the  sub- 
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certain  proposed  Besolutions  regarding  the 

i>0CTJiiEirrABT  ETTOKTCfE  BILL.  chufch  in   Ireland,   said  :    My  Lords,  I 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jamis  Fkrgcsson.  Bill  to  .  „^^    •      ..^    u^.  li*«^     «^    «l^i^„:-«  4^ 

amend  thoUwrelntlnff  to  Documenl8i7  Evidence  ^^a^©.  »"   the    first  place,    !o    apologize  to 

in  certnin  ctiee.  ordered  to  be  bi-ought  in  by  Sir  y«ur  Lordships  for  having,  I  am  afraid, 

Jamu  Fjieodsson  and  Mr.  SecroUrjr  Gatborxb  kept  you  waiting  some  few  minutes  ,*  but 

Hardt.  the  truth  is,  as  several  Orders  of  the  Day 

Billi»wntorf,  and  read  tbe  first  time.  [Bill  97.]  ^tood  before  the  Motion  of  which  I  had 

•        noose  adjourned  at  One  o'clock.    8*^®^  '^^^'^>  I  thought  they  would  occupy 

some  considerable  time.  My  Lords,  I  am 
quite  aware  that  if  I  were  to  attempt  to 
enter  upon  any  discussion  of  the  Resola« 
tions  which  are  at  the  present  moment 
HOUSE    OF    LOEDS,  under  the  consideration  of  the  House  of 

Commons,  I  should  violate  the  spirit  if  not 
Tuesday,  April  28,  1868.  ,he  letter  of  the  Orders  of  your  Lordships' 

House.     But  I  helieve  I  am  perfectly  in 
MINUTKS.]-Pimuo  BiLui-5tf«wrf^e^^  order  in  referring  to   the  matter  of  fact 

I. ociil  GoTcrnment  Supplemental  (1868)*  (70).        ,.  ,  ''•i       t  i         j  xr  ^ 

Cbmmt«4»-rnrtiiioi.*  (116);  Priwnt  (Compen.    ^h^^Ji  appears  on  the  Journals  and  Votes 

sation  to  Officers)*  (72).  of  the  other   House  of  rurliument,  that, 

iS^rt— Pnrtition*  (li 6)  ;  Prisons  (Compensa-    immediately  before   the  Easter  liecess,  a 

lion  to  Officers)*  (72).  very   important  Motion  was  made  by  a 

ntrrfiJwdiiv-Promi.sory  Oaths*  (52).  ^^^^  eminent   Member  of  the   House  of 

Commons,   and  was  acceded  to   by  that 

REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  BH,L— THE  House  by  a  large  majority.     That  Motion 

PARCELS  CLADSE.-QUESTION.  was  that  the  House  should  go  into  Com- 

ViscouKT  HALIFAX  wished  to  ask  a  mittee  for  the  purpose  of  considering  three 

Question  of  the  nMe  Duke  the  President  Resolutions    most    deeply  aflfecting    that 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  with  reference  to  branch   of  the   Established   Church   that 

the  15th  clause,  commonly  called  the  Par-  exisU  in  Ireland.     My  Lords,  the  first  of 

eels  Clause,  of  the  Regulation  of  Riilways  ^^'O*®  Resolutions  purporte  to  declare  the 

Bill.     It  appeared  that  the  intentions  of  expediency  of   altogether  disestablishing 

the  noble  Duke  in  inserting  this  clause  ^^^t  Church,  and  separating  the  State  al- 

had  been  very  much  misunderstood,  and  together  in  that  country  from  any  connec- 

Mveral  petitions  had  been  presented  against  ^'^on  with  its  religious  institutions  or  with 

it.     The  matter  hod  been  fully  explained  t^e  religious  education  of  the  people,  and 

in  "  another  place ;"  but  probably  it  would  relying  altogether  upon  the  voluntary  prin- 

he  more  satisfactory  if  the  noble  Duke  cip^o-     The  second  Resolution  proceeds  to 

would  state,  Whether  or  not  his  views  in  ^J  that,  in  order  to  further  the  object  in 

inserting  this  olouse  were  correctly  under-  ^»ew,  it  is  expedient— I  am  not  quoting 

stood  out-of-doors?  ^^*®  words  of  the  Resolutions,  but  stating 

The  Ddkr  of  RICHMOND  said,  that  their  substance  —  it  is  expedient  that  no 
ont  of  doors  the  Parcels  Clause  in  the  °ew  ecclesiastical  appointments  should  be 
Railway  BiU  was  entirely  misunderstood,  n»ade  ;  and  the  third  suggeste  an  Address 
as  it  had  never  been  the  intention  of  the  to  the  Crown  praying  that  the  patronoge 
Government  to  deal  with  the  question  in  of  the  Queen  in  regard  to  ecclesiastical 
the  manner  the  public  supposed.  He  had  dignities  should  be  transferred  to  the  con- 
that  day  received  a  large  deputation  of  trol  of  Parliament.  [Earl  Russell  :  Should 
traders  on  the  subject.  He  proposed  to  ^e  placed  at  the  disposol  of  Parliament.] 
revise  the  clause,  and  to  amend  some  other  Well,  that  the  rights  of  the  Crown  in  re- 
clauses.  For  that  purpose  he  would  re-  ga^d  to  all  ecclesiastical  dignities  and  ap- 
commit  the  Bill,  in  order  that  the  Amend-  pointments  should  be  placed  at  the  dis- 
ments  might  be  printed  and  the  motter  posal  of  Parliament.  These,  my  Lords, 
placed  distinctly  before  the  public,  so  that  are  the  three  Resolutions  of  which  notice 
there  could  be  no  misunderstanding.  was  given  in  the  House  of  Commons;  and 

I  suppose  I  am  not  assuming  too  much— • 

«flm.T«*<.a»«T^«>  ^««TTnr^r«    t«^»  .  vttnv  ^  »"!  afraid  I  am  not  assuming  too  much 

**2^f."»«^?n»'^«c^°n^J,^!i^nv^~     -wl'en  I  Bay  that  there  is  efery  proba- 
THE  RESOLUTIONS-QUESTION.  1,51;^^  ^^^^  ^^^  g^^  Keeolution  will  bl  mdc 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY,  who  had  given  tioned  by  the  House  by  a  majority  some« 
notice  to  put  a  Question  in  reference  to   thing  like  that  by  which  the  Motion  for 
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tba  Committee  was  carripd.  I  siippoae  I 
may  iilso  take  for  granted  that  that  Motion, 
thoiigii  madu  by  a.  very  eminent  Mcmtier 
of  tho  House,  was  not  mnde  on  hia  own 
nutliority  alone,  and  without  comnmnica- 
tioii  nitli  thuae  who  ar^t  politically  in  con- 
nection with  him.  Furtlier.  I  suppose  I 
muKt  ftssumn  Ihut  the  eminent  perenns  who 
htiTe  determined,  somewhat  unexpectedly, 
OQ  that  course  of  proceeding,  hato  not 
done  BO  without  making  up  tlieir  own 
niindi  as  to  the  course  th^y  will  tnke  in 
the  u»ent  of  the  ancceea  of  their  Motian  ; 
and  it  ifi  aa  to  those  farther  proceedings 
thnt  I  propose  to  put  the  Qacetion  of  which 
I  liavtJ  given  notieo  to  the  nohlo  Ear!  my 
predfocwor  in  office.  Had  the  Question 
been  put  befnre  the  Recess.  1  thould  pro- 
bdblf  have  oddreBsed  it  to  the  noble  Earl 
the  lat«  FrciiideDt  of  the  Council  (Eail 
QranTille),  or  to  the  noble  Dnke  {the  Buke 
of  Argyll),  iniismuch  aa  I  understand  that 
both  thoHO  noble  Lords  were  present  at 
the  private  meeting  at  which  the  Hesolii- 
tiona  were  urrnnged.  [Earl  GBiimiLK 
wcu  undi-mtood  to  ilia!<ent..~|  I  shall  he 
much  obltgt^d  to  the  noble  Earl  to  cor- 
rect me  if  1  am  wrong ;  but,  perhups, 
1  may  relievo  him  of  the  reBponaibility 
of  answering  the  inquiry  by  transfer 
ring  or  making  it  over  to  the  noble  Barl 
[ifnrl  liiimell)  opposite ;  becanso,  since 
tho  ReoexR  thnt  nnhio  Earl  has  pnt  him- 
6clf  viTy  prominently  forward  at  public 
meetings  ae  a  supporter  of  IboHO  lU'solu- 
tions,  and  avowed  his  adherence  to  the 
principle  they  involve.  I  assume,  there- 
fore, that  the  nohlo  Earl  docs  adhere  to 
that  last  phase  of  his  opinions  in  reference 
to  the  Church  in  Ireland,  although  it  is 
at  least  a  fortnight  old  ;  but  tho  altera- 
tions which  have  taken  place  in  his  views 
within  the  last  few  yenra  have  certainly 
been  somewhat  eitraordinary,  and  1  am 
sure  he  will  forgive  me  for  recalling  to  hia 
memory  what  those  alterations  have  been. 
In  1S66,  tho  noble  Eurl  was  charged  with 
the  responsibilities  of  Office,  and  upon  the 
occasion  of  a  Motion  made  hy  the  nobto 
Earl  who  sits  oa  the  cross  Bench  (Earl 
Groy)  for  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
temporalities  of  tho  Irish  Church,  he  op- 
posed the  Motion,  stating  that  all  manner 
of  evil  consequences  must  he  tho  result, 
and  be  succeeded  in  dcfeatiog  the  Motion 
of  tho  noble  Earl.  In  1867,  tho  noble 
£nrl  was  free  from  the  responsibilitiea  of 
Office,  aud  in  that  year  tho  Motion  which 
tliu  noblo  Eurl  on  the  cross  Benches  had 
brought  forward  the  year  before,  and  was 
nt  £itrl  of  I>H-bi/ 


resisted  by  the  noblo  Earl — tbe  mbu  Mo- 
tion was  made  by  the  noble  Eurl  liimMlt 
It  met  with  no  opposition,  and  a  Comnii*- 
sion  was  appointed.  Id  the  cammenc^ 
ment  of  1867,  the  noble  Enrl— having 
moved  for  this  Coramissioo  of  Inquiry  into 
the  slate  of  tho  t«raporalitieB  of  the  Iriah 
Church  at  a  necessary  preliminary  to  any 
further  proceedings— though  tit  cipcdient, 
before  the  termination  of  that  Commisf^QD, 
for  which  he  was  not  content  to  wait,  1« 
move  an  expression  of  opinion  in  I  heir 
Lordships'  House  that  the  inoomeB  at  pre- 
sent enjoyed  by  Iho  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland  should  bo  distributed  in  certain 
proportions,  according  to  a  rule  of  three, 
which  be  had  himself  framed,  among  ilio 
different  donominationa  in  Ii«Iand.  TTial 
\\a.i  the  third  change  in  tho  view!  npoo 
this  question  of  tho  noble  Earl  sinee  he 
filled  the  office  of  the  Fir«l  Lord  of  U»» 
Treasury.  In  two  or  three  months  there 
came  a  fourth  change  oVtr  the  mind  of 
the  noblo  Earl,  who  {hen  deolared  that  i» 
was  quite  ready  to  adopt  tho  views  of  tbs 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  brousht 
forward  these  Resolutiofta  in  the  liouM  of 
Commons,  though  the  noble  Earl  onnfessed 
that  be  had  a  slight  preference  for  tha 
mods  of  proceeding  he  had  himaolf  sag* 
gested.  How,  I  ask  your  Lordship*  to 
oonsidor  what  was  the  queation  in  refor> 
ence  to  which  the  noble  Barl  bad  s  dtght 
preference  for  hia  own  mode  of  proceeding, 
but  was  ready  to  waive  it  }  It  woa  neilhtl 
more  nor  less  than  one  of  tho  most  impor- 
tant questions  which  could  occupy  the 
attention  of  a  statesman — namely,  whe- 
ther tho  State  should  or  should  not  connect 
itself  with  an  arrangement  for  making  ■ 
leligious  provision  for  the  people,  WsU, 
on  that  subject  the  noble  Borl  stated  thtt 
his  own  opinion  was  in  favour  of  making 
a  provision  for  all  religions  ;  that  he  had 
a  slight  preference  for  that  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding ;  but,  that  as  his  Friends  near  him 
were  of  opinion  that  the  State  provision 
should  be  withdrawn  from  tbe  Established 
Church  in  Ireland,  be  was  ready  to  waire 
his  own  preference,  and  after  having  pub- 
lished his  opinion  that  it  was  cipedient 
that  the  State  should  support  all  rtligions, 
he  was  ready  to  acquiesce  in  the  proposi- 
tion that  the  State  should  support  no  reli- 
gion at  all.  I  must  say  that  these  chang«i 
of  opinion  are  somewhat  remarkable  and 
sudden,  especially  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Eurl ;  for,  before-  his  fourth  evolution,  be 
informed  this  House  that  a  change  of  opi- 
nion and  conduct  on  the  part  of  a  Miniitcr 
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on  anj  great  question  was  qnite  sufficient 
to  cause  him  to  forfeit  any  claim  he  might 
have  on  the  confidence  of  Parliament  and 
the  country.  I  must  now  assume  that 
the  noble  Earl  adheres  to  the  last  riews 
he  expressed;  or  that,  if  he  has  not  made 
up  his  mind,  his  opinion  has  been  made 
up  for  him,  and  that  he  is  quite  prepared 
to  go  in  for  the  entire  and  total  disendow- 
ment  and  disestablishment  of  the  Protes- 
tant Church  in  Ireland.  The  question  I 
desire  to  put  to  the  noble  Earl  has  refer- 
ence to  the  future  course  of  proceeding 
on  this  question.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
in  the  event — I  am  afraid  the  probable 
event — of  the  House  of  Commons  affirming 
the  principle)  at  least,  of  the  Eesolutions 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  it 
16  the  intention  of  the  noble  Earl,  and 
thoise  who  act  with  him,  to  refer  the  Re- 
solutions to  your  Lordships'  House,  and  to 
ask  how  far  your  Lordships  are  prepared 
to  concur  in  that  line  of  policy  ?  Last  year 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross  Benches  (Earl 
Grey),  when  it  was  proposed  to  proceed 
by  Resolution  on  the  subject  of  Reform, 
argued  with  great  force  on  the  propriety 
of  the  concurrence  of  your  Lordships' 
House  in  the  Resolutions  being  applied 
for  before  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  ascertained  how  far 
the  two  Houses  were  in  accord  on  the 
main  and  important  principles.  The  plan 
of  proceeding  by  way  of  Resolution  was, 
however,  dropped,  and  therefore  there  was 
no  occasion  for  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  be  acted  upon ;  but  if  it  was  thought 
desirable  that  such  a  suggestion  should  be 
acted  on  at  a  time  when  it  was  evident 
that,  immediately  on  the  adoption  of  the 
Btfsolutions,  a  Bill  would  be  brought  in  and 
aabmitted  to  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment, such  a  course  of  proceeding  is  doubly 
important,  when  there  is  a  doubt  whether 
it  is  proposed  that  any  Bill  founded  on 
the  Resolutions  in  the  present  case  is  about 
to  be  brought  up  to  your  Lordships*  House, 
and  whether  your  Lordships  will  have  any 
means  afforded  you  of  expressing  your 
opinion  on  the  Resolutions,  without  which 
oonourrence  of  your  Lordships  the  Reso- 
lutions will  be  a  mere  dead  letter.  There* 
fore  I  wish  to  know,  whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  thoFO  who  promote  these  Reso- 
lutions to  ask,  previous  to  taking  any  fur- 
ther stage,  the  concurrence  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  in  them,  and  to  ascertain 
what  views  your  Lordships  take  with  re- 
spect to  the  extraordinary  and  unexpected 


measure  fbr  disestablishing  the  Irish 
Church.  Then,  my  Lords,  in  reference 
to  another  point,  I  have  to  observe  that 
a  speech  was  reported  to  have  been  re- 
cently delivered  at  a  public  meeting  by 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell),  and  in  order 
not  to  misrepresent  his  sentiments,  I  shall 
read  from  the  report  in  The  Timei  news- 
paper a  few  passages,  to  which  I  call  his 
attention.  The  noble  Earl  is  reported  to 
have  said — 

"  I  must  say  a  few  words  on  the  verj  impor- 
tant third  Resolution  proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone. 
That  Resolation  asks  the  Crown  to  place  at  the 
disposal  of  Parliament  Her  Majesty's  interest  in 
the  eoclesiastical  dignities  and  beneSces  in  Ire* 
land.  Mow,  that  is  in  conformity  with  the  advice 
which,  a  great  many  years  ago,  I  gave  to  King 
William  IV.,  and  which  His  Majesty  was  pleased 
to  accept,  al though,  as  I  had  to  contend  with  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  Lord  Derby,  and  Sir  James  Graham, 
I  did  not  sncceed,  and  was  beaten  in  that  encoun- 
ter. I  trust,  however,  that  Mr.  Gladstone  will 
be  more  fortunate  ;  that  the  advisers  of  the  Crown 
will — as  I  suppose  they  will — advise  Eler  Majesty 
to  do  what  William  IV.  did,  and  that  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment  will  take  place." 

It  is  now  very  long  since  the  period  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  referred:  but  I  ap- 
prehend that  he  must  have  alluded  to 
what  occurred  in  1835.  It  certainly  is 
rather  curious  to  see  how  history  repeats 
itself,  and  how  a  circumstance  which  had 
almost  dropped  into  oblivion  re-appears 
again  almost  in  the  same  form.  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Earl  and  I  are,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  the  only  survivors,  with  the  exception 
of  Lord  Brougham,  of  those  who  took  an 
active  part  in  the  debates  of  that  period. 
Now,  I  will  venture  to  state  what  really 
did  occur  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  and 
then  your  Lordships  will  see  how  erroneous 
is  the  noble  Earl's  statement.  It  is  rather 
singular  that  a  few  months  before  the  Mo- 
tion referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl  was 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons,  the  pre- 
vious Government  had  been  summarily 
dismissed  from  Office ;  and  the  consequence 
was  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  called  on  to 
undertake  the  formation  of  an  Adminis- 
tration, his  party  being  at  that  time  in  an 
avowed  minority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  first  thing  which  Sir  Robert 
Peel  did  was  to  dissolve  the  Parliament, 
so  that  he  might  meet  a  Parliament  elected 
under  his  own  auspices,  and  afterwards^ 
there  having  been  a  Commission  then,  as 
now,  to  inquire  into  the  temporalities  of 
the  Irish  Church — the  noble  Earl  (then 
Lord  John  Russell)  thought  it  necessary 
to  call  upon  the  House  to  support  an  ah' 
stract   Resolution,   then,  as  now,  to  the 
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ffeot  that  any  surplus  tliat  might  nppear 
0  enist  after  proviiling  for  nil  tliR  require- 
mnta  d(  tho  Irisii  Chiircii  should  bo  appro- 
riiitct]  to  llio  purposes ufgeneraloducation. 
'ho  noble  Earl  proposed  a  further  llesolii- 
ion,  to  Ihe  elTtct  that  no  plun  for  the  Bettle- 
itant  of  the  tithe  question  would  be  satis- 
ictory  which  did  not  involve  such  on 
ppropriation.  The  noblu  Earl,  on  that 
ocusiun,  not  onlj  gave  notice  of  those 
ivo  Resolutions,  but  he  also  moved  an 
Lddresa  to  the  Crown,  pruying  Ihe  Sove- 
eign  that  he  would  be  pleased  to  pluce  at 
ho  ilis|)Osal  of  Purliameut  liis  interest  in 
eoolesiuslical  revenues  of  Irelnnd.  My 
lOrd*.  it  is  not  correct  lo  eay  that  on  that 
ccusion  be  was  defeated  by  the  opposition 
f  Sir  Kobert  Peel.  Sir  James  Gi-aham. 
nd  myself.  We  opposed  them,  and  the 
lobltt  Unrl  obtained  a  considerable  inujority. 
?ho  last  Resolution,  which  Sir  H'thert  Petl 
A  he  would  resist  lo  the  utmost,  the 
loble  Eurl  had  not  the  opportunity  of 
iressing  to  a  division,  because  the  result 
'iia  tho  resiffnnt.ion  of  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
nd  tho  noble  Karl  acceded  to  power, 
4ovF,  whatever  may  be  the  determinution 
n  the  subject  by  tho  present  House  of 
lommoas,  which  has  only  a  few  months 
0  live,  and  which  was  not  elected  under 
he  auspices  of  the  right  Hon.  Gcntleninn 
low  at  tlie  head  of  the  Government,  I  trust 
hat  he  and  my  noble  and  right  hon. 
■rienda  who  are  Membera  of  his  Govern- 
nerit,  are  too  well  nivareof  the  importance 
)f  this  question,  and  of  the  duty  they  owe 
heir  Sovereign,  to  ihink  of  resigning  their 
ifEcea  under  any  amount  of  pressure  or 
ipposilion,  however  factious,  if  any  su(;h 
ihoiild  be  offered,  until  tliey  hove  had  n 
ull  opportunity,  if  not  of  perfecting  the 
nensures  for  the  Reform  of  Farliumcnt,  at 
ts  of  testing  the  sense  and  feeling, 


questions  can  be  more  distinct.  One  is 
whether,  upon  advice  given  by  co-'.slita- 
tional  MiniiiterB  and  sanctioned  by  a  con- 
stitutional Monarch,  you  ahull  permit  the 
discu'sion  of  a  question  in  the  two  Hoiues 
of  Parliament,  by  which,  in  the  case  of  an 
Act  of  Porliamifnt  being  passed,  the  Pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  would  be  temporarily 
sacrificed  end  suspended  ;  and  the  oilier  is 
the  question  whether,  upon  the  Address  of 
one  House  alone,  the  Crown  is  la  abundoa 
the  exercise  of  those  Prvrogatives  and  tlioM 
duties  which  are  imposed  upoa  the  Crown, 
not  by  a  Kesolution  of  one  House,  but 
by  Acts  of  Parlinment  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty, us  a  constitutional  Sovereign,  is 
bound  to  obey.  There  is  an  entire  and 
nbaolute  diatioction  between  tho  two  ques- 
lious.  I  odmit  the  noble  Eurl  is  quite 
prepared  to  show  tliat  in  1833  lie  took 
the  same  course  bo  recommends  Mr. 
Gladstoao  to  take  in  1868;  but  he  will 
excuse  me  saying  that  that  is  only  a  re- 
ference from  Earl  Hussell  in  1868  to  Lord 
John  Russell  in  1835,  and  it  does  not  odd 
any  authority  to  tho  proposal.  I  contend 
it  is  no  precedent  at  all.  What  you  asktd 
the  King,  through  his  responslblo  Minis- 
ters, to  do,  was  to  permit  ibe  discussion 
of  an  Act  of  Porliument  the  effect  of  which, 
if  carried,  would  be  to  limit  the  Prerogs- 
tive  of  the  Crown.  I  do  not  know  what 
language  was  used  in  signifying — which, 
iifler  all,  is  a  formality— the  assent  of  the 
Crown  in  Parliament;  but  this,  I  know, 
that  when  Lord  Klelbourne  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  which  the  nobis 
E[irl  introduced  in  the  other  House,  and 
in  which  he  was  successful  in  ialroducing 
Bs  n  tint  qiid  non — the  settlement  of  the 
tithe  question — the  language  of  Lord 
Melbourne  was,  that  in  moving  the  secaod 
■cading  of  the  Bill,  he  was  authorized  to 


lot  of  the  existing  constituency,  but  of  i  signify  the  consent  of  tho  Ci 
,bc  larger  constituency  created  by  the  Re-  j  suspension  of  the  Prerogative  of  the  CrowU 
:orm  Bill  of  lust  year.  Therefore,  I  hope  for  Ihe  purposes  of  that  Act.  But  ths 
,hut  the  parallel  of  IB35  will  not  hold  proposal  was  not  fully  adopted.  After 
>ood  at  the  present  time.  The  noble  Earl  that  Act  waa  paaaed,  what  became  of  tba 
Earl  Russell)  succeeded  to  Office;  and  he  sacrifice  of  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown  f 
iuya  that,  os  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  bo  The  Crown,  in  the  present  instance,  u 
juve  the  advice  to  his  Sovereign  to  take  asked-^not  to  sacrifice,  not  to  consent  to 
the  same  course  as  that  now  proposed  to  the  suspension  of  Prerogative,  for  tha 
bo  pursued,  But  the  advice  he  gavo  to  purpose  of  an  Act  of  I'uiliament,  upon 
the  Sovfrcign  was,  not  lo  lake  tho  coun 
iroposed  in   the  Besolulions  now   befoi 


the  House  of  Commons,  but  to  uanctiou 
tho  introduction  of  a  Bill  which,  if  carried 
Act  of  Parliament,  would  have  had 
the  effect  of  restraining  the  Prerogative  of 
the  Crown.  It  is  impossible  that  two 
37k  Earl  of  Dtrin 


dation  of  tho  constitutioul 
responsible  Advisers  of  the  Crown- 


but  it  ia  asked  indefinitely  lo  auspeod  the 
exercise  of  duties  which,  by  Acts  of  Far* 
liaraent  and  the  Coronation  Oath,  it  is 
bound  to  exercise,  until  at  some  period, 
and  in   ease   at  some  period    ParliaojeDt 
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should  think  fit  to  legislate  in  the  sense  of 
the  Resolutions.  I  am  not  about  to  dis- 
cuss on  their  merits  the  Eesolutions  now 
before  the  House  of  Commons  ;  the  pro- 
per time  for  discussing  them  will  be  when 
they  come-— if  they  ever  shall  oomo — 
before  your  Lordships'  House  either  as 
Resolutions  or  in  the  shape  of  a  legis- 
lative enactment,  to  which  your  concur- 
rence is  requested,  and  without  which 
these  Resolutions  are  waste  paper.  I  am 
not,  therefore,  discussing  the  merits  of  the 
Resolutions,  but  I  am  showing  the  noble 
Sari  that  he  was — no  doubt  unintention- 
ally—  in  error  when  he  stated  that  the 
course  now  to  be  pursued  was  that  he  had 
recommended  to  William  lY.  I  venture 
to  think  that  William  IV.  could  not,  and 
her  present  Majesty  cannot,  accept  and 
act  upon  a  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons  calling  upon  Her  Majesty  to 
suspend  the  operation  of  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  I  say  again  there  is  a  broad 
eonstitutional  difference  between  the  coujse 
proposed  in  1835  and  the  course  sought  to 
be  pursued  now.  The  one  was  the  legiti- 
mate advice  of  Ministers  to  the  Crown  to 
permit  the  passing  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  the  other  is  the  advice  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  the  Crown,  to  act  upon  a 
Resolution  of  that  House,  not  only  with- 
ont,  but  in  defiance  of  the  authority  of 
Acts  of  Parliament.  While  I  seek  to  draw 
this  distinction,  I  should  not  have  taken 
notice  of  it  ot  all,  if  it  had  not  been  broadly 
and  pointedly  stated  by  the  noble  Earl  that 
the  course  which  he  advised  and  to  which 
William  IV.  assented  in  1835  was  identi- 
cal with  the  course  now  proposed,  and  to 
which  Her  Majesty  is  asked  to  assent. 
The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  expressing 
the  hope  that  Mr.  Gladstone  would  be 
more  successful  than  he  was.  The  noble 
Earl  was  so  far  successful  upon  the  occa- 
sion alluded  to  that  he  ousted  Sir  Robert 
Peel  from  Office ;  and  having  done  so  he 
gave  efieot  to  his  own  principles  by  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Bill.  That  Bill,  so  far  from 
being  defeated  by  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Sir 
James  Graham,  and  myself,  actually  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  and  was 
ient  up  to  the  House  of  Lords.  Here  a 
Motion  was  made  to  separate  that  portion 
of  the  Bill  which  related  to  the  settlement 
of  the  tithe  question,  which  was  not  ob- 
jectionable, from  that  portion  to  which 
great  constitutional  objection  was  felt — 
namely,  the  principle  of  disestablishing 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  That 
Motion — ^that  is,  the  omission  of  the  Ap- 


propriation Clause — was  carried  by  a  ma- 
jority of  96.  The  noble  Earl,  however, 
continued  in  Office  ;  and,  in  the  following 
year,  he  had  the  satisfaction  of  settling  the 
tithe  question,  or  what  remained  of  it  to 
be  settled ;  and  those  who  were  opposed 
to  the  noble  Earl  had  tho  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  they  had  defeated  the  prin- 
ciple against  which  they  contended  in  the 
year  before.  The  noble  Earl  had  the  satis- 
faction of  retaining  Office,  and  those  who 
opposed  him  had  the  satisfaction  of  putting 
a  stop  for  thirty- three  years  to  all  agita- 
tion on  the  subject  of  a  change  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  declared  to  be  indispensably 
necessary.  I  hope  Mr.  Gladstone  will  not 
attain  even  the  measure  of  success  which 
the  noble  Earl  attained  on  that  occasion. 
Sir  Robert  Peel  challenged  the  noble  Earl 
when  he  was  in  Office  to  bring  forward  a 
Bill ;  and  the  answer  of  the  noble  Earl 
was — '*  I  cannot  bring  forward  a  Bill ; 
I  must  move  Resolutions;  I  am  not 
authorized  to  si;;nify  the  consent  of  the 
Crown,  ond  without  it,  signified  by  her 
responsible  advisers,  euch  a  Bill  cannot 
be  introduced."  I  remind  the  noble  Eorl 
of  that  position.  He  says  he  hopes 
Iler  Majesty's  present  Ministers  will  give 
their  consent,  as  the  noble  Earl  did,  to 
the  measure  which  he  recommended  to 
William  IV.  I  venture  to  express  my 
hope  that  Her  Mnjesty's  Government 
will  do  no  such  thing;  and  that  they 
will  not  facilitate  the  introduction,  during 
the  short  space  of  time  which  this  Parlia- 
ment has  to  last,  of'  a  measure  which,  in 
my  judgment,  will,  instead  of  producing 
peace  and  satisfaction  in  Ireland,  stimu- 
late to  tho  utmost  religious  rancour  and 
animosity. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  I  beg  tho  noble 
Earl's  pardon,  hut  I  understood  him  to 
say  that  be  would  not  discuss  the  merits 
of  the  Resolutions. 

The  Eakl  op  DERBY :  I  am  not  dis- 
cussing tho  merits  of  the  Resolutions  ;  I 
am  discussing  a  proposition  connected  with 
them — I  mean  the  effect  which  would  be 
produced  if  these  Resolutions  were  carried 
in  the  other  House,  ond  if  a  new  Govern- 
ment were  formed  and  endeavoured  to 
force  forward  a  measure  founded  on  them 
— the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  produce 
discord  and  religious  animosity  insteod  of 
peace;  and  the  passing  of  them  will  in* 
volve  the  introduction  of  a  measure  upon 
which  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  will 
be  irreconcilably  at  variance.  Any  person 
aspiring  to  hold  the  high  office  of  Prime 
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Minister  should  hesitate  before  introducing 
into  Parliament  a  measure  fraught  with 
such  dangerous  consequences.  I  have 
thought  it  right  to  point  out  in  wliat  way 
I  think  the  noble  Eurl's  statement  is  in- 
correct in  regard  to  what  occurred  in  1835 
as  compared  with  what  is  occurring  now. 
One  similarity  occurs  to  me  now,  and  it  is 
that,  in  1835,  the  noble  Earl  was  asked 
the  same  question  I  am  now  about  to  put 
to  him,  whether  it  is  intended  to  move 
the  Resolutions  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Probably  the  noble  Earl  will  give  the 
same  answer  that  he  gave  in  1835 — that 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Opposition 
to  the  then  Government  to  test  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House  of  Lords  by  submitting 
the  Hesolutions  to  them  for  their  concur- 
rence or  disapproval.  I  have  thought  it 
my  duty  to  state  clearly  where  we  think 
the  noble  Earl  is  in  error  in  comparing 
the  circumstances  of  1835  with  the  cir- 
cumstances of  1868  as  to  the  course  of 
procedure ;  and  to  point  out  that  it  would 
be  contrary  to  the  usages  of  the  Constitu- 
tion that  an  endeavour  should  be  made  to 
take  action  upon  the  Hesolutions  now  under 
consideration  by  the  other  House  before  a 
Bill  has  been  founded  on  them,  and  before 
they  have  received  the  sanction  of  your 
Lordships.  Assuming  that  these  Resolu- 
tions will  receive  the  sanction  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  the  Question  which  I  have 
to  ask  is,  Whether,  before  proceeding  with 
a  lUll,  or  in  the  abs^^nce  of  any  attempt 
to  j)roceetl  with  one,  the  noble  Earl  and 
his  Friends  propose  to  ask  the  House  of 
Lords  how  far  tliey  concur  in  tho  prin- 
ciples of  those  Resolutions  ? 

Earl  RUSSKLL:  I  think  the  course 
pursued  by  the  noble  Earl  is  somewhat 
extraordinary.  In  the  midst  of  a  discus- 
sion in  the  House  of  Commons  upon  cer- 
tain Resolutions,  and  in  the  prospect  of  a 
division  in  that  House  upon  the  question, 
the  noble  Earl  brings  the  subject  forward  ; 
and  he  says  ho  will  not  discuss  the  Reso- 
llutions,  but  he  will  discuss  the  effect  of 
them.  If  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
jmons  was  about  to  oppose  the  Resolutions, 
what  more  effectual  way  could  ho  take 
than  that  of  saying,  "  I  will  discuss  the 
effect  of  the  Resolutions  ;  I  will  show  you 
Ithe  bad  effect  they  will  have  if  th(*y  are 
carried,  and  how  contrary  they  are  to 
sound  policy;  and  therefore  I  ask  you  to 
reject  them  ?  "  That  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons  wouKl  bo  quite  in  order  and 
quite  within  the  rules  of  debate.  But  to 
jraiso  a  discussion  in  this  House  on  a  de- 
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bate  proceeding  in  the  House  of  Comment 
is,  I  must  say,  an  unusual  and  a  not  very 
exemplary  course  of  proceeding.  The 
noble  Earl  has  taken  up  three  topics.  He 
has  first  discussed  my  course  of  action  on 
this  question  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  has 
adverted  to  what  he  considers  the  incon- 
sistency of  my  course.  I  will  answer  the 
noble  Earl  in  the  language  of  Burke,  who, 
when  he  was  taunted  with  some  inconsist- 
ency,  said,  '*  I  vary  my  means  in  order  to 
preserve  the  consistency  of  my  ends."  My 
end  has  been  the  pacification  of  Ire- 
land, and  not  merely  to  preserve  a  parch- 
ment union  with  that  part  of  the  kingdom, 
but  that  the  hearts  and  minds  of  the  people 
of  England  and  Ireland  should  be  recon- 
ciled ;  and,  seeing  the  miserable  conse- 
quences that  have  resulted  from  time  to 
time  from  the  almost  periodical  recurrence 
of  discontent  and  disafil*otion  from  the 
date  of  the  Union  to  the  present  time,  I 
wish  to  see  that  Union  become  real,  and 
the  people  of  Ireland  fairly  convinced  that 
they  are  treated  with  justice.  I  have  al- 
ways been  of  opinion  that  you  could  not 
say  they  were  treated  with  justice  when 
the  whole  of  the  revenues  applied  to  the 
religious  instruction  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land are  given  exclusively  to  an  eighth,  a 
ninth,  or  a  tenth  of  the  community.  That 
is,  OS  has  been  shown  over  and  over  again* 
an  inconsistency  which  exists  nowhere 
else  in  the  world  ;  and,  being  compfQined 
of  by  the  ]>oople  of  Ireland,  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  have  this  year  asked 
for  equality  with  regard  to  religious  dis- 
tinctions. It  is  obvious  that  the  easiest 
mode  at  the  time  of  the  Union  in  which 
that  equality  might  have  been  cfiected 
would  have  been  by  a  large  grant  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy,  and  that  was  the 
mode  that  Mr.  Pitt  proposed,  but  unsuc- 
cessfully— wo  all  know  that  not  a  single 
word  he  uttered  on  that  subject  took  efi'ett. 
In  1825  Lord  Ellesmere  proposed  that  a 
provision  should  be  made  by  law  for  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland.  I  voted 
in  favour  of  that  j)roposition.  I  used  very 
strong  language  at  the  time.  I  remember 
saying  that  1  could  not  understand  the 
construction  of  that  man's  mind  who  was 
not  ready  to  vote  for  such  a  Motion  as  that 
if  it  would  produce  peace  in  Ireland.  But 
that  proposal  was  defeated  —  not  in  tho 
House  of  Commons,  for  there  it  was  car- 
ried by  a  majority — but  the  Minister  of 
that  day  did  not  choose  to  adopt  it,  and  it 
was  altogether  lost,  and  was  not  brought 
forward  again  in  1829,  when  tho  general 
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gnestioQ  of  the  priTileges  of  the  Boman 
atholios  was  settled.  Well,  when  the 
subject  came  to  be  debated  here  in  1866,  it 
was  brought  forward  by  my  noble  Friend  on 
the  cross  Benches  (Earl  Grey),  not  in  the 
shape  of  a  Motion  for  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry,  but  by  a  series  of  Eesolutions 
settling  the  whole  question.  I  certainly 
did  not  feel  myself  justified  at  that  time  in 
agreeing  to  those  Resolutions  ;  nor  last 
year,  when  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
l)erby)  opposite '  was  in  Office,  and  was 
proposing  a  new  Reform  Bill,  as  the  Mi- 
nistry of  which  I  was  the  head  had  done 
the  year  before,  would  I  have  thought  it 
right,  fair,  or  expedient  that  we  should 
attempt  to  settle  the  difficult  question  of 
the  Irish  Church  at  the  same  time  that  we 
were  endeavouring  to  pass  Reform  Bills 
seeking  to  settle  the  representation  of  the 
three  parts  of  the  United  Elingdom.  All, 
therefore,  that  I  proposed  in  1867  was, 
that  there  should  be  an  inquiry  by  a  Com- 
mission, but  with  this  proviso  and  condition 
— >that  the  Commission  should  inquire, 
whether  the  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church 
might  not  be  applied  in  such  a  manner  as 
would  benefit  the  whole  people  of  Ire- 
land. 

Thb  Easl  ot  DERBY :  That  proviso 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  was  struck  out. 

Eabl  RUSSELL:  I  did  not  mention 
that  circumstance  at  first,  but  it  is 
quite  true  that  the  proviso  which  I  pro- 
posed was  struck  out  by  this  House  ;  and 
that  shows,  at  all  events,  that  I  was  ready 
fbr  an  inquiry,  and  that  I  wished  that  in- 
qniry  to  be  complete,  and  that  we  should 
nave,  as  the  result  of  it,  some  plan  which 
would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  peo- 

^of  Ireland.  I  stated — and  the  noble 
1  baa  certainly  fSBurly  repeated  what  I 
•aid— that  my  preference  was,  as  it  would 
be  even  now,  if  it  could  be  e£Pected,  that 
the  equality  for  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
laity  m  Ireland  ask  should  be  obtained  by 
an  endowment  embracing  the  Episcopalian 
Protestants,  the  Presbyterians,  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  instructors  of  Uie  people. 
Bat  when  I  find  that  neither  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  England,  nor  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Scotland,  nor  the  Dis- 
senters in  England,  nor  the  Dissenters  in 
Scotland,  nor  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland,  nor  the  Presbyterians  in  Ireland, 
nor  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland 
are  willing  to  concur  in  such  a  plan,  then 
I  am  perforce,  in  this  free  and  constitutional 
eountry  obliged,  as  I  have  already  said, 
to  vary  my  means  in  order  to  preserve  the 
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consistency  of  my  ends.'*  I  am  obliged  to 
give  up  the  plan  which  I  myself  preferred, 
and  adopt,  or  rather  follow,  a  scheme  that 
has  more  chance  of  success,  but  which 
would  attain  the  end  —the  pacification  of 
Ireland.  The  noble  Earl,  in  his  history, 
made  some  remarkable  omissions.  He 
forgot  to  say  that  during  Lord  Grey's 
Ministry  that  question  of  having  a  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  into  the  revenues  of  the 
Irish  Church — always  propoaing  that  a 
portion  of  those  revenues  might  be  applied 
to  other  purposes  than  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church— was  a  matter  of 
conference  and  discussion;  and  it  was 
during  Lord  Grey's  Ministry,  and  not 
during  that  of  Lord  Melbourne,  that 
the  noble  Earl  himself  and  Sir  James 
Graham  quitted  the  Government  on  account 
of  their  differences  of  opinion  with  their 
Colleagues.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  proof,  but 
1  have  always  believed  that  it  was  in  con- 
sequence of  the  fears  of  King  William  lY. 
that  the  Government  would  propose  plans 
to  him  which  he  would  not  be  able  to  ap- 
prove that  he  dismissed  the  Ministry  of 
Lord  Melbourne  and  sent  for  Sir  Robert 
Peel.  No  doubt  King  William  IV.  acted 
according  to  his  own  conscientious  views ; 
but  it  seems  to  me  it  would  have  been 
very  much  better  if  he  had  left  the 
Ministry  of  the  day  to  introduce  their 
own  plans;  and  in  that  case  I  doubt 
whether  we  should  have  been  successful 
in  carrying  them.  However  that  may  be, 
having  had  a  strong  opinion  on  that  point 
in  1834,  when  Sir  Robert  Peel  undertook 
the  Government  of  the  country  under  very 
adverse  circumstances,  we  did  not  think 
ourselves  bound  to  follow  him.  On,  the 
first  question  of  the  Address,  we  proposed 
an  Amendment  with  regard  to  municipal 
corporations,  and  also  a  censure  on  the 
Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  for  having 
dissolved  the  previous  Parliament.  After 
a  time,  there  being  this  difference  with 
regard  to  the  Irish  Church,  and  seeing  no 
hopes  of  ever  getting  a  majority  in  that 
Parliament  which  he  himself  had  called 
together.  Sir  Robert  Peel  most  constitu- 
tionally said  that  the  Minister  ought  to 
have  the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  he  ought  not  to  remain  Minister  if 
he  has  not  that  confidence  ;  and  therefore, 
with  my  Colleagues,  I  have  felt  compelled 
to  resign  our  power  into  the  hands  of  the 
King.  The  noble  Eari  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
refers  to  the  Resolutions  now  before  the 
other  House,  and  he  asks  me  whether  those 
who  are  favourable  to  them  have  had  any 
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lomnnmicalion  together,  and  whelher,  |  which  the  noWe  Esrl  himself  inilueed  tlu 
QppoMTig  those  Iteiiolutiong  to  he  curricil  other  House  to  uccept,  Dn<l  which  ira« 
a  tha  other  Kou»a,  thty  intf'nd  to  .  tifiernsr'ls  accepted  in  thi*  n<iiise,  in  r«- 
iropone  them  to  this  House.  Now,  I  ;speot  to  tliP  temporaliites  of  tiJB  Church 
hink  it  is  rather  premature  to  nsk  that  '  of  Irelnnd.  It  was  there  finnolH  in  a 
jtirition.  I  thiok  thej'  ought  to  be  regular  clnuse  that  His  Mujestj  had  been  pleoMd 
ttonolutiona  of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  place  the  temporaliiie*  of  lliif  Clitireh 
nude  and  reported,  before  that  question  in  Iri'lnnd  at  the  disposal  of  Parliaaii-nt 
hoTiId  be  put.  However,  I  will  not  keep  for  the  purposes  of  that  Aot ;  and  j'onr 
heciiriosiiyof  the  noble  Earl  in  suspense,  Lordships  will  rocoUeci  that  lea  Bishop- 
int  will  say  at  once  that,  aa  faros  I  know  rics  were  nhsolutfly  destroyed  by  that 
,he  sentimenls  of  those  who  sit  on  these  Act.  So,  likewise,  when  a  Bill  wu 
Benohes,  it  is  not  our  intention  in  any  way  brought  into  the  House  of  Commons  by 
«  pmpose  these  Resolutions  tothis  House,  the  lato  Earl  of  Carlisle,  affecting  tbe 
Illy  belief  is  that  if  a  Bill  containing  the  .  temporalilica  of  the  Irish  Church,  and 
lubslance  of  those  Hcsoliilions,  embodying  I  containing  the  Appropriation  ClauM,  I 
he  views  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  is  brought  ;  then,  as  llinister  of  the  Crown,  broneht 
wfore  this  Houce,  that  would  be  the  best   down  a  Mcisitge  from  the  Crown,  ta  the 


hape  in  which  they  can  be  submitted  to 
•our  Lonlshipi,  with  the  view  to  their  be- 
aming nn  Act  of  Parliament.  And  if 
hat  Rill  in  its  several  singes  were  sup- 
lorted  by  n  mnjority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  by  the  country,  it  would 
mve  fur  more  chance  of  being  iuvourahly 
•Bcoired  and  aecepted  by  your  Lordships 
^han  if  I  or  any  noblo  Lord  near  me  were 
to  bring  forwurd  Resolutions.  That  is  a 
point,  I  submit,  of  discretion;  and  perhaps 
tha  noble  Enrl  will  recollect  (hat  when  there 
wos  D  question  raised  last  year  by  a  n^ble 
Lord  on  the  cross  Benches  (Ertrl  Grey)  with 
regard  to  the  expediency  of  proposing  Beso- 
lutions  or  a  Hill  on  the  subject  of  Parlia- 
menlary  Reform,  I  said  that  wiis  entirely  n 
muller  for  the  discretion  of  the  Executivi; 
Government;  iind,  whether  the  nnble  L^nrl 
preferred  Renoluliunsora  Bill,  I  should  not 
make  any  objection  to  the  course  be  might 
think  Gt  to  take  in  that  respect.  The 
noble  Earl  then  comes  to  another  question 
nn  which  he  accuses  me  of  making  a  stnte- 
mtnt  which  is  not  historically  accurate. 
But  I  must  Boy  ho  has  ottribuled  a  mean- 
ing to  my  words  which  I  never  intended, 
and  which  I  do  not  think  they  will  bear. 
The  whole  qneslion  contnined  in  Mr. 
Gladstone's  third  llesolution,  as  I  read  it, 
is  this— 

*'  Thnt  nn  huaibti)  Addresi  bo  prsscnlcd  to  llcr 
Mnjeitf,  hiimbly  la  prnj  llinl.  niib  n  ricn  to  (he 
purpoBpa  nfoi-euiil,  llvr  Mtjcatr  would  Iw  gi 
oioutl;  pleased  Ld  plnoe  nt  Iho  ditfio):  ■  •  "  ' 
nicnt  lite  inLoresL  in  tlio  teinporaliiiei  ol  Itis 
Arclibiiliaprioi,  Bishoprio*.  nnd  DtbiT  Eedeiiaiti- 
cal  Dignitiei  and  BeaeClcei  in  Ireland,  and  Ip  tbe 
gastodf  tlieiiof." 

That  is  n  question  which  it  appeara  to 
me  is  preliminnry  to  any  measure  with 
regard  to  the  Irish  Church.  It  wua,  in 
fact,  embodied  in  tbe  Act  of  Furliamciit 
£ari  MuHtU 


effect  that  His  Majesty  was  pleased  to 
place  at  [he  disposal  of  Parliament  his 
interest  in  the  drgnities,  Bisboi-ries,  and 
benefices  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  ll 
appears  to  me  a  neccusary  preliminary 
that  you  should  have  tho  amcnt  of  the 
Crown  if  you  mean  to  haro  any  legii.!*- 
tion  on  this  subject  at  uU.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  nn  extract  from  my  speeoh,  Ultra 
fiom  TA»  Timn  newspaper,  whJoh  ngTeM 
as  nearly  as  possible  with  tho  paasago  read 
by  the  noble  Earl.     It  is  as  follow* : — 

"  Gsniluaicn,  I  do  not  w!«h  to  Jelnln  jon  vnA 
longrr,  bat  1  must  •nr  ■  lew  words  on  tlM  frr) 
imporwal  third  lt«»tMMMi  proposed  bf  He, 
Gmditons.  That  KuoluiJaa  nsks  the  Crows  la 
he  dinpoml  of  I'ftrltnmcnt  llcr  MnJMlj'i 


nthe 


.pot 


fli:pi  ill  Irelnnd.  Now,  ili.iE 
n-ith  ihe  ndviac  which  a  Errnt  r 
giivo  lo  King  nLHiam  IV..  .nd 
Ji'Btjr  w.is  pivnied  to  accept,  alibou^h.  ns  I  h*4 
to  contend  with  Sir  Kobeit  Peel,  Lord  Dtrbr, 
and  Su'  .Tnmes  Grali.'xni.  I  did  not  sueoivd,  and 
was  bcnlen  In  that  cneosnter.  1  truiE.  howvim', 
Hint  Mr.  Clnditono  will  bo  mora  fbitunala ;  thU 
tlia  ndvitert  of  llie  Crown  will,  as  I  mppow  tb(f 
will,  nd vise  iler  Mii>it;  to  do  whnt  Ki»g  William 
IV.  did  ;  nnd  llint  diiMlalilisbmoDt  and  ili«nda«- 
racnt  will  be  Ibe  iriult." 

Now,  there  whs  no  part  of  tho  Mesaogs 
nentby  King  William  IV.,  and  ihero  would 
ha  no  part  of  the  Messagu  sent  by  Her 
Majesty,  if  she  should  graciously  secede 
to  Mr.  Oliidstone's  tliird  Itesoluiion,  whult 
would  bind  the  Crown  or  bind  ParliameDt 
I™;  1  to  discstabliahment  or  disendowmenl.  It 
can  only  be  by  nn  Act  of  Parliament — by 
a  Bill  receiving  tbe  approval,  first  bf  Iba 
House  of  Commons,  nesl  of  tho  House  of 
Lords,  and  lastly  the  assent  of  the  CroWQ 
— that  disestablishment  and  disendowment 
can  bo  etfectcd.  But,  if  you  take  it  the 
other  way  and  say  that  no  advice  should 
he  given  to  Her  Alajesty  to  place  at  ilu 
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disposal  of  Parliament,  even  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussion  or  argument  on  the  part 
of  those  who  introduce  the  question — who 
I  suppose  would  be  the  regular  Official  Ad- 
visers of  the  Crown— her  interest  in  these 
revenues  and  appointments,  it  would  be 
an  estoppel  to  Parliament,  and  would 
prevent  the  subject  being  considered  at  all. 
It  would,  of  course,  be  always  in  the 
power  of  the  Crown  to  object  to  any  par- 
ticular measure,  but  in  the  event  I  have 
Bupposed  the  whole  subject  would  be  en- 
tirely in  abeyonce.  Parliament  would  be 
condemned  to  silence  or  inaction  on  the 
Bubject,  unless  advice  were  given  to  the 
Crown  in  conformity  with  the  advice  given 
to  William  IV.  I  have  been  looking  to 
Bee  whether  there  is  any  precedent  for 
that  course,  and  I  have  found  one  that  is 
exceedingly  to  the  purpose ;  but  it  is  rather 
remote,  being  nearly  three  centuries  ago. 
I  find  that  in  1575  a  Bill  for  Kites  and 
Ceremonies  in  the  Church  having  been  read 
three  times  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  Speaker  declared  to  the  House  that  it 
"was  the  Queen's  pleasure  that  from  hence- 
forth no  Bills  concerning  religion  should 
be  proposed  or  received  into  the  House  un- 
less the  same  should  be  first  considered 
and  approved  by  the  clergy.  Now,  is  that 
the  principle  on  which  the  noble  Earl  in- 
sists ?  Does  he  contend  that  a  subject  like 
this  must  not  even  be  discussed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  unless  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  clergy  ?  Such  a  principle,  I 
am  afraid,  would  very  much  limit  the 
aathority  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
would  very  much  fetter  the  liberty  of  dis- 
cussion which,  since  the  Revolution  of 
1688,  they  have  taken  upon  themselves. 
The  noble  Earl  savs  that,  as  an  historical 
fact,  I  was  not  defeated  by  himself,  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  and  Sir  James  Graham,  be- 
caase  1  succeeded  in  carrying  the  Bill  in 
the  Honse  of  Commons.  Yes;  but  that 
does  not  at  all  diminish  the  importance  I 
attach  to  their  opposition,  for  it  had  an 
immense  effect  throughout  the  country. 
and  when  the  Bill  came  up  to  this  House. 
and  one  of  the  vital  clauses  was  struck  out 
by  a  large  majority,  it  would  have  been 
impossible  for  us  to  appeal  with  any  hope 
of  sncccBS  to  the  country.  Their  opposi- 
tion was  so  influential  that  I  had  county 
Uembers  constantly  coming  to  me  and 
Baying  that  they  would  lose  their  elec- 
tion if  we  persisted  in  the  measure  and 
if  we  appealed  to  the  country.  I  con- 
feBB  that,  nuder  these  circumstances,  we, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  retained  Office.     It 
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is  clear,  then,  that  those  who  opposed 
the  A  ppropriation  Clause  were  victorious. 
At  that  time,  however,  the  ignorance 
that  prevailed  with  regard  to  Ireland  and 
the  Irish  Church  was  something  quite 
astonishing.  When  I  mentioned  to  my 
constituents  that  there  were  churches  in 
Ireland  in  which  no  Divine  service  was 
performed  my  hearers  could  not  believe  it. 
They  thought  it  impossible  that  such  a 
state  of  things  could  exist,  notorious  as  it 
now  is,  and  that  was  the  reason  why  we 
were  defeated.  For  my  own  part,  1  see 
no  reason  because  that  measure  was  de- 
feated in  1836,  befauseit  could  not  be  car- 
ried in  1 838,  why  now,  when  the  people  are 
far  more  enlightened  and  when  opinion  is 
far  more  favourable  to  a  just  settlement  of 
the  question  of  the  Irish  Church,  we  should 
not  endeavour  to  obtoin  such  a  settle- 
ment. If  these  Kesolutions  are  carried— I 
leave  it  entirely  out  of  the  question  whe- 
ther the  Ministry  should  choose  to  resign 
or  not,  for  that  is  no  business  of  mine — my 
belief  is  if  they  give  advice  to  the  Crown  to 
resist  the  deliberate  opinion  of  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  House  of  Commons  they  would 
produce  a  difference,  in  fact  a  collision,  be- 
tween the  Crown  and  that  House  which, 
happily,  we  have  not  witnessed  for  many 
years,  and  which  in  former  times  was 
averted  by  Mr.  Pitt  and  Lord  Grey  by  ap- 
pealing to  the  country.  Now,  however,  it 
is  quite  clear — it  must  be  evident  to  the 
whole  world — that,  in  the  case  of  an  appeal 
to  the  country,  there  would  not  be  a  less 
majority  ic  favour  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  Ke- 
solutions,  and  in  favour  of  taking  into 
consideration  the  Irish  Church,  than  there 
was  on  the  30th  of  March,  when  Mr. 
Gladstone,  by  a  majority  of  60,  carried 
his  proposal  to  go  into  Committee.  I 
think  I  have  already  explained  that  the 
speech  I  made  did  not,  as  the  noble 
Earl  seems  to  suppose,  imply  that  Mr. 
Gladstone  in  his  llesolutions  recommends 
the  Crown  to  agree  with  the  House  that 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  are  ne- 
cessary ;  but  only  that  the  Crown  should, 
as  on  former  occasions,  allow  Parliament 
to  consider  the  question.  The  noble  Earl 
apparently  wished  to  impress  on  my  mind 
that  nothing  can  be  done  by  llesolutions. 
I  know  that  perfectly  well.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  the  Queen  would  not  be  justi- 
fied in  suspending  a  single  Bishopric  or 
benefice  in  Ireland  unless  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament provided  that  that  should  be  done. 
The  Queen  cannot  be  constrained,  as  it 
were,  by  the  House  of  Commons  to  ausr 
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pend  these  appointments.  That  is  a  ques-  \  nected  with  the  Resolutions  ;  I  am  very 
tion  of  convenience  and  arrangement ;  but  ,'  happy  to  say  that  I  feci  but  a  very  small 
the  great  question  is,  whether  disestablish  ;  responsibility  on  that  account,  and  I  shall 
ment  and  disendow ment  are  due  to  the  '  be  glad  to  give  your  Lordships  any  infor- 
Irish  people.  It  was  no  doubt  a  great  mation  possible  on  the  subject.  But  I  do 
triumph  iu  1836  not  to  agree  to  our  Heso-  '  protest  against  its  being  drawn  into  a  pre- 
lutions ;  and  it  was  a  great  triumph  in  :  cedent  that,  if  a  man  is  seen  to  enter  into 
1825  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  was  'the  house  of  a  political  friend  he  should 
not  endowed  ;  but,  however  successful  the  bo  called  upon  by  his  political  opponents 
Opposition  was  in  those  instances,  it  has  |  for  such  information  as  the  noble  Earl  has 
brought  on  the  question  of  discatablishmcnt  .  indicated.  There  are  a  few  points  in  what 
and  disendowment ;  and  if  you  mean  to  j  fell  from  the  noble  Earl  to  which  I  wish 
consult  the  real  interests  of  Christianity  |  to  refer.  1  do  not  profess  to  be  a  propheti 
in  this  country,  you  will  act  according  to  |  but  this  afternoon  I  have  been  a  prophet 
what  Mr.  Gladstone  has  proposed  when-  i  and  a  successful  one.  I  said  to  a  noble 
ever  a  Bill  comes  up  to  you ;  and  I  feel  j  Friend  of  mine  that  I  thought  it  extremely 
very  confident  that  when  that  Bill  does  ;  possible  the  noble  Earl  in  dealing  with  this 
come  up — if  it  is  supported  by  the  great  |  question  would  begin  by  declaring  his  de- 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and    termination  not  to  discuss  the  Besolutioai 


at  all,  and  would  immediately  rush  straight 
into  the  middle  of  them.  My  noble  Friend 
said  he  could  not  believe  it,  but  I  think 


that  majority  speaks  the  sense  of  the  coun- 
try at  large — your  Lordships  will  have  the 
patriotism  and  wisdom  to  accede  to  it. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :    The  noble  Earl  ,  I  was  right.     I  wish  to  follow  the  theoiT 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  stated  that,  I  rather  than  the  practice  of  the  noble  Earl. 
I  had  not  my  noble  Friend  given  in  his  ad-  j  But  there  are  one  or  two  pointa  which  I 
hesion  to  Mr.  Gladstone's  Resolutions,  he   think  it  important  to  notice.     The  noUe 
should  have  addressed  his  question  to  me    Earl  did  not  read  the  Resolutions,  but  said 
or  to  the  noble  Duke  near  me  (the  Duke    he  would  give  their  substance.     He  did 
of   Argyll],   because    he    understood   we  !  give  the  substance  of  the  first  and  second 
were  present  at  a  private  meeting  at  Mr.  I  quite  correctly  ;  but,  by  a  singular  mis- 
Gladstone's,   at   which  those   Resolutions  '•  take,  he  gave  the  substance  of  the  third 
were   drawn  up.      Xow,    though  I   have  I  exactly  in  the  manner  in  which  the  Go- 
long  been  in  the  habit  of  ealling  on  Mr.  '  vernment  Papers   give  it  day  aft*r  day, 
iGhuUtone,     s^nnftinioa    alone,     sometirnr^-^    and  which  conveys  a  perfectly  erroneous 
"wilh  a  few  frirn.ls,  and   Foniotinios  with    impression  of  what  that  Resolution  really 
Iniany,  1  think  1  have  a  rij^lit  to  ask  upon  •  is.     Th^    noble  Earl    said  that   the  third 
Kvhat  authority  tlic  noble  Earl  based  that    Resolution  prayed  tlie  Queen  to  suspend 
ptutement?     When  notice  of  the  llesolu-    the  exercise  of  tlie  ecclesiastical  patronage 
lions   was  given    it  happened  that,   by  a    of  the  Crown  in  Ireland.     Well,  baviug 
Isingular  coincidence,  some  one  very  like  a    been  admitted  to  some  of  the  coufereuces 
•uuner  of  the    Treasury  was  observed  to    on  the  subject,  I  must  say  that  one  ot  the 
Ibe  excessively  attracted  by  the  arcliitec-    most  anxious  considerations  of  its  framcra 
;ure  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  house.     That  gen-    was  how  to  proceed  in  these  matters  in 
tleman  had    not    fur   to  go,    because  Mr.    the  most  constitutional  way  as  regards  this 
jladstoue's  house  was  not    far    from   the    House,  and    in    a  manner   the  most  pro- 
jTrea-^ury;  but  it   was  remarked    that   he    found I3' respectful  as  regards  Her  Majesty, 
lovered  around  Mr.  Gladstone's  door  as  if    We  looked  ior  precedents,  and  we  found 
Irawn  to  the  spot  by  some  extraordinary    one    in    the   Churcli    Temporaliiies    Act, 
itt ruction.      2*sow,  it  is    perfectly    impos-    ])romoted   by    the    noble    Earl  ;    and  Mr. 
uble  that  he  could  have  been  employed    Gladstone  has,  in  fact,  taken  the  words  of 
»y  any  Member   of  the  (Tovernnient    for    his  Resolution  from  that  Act.    During  our 
;hat   purpose  ;  for,  thoujjh  we    have  seen  '  vsearch,  we  looked  not  only  to  the  Act  in 
nany  strange  things  in  tiiis  country,  it  is    which  the  words   occur,   but    aleo  to  the 
lot  to  be  thought  that  he  could  have  been  j  debates.     We  found  that  an  objection  waa 
ladc  use  of  for  what  iu  Continental  coun-    raised  as  to  the  Crown's  consent  not  liaviug 
tries  is  called  p'ipionnaqe^  hut  in  this  country    heen  proj)erly  given,  and  the  answer  given 
md  in  more  vulgar  language  "touting."  ,  hy  Lord  Althorp  and  subsequently  by  Mr. 
.t  the  same  time    I  do  not  complain.     I    Secretary  Stanley — the  noble  E.irl  —  was 
im  willing  to  admit  that  1  have  heen  at ,  that  they  took  the  right  way  of  proceeJ- 
iinpoitant,    prcrliuiinary    conferencis    con-    ing  to  obtain  the  consent  of  the  Crown, 
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and  he  added  that  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing  that  those  who  insisted  on  a  point  of 
mere  form  showed  their  diAinclination  to 
grapple  with  the  subject.  The  Speaker,  on 
being  referred  to,  said  that  the  consent  of 
the  Crown  might  be  given  at  a  future  stage. 
Sir  Erskine  Maj  in  his  work  on  The  Law 
and  Practice  of  Parliament ^  says  that  it  is 
usual  for  the  Crown's  consent  to  be  given 
before  the  introduction  of  any  Bill  which 
affects  the  Boyal  Prerogative.  That  con- 
tent is  usually  obtained  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  advising  Her  Majesty  to  place 
ber  interest  and  Prerogative  at  the  disposal 
of  Parliament— a  phrase  upon  which  the 
noble  Earl  seemed  to  lay  some  stress — but 
the  meaning  is  not  that  the  Crown  gives 
any  approbation  to  the  substance  of  the 
measure,  but  will  merely  remove  an  ob- 
ataole  to  the  carrying  on  of  the  Bill,  so  that 
it  may  be  considered  both  by  the  House  of 
Commons  and  by  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
ultimately  be  submitted  for  the  Boyal 
asaent.  1  believe  this  is  the  usual  course 
which  should  be  adopted.  But  how  will 
it  be  when  a  Motion  of  this  kind  is  made 
by  a  Member  of  the  Opposition  ?  Can  this 
eourte  be  taken  when  the  Ministers  are 
adverse?  It  was  thought  disrespectful  to 
this  House  and  towards  the  Queen  that  one 
branch  of  the  Legislature  should  ask  Her 
l£ajesty  not  to  fulfil  those  duties  which  the 
law  of  the  land  imposes  upon  her.  It  was 
thought  exactly  in  the  same  way  that 
either  branch  of  the  Legislature  might  ask 
{be  Crown  to  remove  the  form  of  an  ob- 
■tacle  to  legislation.  The  noble  Earl  who 
introduced  this  subject  did  one  thing,  how- 
ever, which  appears  very  extraordinary. 
He,  an  unoiBciai,  but  certainly  an  eminent. 
Member  of  this  House  asked  another  Mem- 
ber, equally  unofficial  and  equally  eminent, 
what  the  Opposition  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  do  under  certain  circumstances? 
I  am  surprised  that  my  noble  Friend  gave 
an  answer,  but  he  did,  and  a  most  explicit 
answer  it  was.  I  should  not  venture  of 
myself  to  ask  a  Question  on  this  subject  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government ;  but  since  the 
Boble  B^l  has  set  the  example,  perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  inquire  of  him,  what  is 
the  course  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
take  in  the  event  of  their  being  defeated 
by  an  enormous  majority  in  tho  House  of 
Commons  ?  I  will  put  the  Question  on 
the  Paper  if  the  noble  Earl  wishes  ?  But 
what  1  do  protest  against  is  this, — that  a 
Boblo  Lord,  having  retired  from  the  official 
Leadership  of  this  House — and  there  is  no 
iFeer  who  laments  more  than  I  do  the  noble 


Earl's  retirement — should,  almost  imme- 
diately after  having  so  retired,  endeavour 
solemnly  to  pledge  the  House  of  Lords, 
before  the  country  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, to  fly  in  the  face  of  whatever  Beso- 
lution  the  other  House  of  Parliament  may 
adopt,  and  so  make  themselves  an  un- 
popular assembly. 

Thb  Eabl  of  DEBBY:  Perhaps  the 
noble  Earl  will  allow  me  to  answer  the 
Question  as  to  what  the  Government  ought 
to  do  in  the  event  of  the  Bcsolutions 
being  carried. 

Earl  GBANVILLE  :  That  is  not  my 
Question.  What  I  asked  was,  whether  the 
noble  Earl  would  tell  me  what  the  Govern- 
ment would  do  in  the  case  I  have  stated  ? 

Thb  Eahl  op  DEBBY.  Of  course  I 
cannot  undertake  to  say  what  the  Govern- 
ment will  do  ;  but  if  they  are  defeated  by 
a  large  majority  in  the  present  state  of 
Parliament,  I  do  not  think  they  would  be 
justified  in  abandoning  Office,  inasmuch  as, 
under  present  circumstances,  it  would  be 
impossible,  or  next  to  impossible,  to  adopt 
the  ordinary  course  of  an  appeal  to  the 
country. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB:  My 
Lords,  I  am  so  sensible  of  the  incon- 
venience which  would  arise  from  a  con- 
tinued discussion  of  the  Besolutions  which 
are  said  to  be  pending  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  that  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  let  the  matter  rest  upon  the 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend  and  the  answer 
of  the  noble  Earl.  But  the  noble  Earl 
who  gave  that  answer  and  the  noble  Earl 
who  followed  him  have  fallen  into  an 
error  upon  a  matter  of  fact  which  ought 
not  to  pass  without  correction,  because 
the  accuracy  of  the  statement  of  that  fact 
really  constitutes  the  turning  point  as  to 
the  parallel  between  what  was  done  in 
1 833  and  what  is  proposed  to  be  done  on 
the  present  occasion.  Kow,  what  was 
done  in  1833?  A  Besolution  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  of  the  day  to 
recommend  to  Parliament  the  extinction 
of  a  certain  number  of  Irish  Bishopries, 
and  to  deal  with  the  temporalities  which 
belonged  to  them.  Having  come  to  that 
Besolution,  the  Government  of  the  day 
introduced  a  Bill  on  the  subject  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ;  and  inasmuch  as 
the  Crown  had  an  interest  in  the  tem- 
poralities of  those  Bishoprics,  the  Bill 
recited  that  the  Sovereign  had  placed 
those  temporalities  at  the  disposal  of  Par- 
liament. I  apprehend  that  that  was  a 
perfectly  right,  regular,  and  constitutional 
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mode  of  proceeding ;  because  Parlinment  ;  to  suspend  its  prcrogatiTO  for  an  indefinite 
was  called  upon  to  deal,  and  proceeded  at  [  peiiod. 

once  to  deal  with  those  Bishoprics,  with  :  The  Dckf.  of  ARGYLL :  The  noble  and 
their  temporalities,  the  right  to  appoint-  learned  Lord  has  entirely  misunderstood 
mentfl,  and  the  other  interests  and  patron-  ;,  the  scope  and  intention  of  the  Address 
ago  involved.  But  what  is  proposed  to  {  which  it  is  proposed  by  the  Besoluticns 
be  done  on  the  present  occasion  ?  The  i  shall  be  presented  to  the  Crown.  The 
noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  cor-  I  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  endeavoured 
rccted  my  noble  Friend  in  the  inference  ]  to  impress  upon  the  House — repeating,  in 
he  drew  from  the  licsolutions  which  are  !  this  respect,  the  misconception  of  the  noble 
said  to  have  been  proposed  to  the  other  i  Earl  opposite— that  it  is  the  intention  of 
House  of  Parliament.  But  the  noble  |  these  Kesolutions  to  pray  the  Crown  to 
Enrl  himself  in  reading  the  Resolutions  suspend  its  Prerogative  in  respect  to  the 
fell  into  a  much  greater  inaccuracy.  I  filling  of  benefices  in  Ireland,  in  conse- 
will  read  to  your  Lordships  tho  third  of  quence  of  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
these  Resolutions  as  they  are  read  by  both    Commons,   without  legislation   upon  the 


the  noble  Earls  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
tho  House.  They  read  the  Resolution  as 
follows: — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Iler 
Mfljebty,  humbly  to  pray  that  Her  Majesty  would 


subject.  [The  Lord  Chancelix>r  dissented.] 
Then,  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  shakes 
his  head  and  denies  that  to  be  the  repre- 
sentation he  made  of  the  effect  of  these 
Resolutions,  I  affirm  that  he  has  entirely 


be  graciouisly  pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  failed  to  make  out  any  distinction  in  point 
Parliament  Her  interest  in  the  temporalities  of  of  principle  between  the  precedent  of  1833 
*u^  A-^i-i ._!  Ti.-u  J  ..I     T7.^i._.     ^^j  ^^^  course  which  it  is  proposed  to  take 

in  1868.  The  Resolution  proposed  to  the 
House  of  Commons  asks  the  Crowo  to 
place  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  —  not 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  of  Parlia- 
ment in  all  its  three  branches — the  inter- 
mediate patronage  in  respect  to  the  Churr h 
in  Inland  until  the  decision  of  Parliament 
shall  have  been  taken  in  regard  to  it.  In 
short,  the  Resolution  does  not  in  any  way 


tho  Archbishoprics,  Bishoprics,  and  other  Ecclesi- 
astical Dignities  and  Dencfices  in  Ireland,  and  in 
the  custody  thereof." 

That  is  the  way  in  which  the  noble  Earls 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  read 
that  Resolution  ;  but  they  omit  the  most 
important  words,  which  make  all  the 
difference  between  the  present  case  and 
that  of  1833,— namely  — 

"  That  with  a  vi<»w  to  the  purposes  aforesaid 


Ilcr  Mniesty  wonlil  he  gr.ici(.u>ly  pleased  to  place     propose   to  dispose  of  t 
at  the  disposal  of  I'ari.anR.nt.  etc."  ;  j^j^^,^  Church,  whicll  it 


the  revenues  of  the 
leaves  to  be  dealt 

Kow,  what  are  '*  the  ]mrpoFes  aforesaid?"  |  with  finally  by  legislation  in  Parliament, 
The  designs  of  the  frameid  of  the  Uesolu-  and  not  merely  by  the  Resolution  of  the 
tioii  arc  to  prevent  the  creation  of  new  !  House  of  ('ominons.  There  is,  indeed,  this 
personal  interests  by  the  cxereisc  of  any  |  distinction  between  the  present  ease  and  all 
l)uhlin  patronage  pending  the  final  decision  ;  previous  cases  of  a  similar  kind,  in  which 
of  Parliament.  Therefore,  what  the  Crown  tho  Prerogative  of  the  Crown  has  been 
IS  asked  to  do  hy  this  Adfirtss  is,  not  to  '  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament — and 
consent  to  Parliament  legislating  witli  re-  '  that   is,    that   in    all   previous    eases   the 


gard  to  tho  disestahlishment  of  the  Irish 
Cliurch.  hut  to  place  at  tho  disposal  ol 
tlie  Parliament  its  rights  and  ])atroniige  — 
not  with  the  \'iv.\\  to  their  being  extin- 
Iguished  or  transferred  to,  or  exercised  hv, 


Crown  has  placed  its  interest  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Parliament  under  the  advice,  and 
at  the  initiative  of,  its  responsible  advisers; 
whereas,  in  the  present  caso  — the  country 
having  a  Government  which  does  not  pos- 


nnv  other  body,  but  with  the  view  of  their  '  sess  tlie  confidence  of  the  House  of  Com- 
being  suspended  until  some  future  time —  mons,  and  which  is  opposed  to  the  course 
for  one,  two,  or,  perhaps  three  years —  >  proposed  to  be  taken  by  the  Resolutions, 
when  Parliament  shall  have  come  to  a  ,  the  House  of  Commons  is  compelled  to 
final  decision  as  to  what  shall  he  done  address  the  Crown  upon  this  subject,  and 
with  them.  1  do  not  desire  to  ]>rolong  the  ^  to  assume  to  itself  the  initiative  with  re- 
debate  ;  but  I  ask  the  noble  Knrl  to  con-  gard  to  the  disestablishment  of  tho  Irish 
sider  wlietlier,  in  the  course  of  Parliamen-  '  Church.  Tho  discussion  this  evening  i« 
tary  history  there  is  any  precedent  for  an  i  nn  example  of  the  inexpediency  of  the 
Address  praying  the  Crown,  hy  the  creation  (course  taken  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite, 
lof  a  vacuum  or  an  interregnum  in  re-  I  wlio,  occni)ying  the  position  of  nnlndepen- 
\gin'd   io   the   l-  gi>lati'm    of  the    country,    dent  Member  of  this  Houses  has  thought 

y/t'  Lvrd  Chauvellijr 
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fit  to  pnt  a  question  to  other  Independent 
Hembere  on  this  side  of  the  House,  as  to 
the  future  course  they  intend  to  take  with 
regard  to  this  question.  I  say  respectfully 
to  the  noble  Earl  that  the  future  course 
of  the  Liberal  party  as  Independent  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  upon  this  great  question 
is  in  our  own  keeping,  and  the  conduct  of 
the  Opposition  is  our  own  business  and 
not  his ;  and  if,  through  the  good  nature 
and  the  courtesy  of  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Russell)  ho  has  condescended  to  answer 
the  question  the  noble  Earl  has  put  to 
him,  it  is  our  duty  not  the  less  to  protest 
against  this  occasion  being  drawn  into  a 
precedent.  The  noble  Earl  has  put  ques- 
tions which  he  has  not  a  right  to  ask,  and 
to  which  he  had  not  a  right  to  expect  an 
answer.  His  putting  that  question  is, 
indeed,  an  acknowledgment  of  our  po- 
■ition.  The  noble  Earl  knows  well  that 
although  the  Liberal  partj  is  not  in  Office 
it  is  in  power.  He  knows  further  thut  we 
have  the  power  to  impress  upon  Parlia- 
ment the  policy  we  advocate  ;  he  knows,  in 
short,  that  the  Government  which  he  has 
recently  left  is  only,  to  use  his  own  ex- 
pression, a  GoTernment  of  ''stop-gaps" 
and  "make-shifts"  and  nothing  else. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKE  thought 
that  the  House  in  discussing  this  question 
should  take  into  consideration  what  might 
be  the  effect  if  Her  Mujesty,  mindful  of 
her  Coronation  Oath,  were  to  refuse  to 
accept  the  principle  laid  down  in  the  Re- 
solutions which  had  been  submitted  to  the 
other  House. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY  :  My 
Lords,  two  or  three  noble  Lords  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  have  taken  upon 
themselves  to  read  the  noble  Earl  who  sits 
near  me  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  a  lecture ; 
and,  in  return,  I  hope  they  will  permit  me 
to  return  the  compliment  by  referring 
them  to  the  usual  customs  and  manners  of 
this  House.  It  is  neither  the  custom  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  nor  the  manner  among 
Englishmen,  for  those  who  have  made  an 
attack  upon  individuals  to  retire  when 
those  whom  they  have  attacked  are  about 
to  reply  to  the  charges  made  against  them. 
I  was  about  to  rise  a  few  minutes  since, 
when  I  was  interrupted  by  the  noble  Earl 
who* has  preceded  me;  and  though  the 
noble  Lords  who  have  spoken  on  the  other 
■ide  of  the  House  saw  that  it  was  my  in- 
tention to  reply  to  the  accusations  which 
have  been  brought  against  the  Government 
with  reference  to  this  question,  those  noble 
Lords  left  the  House  without  giving  me, 


who   represent  the  Government  in  this 
House,  any  opportunity  of  replying  to  their 
accusations.     Under  these  circumstances, 
I  shall  not  attempt  to  reply  to  the  charges 
which  have  been  brought  against  us  by 
those  noble  Lords  whom  I  should  never 
decline  to  meet  face  to  face.     The  noble 
Lords  have  brought  two  accusations  against 
those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
which  I  was  particularly  anxious  to  reply. 
One  of  those  charges  was  directed  against 
the  nohle  Earl  near  me  (the  Earl  of  Derby), 
complaining  that  he,  as  an  independent  Peer, 
had  taken  upon  himself  to  put  a  question 
to  the  noble  Earl  who  sits  opposite  with 
regard  to  the  course  he  intended  to  take 
with  regard  to  the  Resolutions  which  have 
been  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.    It  is  said  that 
the  noble  Earl  having  retired  from  Office 
was  not  entitled  to  plunge  into  this  debate. 
The  charge  is  not  woi-th  replying  to.     Is 
my  noble  Friend  to  give  up  his  right  to 
speak  on  one  of  the  most  important  sub- 
jects of  the  day  because  a  month  ago  he 
filled  the  office  of  Prime  Minister  ? — a  post 
which   he  unfortunately  was  obliged  to 
resign.     I  am  glad  to  observe  that  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  has  re- 
turned to  his  place,  and  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  repeating  what  I  was  saying  in 
his  absence — that  it  is  neither  courteous 
nor  customary,  when  a  noble  Lord  has  at- 
tacked a   Minister,   to  leave  the   House 
without  awaiting  the  reply  he  may  have 
to  offer.     My  noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Granville)  who  has  also  returned,  was 
obliged,  I  am  afraid,  to  leave  his  place  by 
indisposition;   but  I  must  say  he  always 
carries    on    a    debate    with    a    courtesy 
and  good  humour,  which  the  noble  Duke 
does  not  exercise.     The  noble  Earl  com- 
plained that  some  spy  appeared  to  have 
been  placed  before  Mr.  Gladstone *s  house 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  who  were 
the  persons  that  passed  in  and  out.     Now, 
I  confess  that  no  one  is  more  alarmed  than 
I  am  by  Mr.  Gladstone's  proceedings  of 
every  description  ;    but  what  alarms  me 
the  more  upon  this  subject  is  thut  within 
two  doors  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  house  there 
resides  a  friend  of  mine  whom  I  am  in  the 
habit  of  visiting  once  or  twice  every  week, 
and  1  now  fear  that  if  I  were  recognized 
passing    Mr.    Gladstone's  door   I    might 
be   put  down  for  a  mouchard  watching 
his  movements  and  those  of  his  visitors. 
As  I   understand   the    noble   Eurl   (Earl 
Russell)  admitted,  at  the  end  of  his  speech, 
the  principle  which  my  noble  FnsiA  '^^ 
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Earl  of  Derby  baa  laid  down  as  to  the 
difference  between  action  upon  Eesolutions 
and  aotion  upon  a  Bill;  and  that  is  the 
whole  point  under  discussion.  If  you 
arrest  the  Queen's  Prerogntivc  ujion  Keso- 
lutioDs  you  arrest  it  indefinitely,  and  it  is 
impossible  to  know  wlien  it  miiy  be  again 
exercised.  I  will  txike  the  liberty  of  put- 
ting a  question  to  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site, and  I  will  ask  them  whether  they 
intend  to  bring  in  a  Bill  ?     Nothing  of  the 


commendation.  But  in  the  present  case 
it  was  not  the  Government  but  the  House 
of  Commons  that  took  the  initiative,  and, 
in  the  most  respectful  way,  asked  the 
Crown  to  do  that  which  in  1833  the  Go- 
vernment advised  the  Grown  to  do.  The 
distinction  was  obvious.  In  1833  a  Bill 
was  introduced  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish 
Church  temporalities,  and  the  Government 
of  the  day  recommended  the  Crown  to 
place  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  its  in- 


kind  has  as  yet  been  done ;   and  all  that    terest  in  the  appointment  of  Bishops  and 


has  taken  place  upon  that  matter  is  to 
move  a  series  of  liesolutions,  which  have 
uo  greater  Parliamentary  value  than  an 
abstract  Resolution  about  the  moon.  It 
has  never  been  stated  by  the  Mover  of  the 
Resolutions  that  he  would  bring  in  a  Bill, 
and  yet  they  would  have  the  face  to  ask 
Her  Majesty  to  suspend  her  Prerogative 
without  any  pledge  being  given  that  a  Bill 
would  be  introduced.  The  Prerogative 
might  thus  be  suspended  for  three,  four,  or 
five  months.  Indeed,  we  know  that  it 
must  be  suspended  until  January,  for  with 
all  the  activity  of  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his 
{party  I  defy  them  to  disestablish  the  Irish 
Church  before  that  period.  But  it  might 
I  be  January,  1870,  before  any  measure  for 
that  purpose  could  become  law,  and  yet, 
according  to  the  Resolutions,  the  Queen  is 
not  in  the  meantime  to  appoint  to  any 


Archbiflhops.  Mr.  Gladstone  now  moved 
an  Address  asking  the  Crown  to  do  the 
same  thing.  If  it  was  not  open  to  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
make  such  a  proposal,  it  must  be  a  per- 
fect estoppel  to  that  House  interfering 
with  what  they  might  consider  a  gnat 
grievance,  because  the  Government  might 
advise  the  Crown  not  to  put  its  interesU 
at  the  disposal  of  Parliament.  In  1833 
the  statement  made  by  Lord  Althorpe 
was  this — he  signified  to  the  House  that 
His  Majesty  had  been  gracioaaly  pleased 
to  place  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  his 
interest  in  the  temporalities  of  the  several 
Bishops  and  Archbishops  of  Ireland.  That 
was  a  formal  proceeding  without  which 
the  House  of  Commons  could  not  have  pro- 
ceeded. It  did  not  pledge  the  Queen  as 
to  the  ultimate  measure,  but  unless  her 


Bishopric  or  other  preformont  in  the  Irish  formal  assent  was  signified  it  was  a  per- 
Church.  I  understaiid  the  noble  Karl  f'<T,t  estoppel  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
(Earl  Russell)  to  take   the  same  view  aa  '  Commons. 

my  noble  Friend  on  that  point,  and  to  say  I      Lord  llEDESDALE    said,   it  was  not 

tliat  ho  should  not  expect   Her  ^Fiijesty's  i  difHtult  to  see  the  difference  between  the 

Government  to  advise  HerMnje^fy  to  take  '  two  cases  that  had   been  mentioned.     In 

Isuoh  a  course.     In  coiulusion,  I  have  onlv    the  year  18o3  the  Crown  was  advised  to 

lagain  to  protest  against  the  statement  ol    place  its  patron.-jge  at  tlio  disposal  of  Par- 

Itlie  noble  Duke  that  an  Indej^endent  Peer,  ,  liament,  in  order  that  it  might  be  dealt 

|becausc  he  has  resigned  high  oflice,  ought ,'  with  by  a  liill  whieh  had  been  introduced 

lot  to    come  down  to    that  llonso   at  a    tor  the  purpose ;  but  in  the  present  case 

jritieal  and  important  period  and  give  us    it  was  proposed  thut  the  Crown  f^hould  be 

the    beneiit  of  liis    expcrieuee,    which    is  i  asked  to  suspend  the  exercise  of  its  Prero- 

[reater  than  that  of  any  other  Member  of   gative  on  a  Resolution  of    the  House  of 

^he  HouFo.  Commons.     The  second  Resolution  prayed 

Viscorxr  HALIFAX  said,  he  was  not  the  Crown  not  to  mnke  any  new  appoint- 
in  any  way  resjjonsible  for  the  Resolutions  ments  to  any  vacancies  that  might  occur 
in  the  other  House  ;  but  he  must  say  tliat  — any  Bishopric,  deanery,  rectory,  or  prC' 
the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down  ferment  of  any  sort — so  as  to  prevent  the 
[the  Earl  of  ^lalmesbury)  had  entirely  creation  of  nt  w  personal  interests.  That 
lisrepresented — unintentionally  no  doubt    was  a  tiling  that  had  never  before  been 

■what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Duke  asked  of  the  Sovereign.  But  Her  Majesty 
md  the  noble  Earl  who  had  left  the  House  was  bound  by  her  duty  to  the  Church  to 
Earl  Russell).  The  distinction  betwec  n  exercise  her  Prerogative  in  appointing  to 
Ma  present  caso  and  the  precedent  of  lh3.'3  vacancies  as  they  occurred  ;  and  the  Crown 
livas  tliis.  In  183,'J  a  measure  was  ].ro-  was  now  to  be  asked,  •*  for  the  pnri»o«os 
)08ed  by  the  Governnunt  and  the  assent  aforesaid,"  to  make  no  new  appointment^ 
[/'  the  Crown  was  given  to  it  on  tlieir  re     in   order  that  no  new  personal  interests 
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might  be  orwtod  to  be  oompenuted  for  on 
the  prineiple  proposed  bj  the  Mover,  The 
eflbtit  Vonld  be  that  till  saoh  lime  as,  in 
the  conflict  of  parties,  tbe  Bill  might  be 
introduced  and  passed  no  appointment  by 
the  Crown  would  be  made.  [The  Duke  of 
Abbtll:  No!]  All  he  could  say  was, 
if  that  was  not  the  meaning  of  these  Be- 
•olutionB  the  sooner  thelanftuage  in  which 
they  were  framed  was  altered  tbe  better. 
it  WM  utterly  impossible  that  any  other 
interpretation  should  be  placed  on  them. 

ViecoUHT  HALIFAX  had  already  stated 
that  he  was  in  no  way  responsible  for  the 
Besolntions  ;  bat  the  noble  Earl  who  had 
ut  near  him  (Earl  RuBsel!)  had  dtstiactly  ' 
stated  what  indeed  most  be  obvioai  to 
ererjone,  that  no  addresses  could  inter-  , 
fere  with  the  action  of  the  Sovereign,  so  | 
u  to  suspend  making  any  appointments, 
in  the  exereise  of  the  Queen  s  patronage,  | 
irhich  it  was  her  duty  to  fill  up. 

Tn  Earl  ot  HAREOWSY  said,  the  ' 

anestion  was  not  what  was  the  intention  of 
i«  Hover  of  the  Resolutions,  but  what 
vas  the  meaning  which  the  words  them-  . 
■elvea  bore.  He  did  not  see  how  it  was 
posaiUe  to  pnt  npon  the  Besolutions  any  | 
other  interpretation  than  that  they  were  | 
to  have  some  immediate  effect. 

Tee  Ddkk  of  AHOYLL  :  Tbe  Kcsolu-  I 
tiont  were  framed  for  tbe  purpose  of  plac- 
ing the  patronage  of  the  Grown  at  the  dis- 
posal—not  of  the  House  of  Commons— but 
of  Parliament. 

Thb  EiiL  Of  HARllOWBY  :  The  Re- 
Bolutions,  if  they  were  cairicd  into  effect, 
wosld  pravent  the  oreslion  of  any  new  in- 
terest in  the  temporalities  of  the  Irish 
Church.  The  position  of  the  Crown  in 
that  cose  was  one  of  a  very  peculiar  charac- 
ter. It  might  be  that  the  Crown  might 
give  leave  to  Parliament  to  discuss  a  Bill 
^«pared  on  the  subject ;  but  at  the  pre- 
•ent  moment  there  was  no  Bill  in  existence ; 
and  it  would  be  a  most  painful  thing  for 
the  Sovereign,  who  was  iworn  to  maintsin 
the  Irish  Chnrch,  to  be  over-mled,  not  by 
a  legislative  Aet,  but  by  a  Resolation  ot 
the  House  of  Commons  calling  upon  the 
Cicwn  to  allow  that  body  to  deal  as  i1 
pleaaed  with  the  Irish  Church.  Such  a 
VouTse  of  proceeding  would  not  be  consis- 
tent with  the  duty  with  which  the  Crown 
VM  invested  in  the  eharaoter  of  its  head 
and  proteotor. 

HeoM  sdjannnd  at  s  qasrter  put 

SeTMi  o'eloek,  to  Thandsj  next, 

bslf-put  TsQ  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
TuMday,  April  38, 1868. 

UINITTES.]— Nsw   Hnmsa   Swaas^ Andrew 
Gmen  ThompioD.  nqiiire,  f«r  CookanooDth  ; 

ViKoanC  Mahon./or  LeomiDitsr. 
Pdbuo  BiLu — Riietatioiu  in  CtnunitUt — Eats- 

bliib«d  Church  <lrclnnd)--BJ. 
Third  Reading— Cn-p\Ui\  Puniphment  within  Pri- 

loni  ■  [36];  M«rriiig«i  (Frnmpton   ManMl)  * 

ST9]  ;  Brought^  Ferrj  ProTiiianal  Order  Con< 
rniation*[90];  Unit«i  Pwlttm  (Seotlsnd)* 
[81^  tuApattU. 

BURIALS  (IRELAND)  BILL— 
UR.  HONSELL  AND  THE  DEAN  OF  OCRS. 

EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  would  ask 
permission  of  the  House  to  sllow  him  to 
speak  for  a  few  momenta  on  a  matter  per- 
sonal to  himself.  He  found  that  Dr. 
Msgeo,  the  Protestant  Desn  of  Cork,  hsd 
complained  of  a  statement  attributed  to 
'  him  (Mr.  Monsell]  with  regard  to  the 
burial-ground  of  Enniskillen.  He  begged 
I  to  stale  that  he  mode  no  statement  irith 
I  regard  to  the  Enniskillen  burial-grounil, 
jbot  to  a  place  called  Pubble.  The  facis 
'  were— that  the  grarejard  of  Pubble  wss 
shout  a  mile  from  the  Protestant  Church  ; 
thst  for  the  last  tnenty-sii  years  tho 
burist  service  of  the  Established  Cliureh 
had  not  been  celebrated  therein  more  than 
fire  times  ;  that  Roman  Csthotjcs  bad  no 
oiher  availuble  burjing-place  than  that  of 
Pnbble  within  a  circuit  of  not  less  than  ton 
miles  ;  that,  notwithstanding,  the  Ref. 
\  T.  C.  Maude,  rector  of  the  pnrish  in  1848, 
I  pmhibited  the  Roman  Catholic  priests  from 
I  uffieisiing  at  Pnblile  graveyard;  that  the 
I  Rev.  Dr.  Hagee,  who  succeeded  Mr  Maude 
ns  rector,  was  requested  by  a  lay  Bonian 
Catholic  parishioner  to  remove  the  veto  of 
his  predecessor,  and  permit  the  Roman 
,  Calhnlic  parishioners  to  haie  tbe  pririlego 
of  Chrislinn  interment.  This  requeit  Dr. 
Magee  held  under  consideration  for  some 
time,  but  ultimately  refused  to  communi- 
cate further  on  tho  subject  with  the  appli- 
cant. Dr.  Mngee  had  also  impugned  the 
Btalement  nhicii  he  had  made  in  a  recent 
debate  on  tbe-  Irish  Burials  Bill,  to  the 
effect  that  tho  very  rev.  geulteman  hsd 
declined  to  allow  Romsn  Catholics  to  be 
buried  in  a  graveyard  at  Eiiniskillea  Re- 
cording to  tho  rites  of  their  religion.  He 
begged  to  say  that  he  had  made  tbe  state- 
ment  on  tho  nutliorilj  oE  1 
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'liioli  tie  called  tlie  nUenllon  of  th&  lion, 
nd  learueJ  Hetuhev  for  Mallair  (Mr. 
itilllrfln).  in  oriler  lliat.  if  lliero  ivn»  nuy- 
tliiiigerroiieouB  iii  it,  lio  miglit  contrailict 

.t. 

GRIEVANCES  OF  CUSTOMS    OFFICERS. 
aOBSTlOl^. 

Mb.  graves  said,  lie  oislied  to  dbIi 
Scerelnry    10   tlio   Trensiirj,  Wlietlier 
Ihe  Con     ■    ■  ■  ■      ■     ~ 

(trievancea 
Oifiaers   in   Lonilon   liaa  mnila  ils  KopnrC; 
nnJ,  if  it  ii  inleiided  la  eitend  llie  invesli- 
tiun   lo   the   outporia,  nlioii  the  iiiqiiirjr 
ny  be  expected  to  comTnence  f 
Mb.     SCLATER- booth,    in    reply, 
said,  ilie  Commission  referred  to  lind  not 
yet  mnde  its    Report.     Ii 

'iitciition  to  extend  the  inquiry  to  tli 
outporia;  but  it  if  as  duubtfiil  \tovf  boo 
tills  nould  be  done. 


QimiioH. 


US« 


I  reply,  thnt  nothing  waa  known  tl  tht 
I  Homo  OBiea  of  typlins  feTer  hftviiig  pre- 
vnilcd  in  Devises  Ganl,  nor  ■roiild  sucli  ft 
I  f.-11-t  conic   before  liim  offieinlly,  unlets  Ili« 

'send  douii  an  Inspeetur.  It  was  for  lU 
'  loi'iil  Mngislrntesto  deoide  wliether  Dotae* 
sliontd  l)e  llie  only  gaol  for  the  ciunty ; 
Innd,  as  lonK  na  tiiey  complied  nitli  tlia 
Act  Regulations,  tliej  could  pli 


Ion  appointed  by  ll.e  Treasury    I'  "'^^''^  "'"^  pleased  and  the  Home  Offico 
to  il,e%rievanee«  of  Customa    '""^  ""  P°""  '"  "^^'^'^^ro. 


ARMY— WOOLWICH   ARSENAL. 

QUESTION. 

Captain  PACK  BERESFORD  aai 
would  beg  to  nsk  tlie  Secretary  of  Si 


War.  Wlietli 
repair  of  niaehiner;  in  use  in  the  Roynl 
Arsenal  aiWnolnich  liaa  not  liitberln  been 
executed  Id  tlie  Royal  Qun  Fastory.  uoder 
tlie  immediate  superintendnnco  of  (lie  ufB- 
eera  eoniieeled  willi  llmt  Department ;  and, 
wliflilierany  elinnge  Una  lieoti  ninJe  recenllj 
in  lliia  system,  or  if  nny  clinnge  ia  conteni- 
ptated  ;  end,  if  so,  tr.  nliat  elfeet  1 

Sir  JOHN  PAKIKGTON  aoid,  in 
reply,  llint  tlie  original  custom  wns  na 
slated  by  tlio  lion,  and  gallant  Member. 
Latterly  it  bad  been  decided  to  manufac- 
ture and  repair  tlia  macliinerj  by 


ARMY— FORTIFICATIONS,— Q,UESTIOS. 
Mb.  O'BEIRNE  anid,  he  wonld  bc-g  l« 
tail  (he  Secretary  of  State  for  Wor,  Wlia- 
:lier  the  following  announcement,  which 
ippenred  in  The  Times  of  llie  3ad  «t 
originally    April  instant,  i a  correct :~ 

*  -  '    -  PufcirBlon,  ni  Sucr-tarjr  of  Suta  for 

Buuii  nnr,  ans  nDminnteJ  iho  following  genllrDlfP  M 
net  as  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  etinmeitt 
and  eanttvuetion  of  our  Const  Defence*,  wlwlhir 
oMroii.  maNinrir,  or  eanhworh,  as  n-ofliniiuiuddd 
b;  ihc  RoTsI  Commiuion  on  National  Uffcneu: 
I  —Admiral  the  Hon.  hir  F.  G.  Gre;,  iJ.C.B, 
Iclioirmnn;  Mnjor  General  Collinj;*o«il  Dick«)ii, 
d,  be  I  C.B  ,  Rojial  Artillery  ;  M^ijor  Urnenil  S-mmnBi, 
'  C.H.,  Roynl  Knginairs  ;  Unjor  General  Hanwu, 
IC.B.,  Rojal  Engineeni;  and  Mr.  U»luha', 
Civil  Engiiieor  ; " 

and,  if  that  announcement  be  correct,  «Iie- 
ihcr  be  will  slate  to  the  Huuia  tli«  vaiKt  ^ 
and  extent  of  ibc  inaiructiona  under  width 
the  Uciubcrs  of  ilial  Cummissi.m  .re  to 
net,  ivhat  powers  hnvo  been  gincn  to  tlieni, 
ivhellier  tliey  are  nuthoriied  to  cxniuina 
witncescB.  and  ulictlier  he  will  place  a  Cop; 
of  iho  Commission,  and  of  the  instruciionl 
pen  the  Table,  for  ihe  iuforination  of  iba 


form 


luld  not  be  ii 


who. 
■  revert  to  tin 


DEVIZES  GAOL.— QUESTION. 

Mil.  MARSH  aiiid.  lie  nould  beg  to  ask 
Ihe  Secretary  of  Sinle  for  the  liume  De- 
partment, VVbelhcr  hi.i  attention  h.-ts  been 
called  to  llie  feet  of  the  Williihire  Miigis- 
Irates  having  decided  to  make  Devices 
OdoI  the  only  gaol  in  the  county  ;  tvhethcr 
he  is  aware  ibat  nialignnnt  tvplius  exists 
in  that  gaol  ;  nod,  whctlicr  lie  will  send 
donn  an  Iiiipector  of  ibo  tlourd  of  He.iliN 
to  report  whether  Devizt's  Gaol  is  fit  to  be 
the  only  gnul  in  the  cuuiitv  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE     UARDY   laid,    in 


Uoii 
Sill   JOHN'    PAKINGTOS, 


aid,  he  » 


uld    I 


a  let 
n  desirsblo 


ll 


fore  appeared  I 

nnihentic  inrorniaiion  on  the  aiibject.  a 

he  accordingly  appointed  the  Couiiu'xit 


I  reply, 


limseir  to  ihs 
exact  expressions  used  in  the  pnragnt|>b 
the  hon.  Member  had  quoted  from  Tht 
Timet,  but  it  waa  quite  true  be  bad  ap- 
pointed a  Commilteo  of  the  character  de- 
seribed  in  it.  Allegations  had  been  fra- 
qucMily  made  in  the  House  that  the  larf* 
expenditure  on  our  foriilications  nnd  arsenal 
dcfoncea  bad  been  to  a  great  extent  ibruoo 
nnny.  It  bad  been  staled  tint  the  founda- 
tions were  in  some  cases  giving  wny,  that 
ill  others  the  w:ills  were  cracked,  and  in 
others  the  roofd  nere  falling  in  ;  and  wtiea 
he  asked  on  what  authority  audi  allegv 
de,  it  proTed  |i 
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He  selected  Sir  F.  G.  Grey  to  preside 
OTer  it  becfiuse  of  his  known  ability  and 
higli  character,  and  also  because  he  held 
the  office  of  President  of  the  Fortifi- 
cations Committee,  and  because  he  had 
nothing  to  do  with  either  the  dcAigning  or 
construction  of  the  works  he  would  survey. 
He  had  associated  with  Sir  F.  G.  Grey  the 
officers  whose  names  the  hon.  Member  had 
read,  and  every  one  would  agree  that  it 
was  impossible  to  nominate  a  Committee 
of  higher  reputation.  He  had  no  objection 
to  lay  the  instructions  given  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  table  ;  they  were  of  the 
simplest  kind  ;  both  in  them  and  in  his 
private  communications  with  Sir  F.  G. 
Grey,  the  only  point  he  had  insisted  on 
was,  that  in  the  Report  of  this  body  of 
gentlemen,  whose  honour  and  competence 
were  above  all  suspicion,  the  whole  truth 
should  be  made  known  for  the  information 
of  the  House  and  the  country. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask.  Whether  Mr.  Hawkshaw  was  included 
in  the  Committee  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
was. 

IRELAND— LOCAL  GOVERNMENT. 
QUESnON. 

Mb.  PIM  said,  he  wished  to  nsk  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  When  he 
eipects  to  introduce  the  Bill  for  the  exten- 
aion  to  Ireland  of  the  facilities  which  are 
afforded  to  Englnnd  and  Scotlond  by  the 
Local  Government  (England)  Act,  1858. 
and  the  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act,  1862  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Bill  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  ready  but ;  it  wholly  depended  on  the 
coarse  of  business  whether  ho  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  introduce  it  or  not. 

OASE  OF  MR.  OOBLE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  bag  N ALL  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
hit  attention  has  been  called  to  the  dis- 
missal of  Mr.  Coble  from  his  office  as  Col- 
lector of  Customs  at  Whitby;  and,  whether 
the  Treasury  is  prepared  to  reconsider  the 
case? 

Mr.  SCLATERBOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that,  after  full  consideration  of  the  further 
representations  made  by  Mr.  Coble,  and 
looking  to  the  length  of  time  which  had 
elapsed  since  the  inquiry  took  place,  the 
Treasury  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
DO  sufficient  reasons  had  been  adduced  to 


re-open  the  case.  He  would,  howcTcrt 
say  that,  although  the  irregularities  of 
which  Mr.  Coble  was  convicted  rendered 
his  discharge  necessary  for  the  discipline 
of  the  service,  he  was  inclined  to  think  his 
misconduct  might  be  attributed  mainly  to 
want  of  judgment  and  discretion,  and  that 
he  was  not  guilty  of  any  intentional  dis- 
honesty or  moral  offence. 

REGISTRATION   OF    ELECTORS. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  EDWARD  BULLER  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  When  he  proposes  to  introduce 
the  Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the  Law 
relating  to  the  Registration  of  Electors  in 
Counties  and  Boroughs  in  England  and 
Wales  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  replied  that  he  re< 
gretted  he  had  neglected  to  communicate 
privately  with  the  hon.  Baronet,  as  it  had 
been  his  intention  (o  ask  him  for  some 
explanation  of  his  Question.  He  was  not 
under  any  obligation  that  he  could  recall  to 
introduce  a  Bill  relating  to  the  Registration 
of  l^lectors  in  England  and  Wales  ;  and  he 
believed  that  if  the  Boundary  Bill  were 
passed  at  the  period  he  at  present  thought 
quite  practicable,  all  that  was  requisite  for 
the  proper  registration  of  electors  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  would  be  provided  for  in 
that  measure  and  the  Bill  of  last  year.  He 
did  not  attach  any  definite  idea  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet ;  he  must, 
therefore,  excuse  him  from  answering,  and 
not  set  it  down  to  any  want  of  courtesy. 

Sir  EDWARD  BULLER  said,  he  had 
certainly  been  under  the  impression  that  a 
Bill  was  to  have  been  introduced  for  the 
px press  purpose  of  calling  upon  certain 
officers  in  parishes  ond  boroughs  to  put 
upon  the  registration  those  persons  who,  in 
their  lists,  stood  entitled  to  the  possession 
of  the  franchise. 

INDIA— TELEGRAPHIC  COMMUNICA- 
TION.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  DTCE  NICOL  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether,  in  the  present  unsatisfactory 
state  of  Telegraphic  Communication  with 
the  East,  steps  are  being  taken  to  ascer- 
tain the  soundings  between  the  English 
Channel  and  Gibraltar,  and  along  the 
Mediterranean  to  Alexandria,  as  also  from 
entrance  of  the  Red  Sea  to  Bombav,  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  and  encouraging 
the  early  cstabliahmeiit  of  an  independent 


mil   eeoiioniical    Tele- 
;ion    iritli    Indifl   limn 
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Qiieition,  knowing,  r>  he  did,  UiU  tW 
hon.  Member  had  spent  a  porl'ron  of  tl>lf 
jenr  in  tlie  ili*(tiat  "here  ttii*  frightful 
oulrnge  liod  been  comoiitled.  B<rcrfan« 
tnuat  feel  llint  a  great  otain  bad  bc*D 
inflicted  upon  Ireiand  \tj  the  perpetration 
of  thii  terrible  murder;  but,  at  llie  tame 
lime,  he  mutt  remind  the  llouie,  that  surh 
criDies  hafo  lattcrl;  greatly  diminished.  Qe 
dill  not,  therefore,  think  tliat  (ho  general 
stale  of  the  cnunUy  would  juMifj  ll« 
Government  in  prupoEliig  to  extend  Ibt 
proTisiona  of  the  Act,  to  whieb  the  hon. 
Member  referred,  la  on;  other  dcacripfien 
of  offences  than  that  to  which  it  nns  new 
applied  —  namely,  to  the  euppreMion  of 
Feniauiam. 


and  more  efficient 
graphio  Commiintn 
tw  etist«  ? 

Mb.  CORRY  replied,  that  deep  sea 
BOiindinga  between  Un^lmd  and  Gibraltar, 
■  ilong  the  Mediterranean  lo  Aleian- 
dria,  and  ihroagh  tha  H«d  Sen.  were 
specially  oblalned  by  the  Adniirnliy  bo- 
Iween  1857  and  1859,  with  a  view  to  laying 
ihmarine  telegraph  communication,  and 
the  line  of  the  soundingi  hail  recenily  been 
Bucee"sfii!Iy  eomptoted  between  Aden  and 
Bombay.  As  far,  therefore,  aa  the  aound- 
iiigj  were  eonoerned.  there  nns  no  impeili- 
'  lo  the  eBtsblialimoiit  of  Ivlegrapiiie 
luoicatioD  bottTeeu  India  and  Eiig- 
laud. 

IRELAND— THE  LAND  QUESTION. 
qOESTIOK. 

Mr.  riM  said,  ho  wished  (o  aik  the 
Chief  Secrctniy  for  Ireland.  When  he  in- 
tends lo  introduce  hi&  measures  respecting 
the  Land  Question  in  Irelnnd  ;  and  when 
lie  expects  that  the  "  Elcctorni  Slaliatics" 
for  Irela'id.  ordered  on  Monduy.  23rd 
March,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table? 

The  Eaiil  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply. 
the  eleetoral  alutiatics  would  be  laid 
0  tnhio  lo  morroi*.   The  Lnnd  Bill  had 


icon  reody  for 

ome  time;  but 

I  would  be 

uselef 

for  him 

to   introduce  i 

unless  he 

ould 

see    that 

there    was   a   prospect   of 

ecui'i 

g  a  full  discussion  for  tl 

e  measure, 

and    1 

,at   there 

una   a  clioncc 

of   pnsMnir 

t  this 

Session. 

Should  he   «c 

0  a  likdi- 

lood 

F  this  l>e 

ng  the  CHse,  ho 

would  In. 

roduo 

0  the  Bii 

,  and  explain  it 

provisions 

0  the 

House. 

IRELAND— MURDER   OF  MR.  FEATUER- 
STONHAUGD.— QUESTION. 
Mk.  EYKYN  said,  he  wished  lo  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for   Ireland,   Whether    il 
e  inlenliun  of  Uer  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment,   in   conaequenco   of    Ihe   barbarous 
niurder  thnt  recently  took  place    in    the 
Bounty  of  Wesimeath.  to  apply  to  Parlia- 
ment for  extension  of  their  powers  under 
Suspension  of  iho  llabuni  Corpus  Act, 
aa   lo   enable   them    to    adopt   ngainat 
Ribbonism     and     Agrarian    Outrage,    the 
I  course  that  has  been  so  siicccflsfully 
adopted  for  the  suppression  of  Fenianism 
"n  Ireland  ? 

The  Eakl  op  MAYO,  in  reply,  said,  he 
!ould  sympathize  with  the  niolire  which 
nduced    the   hon.    Member    to   aak    this 


ISDIA— CIVILIAN   JUDGES   (BOUBATJ 
QOESIIOH. 

Sm ROBERT  COLLIER  »ftid.  h«  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  In^ 
dia,  WliGiher,  in  the  temporary  abaenc*  ut 
the  Chief  Justiee  of  Bombay,  h  eitilian 
member  of  the  Court  hna  been  apgraintcd 
to  fill  hie  place  ;  if  bo,  whether  »oy  speeitt 
rcnaoni  cxial  fur  tho  preferenee  of  a  eiti- 
lian to  a  Barrister  Judge;  and,  whilhci 
any  Despalchea  have  been  acnt  by  the 
India  Bonrd  to  the  6o*ernment  of  Bombay 
on  this  subject  ;  and,  if  *o,  whether  hi) 
liRg  any  objection  t'>  lav  those  Despst«hel 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Iloi.se  t 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTIICOTE,  in 
reply,  said,  tho  Cliief  Justice  of  Bombit 
had  taken  a  short  leave  of  sbaencc ;  and 
upon  the  occasion  of  his  absenting  himself 
the  post  of  Acting  Chief  Justice  was,  in 
the  first  instance,  offered  to  the  aeniM 
Barrister  Judge,  Sir  Joseph  Arnold,  by 
whom  it  was  declined.  It  waa  then  offered 
to  tho  next  senior  Judge,  Mr.  Noalaa, 
ivho,  ho  believed,  "a*  a  very  coiupeleot 
person,  and  accepted.  lie  aas  not  Vnn 
of  the  reasons  for  appointing  a  civilian  la 
the  post,  except  that  ho  was  next  in  aoni- 
oriiy.  He  imd  no  objection  to  tho  prodae- 
tion  of  llie  Papers  asked  for,  and  woaM 
produce  aUo  n  despatch  written  soma 
years  ago,  on  a  similar  occasion,  by  Sir 
Charles  Wood, 

AilMT— THE  satii  REGIMENT  AT  THS 
MAURITIUS.— QUESTION. 
Mr,  WUALLEY  said,  he  would  beg  U 
nak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What 
measures  have  been  taken  for  the  r»ai<iva< 
of  the  86lh  Regimetit  from  tho  Mauriiini, 
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and  within  what  period  it  may  be  expected 
that  the  Regiment  will,  by  this  or  other 
means,  be  rescued  from  its  present  perilous 
oondition  ;  and,  with  reference  to  the 
General  eomroanding  in  the  Mauritius  and 
the  Colonel  of  the  Regiment,  whether  any 
Btcps  ha?e  been  taken,  or  are  intended  to 
fix  upon  those  officers  respectiyely  the  re- 
Bponsibility  for  the  disastrous  results  of 
their  haring  landed  the  said  Regiment,  in 
disregard  of  instructions  and  in  defiance 
of  the  express  warning  of  the  local  au- 
thorities ? 

Sot  JOHN  PAKIN6T0N  replied  that 
be  oould  only  repeat  the  Answer  which  he 
had  given  to  a  similar  Question  some  time 
af(o,  as  far  as  the  first  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question  was  concerned.  He 
had  taken  no  measures  for  the  remoTal  of 
tho  86th  Regiment  from  the  Mauritius 
beyond  those  which  he  had  a1i*eady  oom- 
nunicated  to  the  House — namely,  that  he 
had  given  authority  to  the  officer  in  com- 
mand in  the  Mauritius  to  remove  the 
troops  whenever  the  state  of  the  health  in 
the  island  might  render  such  a  course  ad- 
Tiaable,  a  question  upon  which  he  could 
not  of  course  at  such  a  distance  give  any 
decision.  The  instructions  sent  out  referred 
also  to  others,,  for  the  32nd  Regiment  and 
other  troops  were  also  stationed  there. 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  had  sent  out  instructions  that  a 
strict  investigation  should  be  made  into 
tho  roasons  for  permitting  the  troops  to 
Iand»  in  disregard  of  the  warning  of  the 
local  authorities,  and  as  the  hon.  Member 
would  see,  he  could  not  give  any  further 
answer  to  the  Question  until  that  Report 
had  been  made. 

Admiral  ERSKINE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask,  How  many  men  of  the  86th  had 
died! 

iSiR  JOHN  PAK1N6T0N  said,  that 
only  one  death  had  occurred  among  the 
men  of  the  86th  Regiment,  although  there 
bad  been  a  great  deal  of  sickness. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  :  Have  not  the  women 
and  children  suffered  more  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  I  cannot 
tell  exactly  the  number  of  women  and 
children  that  have  suffered.  The  last  ac- 
eoont  is  that  the  women  and  children  have 
anffered  more  than  the  men  ;  I  will  be 
prepared  to  give  a  more  exact  Answer  on 
Thursday. 

TURNPIKE  TOLLS.--QUESTION. 

Mb.  more  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home  De- 


partment, If  he  ean  state  when  it  is  his 
intention  to  introduce  his  Bill  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subject  of  Turnpike  Tolls  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  had  not  promised  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  but  only  to  con- 
sider whether  ho  should  do  so.  The  Bill 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  draughtsman;  but 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say  at  present 
whether  he  would  introduce  it. 


ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND). 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  YERNER  said,  that  having  heard 
a  rumour  that  there  was  a  wish  to  close 
the  debate  that  night,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
any  opportunity  would  be  afforded  to  Mem- 
bers of  northern  constituencies  in  Ireland 
to  express  not  only  their  own  opinions,  but 
also  the  opinions  of  their  constituents  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  one  of  the  most 
difficult  duties  devolving  upon  an  individual 
occupying  the  office  I  have  the  honour  to 
hold  is  to  attempt  to  regulate  the  conduct 
of  a  debate  in  a  manner  which  will  give 
satisfaction  to  both  sides  of  the  House. 
With  regard  to  the  present  Question,  first 
of  all  it  presents  itself  to  me  as  affecting 
the  feeling  of  the  Government,  and  then  as 
regards  the  sentiments  of  the  House.  The 
Government  have  obtained  what  they 
wanted— that  the  opinion  of  the  House 
should  be  taken  upon  a  distinct  issue;  and 
we  shsll  offer  no  obstacle  to  the  conclusion 
of  the  debate.  At  the  same  time,  it  should 
be  recollected  that  it  is  a  question  of  great 
constitutfonol  importance,  upon  which  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  of  the  House — es- 
pecially if  there  be  a  prospect  of  its  being 
submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the  people 
generally  —  reasonably  wish  to  express  their 
opinions.  I  therefore  have  to  consider  the 
reasonable  requirements  of  both  sides,  and 
have  no  other  wish  than  to  adopt  a  fair 
conclusion,  and  it  remoins  for  the  House  to 
express  to  me  their  general  view  of  the 
subject.  I  regretted  last  night  to  see  that 
reference  was  made  to  the  circumstance 
that  the  debate  was  chiefly  maintained  by 
Gentlemen  who  generally  do  not  take  part 
in  discussions.  Although  it  is  a  necessary 
consequence  of  our  Parliamentary  constitu- 
tion, and  the  mode  in  which  business  in  this 
House  must  be  carried  on,  that  generally 
discussion  must  be  confined  to  a  few  what 
are  called  leading  Members,  yet  there  are 
questions  which  sometimes  arise,  like  the 
present,  on  which  it  ia  not  fair  that  the 
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bIiouU  be  confined  ta  those 
Diilj.  1  am  most  bthIou*  that 
oil  hoth  Hides  slioulJ  feel  llicir 
.ve  been  ns  fnirly  eonsullei]  bs  U 
IDSsible.  I  sliall  be  hnppj  to  hnve  an 
mderstnnding  on  liolh  aides  of  ihe  lIouBe 
;Uat  Independent  Members  slinll  have  an 
)pporiunit<r  of  enpreasing  their  opinions, 
ind  lliit  tlic  debme  sliouiJ  not  be  continued 
in  one  side  or  diacournged  on  llie  other 
sora  than  nnuld  be  advantngeoua  to  tlie 
epiilation  of  tl>C  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir.  it  will,  doubt- 
less, be  foi'  the  convenience  oF  bon.  Mem- 
bers thnt  tbcj  should  bnro  some  idea  as  to 
rrlint  ia  likck  to  be  proposed  in  tbc  course 
^f  llie  evening;  and  therefore,  aa  I  may 
consider  that  the  Queilion  of  the  lion. 
Member  for  Li»burn(Mr.  Verner)lja8  some 
referi-nce  to  what  fell  from  tne  last  night, 
[  beg  to  itsHure  tlie  hon.  G«ntlemnn  thnt 
there  is  nothing  Further  from  ibe  inleniion* 
3fthoae  on  iliia  side  of  ibe  House— though 
we  nre  desirous  of  atlo>*ing  tbcother  Public 


iille  e 


IB  logo  forwi 


ind  nith  aa 


posslhlo — tb 

t  question  of  this 


ibarraaain 
Dice  uny  deciaiun  upon 
(ind,  in  vibnt  1  snid  initt  nigiic  i  Mas 
;overneii  n  grant  deal  hy  the  observniion  1 
;bcn  made,  tbnt,  altliough  vre  heard  mnny 
'ery  inicreating  and  importunt  speeches, 
ret  tlicy  turned  more  upon  the  conduct  nf 
,be  Guvernmcnt,  of  the  Liberal  pnrty,  and 
)f  n>;«elf  than  upon  the  clinracter  and  case 
if  tbo  Irish  Church.  I  liopo  that  in  the 
liacussiona  that  are  lo  come  there  will  be  a 
disposition  to  place,  on  eacli  side  of  the 
UouEC,  the  beat  coiistrucliou  on  (he  motives 
ind  pi'ocecdingH  of  the  other.  And, 
ioua  as  we  aio  to  have  no 
the  debate,  the  bun.  Mem 
the  least  afraid  ihot  1  or  n 
will  attempt  by  a  bare  ma 
ipreaaion  of  opinion. 


COLLIERY  ACCIDENTS. 
OBsgavATioKS. 
Mn.  GREENE  («lio  h&d  on  Ihe  Paper 
a  Notice  respecting  Oidllevy  Accidents  nnJ 
for  the  appointment  of  n  Royal  Comraiawon 
on  the  subjocl)  said,  he  had  the  rigbl,  aa 
hia  name  naa  lirst  on  the  Paper,  to  brio; 
the  Motion  for-ard.  ["  Oh,  oh  !"j  If 
bon.  Meinbcra  opposite  thought  that  they 
could  put  him  down  he  begged  to  tell  lliem 
that  (bey  would  not  do  it  if  ihcy  tried  till 
all  o'clock  next  morning.  ["  Oh.  ob  .'"] 
ir  the  interruptions  orero  continued  he  would 
pcraevere  with  his  Motion.  ["Oh,  oli]"j 
[to  was  in  earnest  about  it.  He  fell  *rf 
strongly  on  the  subject;  and  if  it  wi-re  not 
that  bo  thought  he  should  be  doing  tlia 


injury  by  n 
be  certainly  should  i 


mportnnt  (hn 


ending 
]cr  need  not  be 
ly  Friend  of  mine 


IRELAND— REPORT   OF   THK  IRISH 

RAILWAY  COMMISSION. 

;iUE3T!0N. 

Mn.  MONSELL  said,  ho  rose  to  ask, 
When  the  Report  of  the  Irish  Railway 
Commisaion  ifould  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  Houie  ! 

The  Eablof  MAYO:  I  saw  one  of  the 
Conmiiatiimcra  to  dny,  and  learned  from 
him  that  (ho  Report  of  the  Conn 
will  bo  aigned  on  Thursday,  and  of 
it  will  bo  picacnted  as  aoun  aa  possib 
that  day. 

iir.  Dwatli 


ig  the  Ml 

nt  be  inclined  to  nilli- 
id  it  (o  be  as  much 
the  Iriali  quealiun  n> 
he  Abyssinian  *nr  waa  to  n  slteel  row, 
[■'  Ob,  oh  !"]  He  desired  lo  remind  bun. 
Members  that  2,464  men  were  kdled  ia 
coal  mines  in  tlie  short  apace  of  two  yeata. 
If  any  hon.  Geutteniaii  opposite  did  not 
think  ibat  that  waa  important,  perhaps  be 
would  get  up  and  sny  «o.  ["  Oh.  oM"] 
llo  desired  to  sny  (hat  if  hon.  Member! 
thought  they  could  ever  atop  him,  they  "era 
niiatakon.  They  hod  taken  llie  wrong  niao  , 
in  hnnd;  but  at  the  same  time  be  did  not 
intend  lo  press  (he  Motion.  He  withdrew 
.h  of  (he  Goverument;  but  he 
iiopcd  that  tlicy  ivould  give  him  some  other 
doy  for  bringing  it  forivnrd. 

PROCEEDINGS   IS    COMMITTEE   OF 

SUPl'LY— RESOLUTION. 

ADJOUIINED   DEBATB. 

Order    read,     fur    resuming    Adjourned 

Debate  on  Question  [21st  April]. 

"  Thnt  the  R»olutlon  of  tho  llooie  of  thi  9tli 
(!.iy  of  FvbruarT  183S,  rplnlire  to  Proceedings  is 
Comniilti-o  of  Supply,—'  Ttmt  wliao  it  ba>  l»«i 
propoicd  lo  omit  or  rediioo  itemi  in  ■  Vott,  ihe 
Ijueition  ehaU  bearierwiinJi  put  upon  the  orijjiul 
Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  aa  the  cnse  ma; 
be,  without  ■mandmsnt,' — be  reacinded." — (Jfr. 
iyrton.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  tbs 
said  Resolution  be  reacinded." 

Debate  letumed. 

The  CHANCELLOR  oy  the  EXCFIE- 
QUEK,  in  moving  an  Ame<idnient  in  tliS 
stiinding  Reaolulious  hniing  reference  10 
proceedings  in  Comtuittee  of  Supply,  eoid 
hia   object   waa   to   meet    the    o^eoliiwi 
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pointed  out  ft  few  eveningpi  ago  by  tlie  hon. 
^nd  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Ajrton).  In  the  4th  Resolution 
there  were  the  words  **  without  amend- 
ment," which  he  belieTed  had  been  in- 
serted after  the  Resolutions  came  down 
from  the  Select  Committee.  He  would 
propose  that  those  words  should  be  left 
out  and  that  this  Resolution  should  be 
adopted — 

*'  Thftt  after  a  Qaettion  hat  been  proposed  from 
the  Chiir  for  a  reduction  of  the  whole  Vote,  no 
Motion  shall  be  made  for  omitting  or  redaoing 
any  item." 

He  hoped  there  would  be  an  understand- 
ing that  if  a  Motion  to  omit  an  item  had 
failed,  and  that  subsequently  there  was  a 
reduction  of  the  Vote  as  a  whole,  the 
hands  of  the  Government  would  not  be  tied 
in  respect  of  the  mode  in  which  the  re- 
duction was  to  be  carried  out ;  but  that 
thej  would  be  at  liberty  to  make  it  on  the 
particular  item  which  had  been  affirmed  in 
Committee,  or  on  any  other  portion  of  the 
Vote.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  proposing  his  Amendment  and 
the  new  Resolution. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  If  I  understand 
the  Resolution,  it  is  likely  to  place  the 
matter  upon  a  very  reasonable  footing,  so 
as  at  once  to  secure  the  order  of  our  pro- 
ceedings, and  at  the  same  time  to  give 
to  all  Members  of  the  House  the  fullest 
ioope.  Any  proposal  for  a  Vote  in  Supply 
must  divide  itself  into  two  branches — 6rst, 
the  general  structure  of  the  Vote,  and. 
•eoondly,  the  particular  items  of  which  it 
it  composed.  In  future  we  shall  consider, 
in  the  first  instance,  tho  particular  items  of 
the  Vote  ;  and,  after  that,  it  will  be  open 
to  any  hon.  Member  to  raise  the  general 
question  of  the  structure  of  the  Vote,  and 
its  general  fitness  for  the  purpose  for  which 
it  is  intended.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
proposes  that  in  cases  where  particular 
Items  may  have  been  confirmed  by  Vote 
of  the  Committee,  if  subsequently  there 
•hould  be  a  reduction  of  the  aggregate 
amount  of  Vote,  a  difficulty  might  arise  in 
the  mind  of  the  Government  whether  they 
would  be  acting  in  accordance  with  tho  in- 
tention of  the  House  if  they  reduced  any 
particular  item.  Well,  Sir,  I  think  it  is 
obvious  that  if  the  Committee  confirm  an 
item  in  a  Vote  it  must  be  understood  to  do 
it  with  reference  to  the  general  amount. 
I  must  be  understood  to  mean  that  the 
amount  put  down  for  this  particular  item  is 
DOl  unreasonable. 


Mb.  GOLDNET  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  if  there  were  six  items  in  a  Vole 
four  of  which  were  unexceptionable,  and 
exceptions  were  taken  to  the  two  remaining 
items,  and  on  a  division  on  tho  latter  items 
the  Government  gained  a  narrow  majority, 
and  if  afterwards  a  reduction  of  the  whole 
Vote  was  moved  and  carried,  it  would  bo 
extremely  undesirable  that  the  items  which 
had  not  been  objected  to  should  have  to  be 
reduced,  while  those  to  which  exception 
had  been  taken  must  necessarily  be  left  in 
their  entirety. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Goldney)  had  misunderstood 
the  nature  of  the  proposal,  which  was  that 
if,  for  instance,  one  or  two  items  were 
affirmed  and  tho  Vote  itself  afterwards  re- 
duced, the  whole  of  the  items  wonhl  be  re- 
mitted to  the  Government  for  re-considera- 
tion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

1.  Retotved,  Thnt  when  it  hat  been  proposed  to 
omit  or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Question 
shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  originnl  Vote  or 
upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the  case  may  be.— 
{Mr,  ChaneeUoT  of  the  Exchequer.) 

2.  JResofved/rhAt  after  a  Question  has  been 
proposed  frciii  the  Chair  for  a  reduction  of  the 
whole  Vote,  no  Motion  shall  be  mndo  for  omitting 
or  reducing  any  item. —  {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.) 


ESTABLISHED  CHURCD  (IRELAND). 
COMMITTEE. 

Acts  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
1.  Question  again  proposed, 

**  That  it  is  necessary  that  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland  should  cease  to  exist  .is  an  Esta- 
blishment, due  regard  being  had  to  all  personal 
interests  and  to  all  individual  rights  of  property." 
^{Mr.  OladsUme.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  **  That "  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  so  long  as  the  Union  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  continues  to  exist,  it  is  just  and  consistent 
that  the  principle  of  the.  Established  Church 
should  be  maintained  in  Ireland,  and  its  endow* 
ment  on  a  scale  suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  popu- 
lation,"—^ Sir  Frederick  Beygate,) 

— instead  thereof. 


Question  proposed,  •*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Resolution/' 

Colonel  BARTTELOT  said,  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire had  exercised  a  very  wise  discretion 
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vlieu  he  ndvitcd  the  Ilouae  to  keop  ns 
u«ar  as  they  oould  to  the  question  of  Die 
Irish  Church,  Othei-  Oentlfmen.  how. 
OV»r,  on  that  m&o  of  the  House  hud  made 
UM  ofliuiguaga  which,  in  his  opinion,  was 
out  of  place  in  a  grt^iit  debate  like  this  ; 
but  he  truetprl  ho  tiboulil  not  full  into  a 
BimilAr  error,  although  in  the  course  of  his 
romarka  h»  should  havo  to  advert  to  the 
Hpvech  di-livered  lust  evening  by  the  right 
hun.  Menibei  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Horsman). 
He  should  endeavour  to  establiah  that  ii 
would  be  an  act  of  gross  injustice  td  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  if  the  Church  in 
that  country  were  wholly  disestaUiahed 
and  disendowed  No  doubt  there  were 
many  iniportant  measuree  before  the  House 
this  Session  ;  but  he  would  atk  the  Coui- 
nittee  whether  the  question  of  the  dises- 
tnUishmeot  and  diaendowmcnt  of  the 
Eatahlished  Church  was  not  the  mbst 
important  of  them  all «  The  Opposition 
and  not  the  OoTernment  had  brought  for- 
vard  thifi  RFeat  question;  and  if  many 
Ocntlcmen  on  the  Hininterial  side  of  the 
House  were,  not  unnaturnlly,  anxious  to  ad- 
dress the  House  on  the  subject,  he  was  sure 
there  was  no  desire  on  their  part  to  delay 
the  difieioD  on  the  Kesolutions  proposed 
bf  the  right  hon.  Qeotleman.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  distinctly  stated 
that  the  Committee  had  to  decide  between 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  which  was 
a  polinj'  of  upholding  the  E^tubliahmeiit 
and  levelling  upwards,  and  the  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lnncflshiie,  which  was  a  policy  of 
levelling  downwards.  Now  he,  in  common 
with  many  who  sat  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  did  not  take  that  view  of  the  mat- 
ter, but  was  perfectly  willing  to  raise  a 
Btraight forward  issue  on  the  question 
whether  the  oonnection  between  Church 
and  State  should  be  maintained  both  in 
this  country  and  in  Ireland.  If  the  Inch 
Church  were  disestablished  and  disen- 
dowed, the  attacks  on  the  £lnglish  Church 
would  come  faster  than  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  seemed  to 
suppose.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
Bet  the  ball  rolling,  and  where  it  would 
stop  he  did  not  know,  nor  did  he  perhnps 
care.  The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright)  hud  on  one  occasion  compared 
the  Members  for  Stroud  and  Oalno  to  a 
Scotch  terrier,  so  corered  with  hair  that 
one  could  not  tell  the  head  from  the  tail  ; 
but  they  wore  quite  diatioct  enough  now, 
and  resembled  two  dogs  of  a  different  kind, 
who  barked  at  every  one,  and  when  at- 
Coloml  JiarthM 


tacked  Roiight  refii^  nnd«r  llw  diirta  of  ' 
the  right  hon.  HemberV(Mr.  OUdflone'i) 
coat.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Stroud, 
having  been  Chief  Seerctary  for  Irnland, 
surely  ought  to  hare  given  the  IIouh 
some  information  about  the  Irish  Church; 
but  in  his  speech  he  did  not  montien  t 
single  grieennco  c»uiied  by  the  esislfnco  of 
tliat  institution.  He  believed,  howeriir, 
that  during  the  time  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
ilemnti  wfu  in  Ireland  he  did  nothing  hut 
amuse  himself;  and  the  pcwple,  in  ihur 
generosity,  said  that  "His  Ilononrwusn 
good  fellow,  for  he  could  rido  well  Bcr«M 
country."  For  his  own  part,  he  b<-lie»t^ 
that  the  Irish  Church  had  tHwn  of  grml 
benefit  to  the  country.  He  had  oflin 
asked  tho  peusuntry,  both  in  the  North 
and  South  of  Ireland,  whnt  they  thuu^hl 
of  the  Efltahlishmpnt  ?  and  thi^  rrply  wu 
invariably  that  they  were  well  trirntod  hj 
the  clergy.  They  professed  to  have  a  liking 
for  a  gentleman,  end  he  nevir  heard  ony 
other  remark  beyond  that  tn  Ireland.  &t 
did  not  sny  that  there  wer*  not  others  who 
said  a  great  deal  iiguiiist  the  EstAbli«h- 
ment;  but  he  denied  that  tho  mnjni  of  th« 
people  were  discontented  with  IheChurch- 
At  the  time  of  the  famine  disturbs  noes  be 
was  quartered  at  Cork,  and  hsid  consigMd 
to  him  from  England  various  Inrge  vana 
of  money  tbr  the  relief  of  the  existiag  dit- 
treas,  The  money  was  distrihntMi  amosf  ' 
the  clergy,  and  he  found  Ihut  nt  that  time 
there  prevailed  the  greatest  unanimity 
with  regard  to  tho  acknowledged  dispofi- 
tion  of  England  to  help  them.  But  were 
there  no  other  causes  tJiat  stirred  up  the 
people  of  Ireland  agninst  the  Irish  Chnrth? 
Had  those  men  who  were  bound  to  in- 
struct the  people  done  their  duty?  Ii« 
was  not  going  to  censure  the  Irish  priettB; 
but  he  would  affirm  that  if  they  hsd 
instructed  tho  people  in  that  loyally 
which  it  waH  their  bonndcn  duty  to  ineuh 
ente,  the  result  would  havo  been  different; 
but,  taught  by  their  priests,  they  bad 
learnt  to  keep  rankling  in  their  br«ssl* 
feelings  which  happily  did  not  possess  ths 
peasantry  of  this  country.  In  tho  North 
of  Ireland  Protestant  and  Roman  f^tholit 
would  be  found  living  side  by  side  hnrmoni- 
ously — excepting,  perhaps,  a  fraction,  wlw 
indulged  in  Orange  displays  sod  other 
little  disturbances  occasionally.  Olhei' 
wise  they  were  perfectly  quiet,  pro«pen>iu. 
and  happy;  and  he  would  aak  whetherOts 
influence  of  tho  Proti'slant  Chnrclt  and 
people  had  not  had  something  to  do  with 
the  state  of  tranquillity  which  prevailed  is 
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the  North?    He  would  ask  whether  the 
Protestant  people  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land had  not  during  the  whole  of  these 
Fenian   disturbances,    and   on   every  oc- 
casion, done  everything  in   their  power 
to   promote  between  England  and    Ire- 
land that  union  which  was  so  essential 
to    the    well-being    of  both    countries  ? 
Why  was  there  so   different  a  state  of 
things  in  the  South  of  Ireland  ?     Why 
was  Belfast  flourishing  and  increasing  from 
day  to  day  and  from  year  to  year  ?    Why 
was  Cork  stationary,  if  not  going  back- 
ward ?     Why  were  there  no  new  buildings 
to  be  seen  there  as  in  Belfast  ?     Why,  but 
because  that  life  was  safer  in  the  North 
than  the  South ;  and  because  no  capital 
would  go  there  for  employment  till  the 
people  had  learned  not  to  take  the  law 
into  their  own  hands.    It  was  said,  though 
he  did  not  altogether  endorse  it,  that  Ire- 
land laboured  under  three  curses,  dema- 
gogues, priests,  and  poverty.     As  to  dema- 
gogues, they  had  always  existed,  and  still 
existed.     As  to  the  priests,  history  would 
■ay  whether  they  had  or  had  not  done 
their  duty.     He  had  certainly  met  many 
priests  who  were  well-educated  and  well- 
affected  men ;  btit  he  had  met  with  others 
who  were  disposed  towards  everything  that 
Englishmen  considered    wrong  with   re- 
spect to   the   Union.      With    regard    to 
poverty,  he  presumed  mosthon.  Gentlemen 
would  admit   that  poverty  was  passing 
•way.     Every  one   acquainted   with   the 
country  must  be  familiar  with  the  progress 
it  bad  made  since  1843,  as  exemplified  in 
the  better  cultivation  of  the  land,  the  im- 
provement of  the  houses,  and  the  increased 
oomfort  of  the  poorer  classes.     It  was  ob- 
Tious  that  the  demagogues  had  been  foster- 
ing the  discontent  which  prevailed.     But 
what  was  the  remedy  for  the  grievance 
complained  of?     He  was  sure  of  this,  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  the 
Tote  upon  the  land  question,  and  not  upon 
the  Church  question,  he  would  have  found 
a  hundred  who  cared  for  the  former  for  one 
who  cared  a  single  farthing  for  the  latter. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  up 
the  cry  of  the  Church,  because  it  was  popu- 
lar with   hon.  Gentlemen   on  the  other 
side.  He  (Colonel  Bartelott)  could  perfectly 
understand  such  a  course  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member   for  Birmingham,  who 
had  all  along  avowed  himself  an  advocate 
of  disendowment  and  equality.  They  were 
sow  about  to  try  their  hands  upon  the  Irish 
Church,  and  the  question  arose,  Was  the 
Church  part  of  the  English  Church  or  not  ? 


No  doubt  it  was,  and  this  was  admitted  on 
the  opposite  side  when  it  suited  the  purpose 
of  the  party  to  say  so.    He  contended  that 
they  were  going  to  perpetrate  an  act  of 
gross  injustice,  and  to  offend  the  feelings 
and  prejudices  of  a  large  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects;  and  before  taking  such 
a  step  would  it  not  be  well  to  pause  and 
well  consider  it  ?    But  was  that  all  ?    The 
people  of  the  North  of  Ireland  had  been  ac- 
customed for  centuries  to  pay  tithes  and  re- 
ceive all  the  benefits  of  an   Established 
Church  without  paying  more  than  their 
tithes.    These  people  would  have  a  right  to 
complain  if  that  privilege  were  now  taken 
from  them.     Was  there  no  other  way  of 
getting  out  of  the  difficulty  than  by  dis- 
establishment and  disendowment }  He  ven- 
tured to  think  there  was — namely,  by  the 
removal  of  anomalies  and  defects  of  the 
Establishment,  which  he,  for  one,  was  not 
prepared  to  deny  prevailed  in  certain  por- 
tions of  Ireland.     Supposing  Parliament 
were  to  reduce  the  Bishops  and  deans  and 
clergy  who  had  no  cure  of  souls,  that  would 
go  a  certain  way,  at  all  events,  to  reduce  the 
grievances  complained  of,  without  inflict- 
ing the  gross  injustice  of  severing  the  Es- 
tablished Church  from  the  State.     Would 
it  not  be  possible  to  allow  the  proprietors 
in  Ireland  to  buy  up  the  tithes  at  a  certain 
amount,  and  the  funds  secured   by  this 
means  might  be  applied   to  some  useful 
purpose,  such  as  the  general  education  of 
the  country,  which  he  thought  would  be 
doing  no  great  harm.     In  conclusion,  the 
proposal  before  the  Committee  was  one  of 
a  ruthless — he  would  not  say  dishonesty- 
character,  and  he  was  glad  to  know  that 
Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House  would 
show,  as  a  body,  that  they  were  determined 
to  stand  by  that  Church  which,  whatever 
faults  she  might  have,  had  been  a  great 
blessing  to  this  glorious  and  great  country. 
Mr.  BUXTON   said,    nothing  had  as- 
tonished him  so  much  in  the  debate  as  the 
unparallelled  weakness  of  the  arguments 
by  which  these  Resolutions  had  been  en- 
countered.    Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  GoYcrn- 
ment  must  be  ashamed  to  march  through 
Coventry  with  such  a  ragged  regiment  of 
reasons  as  those  which  had  been  put  for- 
ward on  his  side  of  the  question.     First  of 
all,  there  was  what  he  might  call  the  Lord 
Plunket  argument.       They  had  been  de- 
luged   with    quotations  from    speeches  of 
Lord    Plunket,    Lord    Ellenborough,    and 
others,  as  if  tliey  at  this  day  were  to  be  de- 
terred from  their  purpose  by  the  ipse  dimt 
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it  some  of  tlia  raott  arrut  Tories  of  an 
go  llint  was  post  mid  gone.  Then  tl>ero 
*M  wliAt  iiiii;lit  bo  oiillrJ  llio  garrison 
rgiiment  — tlio  nrgmocnC  llint  if  tlicy  Iniil 
licir  linnd*  nti  llio  Iritli  Ciiurdi,  it  woiiUI 
ITrnnt  ilinao  vrlm  wore  tlie  true  prop<t  miil 
lillnrs  of  our  <1oiniiiion  o'cr  that  i»1ai>J. 
.11(1  pprlinps  tliey  »ciul(l  lenvo  us  in  (lie 
It    nns   nlnioit  iiicunceirnble   l1i 


(7r»6in<?). 


I4:s 


luKI  dur 


iMcli  n 


irgiiniBiit  na  tliat.      Wne  it  pogsilile  to  sup- 

IS  llint  Hor  Mnjoslj'a   GoTenniicnt  wns 

Inkc  n  parli«nu  siile  niili  one  of  tlio  fne- 

n»  by  wliich  Ireland  was  unlinp]>ily  rnit 

.iiidtir,  with  tlie  view  of  keeiiing  down  by 

sir  nid  ibe  mnj.Tity  of  tlio  nnlion  ?      It 

IS  difficult  lo  tbink  of  sncb  nn  nr<;iinie<>l 

lb   palience.      Tben  caine  tlie  nr|>iinicnl, 

<eara?]y  less  prepotteroui,  itiat  ibejr  biul 

10  riglit  lo  iiiterfei-o  wltli   lbs  scttlemeiil 

mnde  nt  tbe  time  of   tbe  Uninn.  jiiat  ns  if 

the  Pnrllainent  of  tbe  Uniied  Kingdom  wns 

d  rro:ii  doing  ibnt  wbieii,  in 

migbt  deem  riglit.  jiisi,  and 

politic, becniise,  forsoolb.of  inmeiinagi'mrj 

igieemcnt  bolwecn  some  unlinowii  pnriies 

evenly  years  ngo.    Sucli  nn  argument  wns 

lot   triirth  wuatiiig  ono'a   brenili  upon  ;   it 

Soiitd  only  slion  tlit;  biirrenoess  af  ibo  cnnsc 

bebair  oF  wlncb    it  vroa  pnt  furirnrd. 

And  jet   ibcse  three  most  rotiio  and  fiim- 

□us  objectioiis-'fur  be  scorned  to   loiieh 

lie  one  nbout  Oic  Ciironatinn  Ontli— nil  but 

'xhniisiod  (he  list  uf  tho^^Q  that  had  been 

illeged    on     belinlf    of    tlie    Government. 

HitTO  remaineil,  bonever,   one  moro  ;   tbo 

only  one   tbnt  it  was  possible  to  treat  nilli 

tlio  smallest  sbow  of  respect.      Tbnt  nas 

the    nrgunient  tbnt.  in   thus  dealing   niih 

tbe  Irish  Churcb,  they  noidd  be  sotting  a 

precedent    tlint    would    nlmont    inevitably 

be  fulloned  afterwards  on    Ibis   side  of  tbo 

Channel.  He  admitted  tbat  this  argument, 

end  this   one  alone,  bad  in   it  some  decent 

,pectability.      But  even  to  that  one  ihera 

ply.     The  nnancr  to  it'was  ihnt  tbo  dis- 

establisbmciit  of  tbe   Irish  Cliurcb  was  an 

of  justice  lo  tliat  CDUnlry  ;   and   lliey 

lid   have    no  rigbt  to  refuse   justico   to 

Irclniid,   because   in  doing   so   tbcy   nii)tlit 


to  G 


1.      Tliey  n 
n'liicb  was 


'e  bound 
\ght  and 


gond  for  ber  people.  They 
rigbt  10  perpeluato  the  infliction  of  wrong 
upon  tbeiii,  or  to  mainlain  abuses  among 
tliem,  becnuse  in  tearing  tliem  down  Ibey 
might  endanger  our  iostitulioos  at  borne. 

no  could  deny  for  &  moineot  that  woie 

Mr.  Buxton 


Ireland  on  independent  nnd  Aslf-co'fnied 
liinil  tbo  Pri.tealnnt  Eatabliibmeut  would 
long  uince  have  ceased  to  exist.  No  nne 
couM  deny  that  itwnamily  bccnitso  IrelnniJ 
HAS  bound  np  witb  Great  Briiniii  tbnt  ilie 
ProtCBtnnt  Eslabli'ibment  bad  ever  lived  at 
nil,  or  had  not  long  ngn  been  twept  into 
the  aea.  The  eyes  of  tbe  people  of  tin ■ 
onuniry  were  nt  Init  opened  lo  the  iniquiiy 
iif  furcing  upon  n  aisler  nation  a  roliKion* 
■ysteni  whicb  ihe  vn<il  bulk  of  tbein  ah- 
bori'od  i  nnd  bappily  thejr  mifibt  be  siirs 
tbnt  England  would  not  be  ioducrd  lo  r«- 
jcct  tbe  demand  for  justico  lo  Ireland  by 
the  plea  — the  base  and  menu  p'ea — tbal  Ig 
do  fi)  migbt  dnmnge  our  own  intcrostt.  Sa 
poor,  Hu  barren,  were  tbe  nrgumenu  of 
ihose  who  would  keep  tbingx  as  llipj  are. 
But.  now,  waa  tbrro  more  force  in  wlul 
iboso  on  bis  own  side  bad  to  dirge?  Tlia 
rinbt  hnn.  and  gullnnt  General  oppniiiK 
(General  Peel]  pnt  thia  quetlion  lo  tli* 
Ileute — nnd  lie  rend  tlio  words  llieniiclvei, 
fiir  nfltliing  was  so  easy  ns  lo  dispute  % 
general  statement  ns  to  oproBsions  wliieb 
bad  been  used,  "  Ujnui  wbat  grounds," 
be  asked,  "are  tve  called  npoo  lo  eerar 
the  connecliiin  between  Cliuicb  and  Slat* 
in  Irctanil  t  "  Whnt  nns  ibe  trno  nii»B«r 
to  the  gallant  Qcneral's  <)neilioii  t  On 
'vbnt  gninnds.  in  »ery  trutb,  did  ibey  de- 
mand that  severance  {  Tbev  deninudvd  it  , 
upon  tbe  ground  thnl  this  Cliiircb  ii  alien 
from  the  lienrt  nnd  soul  of  the  Irish  people. 
Tbey  dcmnnded  it  upon  the  ground  Ihsl 
she  was  repudiated  by  tbe  nation  as  a  ns- 
tiun,  and  therefore  tbnt  bcr  position  ns  ths 
so-called  national  Cliurcb  waa  a  falsehood 
and  a  sham.  They  demandeil  it  upon  llie 
ground  that  llie  continunnee  of  her  supre- 
macy in  connection  with  ihe  Staiewaia 
Kign  uf  conquest — a  reminiscence  of  oppref 
sion— a  last  remnaot  of  that  infainous  sys- 
tem that  used  to  glorify  itself  under  the  niaiS 
of  Prutcatnnt  nscendancy.  So  long  as  bj 
our  superior  force  we  maintained  tbe  soprt- 
niacy  of  a  Frotestaol  Establishment  ofsi 
a  Roman  Catholic  country  wc  werctreaiing 
the  people  of  tbat  couutry  os  a  subjed 
people.  Let  us  cut  tbat  artificial— that 
arbitrary  bond  between  the  Church  aiiil 
Slate,  nnd  tbeii,  indeed,  we  should  ci^e  sU 
our  Irish  Roman  Catholic  brothren  tbe  proof 
which  they  bad  a  ri^bt  lo  require  at  out 
bands,  that  we  regarded  (hem  as  oar 
equals,  our  fcltow-cilixens  ;  thai  we  re- 
nounced once  and  for  evermore  utterly  lbs 
iden  that  formerly  guvQ  shape  to  EngtaniJ'l 
policy  towards  them,  and  rendered  it  tlis 
■caudal  of  the  world — tha  idea  of  treatiof 
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them  as  conquered  aliens.  And  wae  there 
indeed  anything  bo  novel,  so  strange  to  our 
policy  in  taking  such  a  step  as  this  ?  Had 
we  not,  in  Canada,  in  Australia,  in  our 
other  colonics,  laid  down,  with  the  consent 
of  all  parties,  the  principle,  and  carried  it 
out  to  the  extreme,  that  there  should  be  no 
union  betvreen  Church  and  State,  where  it 
would  be  opposed  to  the  feeling  of  the  na- 
tion ?  And  how  could  there  be  anything 
irreligious,  as  some  seemed  to  pretend,  in 
abolishing  that  union  ?  The  Church  her- 
self might  have  something  in  her  holy, 
something  divine  ;  but  her  political  posi- 
tion, as  a  State  Church,  was  wholly  the 
ereation  of  law.  It  was  altogether  deter- 
mined by  laws  passed  by  fallible  men — 
possibly,  as  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  by  men 
who  were  known  to  have  been  scoundrels — 
and  there  could  bo  nothing  profane  in  the 
repeal  of  these  laws  by  later  legislators. 
What  Ireland  really  required  at  our  hands 
was  to  do  justice  and  mercy.  He  would 
fain  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  personal 
aspect  of  the  question.  Scarcely  a  single 
speaker  in  the  whole  six  nights'  debate  had 
refrained  from  bitter  attacks  on  his  op- 
ponents ;  and  he  must  acknowledge  that 
•ome  of  the  satire  that  had  been  heard 
had  been  of  the  most  brilliant  character. 
The  speeches  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe]  and  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  Horsman)  especially  had  been  exqui- 
■ite  specimens  of  sword  play.  But  might 
we  not  say,  Ohe!  jam  satis  est  ?  They  were 
■urely  weary,  or,  at  any  rate,  thoso  persons, 
if  such  existed,  who  read  their  debates 
mast  be  weary  of  these  interminable  vitu- 
perations. There  was  a  homely,  but  sen- 
sible saying — '*  'Tis  an  ill  bird  thai  fouls 
its  own  nest,"  and  he  confessed  that  he 
bad  too  much  esprit  de  corps,  as  a  Member 
of  that  House,  and  too  profound  a  reverence 
for  Parliamentary  self-government,  not  to 
perceive  with  keen  regret  that,  in  thus  ban- 
dying Billingsgate  against  each  other,  they 
were  lowering  their  self-respect,  and  were 
injaring  at  once  the  reputation  of  their  I 
poblie  men  and  of  Parliament  itself.  And 
these  recriminations  had  not,  in  his  opiniou, 
even  the  poor  merit  of  being  true.  As 
regarded,  for  example,  the  course  taken 
with  regard  to  the  Irish  Church  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  how  could  any  man  who  looked 
at  it  not  as  an  advocate,  but  as  an  impar- 
tial jndge,  deny  for  one  moment  that,  in 
the  debates  on  this  topic  in  the  last  three 
jearSf  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
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Liberal  party  had  shown  in  the  plainest 
way  that  they  were  prepared  to  grapple 
boldly  with  the  Irish  Church  as  soon  as 
the  public  mind  should  be  ripe  for  action  ? 
Well,  during  the  last  year  the  Fenian  in- 
surrection arose.  That  woke  the  English 
nation  from  its  lethargy ;  it  deeply  stirred 
the  heart  of  this  nation  ;  it  turned  every 
thinking  mind  to  the  question  whether,  in- 
deed, there  did  still  remain  any  wrong,  any 
grievance,  in  the  treatment  of  Ireland  by 
her  sister  kingdom.  It  was  the  almost 
unanimous  reply  of  the  English  people  that 
the  State  supremacy  of  the  Protestant 
Church  was  in  very  truth  an  insult  and  an 
injury  to  the  Roman  Catholic  people  of 
Ireland.  The  demand  for  the  reparation 
of  that  wrong — for  the  removal  of  that  in- 
justice— arose  from  one  end  to  the  other 
of  the  country.  It  would  have  been  a  dere- 
liction of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  the  Leader  of  the  Libe- 
ral party  ;  it  would  have  been  a  declaration 
of  duty  on  the  part  of  their  representatives 
in  this  House  ;  it  would  have  shown  a  fee^ 
bleness  of  purpose  that  certainly  was  no 
part  of  the  charocter  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  had  he  ond  they  refused  to  re- 
spond to  that  great  call ;  and  he  was  sure 
that  when  the  passions  of  the  moment  had 
sunk  into  rest,  every  man  who  was  not 
blinded  by  partizanship  would  be  ready  to 
admit  that  the  Liberal  party  had  done 
right  to  lose  not  a  day  in  assaulting  the 
stronghold  of  that  monster  grievance.  On 
the  other  hand,  might  he  say  one  word 
that  might,  perhaps,  be  somewhat  unpa- 
latable to  his  friends  on  that  side  of  the 
House  ?  They  had  been  deluged  with 
floods  of  talk  about  the  inconsistency  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  he  could  not 
refrain  from  saying  that  he,  for  one,  should 
feel  it  to  be  neither  grateful  nor  generous 
to  keep  making  those  interminable  taunts 
against  those  who  had,  as  they  (the  Libe- 
ral party)  believed,  conferred  a  boon  of  in- 
estimable value  on  the  country.  And, 
more,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how 
any  man  who  sought  truth  alone  could  find 
the  least  difficulty  in  placing  himself  in  the 
position  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
understanding  how  men,  even  of  the  se- 
verest principle,  and  of  the  most  stainless 
honour,  could  well  have  thought  that  it 
was  a  socrifice  demanded  from  them  by 
patriotic  duty  to  retire  from  the  ground  on 
which  they  had  formerly  made  their  stand, 
and  avail  themselves  of  the  power  that  had 
passed  into  their  hands  to  meet  the  over- 
whelming necessity  of  the  time  by  effecting 
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ft  lettlemeiit  the  least  dungeroDi  and  tlie  |  the  gravity  of  tlie  lubjeet ;  but  he  o 
mott  lasting  that  euuld  bo  deviled  of  llie  |  plained  tlint  tliere  was  no  msMnre  before 
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question  of  Reform.     Now. 
■peeoh  of  t1ii«  debate,  the  right  b 
tleinmi  (Mr.  Gladstone]  quoted     ' 
to  the  Irish  Cliiirch  tie 
Samht — 

■'  Wo  do  it  wren)-,  being  bo  mnjestbul , 
To  offer  it  Iho  ihow  of  violanco  : 
For  it  ia,  is  tlio  sir,  Invuliiernble, 
And  our  Tain  blona  nislicioua  mocker;." 
KoiT,  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  quei- 
tloii  WBB  Olio  of  no  ordinary  majesty,  and 
tlint  tiiPV  did  it  ni'ong  in  making  it  a 
stalking  horse  for  party  vituperation.  He 
was  well  aware  tbnt,  in  n  party  scTiRe,  it 
niig'tt  seem  to  be  in  the  liighcst  degree 
imprudent  to  make  an;  such  ndoiiesion  ; 
hut  be  WAS  not  afraid  to  tell  the  trnth. 
and  Ihe  whole  truih:  and,  rb  an  individual 
independent  of  party  considerations,  he  did 
not  ecrople  to  own  his  profound  conviction 
that  this  debate  nas  indeed  a  manicntous 
epoch  in  the  politics!  career  of  this  coun- 
try. Depend  upon  it.  ihey  were  standing 
by  the  meeiiiig  of  the  waters  of  two  mighty 
■Ireams  of  human  thuught.  They  were 
though  as  yet  in  a  narrow 
they  wore    witnessing,    they 


hy  which  tbe  value  of  hi* 
)uld  he  estimated.  They  had  uo 
before  ihem  upon  which  they  were 
perb  lines  of  I  called  upon  to  express  an  opinion,  As  fir 
OS  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  giTen  any 
grouqdi  for  nny  opinions  which  be  waa 
piepared  to  support,  he  (Mr.  Adderlej) 
conld  only  trace  them  through  a  cnis* 
logue  of  pungent  pbra»es  used  by  men  wlio 
found  declnmalioii  easier  than  piacticil 
measures.  What  he  {Mr.  Adderley)  coin- 
plained  of  woe  this— that  the  House  wu 
now  called  upon,  in  tbe  thirj  debate  oa 
this  subject,  to  vole  upon  a  generol  ab- 
straction, without  any  definite  feature  upon 
which  the  opinion  of  the  House  coulil 
fairly  be  taken  :  just  the  sort  of  general 
proposition  which  enabled  a  number  of  (Jea> 
tlemen  to  vote  together,  vbo,  if  there  wti 
the  slightest  appearance  of  a  plan  earryieg 
out  that  proposition,  would  bo  dispersed  al 
once  to  the  four  winds  of  Heaven.  Tb« 
author  of  this  Resolution  uarefully  avoided 
the  production  of  a  plan  ;  and  when  hs 
had  once  fallen  into  the  error  of  indicat- 
ing any  deliuile  policy  he  had  been  wara»d 
by    the    munnura    around    him    that   I 


Bharing  in  tbe  victory  of  tbe  still  young    i,nd  hotler  avoid   treading   on  dangerout 
butllerculeonpriucipleofreligiousequahty    ground.     It  was  soid  that  we  bad  here  » 

ititled  ti 


B,  now  truly  in  its  decay,  but  frnught 
a  prime  with  unnumbered  blessings^ 
the  principle  of  the  union  of  Church  and 
State,  And  if  it  were  not  presuniplunua 
in  one  so  humble  ns  himself,  he  would  fuin 
appeal  to  the  men  of  genius  who  sat  on 
right  hand  and  on  the  left  of  tbot 
so  to  remember  thai,  in  the  words  of 
Shakespeare — 

"  Spirits  nro  not  flnelj  touched, 


and   to  consider,    whether  it  was 
worthy  of  them,  in  presence  of  at 

lict — should  he  say  between  truth  ni 
error — should  he  not  rnther  say  betwo' 

epii'it  of  tlie  days  thnt  were  paisii 
from  tbcm  and  the  spirit  of  tbe  days  th 

t  to  come— whether  it  was  worthy  of '  Ho 

]  to  tuni  aside  from  the  height  of  that  I  Ao\ 
great  argument  to  mean  person 
vindictive  recriminations,  which, 
false,  and  still  more  if  they  wore  deserved, 
must   give  unmingled   pain  to  every  pa- 
triotic bosom,  to  every  generous  and  gentle 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  B 
0  that  the  bon.  Oentli 
Mr.  Btixtoa 


some  proof   that  tha 
autlior  of  (he  Rosolution  bad  a  measure  in 
his    own  mind   upon    the    subject  »       W* 
arc  asked  to  diseslablieh  the  Irish  Church 
by  a  phrase  coined  for  tho  purpose,  and 
which    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    bsd 
never  attempted  to  define,  and  which  no 
'^  **i    two    Members    would    agree    in    deBoing. 
We  are  called  upon  (o  disendow  the  Irish 
I  Church  without  even  a  phrase,  bat  merely 
'  by  inference.      There  wns  to  be  a  "due 
ideed    regard  to  existing  interests,"  and  it  •oi 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  when  eatvags 
I  nas  provided  a  wreck  was  implied.      Hs 
'  recoiled   to  tbe  recollection  of  tho  Cdw- 
I  mittee    tbnt  the    right    bon.    Gentleoiu 
(Mr.  GIndatone),  upon  the  Motion  of  th« 
"       "     iber  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguirc)  W 
good  rule.     He  said,  on  tbe  soli- 
and  '  ject  of  the  Irish  Church,  that  no  Minislsr 
they    of  the  Crown,  not  even  an  expectant  Mi- 
nister, would  bo  justified  in  dealing  with  SO 
grave  a  subject  unless  he  could,  at  !ea«. 
satisfy  tho    House  that  he   woa  prepared 
with  n  measure.     What  iudicaiien  of  the 
le  was  glad  to  '  sort  had  be  given  the  Committee  !     ^e 
dniy  estimated  ]  Resolution  was  a  timp1«  witli.     It  wtf  a 
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enrae  upon  tho  Iriah  CShuroh.  Delenda  est 
Ecclesia  Sibemiw,  That  was  all  that  the 
majority  of  60  had  voted.  They  expressed 
no  opinion  upon  any  mode  of  effecting  that 
deaire,  and  would  he  dispersed  to  the  winds 
at  the  apparition  of  any  scheme  for  affect- 
ing it.  That  this  anathema  should  be 
uttered  was  the  eitent  of  their  agree- 
ment. It  was  a  declamatory  Resolution 
•»a  declaration  hy  the  Committee  that,  if  it 
only  knew  how,  it  would  get  rid  of  the 
Irish  Church  Establishment.  That  seemed 
to  him  to  militate  against  the  rule  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  down  for 
himself,  and  it  was  not  a  decent  way  of 
treating  one  of  the  gravest  subjects  which 
oonld  be  thrown  into  the  arena  of  debate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  trusted  to 
the  eager  following  of  men  of  ulterior  views 
below  the  gangway  who  were  enemies  to 
all  Church  Establishments.  There  were 
many  honest  men  who  took  that  view  ;  but 
in  this  case,  under  cover  of  a  vague  Motion 
•imply  denouncing  the  Irish  Church,  the 
Leader  had  enlisted  partisans  of  much  fur- 
ther design.  These  were  the  men  who  have 
cheered  him,  who  had  been  his  private 
eonnsellors,  and  had  enabled  him  to  carry 
bj  so  Urge  a  majority  the  first  step  to- 
wards their  extreme  views.  If  there  was  any 
doubt  about  the  spirit  of  those  who  supported 
the  Resolution  it  was  only  necessary  to  re- 
fer to  the  speeches  which  had  been  made. 
It  was  clear  from  these  that  the  old  cham- 
pion of  Church  and  State  was  at  the  head 
of  a  raid  against  Church  Establishments 
wherever  they  exist  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  said 
that,  mueh  as  he  disliked  this  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  Irish  Church,  so  much  was  he 
eonvioeed  that  all  Church  Establishments 
wore  wrong,  that  he  intended  on  that  ground 
to  support  the  Resolutions.  Not  only  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supported  by 
the  enemies  of  Church  Establishments  in 
general,  but  he  had  himself  expressed 
tlie  belief  that  the  Irish  Church  would 
be  safer  and  stronger  if  it  were  an  un- 
endowed and  purely  voluntary  Church  ; 
he  had  taunted  the  Government  with  in- 
eonsistenoy  in  opposing  his  Motion  at 
the  time  it  was  proposing  to  disendow 
the  West  Indian  Church.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Govemment  were  not  proposing  to  dis- 
endow the  West  Indian  Church,  but  to 
remoYO  its  charge  from  the  English  Con- 
•olidated  Fund,  and  to  throw  it,  for  its 
greater  vigour,  upon  its  own  resources. 
[Oppotiiion  Cki^rs.']  In  explanation  of 
tbat  eheer  he  would  say  that  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  knew  very  well  that  he 
had  supporters  around  him  who  intended 
to  force  on  that  proposition  to  the  extent 
of  appealing  to  the  West  Indian  Govern- 
ment to  disendow  their  own  Churches. 
That  proposition,  he  belieyed,  was  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  If  that 
had  been  the  Goyernment  proposition  Mi- 
nisters might  with  justice  have  been  charged 
with  inconsistency,  opposinf;  and  advocat- 
ing the  disendowment  of  Churches  at  the 
same  time.  But  all  the  references  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  throughout  those 
debates,  to  the  colonial  Church  clearly 
showed  that  his  standard  of  a  vigorous 
Dhurch  in  its  best  condition,  wherever  it 
might- be,  was  a  Church  stripped  of  all 
endowments,  and  with  purely  voluntary 
support.  That  might  be  the  right  view; 
but,  whether  it  was  so  or  not/  the  Resolu- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  illus- 
trated by  these  speeches  and  expressions, 
were  clearly  intended  to  strike  a  blow  at 
all  Establishments,  and  were  in  effect 
aimed  at  the  English  just  as  well  as 
the  Irish  Establishment  ;  and  the  eager- 
ness of  those  who  supported  him  was  ac- 
counted for  in  their  surprise  and  delight  at 
having  such  good  ground  to  work  from  at 
starting  as  the  anomalous  state  of  the 
Irish  Church,  and  their  extraordinary  good 
fortune  in  being  led  by  the  late  champion 
of  Church  and  State.  The  last  speaker 
seemed  to  uphold  the  colonial  Church  as 
the  model  for  the  Church  at  home ;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  by  his  cheers 
that  he  approved  the  sentiment,  having  be- 
gun by  bis  attack  upon  the  Irish  Church,  he 
would  soon,  no  doubt,  become  as  violent 
in  opposition  to  the  Established  Church 
in  the  rest  of  the  kingdom.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge) 
had  taken  very  much  the  same  line;  he 
had  wasted  a  great  deal  of  time  in  pointing 
out  what  every  one  knew,  that  the  Church 
and  the  Church  Establishment  were  two 
different  things — that  the  Church  was  an- 
terior to  and  independent  of  the  Establish- 
ment and  its  connection  with  the  State. 
That,  no  doubt,  was  perfectly  true  ;  but 
the  statement  had  no  relevancy  here,  except 
to  point  out  more  clearly  that,  however 
safe  the  Church  might  be,  there  was,  no 
doubt,  that  the  Resolutions  were  aimed  at 
Church  Establishments.  That  being  the 
case,  what  became  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's assurance  that  his  Motion  was 
not  aimed  at  the  English  Church  ;  and 
what  was  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 

3  B  2 


[erober  for  Stroud  (Mr.  IIorgmBn)  worlli, 
■HE  no  attack  on  tUo  English  Estab^ 
slirnent  could  result  from  t!ie|  diBendow- 
if  llio  IrUli  Establigbment  uoIcbb  bolli 
'hurohea  were  \a  exactly  tlie  Bnme  posi- 
on?  Itwns  tnio  tlint  the  Iriab  Cljurcli 
aa  in  on  onomnlous  condition  nliicli  did 
lot  Bltncli  to  tbo  Englisli  Cliureli.     Tliei 

10  analogous  disease  ;  but  tlie  mode 
if  treatment  ivna  infections. 
lutcd  thnl  fact.  Hon.  Menibcra  opposite 
lad  during  tiiia  debate  laboured  under  two 
[ire  dcluaiona.  Tiiey  lupposed  tbo^  lind 
m  discussing  a  measure  nben  they  hod 
illy  no  measure  before  them ;  and  they 
icied  tbemsclres  tbe  only  people  nlio  anir 
\t  a  measure  woa  required,  whereas  cTcry- 
lorly  bad  nlloned  that  for  years  past,  Tlie 
mce  between  tbe  Opposilion  and  the 
nment  was,  not  on  any  question  nhe- 
liere  wos  an  anomaly  to  deal  with  in 
lie  Irish  Churcli,  but  in  the  practical  and 
iRable  mode  of  dealing  with  it.  The 
reatment  proposed  would  not  only  shake 
le  institutions  of  the  sister  country,  but 
ould  very  possibly  render  nllacUs  on  nil 
ur  inetitittions  more  frequent  and  more 
owerful  for  evil.  What  needs  a  remedy 
1  ihia  —  that  in  Ii-eland  the  national 
burcb  and  the  nation  were  not  coincident, 
nd  that  the  proTisioii  for  the  religion  of 
he  country  waa  uDequally  And  nnwisely 
istribuled.  That  was  no  discovery;  no 
le  had  disputed  it.  If  ivishes  wore  ro- 
lediea,  then  n  Resolution  lliat  tliis  ono- 
laly  should  cenae  would  suf&ce.  Then, 
hat  was  the  proper  remedy?  The  most 
stural  would  be  either  to  bring  tbe  nation 
I  the  Church  or  the  Church  to  the  nation.  , 
.n  attempt  to  bring  the  nation  to  the 
liDreh  might  hare  been  made  at  the  time 
:  the  Rcfurmation,  ond  the  neglect  to  do 
>  had  allowed  circumstances  nnd  race  to 
ake  it  impossible  to-day.  Thoallernatiio 
uggeslion  to  bring  tbe  Church  to  the  ■ 
by  establiibing  and  endowing  th 
n  Catholic  Church  waa  out  of  tli 
ucstion,  because  neitli 


intrv  t 


>uld  t 


ind  bee 


Roman  Catholic  Church 

1  preaerving  the  notional  Church,  be  less 
Btional  and  more  olicn  than  the  present 
stablishment— it  would  be  the  Church  of 
ome  in  Ireland  — and  because  the  Roman 
ntholics  themselves  refused  to  be  endowed, 
right  lion,  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Lowe) 
>d  likened  the  Churches  in  Ireland  to 
ites  and  Lnznrun.  The  proposition  was 
at  boconsQ  Lazarus  refused  to  accept  the 
Hlics  of  Dives,  the  rich  man  sbouia  be 

Mr,  Addsrhy 


{IreUni). 

stripped,  iu  order  to  equalise  their  coodi< 
lion.  This  is  the  idea  of  religious  equality. 
Wns  such  n  request  ever  before  made  ? 
Not  even  in  the  day  of  bitterest  nniraosiiy 
between  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants 
in  Ireland  had  it  been  proposed  to  destroy  the 
disputed  Church  property  ;  (hia  had  been 
reserved  for  the  right  hoo.  QcntlenaD. 
Tbe  Roman  Catholics  shrank  from  the 
atienaliou  or  seculariEation  of  the  properly 
of  the  country  which  was  dedicated  to  iti 
religion  and  civilization.  Was  the  riglil  boo. 
Gentleman  sure  that  the  interest  a  of  religion 
and  eiviliiation  could  afford  to  lose  this  pro- 
perty ?  What  would  be  said  when  appii- 
cations  were  mode  to  hen.  Metnbcrs  ta 
make  good  from  tlicir  private  purees  ibi( 
money,  which  it  was  proposed  reeblestly 
to  divert  to  other  purposes  !  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  thought  he  could  trust  te  tbe 
private  spirit  and  religious  seal  of  tl^e 
country  to  supply  the  deficiency  to  be  ocei> 
aioned  by  Iho  dispersion  of  Hint  properly. 
No  doubt,  a  Free  Church  when  so  set  op 
in  the  tirst  instance  in  a  country,  as  wo*  the 
casein  somoofthecolonics,  would  becapabla 
of  raising  rcBources  by  the  zeal  of  its  con- 
gregations. A  Church  which  was  in  rifnlry 
with  another,  aa  in  the  case  of  Iho  Free 
Kirk  of  Scotland,  might  be  able  In  depend 
for  its  support  upon  tbe  rivalry  nnd  oniuta- 
of  private  individuals;  but  a  Cltare]i 
that  would,  under  the  guidance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  deliberately  throw  to  iha 
ninda  tbo  largo  provision  which  had  been 
made  for  it,  oould  ecarcely  expect  to  SuJ 
people  willing  and  rcnily  to  supply  even  far 
its  most  needful  and  beneficial  purpose! 
what  had  been  so  ruthlessly  and  recblestly 
tliroirn  away.  And  ihe  right  hon.  Oentle- 
mnn  had  propounded  no  scheme  for  secur- 
ing any  provision  for  the  Church  ;  and  ton. 
Gentlemen  who  were  inclined  to  support hii 
Resolutions  should  remombor  that,  ihoogh 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  thai 
Ihree-lifths  of  tbe  properly  of  tho  Churcb 
would.  Eoniehow  or  other,  be  saved,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  hitherto  failed  to  gives 
patiafactory  explanation  of  that  siaiemeDt- 
Thero  was  not  one  Member  in  the  Coia- 
mitteo  who  could  attach  any  rational  mean- 
ing to  that  statement.  Aa  far  as  could 
bo  understood  from  hia  Inst  explanaiion.  it 
would  appear  as  If  ho  had  capitalised  tha 
property  of  tbe  Church,  ond  had  found 
that  the  life  estates  which  he  was  going 
to  save  were  in  value  thrce-finhs  of  tbe 
whole.  But  was  that  any  consoUtioa  ta 
the  Church  ?  It  was  just  as  much  couso- 
latioa  as  if  bo  were  to  tell  the  Unants  ia 
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tail  of  an  estate  he  was  about  to  confiscate 
that  the  lives  in  being  before  the  estate 
was  confiscated  were  equal  to  throe-fifths 
of  the  fee-simple.      But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  proposed  to  give   to   the 
Church  another  boon,  as  arbitrary,  as  fatal 
— the  retention  of  their  churches  and  par- 
sonages. But  what  advantage  would  that  be 
to  the  Irish  Church  ?     If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  his  property  destroyed  and 
his  estate  confiscated,  and  Resolutions  may 
come    "  that  certain    kinds    of    property 
should  cease  to  exist,"  what  advantage 
would  it  be  to   him  to  have  his  country 
house  left  to  him  ?      It  would  only  give 
him  the  appearance  of  possessing  property, 
and  would  deprive  him  of  any  excuse  for 
appealing  for  support  on  the  score  of  des- 
titution.    Better  be  stript  altogether  than 
retain  a   share   of  property   without  the 
means  of  supporting  it,  or  the  alternative  of 
an  appeal  to  charity  to  other  quarters.  Not  a 
hint  had  been  given  of  the  rest  of  the  plan. 
There  were  two  steps  in  an  act  of  plunder- 
abstraction  and  appropriation.     They  had 
not  any  indication  as   to   the   second   of 
these  steps,  unless  they  were  to  look  upon 
the  hint  given  to  the    hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  that  an  experi- 
ment might  be  tried  in  his  socialist  scheme 
of  re-distributing  land  out  of  the  plunder  of 
the  Church.   Cromwell  sequestrated  a  good 
deal  of  Irish  Church  property,  and  trans- 
ferred the  plunder  to  his  Puritan  soldiers  ; 
bat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  improved  on 
Cromwell's  plan,  for  he  threw  out  indefi- 
nite hopes  of  plunder  to  be  scrambled  for 
among  his  followers.     They  were  called 
upon  to  vote  that  the  Irish  Church  Estab- 
lishment should  cease  to  exist ;  but  they 
had  not  been,  in  the  least  degree,  informed 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  scheme  was 
to    be  carried  out.      It  appeared  to   be 
something   like  one  of    the    South    Sea 
bobbles  of  former  days,   after   faith   had 
eeased    in   all   divulged    propositions  —  a 
scheme  was  advertised  to  be  stated  after 
the  lots  were  drawn.     The  followers  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rejoiced  in  their  double 
delusion ;  for  they  not  only  boasted  of  their 
measure  on  the  Irish  Church  question,  but 
they  slso  thought  that  they  were  the  only 
people  who  knew  that  any  measure  was  need- 
fult  and  what  the  anomalies  were  which  ought 
to  be  redressed.     That  side  of  the  House 
as  much  as  the  other  acknowledged  the  evils 
that  existed,  and  the  necessity  of  such  a 
re-distribution  of  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Church  ss  would  make  it  correspond  to  the 
demands  of  the  nation.     But  they,  on  his 


side,  proposed  to  wait  for  that  information 
which  all  admitted  to  be  necessary.     Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  the  first  to  recog- 
nise the  necessity  for  further  informcition, 
and  now  they  were  as  eager  to  rush   on 
without  it,  so  confessing  their  recklessness 
openly.      To  deal  with  so  grave  a  sub- 
ject without  having   either  the  necessary 
information  or  a  measure  in  view  betrayed 
the  agitator  and  not  the  statesman.  Indeed, 
he  thought  that  the  function  of  the  Whig 
party  was  always  to  agitate,  and  not  to  pro- 
duce measures.    For  many  a  year  they  had 
ai^itated   the    question    of  Parliamentary 
Reform  ;  but,  if  the  present  Governmunt 
had  not  come  into  office,  would  any  Parlia- 
mentary Reform  have  been  passed  ?    Now, 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  vexed  that 
the  question,  of  which  they  claimed  a  mo- 
nopoly, had  been  settled  by  their  opponents, 
and  they  were  eagerly  trying  to  get  up 
another  rallying  cry— a  further  dash  at  Re- 
form— without  waiting  for  the  completion 
of  that  Reform  for  which   they  professed 
they  were  so  desirous.     The  question  of 
the  Irish  Church  stood  in  the  way  of  Par- 
liamentary Reform,  and  of  Education,  and 
of  all  the  important  measures  of  the  Ses- 
sion, merely  that  the  party  opposite  might 
recover  the  lead  in  agitation  which  they 
had  lost,  and  that  they  might  be  able  to 
unfurl  a  fresh  Reform  flag  round  which  their 
followers  might  rally.      Everybody  knew 
that  no    practical   measure   could    follow 
these  Resolutions,  and  that  they  were  pro- 
posed for  the  sake  of  agitation  only.    With 
a  small  part — a   very  small  part— of  his 
scheme  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
was  prepared,  and  that  was  to  stop  the 
increase   of  vested  interests  in  the  Irish 
Church.     Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
certain  that  he  could  carry  even  that  small 
part  of  his  plan  ?    If  agreed  to  there,  what 
chance  was  there  of  its  passing  the  other 
House  ?     Nothing  could  follow  from  these 
protrocted  debates,  except  mischief  from 
premature  and  inefiectunl  agitation.    When 
the  right   hon.  Member  for  Stroud  con- 
trasted the  policy  of  the  two  parties,  he 
tried  to  depict  us  as  obstructive,  and  his 
friends  in  the  march  of  Reform.     But  the 
summing   up  of   all  his  oratory  on  Irish 
Church   Reform  was  that,  *'  somehow  or 
other,"  it  must  be  effected.     The  real  con- 
trast was  between  the  one  side  rushing  in, 
where  the  other  feared  to  tread.    The  sense 
of  responsibility,  no  doubt,  made  the  differ- 
ence, and  if  parlies  were  transposed.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  would  wait  for  the  Repor- 
of  their  own  Commission,  and  for  the  pre- 
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national  Church  regarded  aa  heretieal  by  finir- 
fillhs  of  the  nation  committed  to  ita  care— a 
Church  established  and  maintained  hj  the  iword 
— a  Church  producing  twice  as  many  riots  as  cod- 
▼crsions—a  Church  which,  though  possesMDg 
great  wealth  and  power,  and  though  long  backed 
by  persecuting  laws,  had,  in  the  course  of  many 
generations,  been  found  unable  to  propagate  its 
doctrines,  and  barely  able  to  maintain  its  ground 
— a  Church  so  odious  that  fraud  and  violence 
when  used  against  its  clear  rights  of  property 
were  generally  regarded  as  fair  play— «  Cbureh 
whose  ministers  were  preaching  to  desolate  walls, 
and  with  difficulty  obtaining  their  lawful  subsist^ 
ence  by  the  help  of  bayonets — such  a  Church  on 
our  principles  could  not,  we  must  own,  be  de- 
fended. We  should  say  that  the  State  which 
allied  itself  with  such  a  Church  postponed  the  pri- 
mnry  end  of  government  to  the  secondary ;  and 
that  the  consequences  had  been  such  as  sny 
sagacious  observer  would  have  predicted.  Neither 
the  primary  nor  the  secondary  end  is  attained. 
The  temporal  and  spiritual  interests  of  the  people 
suffer  alike.  The  minds  of  men,  instead  of  being 
drawn  to  the  Church,  aro  alienated  from  the 
Sute." 

The  description  of  the  Irish  Chareh  in 
that  review  held  good  to  the  present  day. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  S nates  (Colonel 
Barttelot)  had  spoken  of  the  friendlj  feel- 
ing  of  the  people  of  Ireland  towards  the 
clergymen  of  the  Established  Church  ;  bot 
was  not  every  Englishman  who  risited 
Ireland  struck  by  the  fact  that  partj  spirit 
entered  into  everything  there  ?  It  entered 
into  the  municipal  elections,  into  the  room 
of  tlio  Boards  of  Guardians,  on  to  the 
Iringing  forward  this  Resolution,  tlif  rii^lit  Comity  Bench,  and  the  Grand  Jury  room, 
lion.  Member  for  South  Lancasliire  was  What  was  the  cause  of  tliat  ?  It  was  he- 
acting  in  a  manner  inc()n>i8tcnt  with  liis  cause  tlie  minority  supported  by  the  la«r 
previous  cliaractor  ;  for  though  lie  was  were  |)laccd  in  an  insulting  position  in  re- 
aware  tliat  tlio  ri^iht  hon.  Gentleman  had  .  spect  of  tlio  majority  who  had  not  that 
published  a  certain  hook  many  years  ago.  '  support.  That  disintegrated  the  whole  budr 
ho  Iind  always  understood,  and  tlio  men  of  of  society,  and  instead  of  finding  the  judi- 
the  North  of  England  understood,  that  ,  cial  axe  in  Ir«  land  supported  by  a  band  of 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  turned  roils  firmly  b(nind  around  it  and  giving 
lout  of  his  seat  for  the  University,  it  was  strength  to  the  grasp  which  held  it  nnJ 
|not  hecause  he  was  unsound  in  regard  to  '  adding  weight  to  its  fall,  it  was  surrounded 
the  English  Church,  hut  because  he  was  ;  by  unloosened  sticks  ;  in  fact,  by  faggola 
Icousidered  unsound  in  regard  to  the  Irish  .  which  blazed  into  fire  and  lit  up  into  ft 
Church,  and  would  reduce  the  franchise  blaze  when  the  fire  of  the  incendiary  was 
lower  than  was  desired  by  his  then  consti-  applied  to  it.  The  Protestant  Church  in 
tuents.  The  hon.  iMember  for  Liverpool  i  Ireland  was  not  a  missionary  Church,  and 
(Mr.  llorsfall)  had  brought  down  an  old  throtighout  the  world  the  free  Churches 
well-thumbed  copy  of  the  hook  of  the  had  ever  been  the  missionary  Churchcjt.  In 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  quoted  two  or  '  the  North  of  England  the  free  Churches  of 
threo  passages  ;  but  the  lion,  ^[ember  '  the  Methodists  had  long  been  the  pioneers 
forgot  to  remind  that  House  that  the  book  of  missionary  cntcrprize  as  compared  with 
had  been  reviewed  by  a  mn^i  eminent  the  Established  Chuich,  which  did  not,  uotil 
statesman  —  Lord  Macaulay.  At  the  close  late  years — when  urged  by  tho  House  nnJ 
of  that  review  there  was  a  pas?nge  which  ,  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners — become 
he  (Mr.  Pease)  begged  to  read  to  the  :  a  missionary  Church.  If  the  Irish  Church 
lllouse —  !  was   ]»lanted    as    a  missionary   Church  to 

"But  if  there  were  in  any  part  of  tho  world  a  '  support  English  influence  it  had   signaUj 
3L\  AdderUy  I 


paration  of  some  effective  measure  upon  it, 
before  flonrishing  the  abstract  cry  that  the 
diflSculty  should  cease  to  exist.  The  Go- 
▼emment  should  do  their  utmost  that  as 
little  mischief  as  possible  may  follow  this 
reckless  agitation,  and  be  ready,  as  soon  as 
materials  are  ayailable,  to  deal  efiectively 
irith  the  question  themseWes. 

Mr.  pease  said,  he  believed  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
were  fully  aware  of  the  meaning  and  pur- 
port of  these  Resolutions.  Among  the 
many  extraordinary  arguments  that  'had 
been  put  forward  in  defence  of  the  Church 
Establishment  in  Ireland,  none  had  asto- 
nished him  more  than  that  which  fell  from 
that  veiy  good  Churchman  the  Member 
for  Cambridge  Unifersity  (Mr.  Gorst), 
when  he  declared  that  the  Church  of 
England  held  its  place  in  tho  affections 
of  the  people  because  it  was  a  democratic 
Church,  in  which  rich  and  poor  worshipped 
together.  But  the  same  argument  applied 
with  equal  force  to  every  other  Christian 
body  in  this  country.  If  he  were  advo- 
cating the  claims  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, he  should  base  them  on  such  grounds 
as  those  stated  by  Hampden,  who  said 
on  his  death-bed,  that  he  believed  the 
doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England  were 
for  the  most  part  consonant  with  the 
words  of  Holy  Scripture.  lie  was  very 
much    surprised    to    hear  it  said   that,  on 
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failed.  If  it  had  been  planted  to  draw  the 
hearts  of  the  Irish  people  to  England  it 
had  failed.  If  it  had  been  planted  to  take 
away  the  hearts  of  the  Irish  people  from 
England  and  from  the  English  people  it 
had  succeeded  beyond  all  praise.  There 
was  now  yery  little  in  Ireland  that  was 
different  from  England  except  this  State 
Church  ;  and  as  it  caused  Ireland  to  be  a 
source  of  weakness  to  them  instead  of  a 
source  of  strength,  it  was  time  for  them  to 
deal  with  it.  It  had  been  said  that  the  feel- 
ings of  all  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  would 
be  found  with  the  Established  Church  in  this 
matter  ;  but  he  found  that,  at  a  large  meet- 
ing in  Belfast,  that  was  not  the  case  with 
the  Presbyteriansi  and  he  believed  that  the 
Presbyterian  ministers  in  synod  assembled 
bad  pronounced  against  the  injustice  of 
maintaining  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland.  The  Coronation  Oath  and  the 
Act  of  Union  had  been  several  times  re- 
ferred to  ;  but  he  would  remind  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Ministerial  side  that  in  1833 
tbe  present  Lord  Derby  introduced  a  mea- 
sure which  reduced  the  number  of  the 
Irish  Bishops  from  twentj-two  to  ten.  If 
il  were  competent  to  Parliament  to  touch 
one  Bishop  it  might  touch  any  one  Bishop, 
and  if  any  one  then  every  Bishop  on  the 
Bench;  and  if  it  could  touch  ono  of  the 
Bishops  it  could  touch  every  clergyman  of 
tbe  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  There 
was,  therefore,  ample  precedent  for  the 
step  before  the  House.  The  question 
had  been  long  a  cause  of  difficulty,  and 
tbe  Resolution  before  them  would  enable 
them  to  get  rid  of  the  difficulty  in  a  satis- 
fftctorj  way.  The  loyalty  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  be  much  strengthened  by  this 
measure.  Feeling  that  by  these  Resolu- 
tions, if  carried,  private  interests  would  be 
preserved,  and  that  they  will  create  peace 
and  harmony,  he  should  cheerfully  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  into  the  Lobby. 

Viscount  ROYSTON  said,  that  in  ad- 
dressing  the  Committee  upon  this  impor- 
tant question,  he  trusted  they  would  treat 
bim  with  leniency,  considering  that  he  had 
only  once  before  trespassed  upon  their  at- 
tention. Upon  so  important  a  question  as 
tbat  before  them,  he  thought  tho  fullest 
opportunity  ought  to  be  afforded  to  tho  re- 
presentatives of  the  various  classes  and 
interests  in  that  House  of  expressing  their 
own  opinions,  as  well  as  those  of  their  re- 
•poetive  constituencies.  From  the  first 
moment  of  the  broaching  of  this  proposition 
by  the  right  hon*  Gentleman,  ho  (Viscount 


Royston)  had  endeavoured  to  make  himself 
fully  acquainted  with  all  its  bearings.  Ho 
confessed  he  could  not  concur  with  the 
eharges  made  ogainst  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman of  inconsistency  in  this  matter,  nor 
could  he  share  in  the  astonishment  which 
they  said  they  felt  at  the  course  which  he 
had  adopted.  Because  the  very  first  time 
he  (Viscount  Royston)  had  attempted  to 
address  his  constituency — a  few  years  ogo 
— he  stated  in  reference  to  this  question 
that  if  the  Church  in  Ireland  were  ever  to 
be  seriously  attacked,  he  believed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite*  would  be 
the  man  who  would  be  found  to  submit  the 
proposition  to  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
was,  therefore,  not  by  any  means  astonished 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  think 
i)  right  and  proper  to  propose  a  Resolution 
for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland.  The  Government  were  now  in  a 
somewhat  critical  condition.  But  after  the 
efforts  which  they  had  made  last  year  to 
carry  out  a  measure  which  they  believed 
to  be  desired  by  the  country,  he  thought 
that  they  deserved  a  little  more  gratitude 
than  had  been  shown  them  on  that  occa- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  had  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  was  the  man  for  the  hour.  Now, 
in  respect  to  the  man,  he  admitted  that  no 
one  could  be  better  fitted  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  propose  a  question  of 
this  kind.  As  to  the  hour,  the  supporters 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  scheme 
pressed  that  the  only  plea  the  Government 
could  urge  ogainst  the  adoption  of  the  Re- 
solutions was  that  the  time  was  ill  chosen. 
As  regarded  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church,  the  Government  contended 
that,  even  admitting  that  some  improve- 
ment in  the  position  of  that  Church  was 
necessary,  tho  present  was  not  the  time 
for  considering  so  great  a  measure.  The 
time,  however,  he  believed  would  come— « 
whether  in  this  or  the  next  Session  he 
knew  not ;  that  depended  very  much  upon 
the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  opposite— 
when  this  question  must  assume  the  form 
of  an  appeal  to  the  country  at  large,  with 
the  view  of  ascertaining  the  opinions  of 
the  public  generally  upon  it.  He  spoke 
advisedly  when  he  said  he  believed  that 
there  was  a  strong  and  growing  feelinff 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom  in  regard 
to  the  Irish  Church.  To  ony  person  not 
biassed  by  other  convictions,  he  frankly  od- 
mitted  that  the  Irish  Church  and  its  Es- 
tablishment must  appear  to  be  a  great 
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and  gross  anomaly.  Ho  believed  thnt  ihe 
lion.  Member  for  Soutli  Durham  wns  ft 
tnie  Clirintinii,  Wl>ila(  differing  frnm  liim 
be  (Viscount 
Ruyston],  as  a  Cliurclinian  and  on  ardent 
Bupp'irter  of  ibe  natiuiml  fiilb,  bcliovcd 
that  tlio  Eslnlilisbed  Churcb  tras  a  great 
beneRt  as  regarded  the  genernl  goTernuieut 
of  (ho  country.  Ho  tbauelit.  then,  tliat 
the  bo9t  tbing  tbnt  ooiitd  be  done  ivna  to 
maintain  the  uld  principle  of  endowment  ; 
And  ihos  eoable  ihe  clergy  to  tupport  tlieir 
ooiol  position  with  that  renpectnbilily  be- 
oming  llieir  calling,  nnd  to ditchorge  their 
acred  dutica  with  that  cent  and  ability 
'bicli  lind  erer  eharaclenieJ  ibe  ministers 
oF  tlie  Protestant  Church.  He  did  not 
tbink  it  at  ell  fair  to  make  tliis  a  party 
He  did  not  think  it  nas  a  pnrty 
question.  It  nne  one  invoking  deep  reli- 
gious feelings,  and  tberefoie,  being  so.  it 
I  not  fnir  for  bon.  Genilenien  opposite 
como  dt.wn  to  that  Uuubo  for  tbo  pur- 
pose oF  beating  hardly  up  '  " 
nient,  irbom  lliey  knun  were  in  a  minority. 
Tbey  came,  as  it  were,  holding  a  pistol 
the  bends  of  the  Cbnrcb  porty,  nnd  snying 
that  tbey  must,  at  iba  present  momeni 
take  up  the  question  of  the  Churcb  Estnb- 
lisliment    in    Ireland,    without  permitting 

nit  to  tbo  country  the  fun 
and  trisdom  of  their  policy.  What  the  u 
ibot  of  all  this  vns  to  be  ho,  of  coara 
)  to  the  future,  if  lb 
projKiaitiou  was  ever  carried,  he  bad  i 
doubt  that  the  feelings  of  the  country  won 
with  tbo  rigbc  bon.  Qcntlemnn  ;  because 
did  not  belie>e  upon  such  a  grave  i 
I  it  would  be  possililo  for  any  Mini 
nhoover  bo  might  be,  to  pass  a  met 
like  this  witbout  the  concurrcMoe  ol 
public  at  Inrge.      What   b 


certain  betieGts  na  a  part  of  the  Britill 
"  '  e ;  but  lie  proposed  that  Irelai 
sbnuld  partake  of  all  ibose  blestingn  which  ' 
England  enjoyed.  It  would  be  adniilled 
tbat  it  was  a  grent  blessing  to  Englnnd  te 
hnve  an  Established  Cburch.  If  tbey 
wUbcd,  then,  in  Ireland  to  legislate  for 
ibe  general  beneSt  of  the  country  na  united 
to  England,  it  was  n  wrong  a    '   *  ' 


is^ary   t 


have  sepnrnie  legislation  aa  regarded  the 
Cbureb  in  tbat  country  because  tbe  bulk 
of  tbe  population  did  not  profess  tbe  faitU 
of  aucb  Churcb,  They  were  nil  trying, 
tlinugb  not  aa  yet  with  much  success,  ta 
legislate  for  tbe  benefit  of  Ireland,  Da 
did  not  think  tbat  the  diseelDbliflmient  ot 
tbo  Churcb  in  that  country  would  lend  ta 
tbe  advantage  oF  Ireland.  The  very  faet 
of  the  mumbeni  of  that  Church  being  in  a 


—that  n  measure  wbicb  toucli 
BO  acutely  the  religious  feclinga  oF  English- 
}uld  only  be  carried  by  tbe  general 
ooncurrenoo  oF  ibo  iinlion.  Tborefore,  if 
I  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was 
ietermiocd  to  pursue  Ibnt  policy  wbicb  be 
lad  indicated  by  his  Resolutions,  and  if 
;here  should  be  an  adrorse  vote — nnd  he 
Viscount  Koyaton)  sincerely  hoped  adivi- 
vould  be  taken  (bat  night— then 
j&tcd  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nould  condescend  to  inform  tlieni 
That  C'lursc  he  would  tnko  in  regnrd  to 
e  Bill  wbicb  be  supposed  would  fullow, 
I7'J9,  on  the  occasion  of  the  Mes- 
ingo  from  tbe  King  in  regard  to  the 
tate  of  Ireland,  Mr.  Pitt  said  he  was 
content  tbnt  tbnl  country  sliould  bare 
Fi*munt  MoifiCon  ' 


minority  in  Irela 

nd  was 

in   h 

.  judgment. 

a.  strong  and  sound  reaa 

on  for 

its  ninhiten- 

nnce,     Whot  wa 

the* 

ato  o 

tho  Presby- 

terian  Church  in 

Scot 

ondf 

Its   enditw- 

ments  in  1755 

were  v 

nlucd 

At  £58.5H 

annuallr,  whcren 

s  now 

they 

amounted  to 

/J90.OO0ayea 

Ho 

bnd  been  reeenlty 

in   Seotlaud,   and 

bad 

>iied 

in  a  society 

there   in    wbicb, 

politic 

ally 

peaking,  lie 

ight  not  to  have  been  found  ;  but  freai 
tlie  inquiries  he  bnd  made,  be  nns  satitGed 
that  tbe  State  Church  of  Scotland  was  the 
result  of  a  wise  and  efficient  measure.  Be 
could  understand  the  feelings  of  ihc  Roman 
Calbulics  towards  tbe  E^lablisiied  Church 
in  Ireland;  but  for  the  life  oF  lilm  he  coaM 
not  understand  how  it  could  bo  argued  that 
tbo  panacea  for  all  tbe  suffering  and  dia- 
cnnteiit  of  liie  people  of  Ireland  wna  ths 
dlBcndowment  of  tbe  Protestant  Churcb. 
He,  for  one,  waa  unwilling  to  tnunt  the 
right  bon.  Genilenian  opposite  with  the 
change  of  his  political  opinhins.  Pubh'e 
men  changed  their  opinions  sometimes  wbea 
tbey  folt  thnt  they  had  good  rensoui  for 
doing  so.  He  did  not  tbink  that  the  inte- 
rcsta  of  tbo  country  could  be  damaged  by 

ich  changes.    Ho  looked  forward  to  sonil 

lara  as  a  Member  of  that  House,  and  ei* 
pected  to  learn  wisdom  as  well  as  eipni> 

1:0  from  tbe  utterances  of  great  and 
rnod  men.  He  shuutd,  therefore,  be 
sorry  to  bind  himself  down  for  over  to  ee^ 
tain  opinions.  For  example,  some  twenty 
years  hence  he  might  be  oxpoiod  to  tbe 
saying  thnt  tbougb  be 
bad  formerly  advocated  tbe  continuniKS  tl 
the  Cburch  In  Ireland,  with  it»  establisli- 
mont  and  endowments,  he  was  then  •» 
presaing  the  opiDion  that  tha 
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should  be  diseBtablished  and  disallowed. 
He  could  readily  imagine  that  at  least 
twenty-five  years  would  elapse  before  they 
saw  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  done 
away  with.  That,  at  all  efents,  was  some 
consolation  for  those  who  thought  as  he  did. 
There  was  nothing  so  likely  to  give  solidity 
to  a  great  act  as  great  thought.  He 
believed  that  this  question  was  now  only 
about  to  be  thought  about.  He  believed — 
nay,  he  knew — that  amongst  the  Conser- 
Tatives  of  the  country  this  question  had  not 
been  sufficiently  thought  about.  It  was  a 
somewhat  new  question,  which  hnd  never 
before  been  brought  into  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
then  submitted  to  their  consideration  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire,  and  had  never  until 
then  been  fostered  by  the  cry  of  men 
of  such  distinguished  ability  as  he  saw 
before  htm.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  held  a 
great  position  in  the  country,  and  conse- 

Suently  everything  emanating  from  him 
eserved  the  gravest  consideration.  Under 
this  aspect  they  were  bound  to  view  this 
all-absorbing  question.  How,  then,  were 
they  to  account  for  the  extraordinary  apa- 
tbj  which  existed  amongst  the  friends  and 
supporters  of  the  Church  Establishment? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Resolutions 
were  supported  by  large  meetings  in  various 
parts  of  the  country.  They  were  told  that 
crowded  meetings  had  been  held  at  the 
Tabernacle  of  Mr.  Spurgeon  and  at  dif- 
ferent halls  in  the  kingdom.  The  propo- 
sition of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  no 
doubt  supported  by  demagogues  and  all 
those  who  lived  by  spouting  from  platforms; 
bat  he  denied  that  those  meetings  re- 
presented the  opinions  of  the  general  popu- 
lation on  this  subject.  He  did  not  not 
believe  that  the  course  of  legislation  upon 
this  subject  could  be  so  rapid  as  to  force 
them  to  swallow  the  bitter  pill  prepared  for 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
before  they  were  able  to  judge  of  its  effects. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  sooner  the 
qoestion  was  submitted  to  the  judgment  of 
the  public  the  better,  and  it  was  only  fair 
and  just  that  every  facility  should  be  given 
for  ascertaining  the  opinion  of  the  people 
of  the  United  Kingdom  upon  this  grave 
and  momentous  subject.  He  thought  it 
right  that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
raise  obstacles  to  the  passing  of  Resolu- 
tions such  as  those  before  the  Ilouse.  He 
would  say,  "  Pause  in  your  rapid  legisla- 
tion."     The  Resolutions  Trere  placed  on 


the  table  at  a  time  when  the  Government 
were  engaged  with  Reform  Bills  and  other 
important  measures.  Did  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  want  to  have  a  hand,  after 
all,  in  tlie  Reform  question  ?  Did  they 
want  to  settle  the  Boundary  Bill?  Did 
they  want  to  be  in  power  at  that  critical 
moment  when  the  dissolution  came  ?  He 
did  not  join  in  the  accusation  that  had  been 
so  often  thrown  in  their  teeth — that  they 
merely  wished  to  displace  the  present  Go- 
vernment. That  was  a  sort  of  low  "  chaff  '* 
which  was  unworthy  of  the  House.  Last 
nii^ht  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Horsman)  addressed  the  House  at 
great  length  ;  but  did  he  adduce  any  argu- 
ment to  show  the  advantage  of  disendow- 
ment  ?  No,  he  did  nothing  but  make  a 
personal  attack  upon  the  Government.  Ho 
really  must  quarrel  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  language  he  used.  Posi- 
tively he  spent  an  hour  and  a  half  in  simply 
trying  to  irritate  the  charming  good  temper 
of  his  excellent  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Home  affairs.  He  (Viscount 
Royston)  naturally  looked  up  to  Members 
of  such  eminence  for  lessons  in  Parliamen- 
tary decorum  ;  but  he  was  astonished  at 
the  language  which  was  used  to  some  ex- 
tent, he  must  admit,  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  but  chiefly  on  that  of  the  Opposition, 
The  Government  were  told,  forsooth,  that 
they  were  courting  defeat.  Well,  what  else 
could  they  do,  when  they  had  taken  Office 
with  a  minority  of  60  ?  And  yet,  by  the  ex- 
traordinary tact,  wisdom,  and  good-nature 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Minister,  the  country  had  been  benefited 
by  a  Reform  Bill.  [Laughter,^  That  laugh 
ex  plains' more  fully  than  words  the  feeling 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  with  regard  to 
the  Reform  Bill.  What  was  it  that  the 
Opposition  wanted  ?  He  could  tell  them. 
They  wanted  the  Conservatives  to  do  their 
dirty  work  for  them.  The  Government  had 
carried  a  measure  which  the  Opposition 
believed  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  country. 
It  was  said,  indeed,  that  they  had  done  it 
only  from  an  interested  motive  ;  but  such 
an  imputation  could  only  proceed  from  a 
mind  that  he  should  be  sorry  to  have  in  his 
body.  The  Government  had  been  defeated 
once,  and  no  doubt  would  be  defeated  again. 
If,  however,  the  House  wanted  to  get  rid 
of  them,  why  not  propose  a  Resolution 
stating  that  it  had  not  the  smallest  confi- 
dence in  them  ?  That  was  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  said 
in  his  Tabernacle  speech.  He  said,  *'  The 
Government  are  not  worth  havmg  — turn 
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tbem  ont."  Well,  turn  tticni  otit.  Forliis 
own  pnrt,  lie  wfti  nnt  certain  thnt  if  iliey 
thoy  were  lurneil  o-il  llioy 


botterpotititiH.  [laughUr.\  Tliisquealion  ' 
is  too  gravo  to  lie  tr»tci]  by  Iniigbter  or 
Jest.  If  tliu;  liolJ  iha  Irisb  Cliurcli  10  be  I 
rubbitli,  it  \<iM  iiselesi  to  tbink  of  keeping 
up  Chtireb  GBtabti»b meats  in  England  nnd  \ 
in  ScatUnJ.  Tho  Cliurcbes  mi^ht  not 
Buffer  fi'om  iheiliKondowment,  but  the  Stnto 
miubt.  Ho  inid,  "  Bemave  anoiunlies." 
IIo  mill,  "  EJiieate  rrocly."  But  let  them 
not  eiiucnto  nitli  anj  missiaoftrj  object— 
ho  bnteJ  llie  word  mUaionarj.  Whj  Inke 
BWBjr  tbu  Grant  to  Mnynoutli  mid  tbe : 
Btgiwn  Donum  f  He  neter  bcarJ  a  word  , 
sgAlnst  tbe  CbuTcli  as  n  ipirilunl  body  ; 
and  by  pfttaing  tbo  Resolutluna  tbe  House 
would  bo  tlirowini;  iliolf  into  nu  abj'Ba, 
th«  bottom  of  whioli  tbey  probably  miglit 
noTcr  rench.  [£aujA(er.]  That  is  per- 
fcotly  poMiblo — because  it  may  be  an  abyse 
80  AM<f,  that  death  migbl  come  bcfuro 
tho  boilom  be  roocbed.  lie  belioTod  that 
tbo  right  bon.  Qeniloman  will  be  content 
wiib  oimpl;  estnbliahing  the  piinciple  of 
diiendowmcnt  this  year  ;  for  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  right  bon.  Ooiitleninn  baa 
mere cnary  views ;  and  those  absurd,  vague 
charges  m&de  against  him  by  infatualed 
wi'liars,  in  even  tiore  iufaluated  portions  of 
the  Press— hftd  no  foundatiou.  It  is  likely 
that,  on  this  (jueation,  the  Government  will 
ngnin  be  in  a  minority  i  but  is  that  to  be 
accepted  as  an  ignominious  dcrcnl  !  IF  it 
means  that — he  wasspcaking  irithout  know- 
ing what  course  would  be  pursued  by  the 
Government,  and  BuppoBcd  bo  should  not 
commit  himself — hut  if  it  means  that,  we 
ahould  naturally  say,  "  The  only  chance  we 
can  have  ns  a  party  is  to  go  to  the  coiieti' 
tuencics,"  Nothing  would  give  Jiim  greater 
pleasure  than  to  go  to  bis  constituents — 
nltbough  certainly  liia  last  visit  vvas  not 
quite  ao  pleasant  or  bo  cordial  as  one  na- 
turally expects,  But  ho  knew  what  tbe 
feeling  of  his  consliluents  was  on  this 
subject,  and,  in  fact,  nothing  but  Iho  prcs- 
Bure  of  his  constituents  would  bavo  made 
him  apeak  beforo  the  Committee  to-nigbt. 
[LaupA/er].  Tho  bon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Dennian)  soema  to  be 
excessively  jocoie  tonight.  No  doubt  he  is 
going  to  occupy  tbe  attention  of  tho  Com- 
mittee—aud  ho  is  always  oicessircly  in- 
Btructivo  and  amusing  when  be  delivers 
thoae  learned  sentences  which  ho  knows  so 
well  how  to  command  ;  but  bo  (Viscount 
Royslon]  did  not  sec  that  he  had  not  quite 
Bt  muob  light  (o  trouble  tbe  Committee  as 
FUcount  Royilon 


the  bon.  and  learned  Oontleman.     In  thii 
country  our  Oovernniont,   oor  leglslatien, 
our    constituencies,  oor  Church    were  all 
made  up  of  anonmliM.      Lord  Macaula* 
anid  that  from  the  polo  to  ihoeqnnior  sock 
an  anomaly  tA  the  Iriih  Church  did  not 
exist.      But    alihtmgh,    ns    he   (Vi.com 
Royston)  admitted,   the   Irish   Church  wi 
an  anomaly,   that  was  no  reason  why  i 
should  do  away  with  it.     He  said,  ''  Treat 
tho  people  of  Ireland  as  they  treated  tho 
people  of  England  and  of  Scotland,"  and 
by  such  a  policy  they  would  protnole  tbe 
iulerest  of  good  goTerninool. 

Mrt.  BAGWELL  said,  the  boo. 
gallant  Gentleman  who  cooitnenced  the 
debate  (Colonel  Barttclot)  bad  spobcQ  of 
himself  ns  having  been  much  in  Ireland  J 
but  if  he  had  not  the  fulleat  reliance  oa 
what  proceeded  from  him  ho  ahould  be  apt 
to  suppose  that  his  tlatcmcnt  was  a  ro- 
mance, since  the  account  given  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  wn*  so  utterly 
unlike  tbo  reality.  Ho  (Mr.  Bagwdtl 
cungratulnted  tbo  noble  Lord  (VlKounl 
Royston)  on  introduciug,  if  not  n 
novelty  into  the  debate,  at  leaat  n 
novel  mode  of  stating  lliin^B  lo  the  Buosa- 
When  tithes  were  paid  in  kind,  aud  mur* 
dera  and  riots  and  all  kinds  of  pouiin 
conditiauB  of  disergsniaation  prevailed,  lb* 

I  universal  opinion  of  the  peopio  oE  b^Hil 
was  that  it  was  unjust  to  tho  people.     At 

I  thia  advanced  period  of  the  debate  it  woolJ 

,  be  very  hard  to  aay  anything   new.      SiiH. 

,  lie  hoped  he  might  be  able  to  say  some- 
thing that  might  bo  true.  Had  any  Qea- 
ticman  on  either  side  of  (he  House  ven- 
tured to  say  that  if  ho  were  eiCahliabing  t 

I  new  stato  of  things  in  Ireland  ha  wonlJ 
CBtablish  tho  Irish  Church  as  it  at  preient 
existed?  No  one  bad  ventured  to  say  i'. 
or  to  write  it.  aye,  or  to  think  it.  Tb* 
great  argument  in  favour  of  tbo  Irisli 
Church  was  that  it  bad  existed  for  300 
years.  But  this  was  at  tho  same  time  iu 
strongest  condemnalion.  Tipperary  200 
years  ogo  was  denuded  of  its  native  popi|- 
latiau,  nhioh  was  entirely  Protestant:  anil 
in  the  old  leases  there  nns  a  penalty  of  five 
times  the  rent  if  any  house  was  iDhalite< 
by  Papists.  He  had  hundreds  of  iDcii 
leases  which  had  once  been  granted  on  hi* 
estate.  Ytt  what  waa  the  caao  no*  I 
Tipperary  waa  the  most  Cutholie  pert  i>f 
Ireland,  the  scat  of  a  cathedral  and  el  > 
monastic  institution.  And  yut  they  wero 
(old  that  the  Irish  Church  had  spread  fro- 
lestantism.  He  spoke  aa  a  Proieilsal 
when  he  aaid  that  Ii»  took  isioo  ou  thii 
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point.    It  was  trae  that  he  represented  a 
Catholic  constituency  ;   but  they  thought 
no  worse  of  him  for  being  a  Protestant. 
The   time  had  arrived   when  Protestants 
must  look  tlie  question  in  the  face.     If  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  wished  to  preserve 
their  form  of  religion,  they  must  do  by 
themselves  what  the  State  had   hitherto 
done  for  them  to  their  detriment ;  and  he 
belieyed  that,  when  placed  on  an  equality 
with  their  Roman  Catholic  fellow-country- 
men,  they  would  be  found  equally  zealous 
with  them  in  supporting  their  own  religion ; 
and  there  would  be  an  end  to  the  acerbity 
which  now  existed,  and  which  arose  out 
of  the  Protestant  ascendancy.     The  only 
objection  be  had  to  the  Resolution  before 
the  Committee  was  that  it   was  not  the 
Preamble  of  a  Bill.     As  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  had  fully  made  up  their  minds 
to  the  disendowment  and  disestablishment 
of  their  Church  ["No!"]— as  they  had 
made  up  their  minds  to  that  which  was 
inevitable — the  change  would  be  brought 
into  complete  operation  soon,  so  that  the 
•jstem  might  not  be  left  to  die  out  by  slow 
degrees,  as  it  were  by  a  process  of  inanition 
occupying  perhaps  seventy   years.     That 
was  a  positipn  to  which  they  ought  not  to 
bo  subjected.     A  plan  should  be  introduced 
at  once,  placing  them  immediately  under 
the  Yeluntary  system.     Let  the  members 
of  the  Irish  Church   put  their  hands  in 
their  pockets  on  behalf  of  their  worship; 
let  them  get  rid  of  the  feeling  of  superi- 
ority they  entertained  towards  Dissenters, 
and  work  together  with  them  for  the  Pro- 
testant cause ;  and  he  firmly  believed  that 
Protestantism  in  Ireland    would   prosper. 
He  trusted  there  would  be  no  attempt  to 
continue  small   and   paltry   endowments. 
The   £40,000   annually   granted   by  the 
State  to  the  Presbyterians  was  really  pre- 
jodicial  to  their  religion  ;  and  a  Presby- 
terian  minister  had   told    him    that  the 
miserable  sum  of  £59  which  he  received 
from  the  Government  was  a  far  greater 
injury  to  him,  even  in  a  pecuniary  point  of 
Tiewy  than  many  people  could  suppose.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  churches — the 
TMt   majority  of    which  had   been   built 
within  the  last  100  years,  and  which  were 
Ofsentiallj  proper  places    for   Protestant 
worship,  being  small  and  otherwise  unfit 
for  the  use  of  the  Roman  Catholics — ought 
to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  present  pos- 
■etsors,  as  long  as  they  were  able  to  keep 
them  in  repair.     It  would  be  a  great  out- 
rage, and  it  would  produce  much  ill-blood 
in  Ireland,  to  transfer  those  buildings  to 


any  other  body  whatever ;  and  the  same 
remark  would  apply  to  the  parsonage 
houses.  He  did  not  believe  that  any  por- 
tion of  the  Irish  people  wished  to  deprive  the 
Protestants  of  thoir  churches  and  houses. 
What  was  really  required  was,  perfect 
equality  in  religious  matters  ;  and  let  the 
Protestants  show,  by  devotion,  morality, 
and  loyalty,  that  they  were  determined  to 
maintain  their  position  in  Ireland  ;  while 
at  the  same  time  a  grievance  was  removed 
which  had  embittered  the  feelings  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  for  centuries. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  that  he  had  been 
lately  in  Ireland,  and  bad  studied  the 
current  of  popular  feeling  ;  and  he  believed 
that,  thoui^h  the  Roman  Catholics  would 
vote  for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church,  they  were  really  very  in- 
different as  to  such  a  measure,  unless 
it  were  the  pioneer  to  fixity  of  tenure 
and  a  repeal  of  the  Union.  The  Pro- 
testant population  naturally  felt  aggrieved 
at  the  Rouse  having  taken  so  hasty  a  step 
without  awaiting  the  result  of  the  impor- 
tant inquiry  which  was  now  going  on. 
The  numerous  meetings  against  disestab- 
lishment that  had  taken  place  in  Ireland 
were  a  proof  of  the  dislike  entertained  for 
the  proposal  by  the  Protestants.  The 
effect  of  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment would  be  to  place  the  Protestant 
Church  in  a  position  not  of  equality  with 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  but  of  in- 
feriority to  it;  fur  the  patronage  was  now 
directly  or  indirectly  vested  in  the  Crown, 
and  its  supremacy  secured  uniformity  of 
doctrine  and  ritual;  whereas  if  this  measure 
passed  there  would  be  nothing  to  prevent  the 
clergy  from  drifting  into  ritualistic  or  other 
extremes.  The  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
on  the  contrary,  had  a  central  authority  at 
Rome.  The  Protestant  clergy — 2,200  in 
number,  with  an  average  income  of  £175 — 
were  necessarily  resident,  and  formed  an 
invaluable  link  between  the  yeomanry  and 
the  landowners,  the  withdrawal  of  which 
would  greatly  intensify  the  evils  of  absen- 
teeism. The  Protestant  population,  more- 
over of  the  South  and  West  would  be 
unable,  scattered  as  they  wore,  to  maintain 
the  fabrics,  or  support  their  clergy  in  a 
becoming  manner.  The  churches,  indeed, 
had  already  been  claimed  for  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics by  T?ie  Freeman* s  Jownal,  though 
some  of  them  had  lately  been  restored  or 
erected  by  private  munificence  on  the  faith 
of  the  endowments  being  retained.  As  to 
the  Begium  J)onum,  Lord  Dufferin  had 
undertaken  to  pay  out  of  his  own  pocket 
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;be  quota  received  bj  minUtera  on  liis 
»Ules;  but  tlio  PicBbjterians  were  too 
odcponJcnt  an<t  mngnnnlmous  to  be  pen- 
linners  <in  iba  laiidlurila  sdiI  (bus  to  barter 
^hoir  iiiilapcndetico.  U  woulil  be  onlji  juat 
ind  rontuiiablo  U)  double  (be  present  grant 
from  llio  Stftto.  Iruttiiig  to  tlieir  coiigrega- 
iiont  for  [lie  romninder  of  tlieir  giipendH  ; 
but  if  State  aid  irere  nitbdrano,  they  ttouIJ 
ffUli  to  rely  nlliigether  on  tbe  voluntnry 
principle.  lie  denied  tbat  Ireland  naa  at 
{iresont  a  Roman  Cntholio  country  ;  for, 
diougli  tbe  DiDJurity  of  tbo  pcnsnnti  and 
imall  rarmora  weru  uf  tbat  Taitb,  tliis  was 
lot  tlieense  nrilliolborckaaea;  but  it  trould 
jeoome  ao  if  a  Bill  founded  on  tbese  Beao- 
utiooa  was  pasacd.  He  ibouglit  tbo  riglit 
101).  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  South  Lan- 
iaabire  ougbt  to  boTO  given  a  more  definite 
>utrme  of  Ills  plnn ;  but  since  one  aection 
)f  bis  Bupporlcra  favoured  a  certain  amount 
)f  endonnicnta,  wbile  another  aection  in- 
listed  on  the  voluntary  principle,  be  doubt- 
ess  fuund  it  difficult  lo  satisfy  both  of  ihcni. 
Sons  of  tbe  fiiat  families  and  aonie  of  (bo 
no«t  intellectual  men  in  tbe  country  novi 
Jelongcd  to  tlic  Protestant  Cburch,  and, 
^lirougb  tbeir  rcRneineDt  and  unoatcutatiDua 
liely,  exerciied  a  most  bencRcial  influence  ; 
lut  be  feared  tbat  disestablisbmont  would 
.end  to  &D  inferior  claaa  of  elergy,  nbo, 
iltogetlier  dependent  on  eleomoiynary  sup- 
port, would  bo  obliged  to  oonforni  to  llio 
jnpricea  of  (beir  congregations.  It  could 
not  for  a  moment  bo  auppoaed  lUnt  llicy 
::Duld  disestablisli  (lie  Church  in  Ireland 
nilbout  touching  tbo  Churches  in  England 
%ni  Scotland.  At  an  influential  meeting 
jf  Noncouformiata  at  Liverpool  it  was  re- 
lulvcd,  if  these  Resolutions  succeeded,  to 
igitate  to  abolish  tbo  Established  Cliureli 
in  Wales ;  and  the  NoneonformUt  newS' 
paper  said,  ibat  tlie  Irish  Church  question 
would  not  bo  finally  disposed  of  before  the 
public  mind  would  be  prepnrcd  la  entertain 
propoaola  with  respect  to  the  Scotch  Kirk 
and  tlie  Cburcb  of  Eoglond.  In  tbe  South 
of  Ireland  tliere  waa  a  proverb  whicli  nas 
as  old  as  tlie  time  of  the  Spanish  Armndn, 
and  "hicb  was  in  these  words—"  England's 
woakneas  is  Ireland's  opportunity."  In 
other  parte  it  waa  couched  in  ibis  form — 
"  Hs  yitta  waald  England  win 
With  Irclnnd  malt  begin,'' 

If  tbey  diBcstablished  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land tbcy  must  soon  act  in  England  on  the 
principle  of  leaving  nil  religions  to  volun- 
tary support.  No  doubt  Parliament  was 
omnipotent.  It  could  break  coutracts  and 
could  viahLlo  tbe  rights  of  property  ;  btit 
Mr.  VanM 


there  was  always  a  NemesU  for  such 
wrongs.  They  might  begin  by  ssoriiicics 
eccleBiasticnl  property  ;  but  tbey  would 
continue  by  plundering  eorporatiuiis  and 
trustees,  and  in  the  cud  tbey  would  inttr- 
fcre  with  individual  rights.  Tbo  present 
vague  Resolutions  would  not  avail  ibnta 
who  supported  them  ;  but  if  they  abould 
pass  a  Bill  carrying  tbcm  into  effect,  then 
be  bad  no  hetitation  in  snying  that  private 
property  would  no  longer  be  secure. 

Mr.  DENMAN  :  Sir.  I  am  not  one  of 
(hose  who,  like  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
j  for  Cambridgeshire  (Viscount  Royston}  are 
"just  beginning  to  think  "  about  tb«  Irish 
Cburcb.  Soino  thirty  years  ago  I  was  in- 
duced to  think  of  it  by  hearing  its  lolil 
condemnation  from  the  lips  of  0119  fraia 
wham  all  my  most  cherished  poJilieal  c<m> 
victions  were  derived.  I  soon  came  to  the 
conolusion,  on  inquiry  and  insneclion,  tbat 
'  tbo  Established  Cburcb  in  Irelaud  was  oa 
I  iiistitutinn  which  ougbt  to  have  ceased  la 
'  exist  many  years  ago.  The  grounds  of 
this  conviction  were,  and  are,  deep  and 
I  solid.  With  me  it  is  no  matter  of  detail, 
■i  I  firmly  and  ainceiely  believe  that  to  keep 
up  that  Establishment  under  the  circum- 
stances existing  in  Ireland  is  a  violaliaa 
of  the  first  principles  of  justice  ;  tbat  it  11 
n  departure  from  (he  great  comniandmeiil 
of  Christianity,  which  bids  us  lo  da  ts  , 
others  as  we  would  bo  done  by ;  that  It  ii 
a  caUBO  of  weakness  and  not  of  streiiglli 
i  to  Protestanlisni,  and  a  stumbling-block  ia 
the  path  of  evangelization.  This,  Sir. 
.  being  my  severe  conviction,  I  own  niy  re< 
'  grct  that  the  arguments  which  have  been 
brought  forward  in  its  fovour,  and  aorae  of 
those  for  its  disestablish  men  t,  instead  of 
being  based  upon  considerations  of  right, 
justice,  or  expediency,  have  been  mainly 
composed  of  cnininalions  and  reoriutina- 
(iona  bandied  about  from  side  to  aiile  of  tba 
House-  Perhaps,  Sir,  so  far  as  (ho  argu- 
ments of  our  opponents  were  concerned  Ihii 
was  inevitable  :  for  it  is  indeed  difficult  (a 
understand  how  anyone,  except  under  the 
I  influence  of  an  intellect  obfuscated  by  the 
!  niiata  of  party  spirit,  can  stand  up  in  tbil 
I  House,  at  this  time  of  day.  and  assert  thai 
,  the  Irish  Church  as  a  State-endowed  E*> 
tabliahment  ought  any  longer  lo  be  main* 
tained.  Sir,  1  cannot  boost  of  that  igno- 
rance of  Ireland  so  candidly  confessed  by 
the  noble  Lord  tlie  First  Commissioner  oE 
Works  (Lord  John  Manners).  I  have 
\  travelled  and  visited  to  some  extent  oa 
more  than  one  occasion  in  Ireland.  Mora 
than  twenty  years  ago,  judging  from  tiie 
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evidence  of  mj  own  lennt,  I  enme  to  the 
eonctuiion  thet  it  was  en  inoubna  upon  the 
Iriil)  people.  Am  I  then.  Sir,  to  be  bUmed 
if,  when  the  greeleat  tlatMrneD  of  hie  daj 
boldly  end  honeatly  comes  forwerd  to  do 
that  which  ought  to  hare  been  done  long 
ago — am  I  to  be  deterred  bj  taunti  and 
recrimination  I  from  giTing  bim  mj  heartj 
■npport  t  Yon  aak  whj,  if  thia  qneition 
ia  ao  important,  the  party  to  wLioh  I  be- 
long ha>  not  dealt  with  it  long  ago  T  BnC 
jroa  know  full  well  tliat  veated  intereata, 
and  ignorance  and  prejudice,  and  a  lore  of 
■bowing  the  power  of  jour  domination, 
have  been  too  itrong  for  the  boldeat  8latea~ 
men  to  grapple  with.  Too  know  that  bj- 
theie  agenciea  the  queation  haa  been  hope^ 
leaaly  ahelred  for  more  than  thirty  yeari, 
Ifow,  at  length,  the  time  baa  happily  come 
when  it  can  be  dealt  with  upon  ila  meriti, 
and  aeeordiog  to  its  merits  it  ah  all  be  dealt 
with  by  me.  Sir,  I  mnintnin  that  the 
maintenance  of  an  Eatablished  Chnrch  con- 
■iating  of  a  amall  minority  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  against  the  wishes  and  in  apite 
of  the  feelings  of  the  majority,  ta  entirely 
indefensible  in  principle  and  pernicious  in 
practice.  I  might  content  myself  wilb 
quoting  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
ICember  for  Cambridgeshire  to-night,  who 
■aid  that,  "  To  an  unbiassed  mind  the 
Irish  Church  would  appear  to  he  a  grare 
and  gross  anomaly."  But,  Sir,  I  prefer 
t»  quote  a  witness  of  still  greater  weight. 
What  aaid  Sir  Robert  Peel  as  long  agi 
aa  1813  ?  On  Mr.  Orettan's  moTing  Ihi 
•eeond  reading  of  a  Bill  for  remoring  the 
civil  and  military  ditqualifi  cat  ions  under 
which  hia  Majesty's  Roman  Catholie  sub- 
jaeta  laboured,  Mr.  Feel  aaid  thia — 

"  Wbea  Farliament  liad  docUrsd  tbatthors  ««■ 
no  naion  why  ona  mligion  ihanld  ha*i  an;  pre- 
fereae*  OTsr  tb«  othar,  vm  it  to  be  suppowd  thnt 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  would  oonuol  willinglj 
to  maintnia  the  clsrgT  oF  a  religion  not  profeBied 
b;  mora  thnn  ona-lirih  of  the  inhabitant!  of  chat 
ooantryf  Haw  could  (her— when  >t  "oi  admitted 
that  ibere  wen  l.nOO.OOO  of  Catholics  and  only 
800,000  Praleitiint*— hope  to  maintnia  the  Pro- 
testaDtaaoeodaocjr " — [1  Haiuard,  xxtI,  ISS.] 

Ho  donbt  Sir  Robert  Peel  waa  all  for 
maintaining  the  Protestant  ascendancy ; 
bat  it  ia  clear  that  he  folt  that  the  Estab- 
liahed  Church  could  only  be  maintained  aa 
part  of  that  ascendancy,  and  that  it  would 
Moome  entirely  indefensible  aa  soon  as  we 
■hould  admit  our  Catholio  brethren  to  a 
like  oiliaenahip  with  ourselrea.  But  the 
•ridenee  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  does  not  stop 
hare.  Again,  in  1S17,  Mr.  Orattan  made 
a  Motion  on  the  subject  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tltolie  elaiau.     Again  Sir  Robert  ?«el 


Robert  Peel   as  long  ago    Churoh' to  haraaiurped 
*'"'-'  ■'        it  pOBHftBes,  do  fou  think  ini 

to  the  re-eitabliahmcnt  of  thi 


(then  Mr.  Peel)  made  a  long  and  eloquent 
apeech ;  and  now  hear  hie  view  of  the  jus- 
tice of  the  Irish  Establishment.  The  ex- 
tract is  somewhat  long  ;  but  it  ia  lo  perti- 
'  nent  that  the  House  will  permit  me  to  read 
it.     Mr.  Peel  said— 

"  Ton  propose  to  open  to  the  Catholios  Psriia- 
mant,  and  to  inTcit  them  with  political  power ; 
to  EDake  them  capable  of  acting  in  the  highest 
oSces  of  tbe  State,  and  of  being  (be  reiponsible 
■drisen  of  the  Crown,  "—['lffanfari{,ziivi.  IIS.] 
And  after  speaking  of  their  progress  in 
wealth  and  education,  he  proceeds — 

"  Do  too  then  mean  bona  fide  to  give  thara  la 
Irelknd  tbe  practical  advantagei  of  the  eligibililjr 
TOD  propose  to  confer  upon  them  T  " 
Yea,  Sir,  he  speaks  of  what  follows  as  the 
"practical  adTantagcs  "  of  emancipation, 
and  immediately  goes  on  to  treat,  as  one 
of  the  greatest  of  those  adTantages,  eman- 
cipation from  the  grievance  of  the  Protes- 
tant Established  Church.    He  continues — 

"  If  joa  do,  can  jon  beliara  that  thej  (the  Co- 
tholici)  will  or  can  remain  oontented  with  tha 
liinili  fon  uiign  to  (bem  f  Do  70a  think  that 
when  thej  constitute,  aa  Ihaj  maat  do — not  this 
7ear  or  the  next,  bat  in  the  nstuml  and  therefore 
certain  order  of  thingi — bj  6r  the  moat  powerful 
bodf  in  Ireland— the  bod;  moat  controlling  and 
directing  the  government  of  it,  do  you  Chink,  I  any. 
Chat  thej  will  view  wilb  aatiiracCioa  the  ilata  of 
jonr  Charoh  or  their  own  !  Do  yoa  think  that,  if 
Chej  are  constituted  like  other  men,  if  Ibay  bare 
organi,  lenaei,  affcotioni,  passiona  like  Touraclrea 
— if  tbey  are.  u  no  doubt  thcjr  are,  aiaoere  and 
lenloua  profeuora  of  that  religioui  Ihith  to  which 
thoj  belong ;  if  thejr  beliere  your  '  intruaire 
Cempornlitioi  which 
they  will  not  ofpira 
r  own  Cburoh  in  all 
ancient  iplendourl  Is  it  not  natural  that 
they  ihould  ?  If  I  argue  even  from  my  own  feel- 
ingi,  if  I  place  myself  in  their  litnatioa,  I  aaiwer 
tliat  it  is  natural." 

Happily,  Sir,  there  is  no  question  now  of 
of  the  re -establishment  of  tho  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church,  bnt  in  all  other  respects  this 
opinion  of  Mr.  Peel  must  bo  admitted  to 
be  sound  and  true.  Well,  Sir,  again  in 
1823  in  a  debate  on  the  Irish  Insurrection 
Act,  I  End  Sir  Robert  Peel  saying — 

"  If  the  Proteatant  religion  waa  to  be  maia- 
tainsd  in  Ireland  as  tho  religion  of  the  Scale, 
then  Catholic  emancipation  would  not  bo  tbe  baaia 
of  tranquillity."— [2  Bantard,  ii.  23fl.J 

And  why.  Sir  ?  Obviously  becnuse  he  knew 
that  the  Irish  are  men  constituled  like 
other  men,  that  they  liave  organs,  senacs, 
affections,  and  pasaions  like  ourselves,  and 
being  BO  constituted,  it  would  bo  impos- 
siblo  for  them  to  submit  without  murmur 
to  BO  nioustrous  an  onoraaly  as  tho  State- 
endowed  and  Ealablished  Churoh  of  a  mi- 
nority conaisling  of  an  eighth  part  nf  the 
aatioD.     Sir,  1  think  I  hare  proved  that 
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Ihit  Cliuroh  nf  Ireland  is  not  founded  upon 
juKtioB.  I  tliink  I  bnvo  made  out  tlial  it 
i«  a  violation  of  tho  great  rule  of  Christian 
ohnrity.  Let  me  furtlier  eiioir  tliat  it  is 
not  founded  on  expediency.  Again  I  will 
call  Sir  Robert  Peel  aa  uiy  wituess.  Ca- 
ttiolio  4  III  a  noi  patio  a  having  becu  carried  in 
1839,  wbat  said  Sir  Robert  Peel  of  tlie 
Irish  Church  in  1833  ?    See  the  icstimony  |  other  night  that  bo  would  rather  adopt  ll>« 


of  rarliament— aa  my  Iioa.  wA  leamaj 
FricDd  tha  Member  for  Colohetter  (Ur. 
Karslake)  candidly  and  properly  adiniti — 
which  is  not  open  tu  repeal.  The  saiiie  ii 
bIso  addiitled  of  the  Coronation  Oath  bj 
liim,  and  by  erery  statoiinan  ar  lawyer  nba 
has  ever  dce|>ly  considered  thesubjen.  My 
'-    "-"--,guo  (Mr.  Walrond)toId         ' 


On  May  6th 
that  year,  in  opponing  the  second  reading 
of  the  Church  Temporalities  Act.  ho  said, 
"lie  wanted  to  see  the  spreailing  of  tho 
Reformotion  in  Ireland,  which  he  feared  as 
jel  bod  Bcnrcely  commenced."  Yes,  Sir  1 
"  scarcely  commenced  "  after— nay,  ivaa  it 
not  in  consequence  of — the  three  oeuluriea 
of  existence  of  thia  un warrantable  Slate 
Church  making  Proteslautiam  hatoful  in 
the  eyes  of  the  people?  And  since  1833 
this  Church  has  made  no  progreaa  what- 
over.  Thoro  ia  no  ca«e  for  it — no  nant  of 
it.  How  many  of  its  churches  are  mere 
ohapeli  for  some  great  lord  cr  squire  and 
hi*  iorrants,  who  might  well  be  accommo- 
datfld  in  the  ball  or  dining  rooms  of  the 
great  man's  hiiute  !  Flow  many  of  [lie 
tnemhera  of  this  Church  are  among  Lho  re- 
ai(l«nts  of  a  few  gront  towns  ?  IIow  many 
of  the  whole  nuiubtr  of  our  Protestants  of 
Ireland  are  meniboi's  of  other  denomina- 
tions to  whom  an  Episcopal  church  is  as 
odious  as  a  Protectant  church  is  to  the  Ca- 
tliolica  ?  A  Church  bulslcreJ  up  ivitli 
mere  money  and  odious  to  tlio  great  bulk  of  mere  eiciises  and  Jilalory  pleas.  Ona 
of  the  population  cnunat,  by  the  very  con-  lion,  ond  gallant  Genlleman  to-night  wi 
ditions  of  ils  nature,  be  a  mleeionary  tliat  wa  only  proceed  wilh  ihis  me^iura 
Church.  I  belieTc,  Sir,  that  far  ronro  pro-  because  it  ia  a  "  popular  cry."  Sir,  it  is 
grass  bna  been  made  in  the  evangeliiatiun  a  popular  cry.  But  why  ?  Because  it  is 
of  Ireland  by  a  few  clergy  lately  sent  over  j  one  fiiuniied  on  truth  and  juatice,  and 
from  lilts  country  by  voluntary  associations,  {  therefiite  1  heartily  hope  it  Diaj  prettil. 
thnn  has  ever  been  ejected  by  the  Eatab- 1  What  matters  it  to  me  whether  the  cry  be 
liobed  Church  since  the  Rerormntion.  So  popular  or  unpopular?  I  am  here  lu  it 
much  for  the  argument  that  it  ia  a  mis-  my  duly,  and  if  a  Resolution  is  founded  ob 
aionary  Cliurch.  Then,  Sir,  we  are  told  !  high  and  noble  principles,  am  I  to  refrain 
that  ibis  is  but  a  sentimental  grievance.  I  from  voting  for  them  by  considerations  lik« 
Now  1  look  upon  this  as  a  cruel  and  heart-  these  ?  Am  I  not  rather  to  rejoice  thai  al 
less  argument.  Is  a  grievance  leas  real  |  length  I  hare  so  good  an  oppurtunily  of 
because  it  is  sentimeiitnl  ?  A  gross  and  I  doing  that  which  1  believe  to  be  junt  and 
niniicious  libel,  social  persecution  and  oa-  good.  One  more  word,  Sir,  As  an  attaali«4 
traciani  ore  sentimental  grievances — but '  member  of  the  Church  of  England  I  must  pro- 
they  aro  as  intolerable  and  may  be  more  |  test  against  one  main  argument  of  0«d>1*- 
unfeeling  and  unchristian  than  a  blow  or  i  men  opposite.  1  rejoice  to  aay  they  do  notall 


theistie  "  system,  as  it  ba«  beta 
called,  of  the  Qovernmcnt  than  (he  '■  ath^ 
istio  "  ayatem  proposed  by  these  Reaolo- 
lions,  The^o  are  fine  words.  Sir,  but  I 
cannot  for  the  life  of  mo  are  how  it  is 
"atheistic  "  to  rcsuire  that  the  Church  of 
a  minority  of  tho  uatioa  a  tv  bn  no  loDgtr 
endowed  or  fnToured  by  tha  Stat«.  Uj 
hon.  Colleague  has  certainly  ilinwn  that  b« 
knowt  thedilference  between  "Pan  "  aaj 
"  A  "  and  that  ho  understantla  the  force  nf 
the  alpha  pTivaiita  which  we  used  t« 
study  in  our  Greek  grammar;  but  hit 
argument  seems  to  mo  to  come  to  nothing. 
You  do  not  make  a  thing  "  atheialio  "by 
callinu  it  by  that  name.  So  far  a«  l^e 
"  Pantbeistio  "  system  has  been  deacribaJ 
in  thia  debate,  it  appears  to  nie  to  be  dim 
which  will  meet  with  no  auppnrt.  In  my 
judgment  iha(  which  my  hou  CoIUnguecalli 
an  "  atheistic  "  measure  will  griTe  Preie»- 
tanlisni  a  better  chance  in  Ireland  lliaa  it 
liaa  ever  yet  enjoyed.  Suob  »ra  eooie  ti 
the  objections  mado  to  the  paasiDg  of  thii 


any  other  similar  wrong.  Some  eieellent  i 
people  think  thnt  there  is  something  like  a  ' 
treaty  in  force  which  we  should  violate  hy 
dite»>tahlishing  the  Irish  Church.  Sir. 
there  ia  no  treaty  but  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment poBsed  at  a  time  when  the  Catholics 
of  Euiilnnd  and  Ireland  were  excbded  from 
the  Legislature,  and  there  can  be  no  Act 

ifr.  J^mman 


it,  but  almost  wiiboot  exoeptioi 
of  them  who  sit  on  tbo  Treasury  BeMb' 
(hoae  Gentlemen  who  act  thcinaelTn  upM 
the  champions  of  the  Cburcli  of  Eoglu' 
— use  this  argument.  They  aay,  "  Do  not 
disestablish  (he  Irish  Church,  for  if  TOO  i^t 
down  goes  the  English  Chur<shaUi>.''  ^fa*. 
Sir,  I  aateit  that  thow  who  UM  tlua  fttjo- 
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men!  are  the  wont  traitori  to  that  Bstab-  [ 
lishment  which  they  profess  to  defend.  In 
order  to  gain  a  party  object  they  do  not 
aoruple  to  furnish  fatnre  argumenta  for  the 
Liberation  Society — a  society  to  which  I 
do  not  belong,  and  with  which  I  do  not 
agree.  Sir,  I  repudiate  this  argument.  I 
think  it  is  reckless  and  unsound.  I  belioYe 
that  the  Church  of  England  and  the  Ohqreh 
of  Ireland— or  the  Church  of  England  in 
Ireland,  if  you  please  to  call  it  so — it  is  a 
mere  name — stand  on  totally  different 
foundations.  The  one  is  what  I  hate  de- 
leribed  —  the  sooner  it  is  abolished  the 
better ;  the  other,  with  all  its  faults— and 
I  do  not  deny  that  it  has  faults— is  strong 
io  the  affections  of  her  people — supported 
by  a  majority  of  the  nation — a  great  and 
beneficent  institution  which  —  when  the 
Church  in  Ireland  is  disestablished— will,  I 
bope  and  believe,  flourish  among  us  for 
many  and  many  a  year. 

Colonel  HOGG  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House  had  described  himself  as  a  friend 
of  the  Established  Church  and  a  friend  of 
the  Protestant  religion.  All  he  could  say 
was  **  Save  me  from  having  friends."  The 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  told  them  that 
the  Irish  Church  was  a  violation  of  the 
principles  of  Christianity,  that  it  was  ab- 
aardi  that  it  was  wretched,  and  he  likewise 
informed  them  that  what  he  meant  by  dis- 
•atablishment  was  destruction.  At  one  dash 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  took  off 
200,000  of  the  Protestant  inhabitants  of 
Ireland  and  then  talked  of  the  remainder. 
He  bad  treated  the  House  to  a  disquisition 
on  Greek  grammar  and  the  repeal  of  the 
Union.  He  could  not  argue  about  Greek 
grammar,  and  the  repeal  of  the  Union  was 
not  before  the  House.  He  had  in  vain 
waited  to  hear  a  case  made  out  for  the  Re- 
aolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  On 
tiie  previous  evening  he  had  expected  to 
bear  a  ffood  argument  for  the  Roman  Ca- 
tbolio  Cnurch  in  Ireland  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (The  0*Donoghue) ; 
but  having  listened  to  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man, with  the  attention  and  pleasure  which 
bis  speeehea  always  gave  rise  to,  he  had 
beard  nothing  from  him  but  what  ho  must 
eall  a  wild  cry  for  justice.  One  might  have 
anpposed  that  the  hon.  Member  came  from 
aome  land  of  slaves  and  not  from  a  country 
which  possessed  the  same  laws  as  those 
aojoyed  by  England.  They  were  told  that 
tbe  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
would  be  a  step  to  conciliation,  but  the 
Honte  had  a  right  to  ask  how  many  of 


those  steps  to  eonciliation  would  they  be 
required  to  take.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  regarded  it  as  a  great  misfortune  that 
questions  like  this  should  be  brought  for- 
ward in  the  manner  it  had  been  without 
due  inquiry,  not  upon  its  merits,  but  to 
suit  the  exigencies  of  party  strife,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  uniting  the  disintegrated 
fragments  of  the  Liberal  party.  He  re- 
garded as  an  unhallowed  act  the  attempt 
which  was  being  made  to  sever  from  re- 
ligious purposes  that  which  had  so  long 
been  devoted  to  religion.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  Irish  Church  could  not  be  defended 
on  its  merits.  He  was  of  a  different  opi* 
nion,  and  was  quite  prepared  to  prove  she 
had  fulfilled  her  mission,  and  could  be  de- 
fended on  her  merits.  To  the  assertion 
that  the  Irish  Church  was  imperfect  he 
would  reply  there  was  no  earthly  institu- 
tion without  blot  or  stain.  The  Irish 
Church  was  the  National  Church.  It  was 
an  integral  part  of  the  United  Church  of 
England  ana  Ireland.  If  they  destroyed 
it,  were  they  prepared  to  set  up  in  its 
stead  a  Church  acknowledging  a  foreign 
potentate  as  its  head  ?  If  the  Irish  Church 
is  once  destroyed  attacks  will  be  speedily 
made  on  the  Church  in  Wales  and  Eng- 
land, and  preparations  are  now  being  made 
for  this  purpose.  As  regards  the  manner 
the  Irish  clergy  fulfil  their  duties,  their 
enemies  allow  that  they  are  lealous  and 
hardworking,  beloved  by  their  own  flocks, 
and  respected  by  those  of  a  different  faith. 
The  two  Churches  could  exist  in  harmony 
were  it  not  for  ecclesiastical  as  well  as 
political  fire-brands,  who  will  not  allow 
their  fellow-subjects  to  live  in  peace  and 
quietness,  worshipping  God  according  to 
the  dictates  of  their  conscience.  The  pro- 
perty of  the  Irish  Church  is  two-fold,  tithe 
and  glebe  lands,  and  her  rights  to  these 
are  founded  on  300  years  uninterrupted 
possession,  allowed  valid  by  Roman  Ca- 
tholics themselves,  and  confirmed  by  the 
Act  of  Union,  the  Act  of  Emancipation, 
and  by  declarations  and  oaths  of  the  most 
sacred  character.  The  tithes  amount  to 
about  £400.000  a  year,  of  which  £356,000 
was  paid  by  the  Protestants,  and  £45,000 
by  Roman  Catholic  landowners  ;  to  the 
latter  the  payment  of  this  sum  can  be  no 
grievance,  for  it  is  a  rent  charge  to  which 
the  land  has  always  been  subject,  besides, 
they  receive  full  compensation  by  the  grant 
to  Maynooth.  As  regards  glebo  lands 
three-fourths  are  situated  in  Armagh,  and 
were  granted  to  tho  Irish  Church  in  the 
17th  century.    The  peasantry  of  Ireland 
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AM  not  feel  tlint  the  IrJih  Church  wns 
any  criernnoe,  nnd  if  that  Church  were 
(li«en[)owed  to-morrow  not  one  of  thcni 
would  bo  a  whit  the  better  for  the  change; 
on  the  contrary,  thoy  would  lose  many  | 
kiiiJ  frienda  nnd  considerata  neighbours.  If  I 
thore  was  no  ncceMity  for  further  inquiry 
wiih  regard  to  llio  Irisli  Churali,  wliy  hnd 
Earl  Russell  applied  for  a  Commission  to  I 
[)  the  Buhjoct  ?  The  proposal  to 
aiiCEtablish  the  Iriib  Church  was  brought 
forward  not  for  the  purpose  of  bcnedling 
that  country,  but  to  meet  the  eiigeucies 
of  a  disunited  party.  Tiie  friends  of  that 
Church  nere  willing  and  ercn  anxious  to 
remedy  all  ita  abueea  and  to  ndapt  it  to 
the  spirit  of  the  age,  nhcreas  ban,  Mem- 
ber! on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  de- 
a  Toform,  but  ita  absolute  de- 
Btruclion.  The  right  bon.  Member  for 
Sonth  LanonBhire  professed  to  deal  with 
iho  (juestion  in  a  moderate  mnnner,  and 
I  doubt  he  was  qnite  sincere ;  hut  nben  he 
Ivoeated  that  modemtiou,  there  wna  an 
ninous  silence  on  the  Benches  hciovr  the 
Gpngwny.  The  fear  is  that  he  who  has 
jcen  impelled  to  forsake  the  cherished 
convictions  of  hia  youth,  as  well  as  the 
jpinions  of  his  mnturer  years,  may  be  pro- 
)clled  to  make  further  sacriGces  on  Itn- 
ilical  altars.  The  acsoluiions  before  tlio 
Qouso  wonlil  ansettlc  everything  nnd  would 
lettle  nothing  ;  nnd  if  they  were  car- 
'icd  the  result  would  bo  thnl  bccs  would 
without  Bitthopa,  Socks  witlioiit 
mtors,  the  Church  would  be  pulled  down 
nithout  anythiu^  being  raised  in  its  stcnd, 
while  there  would  he  a  general  scramble 
or  its  revenues.  Was  it  for  such  a  pur- 
)oeo  as  this  that  men  like  Primates  Boulter 
ind  Rohinaoii,  and  many  others,  left  large 
luins  to  the  Protestant  Eslablishnient  ? 
Was  it  for  this  that  in  the  last  ten  years 
rivnte  individuals  hnd  paid  £101,000  for 
uilding  churches,  besides  spending  large 
uma  on  the  cathedrals  of  Armagh,  Ril- 
;e»ny,  Tnom.  Cork,  nnd  Dublin?  The 
omen  Catholics  disclaimed  nn  intention  | 
1  touch  any  portion  of  those  revenues;! 
lut  there  was  great  discrepancy  between  , 
he  promises,  the  pledges,  and  the  oaths 
node  by  those  who  led  the  Raman  Catholic 
lorty  forty  years  ago  and  the  proceedings 
if  the  preacut  day.  Sir  Robert  Peel— whose 
uthority  the  right  hon.  Gcntloman  the 
Icmhor  for  South  Lancashire  would  nc- 
nowledgc — speaking  on  the  subject  of  the 
ish  Church,  said— 

"  An  attack  on  lh«  Kitabliihed  Charoh  ia  Irs- 
ud  Is  ■  neceuarjr  pratiumarjr  to  an  atlaok  on 
Volonel  lIuoQ 
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tlis  Eitabliihed  Cbureh  in  England.    If  jon  iriib 
la  i]«nl  with  the  cndowmtnti  af  tb«  Irish  Chared 
jou  Diuit  enter  into  a   wider  fleld  nnd  ileal  Hllh 
nU  tho  endowment ■  given  hy  Iho  Suto." 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  said— 

"  I  sntr«at  foa  to  listen  to  nons  of  IheM  p«- 

lltioDi  or  ipeechcB  which  tend  to  Iho  injurjt  or  lin 

cleitrufltian  of  tbe  Church  in  IrtUnil.     L>o  wlut 

n»T  bs  neceaiiarj  :  do  what  it  may  be  proper  Vt 

da  in  order  to  render  that  Church  more  frenrflcid 

tho  people  of  that  counlrr  :  bat  I  entreat  )>ng 

ndliere  ilrictlj.  in  gpiriC,  and  aeeordiiiji  (o  tin 

Icr  to  the  compact  joa  have  mnile,   and  ii«t 

permit  it  to  be  luppoied  in  any  qunrtfr  whaltnr 


1  diiii 


•lighteit  degrw,  from  tlial  at* 
rsDgemcnt." — [3  Santari,  Ixxiii.  llTt.] 

With  such  authorilioB  as  those  to  which  tie 
hnd  referred  to  support  him,  he  could  not 
be  wrong  in  asking  the  House  to  pause  bo- 
fore  entering  into  a  reckless  career,  whicli 
must  involve  the  well-being  and  the  atabihlj 
of  Ibis  country.  lu  conclusion,  he  could 
only  add  be  should  feel  it  hie  duty  en  all 
occasions  In  vole  ngninst  the  Rcsuluiient, 
believing  them  to  he  inopportune  as  to  tint*, 
unjust  in  their  proposals,  and  certain  to 
prove  a  brnnd  of  discord,  instead  of  a  met> 
snge  of  pence,  to  our  sister  isle,  if  un- 
happily  they  should  be  passed  lie  believed 
they  would  sow  the  seeds  of  comity  and 
ill-will,  Iho  bitter  frnila  of  which  would  tw 
renped  in  sorrow  by  generations  yet  un- 
born. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTOS: 
The  speeches  to  which  wo  have  listened 
this  evening  have,  perhaps,  touched  mots 
nearly  the  points  before  the  CommillM 
and  the  Resolutions  of  my  right  boa. 
Friend  than  thuse  more  amusing  and  ei- 
citing  speeches  whicli  were  addresaed  to  oi 
towards  the  close  of  hist  night's  debate. 
Still,  the  criticisms  passed  to-night  opoa 
the  Kcsolulioua  did  nut  appear  to  me  to  be 
mere  relevant  to  the  real  question  at  i»M 
than  were  the  personal  discussions  of  last 
ni;;ht.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tba 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  AdJerlej) 
inveighed  at  grent  length  against  the 
vnguoncss  and  inJofiniteness  of  the  Resolu- 
tions. Is  that  tho  ground  on  which  the 
Members  from  Ireland  oppose  the  Iteaolu- 
tions?  If  Tou  tell  me  that  if  we  will  only 
make  the  Rosolntiona  definite— if  we  will 
only  inform  the  House  in  what  manner  sihI 
degree  wo  propose  to  disestablish  and  di«* 
endow  the  Irish  Church,  you  will  be  pre- 
pared to  argne  the  question  as  one  of 
detail,  the  difference  between  us  will  nsl 
long  prevail.  If  wo  nre  agreed  that  it  ii 
not  expedient  or  just  that  the  Eaiablikh- 
ment  of  the  Protestant  episcopal  ieligu»a 
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BhouM  remain  the  religion  of  the  State,  if 
vre  are  agreed  that  Bonie  great  disendow- 
roent  of  the  revenues  of  tlie  Church  should 
take  place,  the  difference  between  us  is 
•mall  indeed.  But  while  we  are  taunted 
with  the  indefiniteness  of  our  Resolutions, 
while  we  are  told  that  they  have  been 
framed  merely  to  meet  differences  of 
opinion,  let  me  ask,  is  there  no  difference 
of  opinion  on  the  other  side  ?  Did  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (the  Earl  of  Mayo)  contain  a  pro- 
gramme of  policy  for  Ireland  ?  The  noble 
Lord  the  First  Commissioner  (Lord  John 
Manners)  said  the  question  now  was  the 
policy  of  the  Government  as  opposed  to  the 
policy  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Colonel  Barttelot)  en- 
tirely threw  over  the  proposals  made  in  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord.  He  admitted 
that  the  issue  before  the  House  was  clear; 
that  it  was  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment  as  opposed  to  the  existing  state  of 
things.  We  have  a  right  to  ask  whether 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Commissioner  or  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  contained  the  programme 
of  the  Ministerial  policy,  or  whether  the 
Government  entertain  the  opinions  of  those 
who  sit  behind  them,  and  who  oppose  the 
Resolutions  on  the  ground  that  things 
should  be  maintained  as  they  are  ?  Passing 
from  the  speeches  of  to-night,  I  would  re- 
fer very  shortly  to  the  speech  made  last 
night  by  my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Huntingdon  (General  Peel). 
Although  I  must  admit  that  the  person- 
alities into  which  we  went  last  night  were 
somewhat  irrelevant,  yet  the  blame  of 
beginning  the  discussion  must  be  attributed 
to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman. 
From  the  security  of  that  castle  in  which 
he  dwells — in  which  it  appears  there  are  so 
few  glass  windows  that  no  light  has  been 
permitted  to  enter  it,  or,  if  any,  only  **  the 
light  of  other  days  "  he  contrived  to  throw 
Stones  with  considerable  force  and  vigour, 
and  I  must  admit  that  the  amusement  was 
eontinued  with  equal  force  and  vigour  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Horsman).  But  it  is  not  for  the  purpose 
of  continuing  the  personal  part  of  the 
qaestion  that  I  refer  to  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  1  want  to 
refer  to  it,  because  I  think  he  put  in  the 
shortest,  simplest,  and  most  direct  way  his 
argament  on  this  question  and  the  essence 
of  the  arguments  used  by  other  Members. 
He  aaid  that — 
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^Tbe  disestablishment  of  the  Cburch  is  the 
YOL.    CXCL  [iHIBD  S£RI£8.] 


severanoe  of  all  connection  between  the  Oharch 
and  the  State— it  is  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  the 
State  to  reoognixe  the  Protestant  Ohuroh  in 
Ireland." 

And  he  went  on — 

"  Tea  may  dissolve  the  Union  if  you  please, 
but  as  long  as  that  Union  exists  there  is  bat  one 
Church  ;  and  if  you  dissolve  the  union  between 
Church  and  State  in  Ireland  the  dissolution  of 
the  union  between  Church  and  State  will  follow 
as  a  necessary  consequence  in  England  also."— > 
[3  Hantard,  oxci.  1S89.] 

That  was  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  That,  also,  was  the  argument 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Leices- 
tershire and  of  most  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  Now,  what  I  want  to  learn  is  this. 
That  argument,  if  sound,  appears  to  lead 
in  the  most  direct  and  irresistible  manner 
to  a  conclusion  in  favour  of  the  repeal  of 
the  Union.  You,  who  use  that  argument 
put  the  strongest  argument  you  can  put  in 
the  mouths  of  the  Fenians  and  those  who 
would  repeal  the  Union  between  the  two 
countries.  You  do  not  say  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  is  good  for  that 
country.  You  say  it  is  good  for  England 
and  Scotland,  and  therefore  you  would  not 
meddle  with  it,  because  if  you  weaken  it  in 
Ireland  you  weaken  it  in  England  and  Scot- 
land also.  If  that  be  so,  it  would  still  he 
so  if  the  Church  of  Ireland  were  ten  times 
the  grievance  it  is.  To  those  who  advo- 
cate repeal — to  every  Irish  patriot  who 
thinks  it  his  first  duty  to  secure  the  peace 
and  happiness  of  his  fellow-subjects  the 
argument  is  irresistible— the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  is  a  grievance  which 
cannot  be  removed  because  Ireland  is 
united  to  England,  and  the  consequence 
irresistibly  follows  that  the  Union  between 
England  and  Ireland  ought,  if  possible  to 
be  dissolved.  But  I  think  the  argument 
is  not  sound.  In  my  opinion,  the  con- 
nection between  the  Established  Church  in 
England  nnd  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  is  verbal  and  statutory,  not  vital. 
Why  should  the  fall  of  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land be  followed  by  the  fall  of  the  Church 
in  England  ?  Not  as  a  necessary  conse- 
quence. It  can  only  fall  if  you  betray  a 
consciousness,  a  doubt,  which  1  think  not 
well  founded,  of  a  weakness  in  your  own 
case.  If  you  refuse  to  consider  the  case  of 
the  Irish  Church,  it  is  because  you  are 
afraid  of  having  the  same  questions  put  as 
to  the  English  Church.  What  strength 
can  the  English  Establishment  desire  from 
the  Irish  Church  ?  Precisely  the  same 
assistance  that  a  healthy  tree  derives  from 
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n  rollen  branch.  Tlie  Clmreli  of  Ireland 
IB  Mid  by  lion.  Geiillemen  opposite  to  be 
perfectly  defensible  ;  but  tbpy  bare  not 
enterud  into  detailed  nrguinents  to  prove 
thai  posiiion,  I  Ihiiik  it  cnnnot  be  main- 
laiiieil  tlint  tho  EstnblUhment  iu  Ireland 
fulfils  any  nf  those  good  purposes  for  irhicii 
it  WAS  created,  nnd  It  is  linble  to  all  the 
attacks  nblcb  can  bo  made  on  nny  Bslab- 
lishment.  It  cannol  bo  Bnid  ibat  it  duei 
much  for  the  spread  of  religious  truth,  oi- 
to  odacalo  the  people,  or  in  proTiding  re- 
ligious Berrices  for  the  poor.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  presents  tbo  spectaele  ofn  nums- 
rous  clergy  and  einptychurchea.  of  a  Slate 
not  nnly  tnkiiig  on  itself  to  decide  wbnl  is 
religinus  (rulb,  but  so  deciding  in  direct 
oppoaition  to  tlia  viens  nnd  opinions  nf  tba 
great  innjority  of  its  subjecta  ;  it  is  not 
only  unsym pathetic  with  the  body  of  ibe 
people,  hut  it  h,  in  consequence  of  hittcri- 
cal  aSBoclationa,  the  visible  sign  nnd  badge 
of  social  iiiTeriority.  In  this  atnCc  nf  things 
tbi)  defenders  of  the  Chureh  hnve  escrcraed 
a  iriae  discretion  in  founding  their  derence 
ohieBy  ou  the  difficulties  and  obotaclea  that 
flxiat  iu  the  way  of  ila  remoTal.  Tliat  such 
difEculties  nnd  obetnclea  c;cist  I  am  not 
prepared  to  duny — if  they  did  not  it  would 
not  hnvs  existed  so  long,  Such  a  denial 
would  tend  to  the  condemnation  not  only 
of  Parliament  but  of  the  party  of  which  I 
am  a  very  buniblo  member.  It  ia,  In- 
deed, our  maia  if  not  our  only  excuse. 
The  difficulties  which  aland  in  the  way 
of  removing  this  institution  are  our  main 
if  not  our  only  cicuse  for  past  years 
of  inaction  ;  but  believing,  na  we  do  now, 
that  public  attention  baa  been  thoroughly 
aroused  on  this  aubject,  believing  that  the 
moment  is  favourable  for  its  settlement, 
and  believiDg  also  that  the  necessity  for  a 
settlement  of  this  question  ia  greater  and 
more  urgent  than  it  has  been  at  any  pre- 
vious time— ["Oh,  oh  !  "]-I  am  stating 
this  net  na  a  fact  but  as  a  belief — Itolieving, 
tben,  in  these  thinga,  1  hope  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  slate  why  1  think  some  of 
theae  diflicultioa  aro  not  ao  great  nor  of 
such  importance  as  is  generally  attributed 
to  them,  and  vrliy  ibey  ought  not  to  vreigli 
with  US  lo  the  extent  of  preventing  ua  from 
attempting  to  deal  with  this  question.  I 
did  intend  Iu  have  aaid  something  about 
the  difficulty  which  has  been  urged  in  re- 
ference to  the  Act  of  Union  ;  but  I  do  net 
think  it  will  be  necessary  for  nie  to  do  that, 
because,  ai  far  as  I  can  see,  ibat  is  a 
difficulty  which  has  bi.'en  given  up  entirely. 
If  tcidmic^l  difficuliies  do  exist,  they  will 
Tie  Mar^utsa  oj  SaitingUn 
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bo  mainly  questions  for  the  decision  of  tba 
lawyers;  but  1  do  not  believe  thai  even 
technically  any  serious  difficulties  exist. 
If  they  do,  however,  I  tliink  we  ought  to 
look  at  the  spirit  and  nut  at  thu  letter  of 
the  Act  of  Union.  I  believe  that  the  in- 
tention of  those  who  framed  the  Act  of 
Union  between  lilugland  and  Ireland — the 
intention,  also  of  those  statesmen  who  suc- 
ceeded them,  and  the  aiill  more  eame>t  in- 
Icnlion  at  the  present  moment,  is  that  the 
people  of  these  three  kingdoms  should  in- 
deed and  in  truth  form  one  kingdom.  If 
it  can  be  sbonn.  as  wo  think  it  can,  that 
the  framers  of  the  Act  of  Union  were  not 
all-wise  or  fnr-seoing,  and  that  some  pro- 
visions in  the  Act  militate  ognluat  the  sc- 
complishmont  of  its  main  purpose.  tb«n  it  U 
our  duty  to  attempt  to  carry  out  the  apirit 
even  if  we  break  the  letter  of  tho  Inw.  Tben 
is  another  gi-oat  difficulty  which  has  beta 
urged.  It  is  an  argument  ns  to  the  rightaof 
property,  and,  as  I  understand  it.  two  at- 
aertionsnremado  by  onr  opponents.  It  it  as- 
serted, in  tbo  lirat  place,  that  wo  nro  ilvprir- 
tng  the  members  of  the  Eslabltihed  Choreb 
in  Ireland  of  a  vested  right,  by  dcpiiviu; 
ihom  of  the  services  which  they  have  en- 
joyed for  a  great  many  years  uf  the  ininli- 
ten  of  ibcir  own  communion  ;  and.  in  tfas 
second  place,  it  ia  argued  ibat  wo  aN 
weakening  the  security  of  alt  properly  by 
appropriating  the  estates  which  belong  ta 
the  Church.  Kuw,  as  to  tho  first  assertion. 
I  cannot  deny  ibat  there  Is  a  groat  deal  of 
truth  ill  it.  I  think  it  is  one  which  ooglit 
to  be  fairly  acknowledged  and  fairly  met. 
I  cannot  deny  that  there  ia  something  lita 
that  which  we  are  in  the  habit  of  calling* 
vested  right  ;  but  I  think  also  that  there  n 
a  very  great  distinction,  which  we  ouglil 
not  to  overlook,  bclween  n  right  each  ti 
this  and  other  rights  which  we  more  gene- 
rally refer  lo  when  we  speak  of  vetleil 
riglits.  There  is  a  very  great  dbtiiieiion 
between  a  vested  right  such  ut  this,  wliich 
is  a  tight  (o  somclhiiig  the  State  has  pro- 
vided for  you,  and  that  which  you  ynur- 
sclvea  or  your  snccetors  have  provided  fijr 
you.  If  a  practice  nnd  lavr  bad  been  is 
force  iu  Ireland  for  300  years,  that  ilia 
State  should  build  aud  repair  the  houtti 
of  all  the  Prolestanla  in  that  country,  I 
suppose  houses  would  have  been  bouglit 
and  property  transferred  subject  ti  I'lt' 
stalo  oF  things,  and  I  imagine  those  'li^ 
enjoyed  that  right  woald  hate  a  vettrJ 
rifiht  in  its  continuance ;  but  I  eannut 
think  that  in  ao  extreme  a  case  this  lluaiu 
would  regard  it  as  a  right  which  oajbi 
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any  longer  to  be  maintained,  and  I  doabt 
yerj  much  wliether  the  fact  of  the  owners 
having  lind  their  houses  built  and  repaired 
for  them  by  the  Government  during  300 
years  would  be  considered  to  form  any 
ground  for  their  claiming  compensation. 
But  it  would  be  a  very  different  thing,  and 
irould,  in  fact,  be  what  we  usually  mean 
when  we  talk  of  vested  rights,  if  the  State 
were  to  propose  to  take  away  the  houses, 
or  in  any  manner  to  interfere  with  private 
individuals  who  during  that  period  had 
themselves  built  and  repaired  them.  Now, 
although  I  admit  that  there  is  a  vested 
right  of  a  certain  kind  involved  in  this 
Church  question,  I  think  I  have  shown  it 
is  a  different  kind  of  right  from  that  which 
we  ordinarily  mean  when  we  talk  of  vested 
rights,  and  although  this  is  a  considcrntion 
which  ought  not  to  be  overlooked,  still  in 
my  opinion  the  question  is  one  of  expe- 
diency; and  it  is  perfectly  competent  for 
the  House  to  consider  whether  they  will 
allow  their  respect  for  a  vested  right  such 
as  this  to  overweigh  and  overbalance  the 
great  important  considerations  which  lie 
on  the  other  side.  As  to  the  other  branch 
of  the  argument,  that  we  should  weaken 
the  security  of  property  by  dealing  with  the 
Bstablished  Church,  I  may  remark  that 
this  is  a  subject  which  should  be  argued 
and  has  been  argued  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  by  lawyers.  On  our  side  of  the 
House  there  was  a  verv  able  and  convinc- 
ing argument  brou;;ht  forward  on  this  sub- 
jeet  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hxeter  (Mr.  Coleridge),  and  I  think  that 
as  far  as  the  legal  part  of  the  question 
was  concerned,  that  argument  almost  ex- 
hausted the  subject.  But  even  if  the  ar- 
guments were  less  cogent  than  I  conceive 
them  to  be,  I  could  not  bring  myself  to 
look  upon  even  the  rights  of  property  as 
being  so  sacred  that  they  should  be  allowed 
to  interfere  with  the  prosperity  of  the  Em- 
pire. In  my  opinion,  the  true  security  for 
{property  lies  in  the  conviction  of  the  pub- 
io  mind  that  it  is  for  the  interest  of  the 
State,  and  for  the  good  of  all  classes  of 
the  people  that  that  security  should  in 
ordinary  cases  be  niaiutained.  If  any  agi- 
tation should  ever  arise  against  the  rights 
of  property,  it  would  not  be  any  sacrediiess 
of  these  rights  which  would  protect  us  ; 
bat  I  believe  its  real  security  would  be  in 
the  general  and  almost  universal  conviction 
that  the  security  of  the  poor  man,  with  the 
little  he  has  earned,  is  exactly  the  same 
ai  the  security  of  the  rich  man ;  and,  that 
it  is  for  the  interests  of  all,  these  rights 


should  be  maintained.  In  my  opinion,  the 
security  of  property  is  increased,  and  not 
diminished,  when  it  can  be  shown  that  the 
revenues  of  property  are  usefully  expended, 
that  the  holders  of  property  do  their  doty, 
and  that  there  is  a  social  advantage  in  the 
presence  of  those  holders  in  the  country. 
But  in  the  case  of  the  Irish  Church  I  think 
none  of  these  conditions  will  be  found.  Its 
revenues  are  not,  iu  my  opinion,  usefully 
expended;  for  they  are  expended  in  main- 
taining the  supremacy  of  a  religion  which 
is  not  the  religion  of  the  people,  but  is 
hostile  to  it.  I  do  not  think  the  presence 
of  those  who  enjoy  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  can  be  considered  as  a  social  ad- 
vantage to  the  country,  because  they  bring 
most  vividly  and  forcibly  a  sense  of  injus- 
tice to  the  minds  of  all  their  neighbours. 
Now,  if  this  state  of  things  were  entirely 
altered;  if  the  lands  of  the  Church  and  the 
tithe  rent-charges  were  sold  ;  if  those  who 
lived  on  the  lands  should  become,  instead 
of  a  body  of  clergv,  a  body  of  men  belong- 
ing to  the  people  and  having  the  same 
interests  and  objects  that  they  had  ;  and  if 
the  revenues  produced  by  such  sale  were 
devoted  to  any  useful  purpose,  such  as  the 
education  of  tlie  people,  then,  I  think,  the 
security  of  property  in  Ireland  would  be 
increased  and  not  diminished.  In  my  opi- 
nion the  owners  of  property  in  Ireland  have 
a  just  cause  of  complaint  agninst  the 
State.  The  State  has  given  to  them  what 
they  did  not  want — namely, a  State  Church, 
which  is  usually  a  Church  for  the  land- 
owners as  distinct  from  the  great  body  of 
the  people ;  but  it  had  not  provided  for 
them  security  either  for  their  lives  or  for 
the  tranquil  possession  of  their  property. 
The  State  has  arrayed  against  the  land- 
owner a  hostile,  or,  at  least,  an  unfriendly 
body  —  almost  the  whole  of  his  fellow- 
subjects  who  are  not  owners  of  land. 
Why,  I  ask,  have  the  lives  of  landowners 
and  their  agents  often  been  endangered 
in  some  parts  of  Ireland  ?  Why  hove 
rents  been  low  and  badly  paid  ?  Why  is 
it  difBcuUto  find  industrious  and  improving 
tenants  ?  I  say  because  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  are  hostile  in  spirit  to  the 
owners  of  property,  and  hecnuse  the  State, ' 
with  all  its  power  and  with  all  the  severity 
of  its  enactments,  has  not  been  able  to 
protect  the  landowners  in  consequence  of 
that  hostility.  If  this  were  to  be  the  pre- 
cursor of  other  measures  for  procuring 
peace  and  justice  for  Ireland,  the  landlords 
more  than  any  other  class  in  that  country, 
would  benefit  by  the  change  in  the   ia« 
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look  on  the  ado[>tion  uf  tlio  Uenolutinn  hb 

I   M 

a   inoasure  of  justice  ;     anJ   If    tlie  woiat 

Hint 

onticipatiociB  of    ili  opponents  Bhould  be 

and 

reuliif^d,   anil    tlio    Romoii    Calliolics    rc- 

»h>c 

lUflin  ili>«atiaGci),  nnil  if,   unfortunatel;,  it 

Gent 

ihoulil    be   necessary  to  confinuo  lo  rule 

lion 

(Mm  J). 

id  pro- 1  rerj  niucli  to  riustrate  llie  efforts  of  thoea 
party.      Wlictlicr  it  will    prove    n    tieneiit  I  fanatics  who  wisli  to  stir   up  ibe  forgoli«n 
will  Jcpend  en  tlia  answer  lo    the    qucs- 1  oinbera  of    religious    bigotry   and   batred. 
lion  whether  it  will  bs  a  men^ure  uf  cun-l  In  my  opinion   it  is  no  insult  to  tba  Pro- 
oiliation.     Noir,  whatever  may  bn  the  an- 1  tcatarits  of  Ireland  to  ask  tliem  at  leait 
EWcr  to   lliat  question,  onr  votes  oti  tlio'  to  discuss  ihie  meature   with   us  on   ib« 
Resolution    should    not    bo    doubtful.      I  j  grounds  of  justice,  policy,  and  expediency,  '. 
dniire  tlio   Blrong    religiima   epiiit   t 
mates  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  ,1 
Diaka  allowance  for  llie  position  in    , 
hich  they  are  placed  ;    but  1  ask  hoc-   I 
poaite  to  discuss  tltis  cjuei- 
epirit.      Let  them  fight  tliii    ' 
ire    baltlo  wilb  tbo  weapons  of  a  ciTiliied  age. 
n-    There  are  plenty  of  men  among  them  full   ,. 
ta!  nell   able   to    iviold    llie  weapons  of  nrgu. 
of    ment.  eloquence,    and    Barcnsui.    and    «a  '. 
ist  I  aak  them  nut  to  resort  to  the  mouldy  ar>    ' 
be  I  nioury  of  religious  bigotry  and  make  dm 
of   the  bateful    cry    of    ''No  Popcrj  1" 
But  if,  on  the  contrary,  we  are  to  be  told 
about  combinations  between  High  Cliurolj 
Rituals  and  RomanieU ;  if  we  are  to  b«    I 
frightened   by  predictions  of  dangers  wonc    i 
than  foreign  conquest ;   if   we  are  to  hare    I 
insinuated  and  spread  orer  the  land  lib^     I 
uf  every  kind  respecting  the  religion,  cha-    | 
rooter,  and  objects  of  our  Leader,  tben  1    ' 
admit  that  there  may  be  ill-blood  stirred  up    <| 
before  this  discussion  ie  concluded  j  but  1 
se  and  the  country  will  re- 
doubt history  will  record—    ^ 


Ireland  with    a  heavy  hand,  still  we 

it  to  oursclvea  to  leave  no  grievance 

redressed.     It  is  because  I  wish  to  s 

Srm    administration  of   la"  as  well  e 

conciliatory  policy  in  Ireland  tbat  I  i 

earnestly  deuro  that  wo  should  place 

justice  of  our  whole  system  of  goiernr 

there  beyond  dispute,     Wbethi 

tion  of  the  Reaolution  will  prove  a  mci 

sure  of  conciliation    depends  almost    ei 

tirelj  on  the  manner  in  which    this    di 

cussion    i<i   conducted    in    the   Jlouao    at 

coniitrj.      If   it    is    argued,  as    I    hope 

will    be,   on    the   grounds    of  justice   ar 

expediency,  I  can  scarcely  believe  that 

will  nut  be   a    message   of    penco    lu    tl 

Roman   Catholics    of    Ireland.      I    thin 

some  weight    shuuld   bo  attached  t')    the,  hope  th 

declarations  of  Irish  Members  in  this  llouso    collect— 


tnd   the 


.    delivi 


'd  by  th( 
Member   for    Traleo    (Tlie    O'Donogb 
last  night  pri>vcB,  if  addiliunal  proof  n 
wanting -~  that  it  must  be  a  measure  of  c 
oiliation.      When  our  Calliulio  fellow-s^ 
jects    in  that  country   ace  that  we  are 
last  earnestly  setting  to  work  to  redress  t 
real    grievance    under  which    they 
it  is  not  in  the  nature  of  things  tli 
efforts  should  not  bo  followed  by 


W< 


be   i 


told  that  this    was 
ating  and    insulting  j 


that  it  is  not   we,  but  others,    who  have 

cj  I  rcCDurae  to  such  unfair  weapons. 
«ere  ■  Mr.  MOWBRAY  aaid,  that  though  ths 
con-  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Laaca- 
sub-  shire  fthe  Marqueas  of  Uartiogton)  hod 
e  at  j  congratulated  the  Uuuse  that  there  *»* 
any  ,  le^a  of  personality  in  the  discuiaiou  ihii 
ffcr,  j  evening  than  on  the  previoun  night,  and 
uur  !  that  the  argumenti  had  been  more  aJ- 
drcased   to  the  Bubjeot-malter  of  debali 


Protestants  of  Ireln 
insult  to  the  rich  minority  lo  de- 
m  to  place  themselves  in  the  same 
as  the  pour  majority  of  their 
ibjects?  Is  it  an  insult  to  the 
of    Ireland    to    ask    them  to 


regreiteJ  that  the  noble  LonI 
it  himself  adhered  to  llmt  couraeof 


solve 


1  the 


Free  Kirk  Presbylerians  of  Scotland  ?  i  speeoh  the 
ink   that  there  are  already  aigns  that 
proposal   will  be  received  in   a  far  dif- 
nt  spirit  from   that  in  \Tbich  it  would 
3  been  received  a  few  years  ago.      I 


ration    througlioot    tlie    country, 
T/te  3farguen  of  Ifartington 


proceeding.  After  indulging  in  a 
Banalities,  good  -  humourcdty,  no  douM, 
against  the  rijjht  lion.  Member  fur  Hunt- 
ingdon (General  Peel),  the  noble  Lcnl, 
white  urging  the  House  to  use  the  weaponi 
of  ar^jument,  and  to  cast  aside  bitteinets, 
had    imported   into  the  latter  part  of  his 


Jiir  [•■s.:"l 

objected  that  the  Reaolutioas 
were  vaguo,  the  noble  Lord  asked  Ihtii 
opponents  to  meet  him  in  matters  ef  detail. 
Now  he  (Mr,  Mowbray)  waa  under  tlx 
impresaion  that  objections  in  detail  hsii 
been  very  strongly  urged  in  a  prcviDUi 
discussion  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreiga 
Secretary,  and  by  the  right  hon.  Qeetle- 
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man  tlie  SecretArj  for  India.  The  sup- 
porters of  the  Resolution  had  been  been 
met  both  on  the  ground  of  principle  and 
of  detail.  Those  who  were  opposed  to  the 
Besolution  maintained  that  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  was  one  of  a  momen- 
tous character,  and  that  nothing  in  legisla- 
tion for  the  last  forty  years  could  be  com- 
pared to  the  importance  of  the  issue  therein 
infolved.  [''Oh,  oh!"]  Hon.  Members  cried 
"  Oh  !  "  but  he  asked  had  any  great  party 
struggle  during  the  last  forty  years  involved 
•Qch  a  momentous  issue  as  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church  ?  lie  maintained 
that  the  questions  relating  to  the  removal 
of  disabilities  from  Roman  Catholics  and 
Dissenters,  to  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
or  to  the  extension  of  the  suffrage  of  the 
people,  either  in  1832  or  1867,  were  not 
at  all  comparable  in  importance  to  the  sub- 
ject now  under  discussion.  This  great 
question  touched  all  the  institutions  of  the 
country.  It  touched  the  Monorchy  in  its 
▼ital  principles.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Denman)  sneered 
fit  the  arguments  regarding  the  Coronation 
Oath  ;  but  ever  since  there  had  been  a 
Christian  Monarchy  in  this  country,  there 
had  existed  a  close  and  intimate  relation 
between  the  Church  of  England  and  the 
State  of  England.  The  question  was  not 
merely  what  had  prevailed  for  300  years 
since  the  Reformation,  but  they  must  go 
back  for  centuries  far  beyond  that.  It 
was  the  Act  of  Union  to  which  the  Protes- 
tants of  Ireland  and  the  Legislature  of 
England  were  parties,  and  the  union  of  the 
Churches  was  a  fundamental  provision  of 
that  Union.  The  defenders  of  the  Estab- 
lishment did  not  for  a  moment  deny  the 
power  or  competence  of  Parliament  to  deal 
with  the  question  now  raised  ;  but  they 
contended  that  in  doing  so  Parliament 
raised  a  very  great  and  largo  question. 
Farther  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  the  Coronation  Oath  only  bound 
the  Sovereign  as  it  stood,  but  that  they 
could  alter  it.  Of  course  they  could  ;  but 
they  were  bound  in  so  doing  to  defend  the 
property  of  the  Church.  If  they  were  to 
do  away  with  the  Established  Church  of 
Ireland  becaune  that  Church  was  not  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  how  long  would 
tliej  continue  the  Act  of  Settlement  ? 
Well,  they  were  touching  the  Crown,  but 
thej  were  touching  another  institution — 
the  House  of  Lords.  From  the  earliest 
period  of  its  existence  that  august  Assembly 


had  consisted  of  Lords  spiritual  and  Lords 
temporal,  and  yet  they  were  about  to  oust 
suddenly  from  their  seats  in  that  House 
those  prelates  who  had  hitherto  been  sent 
thither  from  the  Irish  part  of  the  kingdom. 
Was  not  that  a  constitutional  question  they 
were  raising  ?  It  was,  he  believed,  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  that,  to  a  certain  ex* 
tent,  they  would,  by  the  proposed  step, 
shake  the  position  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
deny  that  ?  It  was  denied  by  many  advo- 
cates of  the  proposals  ;  but  what  was  the 
language  they  had  heard  from  Mr.  Miall  ? 
He  had  told  them  that  if  one  Establishment 
went  the  others  would  go  also — the  Church 
of  Ireland,  the  Church  of  Wales,  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  had  said  that 
the  union  of  the  English  and  Irish  Churches 
was  verbal  and  not  vital  ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Mowbray)  contended  that  the  principle  of 
Establishment  involved  in  the  connection 
of  the  United  Church  was  vital,  and  that 
the  overthrow  of  that  principle  in  the  case 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland  would  be  ulti- 
mately  fatal  to  the  vitality  of  the  Church 
of  England.  This  Resolution,  moreover, 
raised  great  questions  as  to  the  rights 
of  property.  True,  they  proposed  to  re- 
spect the  rights  of  existing  incumbents. 
Bishops,  and  parochial  clergymen  ;  but 
they  did  not  respect  the  rights  of  the 
generations  yet  unborn,  for  whose  spiritual 
education  the  Irish  Church  property  had 
been  amassed.  According  to  the  arguments 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  land  was  to  be  taken 
away  from  the  Church,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  devoted  to  some  useful  purpose. 
He  (Mr.  Mowbray)  did  not  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  would  consider  the  spiritual 
instruction  of  the  people  of  Ireland  a  use- 
ful purpose.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  was  not 
prepared  to  go  the  length  of  some  of  his 
followers.  Some  of  these  supporters  did 
not  scruple  to  avow  that  their  intention 
was  to  do  away  with  all  endowments. 
Then,  again,  something  had  been  said  by 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  Church  being  the 
only  badge  of  conquest  remaining  in  Ireland. 
But  was  that  really  the  case  ?  There  might 
be  other  badges  of  conquest  as  well  as  the 
Church.  There  might  be  castles  belonging 
to  nobleDukes,  which  might  remind  the  Irish 
people  of  conquest  as  much  as  the  Church. 
[The  Marquess  of  Hartinoton  :  1  did  not 
mention  the  badge  of  conquest.]  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  recollection  of  those  around 
him  ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  did  not  intend 
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a  use  tlie  enproSEiou,  be  would  not  inBisl  1 
a  against  ii'tn  on  any  argument  bnted  on 
t.  Bui  ngnin,  wos  llio  Iriali  Cliuruh  to 
o1J  tlio  reiiinnnt  of  ils  property  \ty  ila  olJ 
itle.  nr  by  a  nevt  one?  If  it  wqb  to  Ue 
lelil  by  a  new  tiile — by  a  Parlinniontai-y 
itle  derived  Troni  iba  right  bon.  Qpntleoxin  , 

Member  fur  South  LanoAsbire — hov 
ongwnuld  ibnt  titio  b«  roipected  ?  If  ihe 
^niliament  nould  nnt  respeol.  a  tilte  vbich 
lad  cuJnrcil  for  300  ycnra  ot  Icoet,  vbat 
expect  BOB  lihely  to  be  auoorded  to  a  title 
'om  tbe  rigiil  lion,  Oenllenian  the  Member 
ir  Soutb  Laiicaaliiro  ?  Tbey  were  to  hn*e 
ot  only  neif  ondowmeiils,  but  a  new 
lliurcb— a  free  Cljurch  in  n  free  Stole— 
11  the  crention  of  tlie  ligl.t  bon.  Gonilo- 
inn  llie  Momber  foi'  South  Lancnabire. 
lut  ibeae  argumenli  in  detail  tniglit  bo 
nawered  by  plenty  of  olber  argumenls  in 
etail  reipecting  the  Irisli  Church.  Tliat 
'hnrch  wos  to  bo  made  one  witli  tlia 
Iburcli  of  England  —  ore  not  lied  nnd 
ettored  by  tbe  bunds  of  an  Act  of  Por- 
inment,  but  one  in  full  (piritnai  union 
md  ooinniunion  wiib  ibat  Cliurcli.  But 
»lin[  provition  would  tbe  right  bon.  Gen- 
,l«mnn  ninbe  to  injure  identity  of  doe- 
line  and  .li'Mplino  ?  Wore  tbe  Church 
>f  Englnnd  Bisliops  lo  be  nnmiiinlcd  Ly 
be  Ci'Offii,  and  the  Biabopa  of  tlie  Irish 
')liurch  by  a  free  lynoJ  of  olergymen 
,nd  the  Inily  ?  And  wliat  wnn  lo  be- 
onie  of  llie  Royal  aupiemnrv?  Wns 
be  Queen  to  be  supreme  over  tjie  Cliurdi 
II  Englniid  nnd  not  auprenie  in  ilio  Piu- 
esUnt  Cbuiclioa  in  Iiekml  ?  Was  llie 
Piivy  Council  lo  be  tlie  final  Ciurt  of  Ap- 
ieal  ?  And  wliat  aecurily  troub!  the  right 
ion.  Gentlcmnn  gi<e  iheiii  that  the  clergy 
if  the  new  Cliurcb  would  he  equally  loninod, 
jqunlly  lolernnt,  and  etjunlly  occoinpliehed 
ks  tliey  were  at  prcaent !  Would  they 
inVB  the  F.nnie  lihcriy  of  cnnnctenee  os 
liey  now  enjoyed  in  llie  Ealublislied 
:hurcli?  The  coloninl  Church  miglit  bo 
jitcd  by  tho  right  hon.  Geiitlenmn  ;  but 
vAB  Ilia  present  position  of  tlie  Chuicb  in 
.be  coloniea  so  cnlirely  (iiliiifactary  as  lo 
le  iinitiiled!  These  were  soino  of  ibe 
loints  of  Jotail  which  suggeslcd  ibeuiBeWi^s 
or  discussion  nhen  the  question  should 
■each  lliat  slagc.  Agnin,  wbnt  wns  to 
leconie  of  the  surplus  funds  ?  Was  the 
£40.000  10  go  to  Mnynuolli?  Was  it  to 
;o  to  make  up  the  liegium  Donwn  of  tho 
Preshytcrinns?  How  niuuh  was  to  go  lo 
.ocular  education  f  Some  l,on.  Genllemen 
leluw  Ihe  Gangway  would  say  a  Inige  pnr- 
,iuD  i  but  was  the  right  ban.  Gcnlleuinn 
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prepared  to  go  to  that  extent  t  TbcM 
details  were  important.  When  they  came 
to  settle  ibe  matter  tlie  questions  would 
arise,  what  ihay  were  tu  do  wiih  the  pro- 
perty, bow  they  were  to  nppropTiaic  it, 
ond  Eo  faiih  ;  and  then  iheir  difficvltiM 
Yould  arise— 

'  Conoordos  animw  nHDi 
Ucu  qu.ntituin  int«  bc 
Atligerinl,  qusntss  u 


at  dam  noota  premmtar, 
^llnm,  si  iuminaTita 
I  almgeioque  ciebnnt." 

When  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Sonih 
Lancashire  ailained  the  result  of  his  Mo- 
tion, and  had  removed  himself  lo  ihe 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  would  he  be 
prepared  to  bring  in  Bills  wliich  would  b« 
necessary  to  carry  out  his  Resolutions! 
They  would  then,  probably,  bear  the  lion. 
Genllemen  below  tbe  Gangway— Dissenlcrs 
niid  Roman  Ca  I  bobes—p  rotes  ling  against 
the  legislation  which  he  proposed.  In 
arguing  thai  tlie  proposed  medsure  woald 
ci'iiciliate  Ireland,  iho  right  lion.  Member 
disregarded  Ihe  loyal  band  of  men  who  li»l 
been  our  principal  supporters  in  that  coua- 
try  for  years  post,  and  depri-cial«d  ilia 
■orvices  of  tho  Irish  Church,  which,  by  the 
piety  nnd  e<enipUry  liTe*  of  ils  ministers, 
had  rendered  signal  service — n  fact  attested 
liy  the  present  condition  of  the  North  of 
Ireland  ;  and  in  tlie  South  of  Irehind  lU 
missionaries  had  met  with  very  great  luc- 
ccsa.  Aa  to  conciliatiun,  that  was  diffimilt ; 
for  ibe  views  of  the  nubic  Lord  tbe  Member 
for  North  Lonciishire  would  offend  the  lup- 
rortcrs  of  the  Clinrch  in  Ireland.  lie  said 
the  non-adoplion  of  hie  views  would  be  a 
slron:;  argnmoiit  in  faiour  of  the  repeal  of 
Ibe  Union— language  held  by  the  hon, 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forttor), 
it  an  address  to  his  constituents  at  Easier; 
nnd  from  this  remarkable  coincidence  of 
opinion  it  was  to  be  inferred  that  the  pro- 
gramme of  ihe  Lihernl  Lenders  was  this: 
in  the  Irish  Chuich  failed  lo  resnscilale  the 
Liberal  party ;  if  it  was  found  divided  when 
llie  work  of  doBiruction  ga«e  plnce  to  thai 
of  construction,  tlien  the  repeal  of  the 
Union  wnA  lo  bo  tho  next  rallying  cry. 
Ho  (Mr.  Mowbray)  would  ask  ll<e  noblf 
Lord  how  many  Bills  would  ba  required  ts 
carry  the  right  hon.  Genllenian'n  propoii- 
tiun  into  effect  >  They  were  to  repeal  the 
fundamental  clause  of  tbe  Act  of  Unioa. 
lie  would  ask  any  loifyer  nbcihcr  ihs  re- 
peal of  that  clause  would  nnt  be  virluslif 
a  repeal  of  tho  Act  it«eU«  When  the  fyn- 
dnnicntal  clanso  was  goiiP.  would  it  not  b« 
necessary  to  re  onoct  tho  Union?  The  ri^ibl 
hon.  Gentteman  bad  no  doubt  a  great  seek- 
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siastical  knowledge;  but  where  was  his 
€Ut$r  ego,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Richmond  (Sir  Roundel! 
Palmer),  whose  learning,  ability,  devotion, 
and  great  knowledge  of  the  law  would  be 
necessary  in  drawing  the  many  Bills  that 
would  have  to  be  passed  by  that  House — 
where  was  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man on  the  two  divisions  of  the  4th  April? 
Where  had  he  been  during  the  whole  of 
this  debate  ?  lie  had  been  conspicuous  by 
his  absence.  Would  the  House  not  see 
bim  on  the  Benches  opposite  during  this 
attack  upon  the  Irish  Church  ?  But  there 
was  another  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman whose  ofJScial  experience  would  be 
of  great  service  to  the  party  opposite  ;  he 
referred  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey). 
He  would  ask  whether  he  was  prepared  to 
give  the  benefit  of  his  great  official  expe- 
rience and  legal  knowledge  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  these  Bills,  and  to  assist  in  carrying 
a  measure,  which  in  1865,  he  said  could 
BOt  be  carried  without  a  revolution  ?  The 
noble  Lord  asked  whether  things  should 
remain  as  they  were.  His  answer  was  that 
the  Government  had  never  said  that  they 
should  ;  and  they  had,  ot  the  instance  of 
Earl  Russell,  issued  a  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  Irish  Church  generally. 
And  when  that  Commission  reported,  then 
some  legislation  must  take  place.  The 
Government  did  not  deny  the  legal  right 
to  bring  forward  those  Resolutions;  but 
they  denied  that  the  present  was  the  most 


1835  had  become  the  pupil  of  the  noble 
Lord,  his  then  conqueror,  and  something 
more  than  pupil;  for  so  proficient  had  he 
become  in  the  education  the  noble  Lord 
imparted  to  him,  that  he  had  since  Febru- 
ary last  advanced  the  education  of  the 
noble  Lord  many  degrees,  and  had  enabled 
him  to  write  a  second  pamphlet  condem- 
natory of  his  first.  The  Government  had 
now  to  encounter  a  formidable  combina- 
tion ;  but,  though  it  was  formidable,  they 
did  not  despair.  It  appealed  from  the 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
the  enlightened  verdict  of  the  people  of 
England.  It  did  not  raise  the  banner  of 
*' No  Popery;"  but  it  appealed  to  the 
people  to  stand  by  the  religion  they  held 
dear  ;  and  it  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when,  the  question  having  been  considered 
by  the  Commission,  the  constituencies 
would  be  prepared  to  sanction  legislation 
more  in  consonance  with  our  past  tradi- 
tions, and  more  in  harmony  with  our  Con- 
stitution than  that  now  proposed. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  expected  to 
hear  some  arguments  in  answer  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington);  but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Mowbray)  had  not  offered  a 
single  argument  thot  was  worthy  of  the 
House,  or  of  tho  great  question  before  it. 
Would  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
resist  the  partial  diversion  of  the  property 
of  the  Irish  Church  by  the  suggestion  that 
the  castle  of  an  individual  member  might  be 


fitting  time  for  doing  so.  They  appealed  i  destroyed?  Was  there  no  way  of  meeting 
from  this  moribund  House  to  the  young  ;  this  question  but  by  saying  that  it  touched 
and  vigorous  and  more  numerous  constitu-  the  Monarchy,  the  House  of  Lords,  the 
eney  which  the  Act  of  last  year  had  ere-  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Privy  Council, 
ated.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  felt  con-  i  without  showing  in  what  manner?  The 
fid^nt  that  the  verdict  would  be  in  their  i  Sovereign  was  asked  to  allow  tho  House  to 
favour;  and,  if  so,  they  ought  to  be  as  j  discuss  a  matter  essentially  necessary  be- 
anxiouB  to  appeal  to  the  country  as  the  |  fore  a  Bill  could  be  laid  on  the  table  of  that 
Government,  although  they  now  rejoiced  i  House.  That  was  the  only  point  in  which 
in  their  majority  of  60.  There  had  been  i  this  Resolution  touched  the  Crown.  But 
times  before  now  when  the  Irish  Church  ,  what  did  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
qaestion  had  been  used  as  a  rallying  point  man  think  of  the  Temporalities  Act,  which 
for  the  great  Liberal  party,  and  yet  that  swept  away  several  bishoprics?  Did  not  that 
party  had  been  obliged  to  obandon  the  j  touch  both  tho  Monarchy  and  the  House  of 
question.  In  1835,  in  that  House,  the  <  Lords  ?  Yet  the  Act  had  been  for  several 
present  Earl  Russell  brought  forward  Re-  years  on  the  statute  book.  If  the  question 
aolutiouB  appropriating  the  Church  pro-  was  of  importance  to  the  Empire,  it  was  of 
perty,  ostensibly  to  remedy  grievances,  but  vital  moment  and  interest  to  Ireland,  more 
really  to  oust  Sir  Robert  Peel  from  Office  ;  especially  in  the  present  critical  condition 
and  he  succeeded.  But  in  1836  the  House  of  that  country,  when  it  was  looking  to  the 
of  Lords  had  rejected  the  measure,  and  House  of  Commons  for  earnestness  and 
the  country  had  supported  the  House  of  i  sincerity  in  its  attempts  at  remedial  legis- 
Lorda,and  the  Liberal  party  quietly  dropped  ,  lation.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  Appropriation  clauses.     The  victim  of,  the  county  of  Loudondcry  (Lord  Claud  J. 


1619 


Eiiahluhta  a^eh  (COMMONSi 


Hnmilton)  had  Baid  that  no  ono  stated  thai 
this  measure  vtoulJ  he  n  tnoMOge  of  peace 
to  Ireland,  Ho  (Mr.  SiillWan)  believed 
dtiiJ  staled  that  it  would  be  n  meBsnge  cif 
pe&co  to  Ireland.  Wsa  the  present  con- 
dition of  that  country  one  of  peacr,  con- 

ind  hormon;  ?     Where  there  not 

idely  8e|ioratcd  hy  diBlrust  and 

caiiaed  by  the  existence  of  this 
Church  Eatabliflhraent?  ["No,  no!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  from  thoNorth  of  Irelnnd 
might  Hoy  "  No  i  "  but  ihev  well  knew  that 
FrotOSlQDts  and  Cntholic«  vrcro  separntod 
by  &  wide  tine  of  demarention.  The  Pro- 
testnnta  of  Ulster  had  aaaumed  lo  [hem- 
frnm  thecnrlietit  timeB  the  charnoter 
of  e^ioluBive  loyalty  which  thoy  had  denied 
lo  the  Catholics,  They  pretended  thai 
thoy  were  ihe  loyal  garrison  in  an  enemy's 
country,  aupportingthc  Protestant  Church 
trhioh  was  the  citadel.  That  wna  the  way 
in  which  the  questidn  was  put;  but  if  you 
tntd  the  Roninn  Catliolic  peasant  and 
peer  tliat  thoy  were  on  the  same  footing 
eccle*instically  and  civilly  as  (heir  Prolest- 
ant  fellow-oounlrymen,  you  would  have  re- 
moved the  moat  jarring  source  of  discord 
hich  ever  disturbed  the  country,  and 
which  he  renlly  believed  was  nt  ibe  bottom 
of  all  the  dissensions  from  whieh  Ireland 
Ifcred.  He  liad  known  several 
mCMures  of  conccsiiun  to  the  Irish  Catlio- 
>d,  and  they  were  invariably 
opposed  by  Northern  Members,  who  were  so 
fund  of  monopolizing  the  chnracter  of  { 
loyally.  The  people  of  Ireland  would  be 
loyal  if  they  were  allowed  to  be  loyi 
had  shown  within  the  last  few  weeks  liow 
groat  tlieir  feeling  of  confidence  would  be 
if  once  there  were  a  prospect  of  passing 
the  measures  that  were  necessary  for  that 
defence  offered  for  the  Irish 
Church  was  what  lawyers  called  a  dilatory  Mi 
ere  to  wait  for  llie  Report  of 
>n.  He  could  understnnd  Ihnl 
light  be  of  use  on  qucations 
t  how  would  it  aid  upon  the 
gueslTun  ol  discatablishment,  which  was 
ndracnted  on  the  ground  that  the  Irish 
Church  was  a  poliiicnl  institution.  The 
■ifihi  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under-Secretary 
For  the  Colonics  (Mr.  Adderlcy)  confe'tsed 
rliat  he  thouglit  ihe  attempt  to  extend  the 
Eteformatiou  lo  Ireland  was  idle.  The  fact 
was  that  the  Irish  Church  had  been  estab- 
ished  from  the  first  as  a  political  inslilutioii. 
ind  as  such  it  rcmoine^l  lo  tliis  day,  lie 
lenied  lliat  any  argunienl  had  been  adduced  I 
o  show  that  che  Irish  Church  ivas  a 
eligiouB  institution.  It  was  pinnled,  had  beeti  often  referred 
Mr.  Suliivan 
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d,  and  stood  to  this 


heCuiniuissii 
his  Report  i 
•f  detail  ;  bu 


a  political  institution ;  and  hnne«l  and 
wanu-henrled  Protestants  in  the  North  o! 
Irelnnd  were  taught  to  believe  that  llie 
Church  of  the  Slate  was  ilie  Churoli  of 
their  faith.  But  there  was  also  a  strong 
Protestant  feeling  that  justice  ought  to  be 
done  on  this  subject;  timt  no  sufScicnt 
fruits  had  followed  from  the  Irish  Church, 
and  that  it  had  belter  be  severed  Trom  lh« 
State.  Prescription  has  been  apckcn  of  in 
the  course  of  this  debate;  but  what,  b« 
would  ask  had  prescription  to  say  to  tbs 
Irish  Church  ?  He  was  as  sincere  *.  Pro. 
lostant  as  any  man  who  defended  the 
Church  Estahlishment  in  Ireland;  and  bs 
could  sincerely  say  he  dtil  not  believe  that 
the  Establishment  had  done  «ervioe  to  t)i« 
Protestant  religion.  That  EstabllBhuieat 
had  led  to  a  conflict  between  cUssee  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  felt  that  it  ought  to  be  AwepI 
awny.  But,  if  preseriptinn  wna  pleaded  in 
defence  of  the  Irish  Church,  tic  would  a>k, 
had  not  the  prescription  been  suppnrttd 
for  300  years  by  injustice  ond  cruelly! 
|"No,  no!"]  It  wsB  well  known  thst 
down  to  the  close  of  the  last  century  ill* 
Roman  Catholic  religion  had  been  perse- 
cuted in  Ireland,  and  the  Roman  CailioUc 
priests  had  been  proscribed.  In  the  South 
of  Ireland  the  country  was  an  eiocplioD. 
In  towns  there  lived  the  rectors  of  adjtnniflg 
parishes,  in  cunnequence  of  their  hating  no 
residences  in  those  parishes;  and  there 
were  seen  congtmitly  clergymen,  with  no 
congregations,  by  the  side  of  Roman  Gs- 
thcy  iholic  churches  turning  out  their  teeming 
how  hundreds.  Was  not  this  a  stale  of  things 
Id  be  I  that  ought  to  rouse  the  feelings  of  the 
ople  ?  Yet  this  was  the  normal  atnlaof 
ings  existing  in  the  South  of  Irelind. 
But  how  stood  the  question  of  prescription  ? 


"  In  Engknd  it  was  tha  straggle  of  the  ^1 
bodj  of  Ihe  people  Tor  (be  eitablishmrnt  of  tbeir 
liberties  sgiiinst  tlie  c^rts  ot  a  amnll  bclion;  is 
Irctnnd  it  was  tbe  estnbliahmont  af  ihe  power  4f 
B  smnll  raclion  nt  Ihc  oipeiisc  uflhecinl  libutio 
and  prepertiei  of  Ibo  mujoritr-" 

It  was  Baid,  however,  that  if  they  made 
this  concession  it  would  bo  followed  by 
furtiier  demands.  That  was  very  likely; 
but  if  they  showed  the  Irish  people  ihil 
ihey  were  willing  lo  go  a  certain  lenglh  is 
order  lo  do  tliem  justice,  would  not  the 
Irish  people  he  disposed  lo  meet  them  in  s 
fairer  spirit  ill  regard  to  the  questions  wbieh 
might  come  aflerwards  ?  The  opiniun  of 
Ihe  new  and  relnrined  eunsiiiucncie*  hsd 
these  dlicussionii 
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but  the  Irish  people  wonld  hare  great  con- 
fidence in  those  new  constitaencies  when- 
ever the  appeal  might  be  made  to  them, 
and  they  were  nsked  whether  thej  would 
not  prefer  the  freely  proffered  loyalty  of  a 
great  nation  to  the  Bullen,  and  it  might  be 
conditional,  loyalty  of  the  few.  If  the 
Iri»h  people  saw  that  parliament  was  really 
in  earnest,  and  that  it  meant  to  remedy 
the  injustice  that  had  long  been  done  them, 
they  would  respond  with  warm  and  lively 
gratitude  to  the  kindly  advances  made  to- 
wards them.  He  protested  against  the 
insulting  assertions  that  had  been  made  as 
to  conspiracies  between  "Irish  Romanists" 
and  any  other  classes.  He  believed  that 
the  Irish  Romanists,  as  they  were  called, 
were  as  loyal  as  any  section  of  that  House, 
and  he  emphatically  repudiated  the  insinu- 
ations that  had  been  thrown  out  against 
them.  He  pointed  to  the  many  distin- 
guished Roman  Catholics  who  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  for  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church,  who  had  not 
elaimed  it  as  a  sulky  demand,  but  had 
asked  for  it — and  implored  it,  if  they  liked — 
ai  an  act  of  justice.  Let  the  House,  there- 
fore, not  quibble  about  it  or  hesitate  to 
concede  it.  It  was  said  the  Fenians  did 
not  demand  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church.  Certainly  the  Fenians  did 
not;  for  that  was  perhaps  the  very  last 
measure  which  they  wished  to  see  adopted, 
because  it  would  take  from  them  one  great 
eaose  of  sympathy.  The  farmers  of  Ire- 
land, said  the  Chief  Secretary,  had  not  yet 
joined  the  ranks  of  Feuianism  ;  but  would 
the  noble  Lord  wait  until  they  had  done 
•o  before  doing  an  act  of  justice?  If  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues  would  cast 
aside  the  small  faction  which  arrogated  to 
itself  a  monopoly  of  loyalty  in  Ireland,  they 
would  earn  the  thanks  and  strengthen  the 
loyalty  of  the  Irish  nation.  In  conclusion, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  agree  to 
the  Resolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  has  just  spoken 
has  made  one  or  two  assumptions  such  as, 
are  said,  not  to  be  unusunl  in  Irish  ora- 
tory. He  has  informed  the  House  that 
the  Irish  branch  of  the  United  Church 
does  not  represent  religion.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  the  essence  of  every  Protes- 
tant establishment  is  religion.  But  what 
is  the  toleration  of  tliis  advocate  of  con- 
cession, when  he  rises  and  declares  that 
there  is  no  religion  in  the  Irish  branch  of 
the  English  Church  ?     Agoin,  what  says 


this  distinguished  lawyer  ?  Why  he  says 
that  prescription  gives  no  title  to  a  corpora- 
tion. I  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man whether  he  stands  to  that  phrase, 
that  "prescription  gives  na  title  to  cor- 
porate property?*'  Is  this  the  doctrine 
we  are  to  learn  from  the  advocates  of  con- 
cession ?  I  ask,  whether  the  owners  of 
corporate  property,  and  those  who  enjoy 
the  usufruct  of  corporate  property  accept 
this  doctrine,  that  *'  prescription  gives  no 
title  to  corporate  property  ?  "  [Mr.  E. 
Sullivan  :  I  never  said  that  prescription 
gives  no  title  to  corporate  property.]  I 
took  a  note  of  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  stated,  and  I  understood  him  to 
say,  that  "  prescription  gives  no  title  to 
corporate  property."  If  he  chooses  to  re- 
tract that  opinion  well  and  good.  I  shall 
rejoice  to  find  that  he  does  not  hold  the 
doctrine  ;  but  his  having  said  this  shows 
the  excess  to  which  his  oratory  has  carried 
him.  I  do  not  wish  to  pin  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  the  assertiun  which  he  now  re- 
tracts. I  will  ask  the  House  to  consider 
in  what  respect  the  Irish  Church  is  a  cor- 
poration entitled  to  property.  The  Chnroh 
is  a.  corporation  and  holds  property.  Will 
any  lawyer  in  the  House  deny  this ;  why, 
in  every  Court  it  is  known  that  if  any  ques- 
tion touching  this  property  of  the  Church 
arise,  the  local  officer  of  this  corporation, 
whether  he  be  Bishop,  chancellor,  surro- 
gate, or  a  mere  incumbent,  appears  to  de- 
fend this  property,  or  to  answer  for  the 
use  or  abuse  of  it,  not  if  he  be  an  incum- 
bent, as  an  ordinary  freeholder,  but  as  a 
freeholder  for  life  under  the  corporation  to 
which  he  belongs.  I  put  it  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the 
House,  whether  in  every  court  of  the 
United  Kingdom  the  Church  is  not  held  to 
be  a  corporation  ?  The  substance  of  these 
Resolutions  has  scarcely  hitherto  been  ap- 
preciated in  this  debate.  The  1st  Reso- 
lution which  is  now  before  the  Committee 
asks  the  Crown  as  the  sworn  trustee  for 
this  property— to  abandon  that  trust.  The 
next  Resolution  would  prevent  the  creation 
of  any  new  life  interests  in  this  Church 
property.  The  3rd  Resolution  proposes 
that  this  House  should,  by  its  majority, 
present  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  she  will  consent  to  violate  her 
Coronotion  Oath.  Now  I  put  it  to  any 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  whether  there 
is  any  parallel  to  be  found  in  history  of 
any  such  proposal?  I  admit  that  the  Irish 
Church  Temporalities  Bill  was  a  case  some- 
what in  point;  but  Parliament  eventually 
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decided  on  not  requesting  the  abandonment  clcrgj  of  the  Establishment.    Who  shall  measnre 

but  tlio    modification  of  the    trust   under  tho  effects  which  might  bo  produced  upon  the 
_i  ■  K   ai.^               .       c  a\       1  *  1    ni        u  '    •  half-in formed,  the  irrchcious,  and  the  indifi:»»nt. 

wl.ich  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church  is  j,y  the  ppirit  of  pro«jljii«m  which  ha,  of  lau 

licld   by   the    Crown,  and   U   waa   on  that  broken   loose,  if  universally  quickened    in   the 

ground    thnt    the  Crown  assented    to    tho  breasts  of  unendowed  perverters.  without  stan- 

nieasure.    The  question  now  raised  is  nno-  dard,  articles,  or  creed,  stimulated  by  the  lust  of 
tlier  question  as  far  as  tho  Irish  brand)  of 


uncertain  but  indefinite  gain." 


tlie  Church  is  concerned  ;  you  ask  tho  So-  I^o  not  tell  mo,  Sir,  after  that,  that  no 
vercign  to  resign  tlie  trust  sho  has  sworn  '  Roman  Catholic  lawyer  hns  erer  and  even 
to  maintain,  not  for  tho  purpose  of  modify-  recently  supported  the  Church  in  Ireland 
ing  that  trust,  not  for  the  purpose  of  alter-  '  — or  that  all  Roman  Catholic  lawyers  are 
ing  tlie  appropriation  of  the  property  in  J  actuated  by  the  same  intolerant  spirit  that 
tho  sense  of  the  trust,  but  that  the  pro-  |  has  been  displayed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Iperty  of  the  Churcli  in  Ireland,  which  the    Gentleman    who    has  just   addressed   the 


Crown  holds  on  trust,  shall  bo  placed  in 


House.     It  seems  to  mo  that  the  Liberaii 


our  hands  for  the  purpose  of  total  aliena-  represent  the  temper  of  modem  Rome,  tho 
Ition.  That  is  the.  proposal  of  the  right  spirit  of  Ultramontanism.  As  an  exprei- 
|hon.    Gentleman   the   Member   for  South    sion  of  the  school  of  Cardinal  CuUen,  his 


Lancashire.     Far  be  it  from  mo  to  touch 
I  upon  the  sacred  ground  of  what  may  be 


speech  is  intelligible  enough.     But  com- 
pare the  speech  wo  have  just  heard  from 


the  conscientious  feelings  of  Iler  Majesty,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  with  tho 
But  tho  stop  you  are  asked  to  take  is  nn- 1  extract  I  have  just  read  to  the  Committee 
precedented — unprecedented  in  tho  annals  ;  from  the  pamphlet  of  the  lato  Mr.  Justice 
of  Parliament.  Well,  Sir,  there  have  been  I  Shoe  !  We  can  judge  from  the  speech  of 
many  strange  arguments  used  ;  and  one  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  fron 
them  was  used  to-night  by  the  hon.  and  {the  temper  of  it,  who  are  the  instructors 
learned  Member  for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Dcnman).    that  are  guiding  or  leading  the  Liberal 


He  said  that  he  was  a  lawyer,  and  that 
there  was  no  Roman  Catholic  lawyer,  that 
ho  knew,  but  was  anxious  for  the  aliena- 


party.  I  have  observed,  tliroughoot  this 
debate,  that  the  arguments  addressed  to 
tho  Committee  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 


tion of  the   property  that  tho  Church  of  |  posite  have  nearly  all  been  borrowed  from 

Ireland   possesses.      Let   mo   remind    the  the   letter  addressed  by   Dr.   Manning  to 

Committee   of   the    opinion    in    respect  to  Earl  Grey.     Almost  every  argument  has 

(li^ii'.staUlisliniCMt  of"  tlic  Irish  Cliinch  wliicli  boon   rcprculiicejl,  among  others   tho  Icaii- 

was  c'xi»rf\s>ed  l>y  an  rmincnt  ami  Catholic  >"g  or;;umcnt  lliat  tlie  Church  is  an  injur? 

Judge  who  di<Ml  ];Uely — a  lcarne«l  por^^on,  «*»  well  ns   an   insult   to  the    Irish   pcuj'lo. 

who  once  hn«l    a  beat   in   this  House,  niul  That    all    these    arguments    arc  borrowed 

whoso  attainments  were  woll-known  to  hon.  nlmoot    vcrhalim   from    the   letter   to    Kn;l 

Members.    The  extrael  is  from  a  pauiphlel  Grey  (»f  the  prelate  who,    previous  to  li^s 

of  the  late  Mr.    JuRtice    Shee  entiile«l  A  elevation,  (lerlared  that  the  funetion  of  Lis 

Proposal  for    Rtligious    Jupialiht  in   Ire-  Church  was  to  subdue  or  to  subjugate  this 

land.     It   was  not  the  expression  of  opi-  country.      That  is    the  temper  of  modern 

nion   in   a   hasty  8pcech,   but  a  calm   and  ll"iiie.      That    is  the    temper  with  wliii'h 

Ideliberatc  conclusion,     ife  wrote —  ^c  have  to  deal.     That  is   the  temper  in 

•'  If  my  opinion  wore  Icis  dcci'led  than  it  is  on  dcfiMfnce  to  which   we   tin.]  the  Leaders  of 

tho  meaning  of  tljo  Caiiiolie  (».uli.   or  I  (Iccmi-d  the  Liberal  party  repudiating  opinions  thai 

tho  policy  r.cmnmcn.le.l  hy  Mr.  Mi.dl  moro  hope-  ihoy  held  two  or  three  years  niro.  or  about 

lul   ihan   1   l.eliovo  it  to  bo,   1   bhouM   still  think  *      ':   :      •  ♦*         ^       i  •   i    •     •!■  i 

our  adoption  of  it   unwi.so.     Tho  Churi-h   bv  law  ^'*   J"*"    '"  '"^^    «^ttC!Upt,  which  is  jliuMrutcJ 

csiablishod  in  Ireland  is  tho  Chiiroh  of  a  eommu-  ^'>'    ^^'^'    declaration    that     the     rrotestact 

nity  cviiywhero  oonsidorablo  in  rojpoct  of  pro-  Church  shall  not  exist  in   Ireland.      Tliora 

pcrty,    worth,    intclliircncr,    and    the    power   of  are  some  other   topics   on  which   I  wish  to 

avenpng  a  di.graco  on  tho  roli-Mon  of  the   Iri^h  address   the   Committee.      Sir.    I    observed 

people.      It  IS  sironnr  m  tho  supposed   identity  of  .i     »     .i  •    w     i  at       i  r         i    )- 

its  interests  with  those  of  (he  Chureh  of  HnL'land.  ^"*^^        .    "r'*'    hon.   Member    fur    Ni.rtn 

Nothin;,'  ^*hort  of  a  convuNion,  tearing  np^  both  Lancashire  '^the  Marquess  uf  Ilartin^luo), 

Establifihnients  l)y  tho  roots,  could  aceomj.lish  its  and    pcver;il    other   hon.    Gcntlcinon    OPPi)- 

overthrow.     >W  is  it  by  any  means  clear  that  its  fijto.    inaddressin-    the    House,  have  wi-l. 

overthrow  would   benefit  our  reli-Mon.     With  tlic  ..  i  ,*..„.*    i  •      .i  •      n 

oxeeption  of  the  zoalots  who  distmb  tho  diocese.       .  '^''^    "-'/'^'^    ^''''''.   "»    ^^"^   "^»"*'«   ^'^r^'*' 

of  Dublin,  ^•ern^('a^h(■l,  and  'I'uarn.  the -sappinir  ^'^^''"^    **^     bigotry,    in    tho  sliapc    of  A   '  No 

and   mininir*    of  reli^iou!*   belief  ha.s   not   b.en  l*(>pery  '  cry."      Will  he   let  me  ask.  what 

jtbouglit  u  worthy  oecupation  by  the  prelates  or  more  cogent  bigotry  could  hc  cvinccd  ilian 
J//'.  yn.Cfh'fjd.ii' 
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that  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  traversed  nearljr  the  whole  of  the  most 
Gentleman  who  has  just  addressed  the  neglected  districts  of  Ireland,  thus  ex- 
Committee  ?     Has   he  not  declared   that  pressed  himself — 

the  mnjority  of  the  Irish  people  are  such  «.i  must,  at  a  public  officer,  whose  duties  called 

bigots  that  they  cannot  be  satisfied  as  long  him  into  dose  contact  with  the  clergy  throughout 

as  tho  sanction  of  the  Grown   is  given  to  the  most  remote,  and  (by  all  other  of  the  higher 

the  existence  of  the  Protestant  Bstablish-  e^"»«»)  <le»«rted  parts  of  the  kingdom,  declare, 
__      .•      Ti      «9     Tj         ^1.1*         .1*1'^  common  justice,  that  were  it  not  for  the  rest- 

of  tiie  Ifieh  people.     1   liave  reasons  for  parochial  clergy,  erery  trace  of  reBnement  and 

Dot  belief  io);  it.     Then  it  has  been  said,  ciTiliiation  would  diaappear." 

and  repeated  several  times,  that  the  Irish  jj„^^   j  ^j,,  ,g^  ^^          whether  the  re. 

Chorch  in  former  days  was  simply  a  badge  p^^d,  „f  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  testify 

of  conquest;  that  it  conferred  no  bene6t  ,„  ^y^^  civiliaing  properties  of  that  Church  f 

upon  Ireland  ;  that  it  was  maintained  out  c„t             ,„„g,  ^^„  t,,^          „f  Emo^^t,, 

of   »indicti»e  spirit  of  injustice   to  that  4,,^  church  of  Rome  is  dominant  in  Spain, 

•onntry.     Arthur  Young  was  a  man  of  no  „„,j  t^H  me— has  civilieation  aJTaneed  in 

mean  capacity  —  of  world-wide  fame,  he  gpnin  ?     Is  Spain  not  one  of  the  most  re- 

waa  the  correspondent  of  the    Empress  ,rograde  countries  in  Europe  ?    Pass  on 

Catherine  of  Russia,  and  of  Waahington;  ,|,e„  ,„  PoUnd-a  country  which  is  a  con- 

hia  works  were  translated  by  order  of  the  ^„^  country,  and  in  which-thus  antici. 

French  Directory  at  the  time  of  the  Rero-  p,tj„g  t,,^,  ,5^,.  .„d  policy  „f  „,„,  jie^. 

lotion.     He  made  a  tonr  in  Ireland  during  ^ers  of  this  House— tho  Emperor  of  Russia 

the  time  when  the  Protestant  Church  is  maintained  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in 

now  said  to  hare  been  maintained  merely  „i|  ■^^^  splendour.     I  ask.  is  there  on  the 

as  an  injurious  badge  of  conquest     What  f^^^  ^f  j;,,         .  ^„^  degraded  country 

wa»  tho  result  of  Ins  ob»er»ations  ?     He  _^  country  in   which  the  mass   of  the 

Tisited  Armagh,  and  in  his  tour  he  spe-  people  were  less  educated  or  less  civilized  t 

eially  remarked  the  energy  of  the  clergy  10  Remember  the  testimony  of  Lord  Macaulay, 

pnbho  improvements,  specialljr  signalling  ,,,„  historian,  on  this  point— 

the  see  of  Armagh.     A  school,  a  library,  „      ,               .„..  ^        j  .,.v 

.    ..1...     ...J  ?»...    .k....i.>.    \,^A    k<J^n  "  Go  where  you  will,"  he  said,  "  the  result  IS 

•   P«l«oc,    and   four    churches   had    been  ^^^  ^^^     ^^'^^  ^^^  Protestant  canton,  of  Swit- 

erected    by    the   Bishop.      Arthur   Young  „rland  and  you  will  find  them  advanced  in  civlli- 

adds—  xatiOD  and  wealth,  far  before  the  Roman  Catholio 

••  nis  Onwse   found    Armagh  a  ne»t  of  mud  cantons.    Look  at  Scoiland  with  her  barren  •oil, 

eabins,  and  will  leave  it,  a  well-built  city  of  slate  but  her  Protestant  religion.   But  go  to  the  South 

and  stone.    When  it  it  considered  that  all  this  of  Ireland,  and  you  wiU  And  agriculture  in  lu 

has  been  done  in  the  short  space  of  seven  or  most  primitive  state. 

•If ht  jMrs,  I  should  not  be  accused  of  exajK?™-  ["No!  "1  Hon.  Gentlemen  may  cry  "  No;" 

tion  if  I  said  that  they  were  noble  and  spirited    \    ,    ^  ..■',.        1  •  1    >,     .  1 ..  xJ.a  k-r... 

works,  eren  if  undertaken  upon  a  man's  peVsonal  l>"t  statistics  which  have  been  laid  before 
estate ;  but  how  much  more  then  are  they  worthy  the  House  prove  it.  ^Fl  right  lion.  MEM- 
of  praise  when  executed*  not  for  his  own  poste-  ber  :  It  is  not  true.]  I  say  that  the  figures 
ritj,  bat  for  the  publio  good."  prove  that  in  the  South  of  Ireland  thousands 
Here,  then,  we  find  drawn  by  an  impartial  of  acres  hove  been  converted  into  posture 
hand,  the  character  of  one  of  these  clergy-  land,  which  were  once  cultivated.  Well, 
men  who  are  said  to  have  been  sent  to  Sir  ;  but  then  it  is  said  that  the  Church 
Ireland  merely  as  the  ••  type  of  conquest;"  in  Ireland  ought  to  be  disestablished,  be- 
one  of  those  men  who.  according  to  the  cause  the  numbers  of  her  communionists 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  re-  are  comparatively  small.  Is  this  the  reason, 
presented  no  religion,  and  confer  no  bene-  according  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
ilu  upon  their  neighbours.  Was  a  more  man  opposite,  why  she  must  bo  considered 
anjoat  statement  ever  made  in  debate  ?  to  have  no  religion,  and  to  be  unworthy  to 
Then,  at  a  later  period,  I  might  take  the  exist.  Sir,  I  conclude  that  the  hon.  and 
testimony  of  Major  Woodward,  who  was  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  use  this  as  an 
employed  in  1823,  to  report  on  the  sUte  argument  never  attend  Divine  service  in  a 
of  Ireland.  What  did  he  say  of  the  effects  church  which  has  only  a  small  congrega- 
ofthe  Established  Church  upon  the  popu-  tion.  If,  Sir,  the  truth  and  value  of  re- 
lation of  that  Church,  which  we  have  been  ligion  is  to  be  decided  merely  by  numbers, 
told  over  and  over  again  is  only  to  be  Christianity  is  a  mistake  ;  for  I  am  sorry 
looked  upon  as  an  injury  and  insult  to  the  to  say  that  Christians  are  a  minority  in 
people  ?     Major  Woodward,  after  having  the  world.  If  the  truth  of  religion  is  to  be 
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ileoi^eil  by  numbers,  what  woulJ  have  been 
Biiid  of  Cbriatinnily  when  it  first  eppenrcd 
in  the  vrorlJ  ?  On  tlio  same  Biipposition 
tbe  Aposllei  muBt  bi 


{htlanrt). 


finiilee 


But  r 


•  tha 


the  Cliurch  in  Ireland  \%  to  bo  cand 
na  a  Cliurch  of  no  religion,  beoanse  elie 
docs  not  Mt  ill  the  spirit  of  offcnBiro 
proseljrtisni — for  avoiding  which  she  was 
warnil;  defended  bj  the  late  Mr,  Justice 
Shee.  Your  arguments  represent  but  one 
thing,  a  foregone  conclusion,  that  for  (he 
conrBnieiico  of  party  jou  would  destroy  nn 
Establishment  that  has  eiistod  for  300 
years.  There  can  be  no  other  interpre- 
tation  than  this  ;   ''    ' 


and  tho  Rers.  Tbomni  Ljncb.  V.F..  and  Miohsal 
Tommy,  C.C.,  aeling  u  lecreurle*  ;— ■  Tb«  <ra«. 
Ihe  great,  ths  sole  quvation  for  IreUod,  is  tha  lud 
question.  Other  agtutions  such  as  Uint  agiinit 
the  EilahliEhed  Cliurob  are  got  Dp  (or  f^tVf  pDr> 
poiea ;  nauld  infuse  nii  element  ot  bigotr;  into 
Ihe  nlread;  suiEcientlj  dUlnrbed  reUliont  betmea 
landlord  nnd  tenant ;  would  eOrct  (he  ruin  of  ^ 
thouisndi  o<  (eonnls,  and  prucipiute  that  tociil 
catuCropha  which  we  are  anxious  to  avert.* "  \ 

Are    these    Roman    Catholic    pricsta    Jeu  | 

Roman   Cathotie    than   the    Irish    people?  : 

How   come   they    to   preside,    as    I    bsn  ' 
shown,  at  agriculiural    meetinga:      Wlw 
will  tell  me    that   their  opinion  is   not  si 

goad  an  opinion  as  others  that  hare  be«ii  { 


an   interpretation  '  quoted  ?    Cardinal  Cullon  demands  the  di 
■hat  1  nm  very  unwilling  to  accept :  it  is  .  eat&bliahment  of  the  Irish  Church  ;  it  is  in    I 
that  the   Liberal   party  arc   so  nlarnied  by  .  Reference  to   bis  demands  and  to  those  of 
Feiiiftuisni  ;    tlio    right    hon.    Member  for    Ihe  Roman  Catholic  prelntea,  and  to  tha   ' 
Lanoashire's  nerves  have  Hastained  such  a  '  P^rsussionsof  their  colleague.  Dr.  Manning    I 
shook,  that  he  can  no  longer  recommend  1  'hat  tha  House  of  Commcna  is  to  enter 
"' "  _       .  .  -       I  „pp„  (iijg  novel  course.     I   will   give  joo    | 

j  proof  o'  ■■-■■■■ 


Established  Church  in  IreUnJ.  RemembE 
tho  first  speech  of  the  right  lion.  Qentli 
man.  He  referred  to  four  or  five  periodi 
concluding  with  the  year  1839.  He  snii 
"  You  have  alwaya  yielded  to  terror.  Thei 
is  a  dangerous  conapiraoy  novr  in  Ii  ' 
and  it  is  extending  into  England 
aeain  s"  and  Hio  inference  from  thi 
clearly  is  that  aa  previous  PaHi 


The  right  hon.  Baronet  wh» 
i  boail  of  the  Military  Department 
I  (Sir  John  Fakington)  apoko  in  this  Houm 
I  in  1865,  and  said— 


Tho  House  will  permit  ma  to  rmd  a  fitln 
and  ;  '  wl)ich  wa!  adverted  lo  b)>  my  right  hon.  u4 
yj^lj  I  loomed  Friend  (Mr.  Whilesidi*)  in  ■  fornu*  d*- 
ircrii.  I  *""■  ■*"  *»»™'a'''«'  *"■  •'«n  tbrmnd  in  llaUia, 
K  ''  I  called  tbe  Kational  Aisoclatlon.  Tor  partiealit 
nnnta  i  objects,  and  with  the 


hare  yielded  to  the  fear   of  Irish  conspi-    sapport  of  Arohbiabop  Oullen,  atiitn 


Parli 


mhers  wliethei 


tholic  Church  in  Ireland.  The  le 
waa  written  by  the  Secretary  of  tha 
and  addressed  to  an  iristi  JDoroal : 
Jt-iih  Timit  of  this  dny  ooulaini  ;  _ 
nient  that  the  Entablished  Church  ha.  been  »itli- 
drawn  fi-om  tho  programme  of  the  National  Ai«>- 
cialion,  and  tho  questions  to  which  it  will  coollii* 
its  attention  will  be  'i'enant  Right  and  Edueatiao. 
1  beg  to  in&rra  you  that  Ihero  ia  no  rouoditieo 
for  tho  above  statement;  nod  the  intenlioni  of  (he 
Association  in  relation  to  the  Iriih  Chareb  Ef 
tabliibment  have  andergooe  no  modiScatioD.  and 
thnt  the  gentlemen  with  whom  ml*  tha  dinetien 
Dl'  tho  polioy  of  the  Association  are  nnaniaDOl 
in  their  determinDtion  to  have  no  conipromiaeaitb 
tbe  Eilabliahmenl  or  its  advocates,  and  to  >p>ra 
effort  for  it*  overthrow.'  "—{3  i/aiuoi^alnii- 


hereforo 

also.      I  ask  hon, 

ccepi  ihot  nrgu- 

■ecpt  it,  where  is 
Buch  a.  course  to  end  ?  If  you  thus  give  n 
premium  to  conapiraov,  you  must  declare 
that  the  executinns  tllnt  have  tnkcn  place 
are  judicinl  mnrdei's  ;  and  you  justify  the 
feeling  that  has  prompted  ihcite  conspira- 
cies. It  is  a  grave  matter  that  the  nrgu- 
ment  of  fear  should  be  used  successfullv  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  But  I  deny  that 
this  demand  for  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  is  made  by  the  great  masaea 
of  t!>e   Irish  people;  and    I    say  distinctly  j  l^^T.] 

that   it   is   made   by  the   Irish    hierorchy  |  That  declaration  shows  that  Cardinal  Cnllen 

headed  by  Dr.  Cullen.      Upon   this   mailer    cunJemna  tho  opinion  of  the  late  Mr.  Jo»- 

I   will  read   a  declaration  which   has  been,  tice    Sheo,  and    is   opposed  lo  the  opiniofl, 

read   before,  and  winch   woa   mnile  on   tho  |  oupressed   by   the  raenibera   of   the  Ucalh 

part  of  tho  Meivth  Tenant  Right  Society.    Agricultural  Soeietj.     There  cannot  W* 

I  quote  from  a  pamphlet  on  An  Inquiry,  doubt  that  hon.  Oenilemeii  cppoaite  hart 

tnto  the  Ciiuiei  of  the  Povtrty  and  Biioon-    accepted  their  policy  with  rcfpeot  to  Ii«- 

(eni  in  Ireland,  page  23—  [  land  from  Cardinal  Cullen  and  Dr.  Manning, 

"Tho  following  opinion  of  the  Mentli  Tenant 

ight  Society  ia  worthy  of  attention.   It  was  eon- 

ined  in  an   address  to  the  inhabitants  of  that 

lunly,  adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the  sociFlj  hold 

Navan  on  the  26tb  November,  1865,  the  very 

Rvr.  John  NicoUi,  P.P.,  and  V.O.,  in  tho  oh.iir  ; 

J/r.  NftBdegalt 


ind  this  brings  i 
a    snid  that    the 


the  Roman  Catholi 
Go  back 


e  to  another  matter. 
oTisteiice    of  the  Irisli 
It ;   and  why  \     Becsnil 

I  Catholic  hierarchy  object  to  it. 

the  history  of  Inland  mi  jo» 


J 
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will  find  this.  Wbene?er  oiroumstanees 
have  occurred,  that  have  tended  to  abate 
the  difiaion  that  exists  between  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  and  the  Protestants,  that 
instant  Rome  has  interfered  to  aggravate 
these  differences  that  pro?oke  dissension, 
in  order  to  produce  alienation  from  and 
hatred  to  England.  Now,  Mr.  Whittle,  a 
Boman  Catholic  barrister,  has  written  a 
pamphlet  to  which  I  have  adverted  on  pre- 
Tious  occasions  ;  he  is  a  Roman  Catholic 
of  moderate  opinions,  and  he  is  treated 
with  the  utmost  contempt  by  those  Ultra- 
montane Roman  Catholics.  In  this  pamph- 
let he  compluins,  exactly  as  the  late  Lord 
Beaumont  and  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  com- 
plained, that  modern  Rome  spews  modera- 
tion out  of  her  mouth.  This  pamphlet  was 
published  only  three  years  ago  ;  it  was 
written  by  an  able  barrister,  and  he  says 
this — that  Ultramnntanism  had  but  little 
existence  in  Ireland  previous  to  1849,  when 
it  was  imported  by  Cardinal  Cullen.  And 
why  was  this  course  taken  ?  For  this 
reason,  tjiat  the  conduct  of  the  clergy  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  of  the  other 
Protestants  in  Ireland  during  the  famine 
in  Ireland  in  1847  and  1848;  that  the 
eonduct  of  the  Protestant  community  of 
Begland  towards  the  Irish  when  they  were 
in  difficulties  and  distress  ;  and  the  con- 
duct of  the  United  Parliament  was  such  ; 
that  there  was  a  growing  feeling  of  at- 
traction towards  England  ;  and  of  friend- 
■hip  and  gratitude  to  the  English  people. 
At  that  moment  Rome  sent  this  firebrand 
to  Ireland  to  cause  division,  and  I  say 
upon  the  authority  of  an  educated  and  in- 
telligent Roman  Catholic  barrister,  that 
from  bia  advent  there  sprung  up  the  feel- 
ing in  Ireland  that  is  embodied  in  the  de- 
mand for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Chnroh ;  a  demand  that  he  was  at  first  to 
popuUriae  and  force  upon  his  clergy.  I 
might  say  much  more  upon  this  subject, 
hat  I  know  that  the  hour  is  growing  late. 
Still  I  wish  to  enforce  upon  the  House — 
unwilling  as  some  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
If  embers  may  be  to  hear  it — the  fact  that 
they  are  now  doulily  servants  of  the  hier- 
erehy.  [A  laugh. j  That  hon.  Member 
who  is  now  laughing  (Mr.  Synan)  knows, 
that  at  no  former  period  were  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  of  this  House  so  servile 
in  their  obedience  to  the  hierarchy  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  I  assert  it  upon  the  authority 
of  one  whom  1  knew  for  years  as  a  Mem- 
ber, a  Roman  Catholic  Member,  of  this 
'  House  (Mr.  Vincent  Scully).  Mark  this, 
if  e  man  is  diaobedient  to  Cardinal  Cullen; 


if  he  doea  not  accept  that  which  has  been 
described  as  the  episcopal  policy  ;  if  he 
does  not  become  a  candidate  for  Parlia- 
ment under  the  auspices  of  the  hierarch 
he  is  treated  with  contempt  and  contumely, 
whenever  his  name  is  mentioned  in  this 
House.  Many  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
will  remember  Mr.  Vincent  Scully — [An 
hon.  Membeb  :  We  shall  never  forget  him.] 
—and  I  ask  whether  they  can  remember 
anyone  more  anxious  to  promote  the  wel- 
fare of  his  country.  There  is  a  letter  that 
he  has  published  which  shows  that  he  was 
defeated  in  his  attempt  to  be  returned 
again  to  this  House,  because  he  was  not 
favoured  by  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy, 
because  he  had  not  accepted  as  fully  what 
is  called  the  Episcopal  policy.  The  letter 
is  dated  the  28th  February,  1866,  and  it 
contains  the  following  extract : — 

**  Possibly,  also,  they  considered  that  the  result 
of  this  '  epiieopal  policy'  is  that  the  Irish  people 
{i.e,  the  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland)  are  now 
unrepresented  in  Parliament ;  for  it  is  quite  ap- 
parent that  the  majority  of  the  Irish  county  Mem- 
bers are  nominated  by  Tory  landlords  who  per- 
sonify the  British  element,  and  the  other  county 
Members  are  virtually  elected  by  Catholic  Bishops 
who  embody  the  Roman  element ;  while  the  Irish 
element  is  thus  practically  extinguished  and  dis- 
franchised. This  state  of  Irish  politics  may,  per- 
haps, partly  account  for  the  Fenian  organisation 
with  its  attendant  evils,  as  well  as  for  other  eon- 
sequences  not  necessary  to  specify  at  present." 

Now,  Sir,  when  I  remember  the  position 
Mr.  Vincent  Scully  held  in  this  House, 
and  having  great  respect  for  his  character, 
I  believe  his  to  be  a  true  description  of 
the  representation  of  Ireland.  In  another 
part  of  the  same  letter  he  states — 

"  One  of  the  most  strange  results  of  this  '  epis- 
copal policy'  has  been  that,  within  a  few  years, 
the  Irish  Members  have  gradually  dwindled  from 
forty-six,  at  which  they  stood  up  to  IS57,  down 
to  thirty,  being  their  present  number.  In  quality 
they  are  even  more  reduced  than  in  quantity,  so 
far  as  regards  public  experience  and  practical 
knowledge  of  Irish  matters.  For  trained  Irish 
veterans  are  substituted  raw  Roman  recruits  and 
Parliamentary  tyros,  either  Protestant  or  Ca- 
tholic." 

Now,  this  being  the  state  of  the  represen- 
tation of  Ireland,  suddenly  the  right  hon. 
GentlemAU  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire comes  forward  and  declares  that  he 
is  acting  upon  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
people,  as  duly  expressed  by  their  nominal 
representatives — though  I  have  shown  that 
they  represent  only  the  opinions  of  Cardinal 
Cullen  and  Dr.  Manning — it  is  impossible 
to  believe  that  they  can  ever  rest  satisfied 
unless— unless  what  ?  Why,  not  because 
any  pecuniary  gain  is  refused  to  their  own 
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Cliuroti :  but  it  ii  deserted  tlinl  (liore  ilinll  | 
increased  prospect  of  peace — ihnl  I 
Ihe  ipirit  of  iDiarelif  slinll  not  be  nllnjC'l,  I 
niiteM  iliis  HottBe  Buildenly  vote  nn  AdJpcss 
lo  Her  MnjeBtj,  eipre«aiiig  a  liope  that 
ilie  rIU  be  induced  to  violate  lier  Coroiin- 
tiori  Ontb,  and  relieve  Irelniid  from  llie 
olTeiice  irbich  Cnrdiiinl  CulloN  feels  oL  the 
preience  in  llint  portion  of  lier  kingdom 
<f  an  Eatnbliihed  Cliurcb.  Were  it  not 
0  late  in  [be  night,  1  could  produce  fur- 
tber  evidence  iii  Bupport  of  llio  OEsertiong 
.de.  I  could  sbo*,  tliDt  in  former 
periode,  wbenever  there  wne  a  prutpeot  of 
peace  tn  Ireland,  Rome  tent  ngetiti  to  tills 
oounirj  to  break  the  pence.  I  could  shoiv 
Ibnt  the  apprehension  of  a  growing  union 
lietireen  tlio  Englisb  nnd  the  liisb  peopio 
on  tiiB  pnrt  of  the  Pnpnej  ia  the  Hecet 
Onuie  of  the  policy  thftt  is  now  folloffed 
by  tbo  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  8«n(h  Lnneathire.  In  oil  humnn  pro- 
bnbililj,  inslend  of  thus  promoliiig  pence 
in  Irchiiid  jpu  ivill  only  Btiniukte  to  fur- 
ther demands,  you  »ill  nggravalo  religious 
differences;  bj  mnliing  these  unnise  con- 
oessioDs  DOW  you  will  ttimulnle  the  hier- 
archy to  mnke  other  and  Mill  greater  de- 
mnnds,  which  will  render  it  impossible 
longer  to  maintnin  the  union  between  the 
too  countries.  Was  ibc  Ime  Mr.  O'Cunocll 
a  representfttive  of  Iviih  feeling  or  not  T 
O'Ooiinell  niftde  the  snme  demand  that  you 
make  new  ;  but  tlic'n  O'Conimll  was  con- 
sietent,  for  he  niso  demanded  the  abioliite 
repeal  oF  the  Union.  Ho  held  that  it  was 
impoeiible  tbnt  the  BiitiHb  Government 
bIiouU  conduct  tbo  administration  of  Ire- 
land on  tlie  teriiin  (bat  you  propose  ;  and 
holding  that  to  bean  impossibility,  being 
■  man  of  foresight  nnd  ability,  what  did 
he  demand  ?  He  demanded  the  discslab- 
lishment  of  (be  Church,  and  at  the  same 
time  Ibo  repeal  of  the  Union.  You  call 
attention  to  what  has  taken  pince  in  Canada 
and  Australin.  But  O'Conuell  was  wise 
in  feeling  ihnt,  if  Irelniid  were  placed  in 
the  poBitioi)  of  Cnnadn  or  Australin,  it 
would  be  imposEible  (o  maintain  the  Union. 
I  can  quite  understniid  Cardinal  Cullcn's 
policy.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses (o  disestablish  (be  Cburcli.  Why 
docs  ho  at  tlie  same  (inie  support,  why  do 
Cariliiial  Culleu  and  Dr.  Manning  support, 
the  Union  ?  Because  the  diseslablisliment 
of  tho  Protestant  Church  will  Btrciigthen 
enormously  the  Papal  influence  in  Ireland; 
and  fur  (bis  reason— tho  Catholic  Church 
is  orgnniicd,  ia  directed  in  Ireland  by  n 
Legale  Cnrdinal  from  Rome.  It  you  with- 
Mr.  ^iwdtgaU 


[IreUn^. 
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draw  from  the  ProlCBtout  Churoli  of  Ire. 
land  (he  support  of  the  Stnl«,  what  will 
bo  tho  position  of  the  (wo  Cburehes! 
Remember  that  the  Roman  Catholic  CborcU 
is  supported  by  n  S'ate  —  by  the  Sdite  of 
Rome — it  has  a  hiernrchy  recruited  froiil 
Rome;  increasing  in  wcaltli  and  infiucnce; 
you  withdraw  from  tlia  Proteilnnt  Chur«h 
of  Ireland  that  support  nnd  countonanca 
of  the  Stale,  which  she  hn*  heretofore  e 
joyed.  And  yet  you  any  that  the  Unii 
must  be  mninlained.  Wby  ?  Why  dnel 
the  Cardinal  Legale  wish  lo  maintniu  Iha 
Union?  In  order  that,  by  the  increaiH  | 
power  nbiob  would  thus  be  given  to  him 
ihrougli  the  Irish  representation,  he  mij 
be  able  to  cxccisc  an  increased  puwer  erti 
this  House.  His  policy!)  distinct  and  clear. 
How  can  you  expoL-l,  if  the  rroiestsnt  i 
Church  can  with  difficulty  mninlain  tbt  . 
contest  now,  that  when  the  support  of  tt>« 
State  is  removed  she  will  be  more  nde.  , 
iiuate  to  contend  with  her  opponent.  Yon  | 
say  it  is  an  offcni^e  to  religiun  to  9up|iarl 
the  Protestant  Establishment  on  politicil 
grounds.  I  say  that  aS  long  as  tho  hisf- 
nrcliy  of  the  Romish  Cburcb  is  directly 
supported  by  the  Court  of  Rome  In  \n-  < 
land,  it  woidd  be  nn  act  of  folly  and  of  ' 
cownrdiac  to  withdraw  iho  RUpport  of  (lit  I 
Stale  of  Rngland  from  tho  United  Chureb 
ill  that  part  of  Hit  Majesty'a  doinlnieBi.  . 
Such  an  net  would  be  most  iniprndenl,  it 
ivou'd  be  impolitic,  nnd  if  it  were  adopled 
it  will  bo  difficult  to  maintain  tho  Union. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  talk  as  if  h  were  iha 
setded  opinion  of  the  people  of  this  nan- 
try  that  this  act  of  disestablishment  would 
be  most  slatcsmnnlike.  That  is  not  llie 
r.liuractor  that  ibis  policy  lias  borne  ninong 
tlicm  for  many  years  past.  I  know  tlist 
attempts  have  been  niaJe  to  beguile  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  into  favooring  thii 
policy  ;  but  I  also  know  that  the  people  ol 
tliis  country  condemn  this  proposal  as  fs- 
Tduring  the  nmhilious  policy  of  Rome  di- 
rected against  England.  I  attended  ( 
meeting  at  Birminglinm  the  other  d(J 
where  5,000  people  were  unanimous  la 
their  o|ipu!iiliDn  to  tbia  policy.  1  had  ihi 
honour  to  present  a  polition  to  this  Uoau 
from  Birmingbam  which  was  Eigned  br 
10.000  people;  and  I  was  assured  that  if 
only  a  week  would  have  been  allowed  tin 
10.000  would  have  become  40.000  at 
50,000.  Let  us  not.  tho  noble  Lord  iha 
Member  for  Noith  Lancashire  has  wiJ, 
resuboitnte  the  old  worn-out  cry,  '"  So 
Popery  ! "  Depend  upon  it.  if  you  p«n 
this  Dieasiira  that  cry  will  gather  itmiili- 
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At  present  you  feel  a  little  of  its  force, 
but  wait  till  jour  policy  begins  to  work. 
I  liaTC  had  some  experience  of  the  Pro- 
testant feeling  of  my  eountrymen,  I  ha?e 
seen  it  relax  and  I  have  seen  it  renew  its 
strength;  I  know  that  the  Protestant  feel- 
ing of  the  countrymen  is  now  gathering 
in  strength.  I  know  that  the  only  sound 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  English  Bishops 
IS  to  come  forward  and  strengthen  their 
brethren  of  the  Irish  Church  in  this  their 
hour  of  danger;  and  though  Lord  Rassell 
has  eounselled  them  to  abandon  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  I  rejoice  to  see  that  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  and  other  Bishops 
are  about  to  come  forward  and  identify 
their  eause  with  that  of  their  brethren  in 
Ireland.  In  conclusion,  I  beg  to  affirm  my 
eon?iction,  that  if  you  adopt  the  policy 
which  is  recommended  to  you  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  you  will  adopt  a  policy  that 
u  at  Toriance  with  the  freedom  of  religion 
and  inconsistent  with  the  tolerant  doctrines 
of  Christianity,  which  are  embodied  in  the 
formularies  and  illustrated  by  the  practice 
of  the  Church  of  England. 

Me.  WHALLET  said,  he  had  supported 
the  former  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lsncasliire 
with  groat  reluctance  ;  but  he  had  done  so 
because  he  considered  that  Protestantism 
in  Ireland,  so  far  as  it  was  connected  with 
the  Church,  had  altogether  failed.  Those 
who  conducted  the  Establishment  were 
either  incompetent  or  were  traitors  to  the 
trust  reposed  in  them.  [  "  Oh  I  "]  It 
was  on  that  ground  he  supported  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  considered  the 
matter  with  great  anxiety,  and  he  had 
eome  to  the  conclusion  that  protection  in 
religion  should  be  swept  away  and  free 
trade  established.  The  Resolutions  had, 
bowe?er,  been  supported  upon  a  wrong 
principle.  It  was  said  that  they  should 
make  concession  to  a  foul  conspiracy.  And 
this  was  said  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
a  neighbour  of  his  in  Wales.  He  did  not 
beliete  that  the  Fenian  conspirators  would 
mccept  any  such  concession.  He  lifed  in 
Wales.  It  was  said  that  the  Dissenters  in 
Ireland  were  numerous,  and  that  in  justice 
to  them  the  Church  should  be  swept  away. 
But  in  Wales  the  Dissenters  were  two  to 
one  as  compared  with  the  Church,  and  if 
be  endeavoured  to  get  up  an  agitation  to 
sweep  away  the  Church  of  Wales,  he 
would  be  regarded  as  a  lunatic.  It  was 
shameful  thot  attempts  at  legislation  of 
thu  kind  should  stop  the  woy  of  measures 


of  pressing  importance,  and  this  under  the 
pretence  of  arresting  the  progress  of  Fenian- 
ism.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  would 
present  some  ressons  more  intelligible  than 
those  he  had  yet  given  why  this  Motion 
should  be  proposed.  He  feared  that  oaths 
were  useless  against  the  power  of  the 
Papacy.  He  wished  to  see  the  whole 
matter  left  to  the  decision  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  all  modes  of  artificial  support 
of  religion  put  out  of  the  way. 

Mil.  REARDEN  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  assisted 
last  year  to  pass  a  liberal  measure  of 
Reform,  should  call  the  Roman  Catholics 
by  a  disageeable  nickname.  [Ct-ies  of 
'*  What  name  ?  "]  He  called  them  Roman- 
ists. He  begged  to  call  attention  to  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man several  years  ago,  in  which  he  adver- 
ted to  the  course  that  should  be  adopted 
by  an  English  Minister  towards  Ireland ; 
and  he  declared  that  that  speech  was  con- 
tradicted by  all  they  had  heard  that  night 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  side  of 
the  House.  The  Penal  Laws  were  certainly 
a  good  reason  for  voting  for  the  disendow- 
ment  of  the  Established  Church. 
'  SirMICHAELHICKS-BEACH moved 
that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

House  resumed : 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday. 

House  adjonmed  at  One  o'elodc. 
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HURCH  RATES  COMMUTATION  BILL. 

{.tfr.  Nerndf^aU,  Colonel  Stuart.) 
[bill    10,]       SECOND  EEiurSG. 

Order  for  Second  Readiog  read. 

Motion  maije,  and  QueBtioa   propoaed, 

That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aecond 
ime."— (J/r.  Kewdegate.) 

Me.  NEVVDEGATE,  in  rising,  re- 
inrked  upon  the  absence  of  all  the  Mem- 
ers  of  the  Government,  and  eaid,  that  the 
till  emhodied  a  prinoiple  which  the  House 
lad  affirmed.  Another  measure  upon  the 
amo  subject  had  been  aent  np  to  the 
louse  of  Lorda,  and  was,  it  appeared,  to 
le  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  He 
hould  bo  glad  if  the  House  would  consent 
o  allow  bis  Bill  to  go  before  a  similar  tri- 
unal.  having  good  reason  to  think  it 
rould  bear  the  eiaraination  of  a  Commit- 
of  the  Ilouae  of  Lords,  In  the  present 
tate  of  that  House  (there  were  only  o  few 
JembiTS  present),  he  thought  that  the 
leat  thing  he  could  do — conaideriog  the 
etermination  ninnifeated  by  a  majority  of 
he  House  to  disestablish  the  Chnroh  in 
reland,  and  in  other  wavs  to  curtail  the 
roperty  of  the  United  Churches  of  Eng- 
and  and  Ireland — was  simply  to  move 
hat  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second 
eading  of  hia  Bill  be  postponed  until  to- 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  To-morrow. 

RAILWAY  AND    JOINT-STOCK  COMPA- 
NIES ACCOUNTS  DILL— {Bill  63.] 
{SirWUHam  Eutt.Mr.Ellict.) 

SECOND    REiDING, 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read, 
8iB  WILLIAM  HUTT,  in  riaing  to 
aove  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
irae,  said,  he  thought  it  unnecessary  to 
nake  reference  to  statistics  for  the  purpose 
f  showing  thai,  in  the  last  few  years,  the 
Sairs  of  many  railway  and  joint-stock 
ompanies  had  been  in  a  disastrous  position 
—disastrous  not  only  to  the  shareholders 
hemselves,  but  to  the  country  and  the 
■eneral  interests  of  the  public.  That  calu- 
aitous  state  of  things  hud  directly  ro- 
ulted  from  the  system  of  management 
indcr  which  the  cumpanies  were  formed 
—a  system  which  was  vicious  in  itself  and 
n  many  oases  moat  disgracefully  carried 
ut.  It  was  therefore,  he  thought,  abso- 
utely  necessary  that  Parliament  should 
nterpose  to  prevent,  if  possible,  the  recur- 


rences of  such  evila.  The  oaae  was  one  of 
great  urgency.  The  amount  of  capital 
either  compromised  or  lost  by  the  coiiapse 
of  the  companies'  system  of  management 
was  perfectly  gigantic.  He  believed  it 
exceeded  the  meaanre  of  the  great  monn- 
mental  debt  of  this  country,  and  was  the 
largest  expression  ot  figures  which  perhaps 
the  human  mind  could  comprehend.  Par- 
liament had  of  late  been  much  condemned 
for  having  abandoned  this  vast  amount  of 
property  to  tho  will  and  pleasure  of  pri- 
vate individuals,  and  for  having  taken  no 
care  of  the  interests  of  the  ehareholdert. 
That,  however,  ho  thought  was  not  s  jmt 
statement  of  the  case  ;  for,  ap  to  almost 
the  present  moment,  neither  the  share- 
holders nor  B  large  proportion  of  ths  public 
seemed  to  desire  that  protection.  Since 
1845,  ail  the  nioasures  on  the  subject  sub- 
mitted to  the  House,  either  by  private 
individuals  or  by  the  companies  them- 
selves, seemed  to  have  called  forth  a  feeJ- 
ing  that  any  interference  on  the  part  of 
that  House  with  the  management  of  the 
affairs  of  such  companies  would  be  conii- 
dered  an  affront  and  an  injury  to  tte 
sharehoidera  themselves.  He  remembered 
yir.  Hudson,  who  for  some  years  acted  u 
spokesman  in  that  House  for  many  of  thoM 
ruilway  companies,  declaring  that  such  at- 
tempts at  legislalion  were  UQCoastttutional,  . 
and  that  it  was  the  right  of  EngHshmn 
to  mannge  their  own  affairs  and  in  their 
own  manner.  In  consequence  of  that  feel- 
ing nod  such  rem  on  si  run  ces,  those  comps- 
iiies  had  been  left  pretty  free  from  any 
legislative  restraint  up  to  a  recent  period. 
In  the  Railway  Clauses  Consolidation  Act 
of  1845,  and  in  the  Companies  Act  of  1862, 
OS  well  as  in  the  Eailwuy  AcU  Bill  of  last 
Session,  there  were  cluusea  inserted  for 
regulating  the  management  of  the  financial 
affairs  of  the  companies;  and  if  the  provi- 
sions of  those  Acts  had  been  fully  carried 
out  they  would  have  been  spared  many  of 
the  calamities  which  they  had  had  aince 
to  deplore.  Those  provisions  were  illusory, 
and  were  never  enforced,  becanse  they 
took  the  form  of  mere  mandatory  direc- 
tions, which  were  generally  treated  with 
either  neglect  or  defiance.  Parliament 
should  never  speak,  but  to  command,  and 
should  never  command  unless  it  was  able 
to  enforce  ita  bohcsta.  A  very  great 
change  had,  however,  recently  come  orcr 
the  public  mind,  including  directors  and 
shareholders.  They  were  now  sadder  bat 
wiser  men  ;  and  legislation  on  the  aubject 
was  now  univoraally  called  for.    The  only 
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question  therefore  was,  what  arrangements 
should  bo  adopted  by  which  malversation 
in  those  matters  could  bo  for  the  future 
prc?ented ;  ond  what  should  be  done  to 
restore  to  those  important  companies  that 
confidence  under  the  loss  of  which  they 
were  at  present  suffering  ?  A  Mr. 
Wrixley,  at  a  recent  meeting  at  Man- 
chester, had  proposed  a  plan  by  which  the 
directors  would  bo  divided  into  two  bodies 
—one  to  have  the  exclusive  charge  of  the 
CApitoI  of  the  company  ;  the  other  to  be 
exclusively  occupied  with  the  management 
of  the  working  of  the  line.  But  he  thought 
DO  cutting  and  shuffling  of  the  pack  would 
alter  the  tint  of  the  cards.  He  did  not 
believe  that  any  such  plan  would  be  effec- 
tual in  preventing  the  directors  and  some 
of  the  shareholders  combining  together  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  dividends  to  them- 
selves and  endeavouring  to  raise  the  mar- 
ket value  of  their  property,  by  representa- 
tions neither  sanctioned  by  upright  dealing 
nor  by  correct  bookkeeping.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  adopt  any  such  plan,  nor 
to  advocate  another  one,  which  had  been 
put  forward  also  by  a  high  authority — he 
did  not  advocate  a  system  of  Government 
audit,  as  that  expression  was  generally 
understood.  If  the  guarantee  of  the  State 
were  to  be  given  to  all  such  accounts  pre- 
sented to  the  Board  of  Trade,  tho  various 
other  companies  engaged  in  mercantile  and 
industrial  pursuits  would  make  similar 
claims  upon  the  Government ;  and  the  con- 
sequence would  be  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  find  itself  involved  in  vast,  com- 
plicated, and  overpowering  interests.  More 
than  that,  ho  thought  it  impossible  that 
Government  auditors  could  certify  to  the 
correctness  of  the  accounts  laid  before  them 
without  communicating  to  them  the  sanc- 
tion of  Government  authority,  and  be  was 
afraid  that  the  effect  of  such  a  plan  would 
be  to  get  rid  of  thut  individual  responsi- 
bility which,  in  matters  of  this  kind,  was 
of  much  importance.  The  plan  he  ven- 
tured to  propose  by  the  present  Bill  was 
one  which  had  been  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment itself  in  a  measure  now  before 
Uie  other  branch  of  the  Legislature.  His 
object  was  to  effectually  curry  out  the  pro- 
Tisiona  of  the  Clauses  Consolidation  Act 
of  1845,  and  the  Companies  Act  of  1862, 
so  fur  as  they  related  to  the  regulation 
and  exhibition  of  the  accounts.  He  pro- 
posed that  the  chairman  and  two  directors 
of  each  company,  together  with  the  ac- 
countant, should,  upon  the  occasion  of  the 
company's  meetings,  draw  up  and  sign  a 

yOL,  CXCL  [tbibd  sxaues.] 


full  and  faithful  balance  sheet  of  the  assets 
and  liabilities  of  the  compan}*,  and  that 
such  balance  sheet,  together  with  the  ao* 
counts  from  which  it  was  deduced,  should 
be  filed  with  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  with 
the  llegistrar  of  Public  Companies;    and, 
in  order  to  render  those  accounts  intelli- 
gible, he  proposed  that,  with  the  accounts, 
there  should  bo  drawn  up  and  filed  the 
report  of  the  engineers  of  each  company 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  permanent  way 
and  the  rolling  stock  of  the  company.     In 
order  to  prevent  any  manipulation  or  cook- 
ing of  the  accounts,  he  proposed  that  they 
should  all  be  mode  out  according  to  a  par- 
ticular form  prescribed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade.      No  dividend  would  be  payable 
until  all  these  requirements  were  fulfilled. 
In  addition,  he  proposed  to  enact  that  all 
tho  officers  of  the  company,  signing  docu- 
ments of  a  deceptive  or  a  fraudulent  cha- 
racter, should  be  liable  to  fine  and  impri- 
sonment.     Two  important  objects  would 
be  gained  by  making  it  compulsory  on 
companies  to  make  out  their  accounts  in  a 
prescribed  form.     In  the  first  place,  there 
would  be  no  dressing  them  up  in  order  to 
make  things  pleasant,  or  to  suit  the  inte- 
rests of  the  company  itself ;   and,  in  the 
next  place,  there  would  be  no  payment 
out  of   borrowed  money,  and  no  money 
could  be  paid  without  passing  through  the 
books  of   the  company.     In  addition  to 
this,  by  compelling  all  companies  to  adopt 
the  same  form  of  accounts,  the  public  ond 
the  shareholders  would  derive  great  advan- 
tage from  being  able  to  form  some  esti- 
mate of  the  respective  value  of  the  shares 
of  the  companies.      He  had  now  stated 
the  leading  features  of  his  Bill  which  he 
had  taken  up  at  the  request  of  others,  and 
which,  if  adopted,  he  believed  would  go 
far  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  those  evils 
under  which  several  companies,  as  well  as 
the  public  generally,  were  suffering,  and 
which  had  produced  so  great  a  depression. 
He  might  be  wrong  in  his  views,  but  he 
had  taken  every  pains  by  study  and  inquiry 
to  form  a  right  conclusion  upon  the  subject. 
He  had  been  desirous  to  see  this  measure 
brought  forwaid  with  the   sanction   and 
authoiity  of  the  Government  ;    but  as  his 
hon.    Friend   tho  Vice  President  of    the 
Board  of  Trade  had  declined  to  take  the 
conduct  of  the  measure,  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  assume  the  responsibility  of  submitting 
it  himself  to  the  House.    He  trusted  tho 
House  would  feel  that  he  had  a  claim  on 
its  support. 

8  J> 


1639      Satlttot/ and  JoM  Stool      [COKMONSI     Companln  AcMvnli  S!tt.     IMO 

menU  which  the  Legislatur*  provided  Est 
their  protection.  It  eeemed  to  him  tlial 
tho  only  perfect  measure  of  the  kind  which 
it  was  possible  to  bring  forward  would  b« 
one  rendering  OoTentnient  audit  of  rail* 
way  accoanta  compulsory  ;  but  he  had  U>t 
year  stated,  in  reference  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend'*  Bill,  Be»eral  objeolion*  to  such  a 
course.  He  belieted  it  would  par»iTis 
the  watchfuluGss  of  the  individual  share- 
holder, and  thus  be  fatal  to  the  prosperity 
of  joint-stock  undertakings;  the  buiinew 
of  iho  Lpgialflture  was  to  give  erery  facility 
to  shareholders  for  protecting  themsFliei, 
and  not  to  bring  about  a  atate  of  thiagi 
in  which  shareholders  whenever  they  met 
with  difflonlty  would  go  crying  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  sssisianco.  It  had  been 
stated  over  and  over  ngntn  that  it  wu 
quits  impossible  to  control  directors  faj 
Acta  of  Parliament:  that,  if  they  were 
determined  to  cook  the  accounts,  ■■  it  wu 
called,  they  would  do  so.  And  «thi 
painful  cases  of  fraud  had  at  i\tav»  bean 
disclosed,  the  recurrence  of  which  09 
foreEight  on  the  part  of  the  Legi*l*- 
ture  could  make  impossible.  But  wboM 
fault  was  that  ?  The  Courts  of  th« 
country  were  open  for  the  proaeontiMt  «( 
persons  who  were  guilty  of  euoh  crimM. 
The  sbareholdcra  indtvidnally  were  ta 
blame  in  not  choosing  competent  and  trot> 
worthy  men.  Persona  were  eeleeled  ht 
tho  office  of  director  too  oareleasly,  and,  la 
many  cases,  on  account  of  their  aociii 
standing  and  other  circumstancea.  which 
in  no  way  necessarily  qualified  them  for 
tbeir  office.  Gentlemen  were  constantly 
elected  to  the  office  of  director  simply  b^ 
CBuee  they  were  Metnbera  of  Parliamfenl, 
and  fiuppofed  rightly  or  wrongly  to  hsvfl 
certain  influence,  which  might  on  occasion 
be  valuable  ;  and  in  many  respects  shon- 
holdere  permitted  their  BfTaire  to  be  ma- 
naged in  a  way  which  would  bring  » 
private  concern  to  the  verge  of  bank- 
riiptoy  in  a  very  short  time.  SharehoUeri 
then  would  act  wisely  if  they  asked  tha 
Legislature  for  no  more  than  perfect  fit*- 
dom  of  action  and  perfect  publicity  with 
regard  to  the  affairs  of  the  company.  Let 
the  accounts  be  kept  in  an  intvtligiU* 
way,    and    the   shareholdera    be    afforded 


Uotion  made,  nnd  Question  proposed, 
'That  the  Bil!  bo  now  read  a  second 
ime.— (SfV  William  HuU.) 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  he  would 
offer  no  objection  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  the  principle  of  which  was  simi- 
lar  to  that  of  the  measure  introduced  into 
House  last  year,  The  position  this 
year  was,  however,  somewhat  different. 
The  Government  hod,  already  introduced 
ill  into  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment for  the  regulation  of  railways,  and 
that  Bill  they  had  largely  availed 
theniRelves  of  the  provisions  of  his  right 
boa.  Friend's  measure.  There  were,  how- 
3  lew  salieut  points  upon  which  the 
Government  had  taken  a  view  different 
from  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
One  point  was,  the  Government  had  con- 
fined themselves  to  railway  com  pan  ice  ex- 
clusively. He  thought  that  in  any  tenta- 
tive measure  of  that  kind,  it  would  bo  wise 
for  the  House  to  try  the  experiment  npon  a 
certain  number  of  companies  before  em- 
barking in  the  serious  operation  of  legis- 
lating for  all  the  limited  companies  in  the 
country.  ITiere  was  a  difference  in  prin- 
ciple between  railway  companies  and  ordi- 
nary limited  companies.  Very  few  of  the 
latter  had  compulsory  powers  granted 
them  by  Parliament  —  n  characteristic 
which  alone  would  warrant  Parliamen- 
tary interference  in  tlio  internal  concerns 
■ay  companies.  There  were  many 
thousands  of  limited  companies  in  the 
country,  ond  the  form  of  accounts  suitable 
description  of  company  would  he 
quite  unsuitable  to  another,  so  that  it 
would  be  next  to  impossible  to  prescribe  a 
form  that  would  opply  to  all.  And  a 
variety  of  other  consideralions  showed 
how  necessary  it  would  be  to  limit  the 
operation  of  a  Bill  like  that  before  the 
I,  at  least  for  the  present,  and  until 
■n  had  been  tested  by  experience.  In 
ct  of  1862  there  was  a  particular 
form  recommended  to  joint-stock  eompa- 
nics.  By  that  Act  it  was  provided  that 
npon  a  requisition  signed  by  two-fifths  of 
the  sbareholdera  of  any  joint-slock  com- 
pany, an  application  might  be  mode  for 

Government  inspection  of  tho  accounts 


if  the   company.      But  that  power  had  ,  every  facility  for  sifting  them  to  the  hot- 


only  in  one  instnnce  been  token  ad' 
tage  ofj  and  in  that  instance  the  time 
inspection  was  past,  for  the  com- 
pany  was  being  wound  up  in  Chancery. 
This  showed  how  difficult  it  was  to  move 
shareholders  to  toke  advantage  of  arrange- 
Sir  William  Suit 


No  form  of  account  was  prescribed 
by  the  Bill  of  his  right  hon.  Friend;  powf* 
only  was  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
prescribe  a  form.  The  Oovemment  had  is 
the  Schedule  of  their  Bill  let  fi)rth  a  reiy 
carefully  prepared  fbmj  vhioh  might  t« 
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modified  with  the  consent  of  a  company, 
to  Buit  particular  cases.  This,  he  believed, 
was  more  agreeable  to  the  wishes  of  the 
railway  companies.  It  was,  he  believed, 
sufficiently  elastic  to  meet  the  varying  cir- 
cumstances of  the  different  railways;  and,  at 
the  same  time,  sufficiently  precise  to  enable 
any  shareholder  of  ordinary  intelligence  to 
eompare  one  year's  accounts  with  another 
year's,  and  those  of  one  company  with  those 
of  another.  This  would  prove  of  the  greatest 
advantage.  He  should  be  very  loth  to  allow 
auditors  to  interfere  with  the  policy  of  a 
company,  on  which  the  success  of  an  un- 
dertaking really  depended.  That  was  a 
matter  purely  for  the  shareholders,  who 
had  every  facility  for  controlling  it  under 
measures  recently  passed.  The  right  hon. 
Member  wished  the  reports  of  companies 
to  be  sent  to  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  he 
did  not  tell  them  what  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  to  do  with  them.  The  probability 
was  that  those  reports  would  be  put  into 
pigeon  holes  and  there  they  would  remain, 
unless  some  shareholder  should  apply  to 
inspect  them,  which  would  rarely  happen. 
The  Qovemment,  on  the  contrary,  thouglit 
it  would  be  better  to  require  a  printed 
copy  of  the  report  to  be  furnished  to  each 
shareholder  on  his  application,  and  that  he 
should  have  the  power  of  inspecting  the 
books  of  the  company  at  its  office.  The 
Bill  of  last  year  provided  that  the  accounts 
should  be  certified  by  the  auditor,  and  that 
unless  he  did  so  the  dividend  could  not  be 
paid.  He  (Mr.  Cave)  did  not,  however, 
agree  that  the  auditor  should  declare  the 
dividend,  that  being  more  or  less  a  matter 
of  policy,  and  not  to  be  decided  merely 
upon  the  state  of  the  half-year's  accounts. 
On  this  point  as  well  as  upon  some  other 
matters  of  detail,  the  two  Bills  differed. 
He  thought  it  would  be  better  to  postpone 
the  next  stage  of  the  Bill  until  the  Govern- 
ment measure  came  down  from  the  House 
of  Lords  in  order  that  they  might  be  both 
considered  at  the  same  time. 

Mb.  SCOURFIELD  said,  he  had  litUe 
confidence  in  Parliamentary  efforts  to  re- 
ibrm  joint^tock  company  management. 
Everything  that  had  hitherto  been  done 
to  provide  facilities  for  the  shareholders  to 
detect  fraud  or  irregularity  in  their  com- 
panies had  been  systematically  neglected. 
And  this  had  not  arisen  so  much  from 
want  of  light  or  knowledge  as  from  wil- 
ful shutting  of  eyes.  The  extraordinary 
iksoination  of  a  large  rate  of  interest  was 
stronger  than  the  wisest  counsel;  and  no- 
thing but  bitter  experience   seemed   to 


teach  investors  the  truth  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington's  maxim,  that  high  interest 
meant  bad  security.  The  shareholders 
might  be  taken  to  the  salutary  springs  of 
economy,  but  it  would  be  impossible  to 
make  them  drink.  Ho  remembered  a  para- 
graph in  the  money  article  of  The  Timet 
in  1863  which,  quoting  from  memory,  he 
believed  ran  in  this  way — 

"  Another  ruinoat  flnaDoial  collapie  is  due  in 
the  year  '67,  and  we  have  every  reason  to  believe 
the  preliminaries  are  already  adjusted." 

This  prophecy  was  verified;  and  he  be- 
lieved persons  of  sound  judgment  could 
always  predict  with  tolerable  certainty  the 
consequences  of  reckless  investing.  The 
evil  has  arisen  from  the  wish  of  investors 
"  to  eat  their  cake  and  have  their  cnke." 
By  their  very  nature,  railways  are  mono- 
polies; and  the  best  plan  would  have  been 
to  recognize  the  fact  at  the  beginning,  and 
treat  them  accordingly.  But  this  has  not 
been  done.  Still,  he  approved  the  pro- 
posal to  give  every  possible  publicity  to 
companies'  accounts,  and  would  not  oppose 
the  Bill.      ^ 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  next. 

COUNTY  FINANCIAL  BOARDS  (No.  3) 

BILL— [Bill  52.] 

(Mr,  Wyld,  Mr.  Hodghinton.) 

S£C0KD   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  WTLD,  in  rising  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  said, 
that  the  subject  had  occupied  the  attention 
of  the  Legislature  during  the  past  thirty 
years,  and  had  been  reported  on  by  Select 
Committees  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and  by  Royal  Commissions,  in  every  case 
to  the  effect  that  ratepayers  should  have 
some  control  over  the  expenditure  of  County 
Boards.  This  opinion  had  been  supported 
by  many  statesmen  of  acknowledged  wis- 
dom.    Sir  Robert  Feel  stated  that — 

'*  He  thould  admit,  what  he  was  prepared  to 
admit,  that  the  representative  sjstem  should  to  a 
certain  extent  bo  adopted  in  the  administration  of 
the  county  funds.*' 

The  Earl  of  Derby  in  1848,  speaking  on 
the  Petty  Sessions  Bill,  said — 

"  In  the  county  with  which  he  was  connected 
the  county  rate  had  risen  from  £77,000  in  1823, 
to  £175,000  in  1848,  and  it  did  seem  an  anomaly 
that  such  a  sum  should  be  assessed  by  the  local 
magistratei  without  the  control  of  the  rate- 
payers." 

8  D  2 
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If  this  were  his  LordshipVopinion  in  1848, 
with  a  county  revenue  of  £175,000,  how 
much  more  strong  should  it  be  now,  when, 
in  1865,  the  expenditure  had  increased  to 
£251,754,  and  when  the  valantion  had  in- 
creased from  £6,000,000  to  £10,000,000? 
8ir  James  Qraham  had  expressed  his  opi- 
nion— 

"ThAt  tomeoheck  founded  on  popnlmr  election, 
and  consisting  of  ratepayers  acting  with  the  ma- 
gistrates, was  now  neceisar/  and  ought  to  be 
established/' 

And  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  Henley) — 

'*  Wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  had  never 
expressed  an  opinion  against  the  ratepayers  having 
a  control  orer  the  expenditure,  if  a  right  system 
could  be  chalked  out." 

And  upon  another  occasion— 

'*  lie  begged  to  state  that  he  did  not  object  to 
the  principle  of  establishing  popular  control  over 
county  expenditure." 

The  present  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
did  not  object  to  this  principle,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had 
upon  more  than  one  occasion  promised  to 
support  it.  Lord  Palmerston,  when  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  had  promised — 

'*  That,  at  the  beginning  of  the  next  Session, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  propose  to  Par* 
liament  such  measures  as  they  might  think  fit, 
founded  on  the  principle  of  popular  representation 
as  regards  the  administration  of  county  nflfairs." 

But  Lord  Palmerston  *s  promise  is  unful- 
filled, and  the  county  rate  is  the  only  tax 
of  all  our  fiscal  arrangements  which  is 
levied  and  expended  without  the  consent 
of  the  ratepayer  or  his  representative. 
And  the  anomaly  was  sufficiently  apparent 
to  all  who  had  studied  the  question  to 
render  further  argument  or  illustration 
unnecessary.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
landowners  paid  the  county  rate,  though 
indirectly,  and  that  the  magistrates  being 
large  landowners  had  the  sole  right  to 
control  its  expenditure.  Sir  James  Qraham 
in  1856  demolished  the  fallacy;  his  words 
are — 

*'  H  was  said  in  reference  to  this  measure,  that 
the  magistiiites  of  England,  who  exercised  this 
irresponsible  power  were  the  great  proprietors, 
and  bad  the  greatest  interest  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  county  rate ;  and  that,  therefore,  it  was  per- 
fectly safe  to  allow  them  to  regulate  that  expendi- 
ture to  which  they  themselves  most  largely  con- 
tributed, without  the  check  of  popular  representa- 
tion. That  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  odd  ar- 
gument to  use  in  the  House  of  Commoni.  Why, 
on  the  Tory  same  ground,  they  might  entrust  the 
taxation  of  the  whole  country  to  the  House  of 
Lords  without  any  interference  from  the  repre- 
senuiives  of  the  people.  The  House  of  Lords 
consisted  generally  of  the  largo  landed  proprietors 
of  the  country.    They,  therefore,  it  might  bt  said, 

Mr.  JFyld 


had  an  interest  in  keeping  down  taxation — yet 
was  it  found  necessary  to  hare  the  ch«*ck  and  con- 
trol of  this  electiTe  assembly." — [$  Han»ard,  cix. 
836.] 

The  large  landowner  may  be  represented 
by  the  justices  at  quarter  sessions,  but 
the  small  freeholders  are  not  in  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace ;  they  are  a  numerous 
class,  and  freehold  land  and  building  soci- 
eties have  added  to  their  number.  The 
properties  they  possess  may  in  the  aggre- 
gate be  equal  to  the  properties  of  the  jus- 
tices, and  yet  they  have  no  voice  in  the 
levying  and  expenditure  of  the  county 
rate.  What  has  raised  the  assessment  for 
the  county  rates  from  £65,000,000  in  1860, 
to  £77,000,000  in  1868,  but  the  improve- 
ment and  increase  of  the  smaller  properties  ? 
Then  there  is  the  tenant  occupier.  It  ia 
said  the  landlord  pays  the  rate ;  that  whea 
the  tenant  takes  the  farm  or  the  house,  he 
knows  the  amount  of  the  rate,  and  pays 
a  rent  minus  the  rate.  This  propositioa 
might  have  some  force  if  the  rate  was 
invariable,  but  it  changes  from  year  to 
rear.  In  Cornwall  the  amount  levied  for 
the  county  rate  was — 


1864 
1860 
1866 


£       f.  d.              £  f.  d. 

17.156  17  8  per  cent  1  17  10 

18.843    6  11        „       9    17 

25,059  13  5        ..       9  15    3 
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County  of  Derby — 

1 863-4..  15.8A3  9  5 
1864^..  14.400  19  5 
1865-6..       10.053    8    8 

County  of  Lancaster — 

1863  ..     110,753    0    0 

1864  ..     111.079    0    0 

1865  ..     135.Uii7    0    0 

County  of  Northampton— 

1864  ..    0.057  10  7 

1865  ..   11.834  6  10 

1866  ..   12,802  13  5    . 

These  examples  show  that  the  rate  in- 
creases, and  in  some  few  counties  dimi- 
nishes. Does  the  landlord  deduct  the  in- 
crease of  rating  or  charge  the  diminution 
of  rate  to  the  tenant?  If  not,  then  he 
can  pay  indirectly  only  a  portion  of  the 
rate,  and  the  tenant  is  entitled  to  some 
control  over  the  portion  of  the  rate  he 
pays.  Where  the  tenant  has  taken  a  lease, 
he  must,  from  the  annual  increase  in  the 
rate,  be  a  direct  contributor  to  the  county 
rate,  and  yet  as  the  law  now  stands  he 
has  no  share  in  its  management.  The 
remedy  he  proposed  was  simply  that  sug- 
gested by  a  Select  Committee,  which  had 
reported  on  the  subject.  His  Bill  would 
be  permissive.  The  majority  of  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  a  county  would,  under  his 
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and  judgment ;  but  the  Bystcm  failed 
to  give  Batisfaction  to  the  great  body  of 
tlie  ratepayers,  who  very  naturally  tliought 
they  were  entitled  to  some  control  over 
this  expenditure.  The  question  was  the 
more  important  on  account  of  the  increas- 
ing amount  raised  annually  by  county 
rates.  In  1793  that  amount  was  only 
£184.000,  whereas  in  1866  it  had  reached 
£2,415,000.  The  proposal  to  associate 
persons  elected  by  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
with  the  justices  might,  perhap;*,  encoun* 
ter  objection ;  but  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  those  Boards  already  exercised 
important  functions  with  regard  to  county 
rates.  Whatever  views  might  be  held  as 
to  the  machinery  he  proposed,  the  present 
irresponsible  administration  was  an  ad- 
mitted anomaly,  and  he  believed  the 
adoption  of  the  principle  of  representation 
would  be  hailed  with  great  satisfaction  by 
the  ratepayers.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 


BilU  in  the  first  place,  decide  whether  they 
would  prefer  that  the  Act  should  take  effect 
in  their  county,  and  when  a  majority  of 
the  parishes  had  concluded  in  favour  of  it 
the  county  magistrates  would  be  required 
to  endorse  their  decision.  The  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  then  proceed  each  to 
elect  a  representative  from  among  their 
number,  and  the  justices  would  elect  a  like 
number  from  among  themselves.  The 
assembly  thus  consisting  of  one-half  of 
county  magistrates  and  one-half  of  elected 
members  from  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
would  form  the  County  Financial  Board. 
The  qualification  for  a  seat  would  be  a 
fixed  £50  occupation,  either  in  ownership 
or  tenancy,  and  it  would  not  be  necessary 
that  the  representative  should  be  a  justice. 
Its  members  to  go  out  of  office  annually, 
bat  capable  of  re-election.  The  duties  of 
the  Board  to  be  strictly  financial,  not  ju- 
dicial, and  consist  in  controlling  the  county 
finance ;  it  would  regulate  the  charges  for 
the  police  of  the  county ;  the  raising  of 
rates  to  defray  the  expenses  of  building, 
hiring  of  stations,  lock-up-houses,  and 
would  have  the  power,  with  the  concur- 
rence of  the  county  magistrates,  of  sug- 
gesting to  the  Secretary  of  State  an  in- 
crease or  diminution  in  the  number  of 
the  police  in  each  county  ;  and  the  chief 
constablo  of  the  county  to  attend  its  meet- 
ings. It  would  have  power  to  determine 
the  salaries  and  superannuations  of  the 
officers  of  gaols,  and  of  all  questions  arising 
as  to  the  structure,  but  would  have  no 
control  over  the  internal  arrangements  of 
the  prison ;  but  its  members  would  have 
power  to  visit  the  gaols.  In  case  of  dif- 
ference arising  between  the  Board  end  the 
county  magistrates  in  the  matter  of  sala- 
ries, Uie  appeal  to  lie  to  the  Secretary  of 
Btate.  With  regard  to  lunatic  asylums 
the  Board  to  have  the  control  of  all  ex- 
penses attending  the  structure,  but  all 
power  as  to  the  internal  regulations  to 
remain  with  the  county  magistrates  and 
the  committee  of  visitors  ;  its  members  to 
have  the  power  of  visiting  the  asylum,  ex- 
oept  in  cases  where  it  would  be  detrimen- 
tal to  a  lunatic,  and  in  case  of  disagreement 
appeal  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ;  and  all 
powers  given  to  the  justices  by  the  15  & 
16  Ftcl.,  c.  81,  would  bo  given  to  the 
County  Financial  Boards  constituted  under 
the  Bill ;  and  an  audit  on  the  principle 
suggested  by  the  Select  Committee  would 
be  held  under  it.  He  fully  believed  that 
the  county  funds  were  generally  adminis- 
tered by  the  magistrates  with  great  care 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."-(lfr.  Wyld.) 

Mb.  KENDAXL,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  he  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  His  own 
experience  led  him  to  believe  that  much 
discontent  existed  with  regard  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  county  matters  were  managed ; 
not  that  blame  was  imputed  to  the  jus- 
tices, but  that  the  system  was  held  to  be 
faulty.  Nine-tenths  of  the  ratepayers  had 
no  control  over  the  application  of  the  rates. 
It  sometimes  happened  that  after  a  farmer 
had  taken  a  lease  ab^a  certain  rental,  ex- 
traordinary outlay  on  prisons,  lunatic  asy- 
lums, or  police  stations  led  to  a  serious  in- 
crease in  the  county  rate,  and  the  farmer 
was  thus  saddled  with  much  heavier  bur- 
dens than  he  had  calculated  upon.  He 
did  not  say  that  such  outlay  was  unwisely 
incurred ;  but  when  it  wos  sanctioned  by 
an  irresponsible  body  complaints  naturally 
arose.  Very  large  powers  were  possessed 
by  the  visiting  justices  of  lunatic  asylums; 
they  could  double  the  stuff  or  the  salaries, 
and  even  the  magistrates  in  Quarter  Ses- 
sions often  could  not  interfere.  For  his 
own  part,  he  devoted  much  labour  and 
care  to  county  expenditure,  and  he  believed 
his  fellow-justices  did  the  same ;  but  it 
was  impossible  to  convince  the  ratepayers 
that  they  were  not  entitled  to  a  voice  in 
that  expenditure.  While  approving  the 
principle  of  tho  Bill,  and  thanking  the 
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lion.  Member  for  Bodmio  (Mr.  Wyld)  for 

having  introduced  it,  he  thought  it  woult' 
roquire  conBiderablo  reviaion  ;  and  in  cbw 
it  were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  hi 
hoped  some  Irish  M  cmbera  would  be  placed 
opoQ  the  Committee,  for  they  would  be 
bIiIu  to  give  valuable  inrormalian  as  to  the 
grand  jury  iystoni,  which  was  far  supe- 
rior to  any  roiiuhiiieiy  cxiatiDg  in  thia  coun- 
try. 

Loud  HESLEY  said,  he  did  not  deny 
the  right  of  ratepayers  to  fiome  control  over 
county  expenditure ;  but  be  thought  it  was 
not  correct  to  say  that,  at  present,  they  had 
no  control  whatever.  The  items,  though 
not  the  details,  of  that  expenditure  were 
fixed  by  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  in  the 
paaiing  of  those  Acta  the  ratepayers  had 
a  voice.  The  countj-  rnto  in  his  own 
oouuty  for  current  eipenditure  waa  only 
44.  in  the  pound  on  the  rateable  value, 
Diid  he  believed  that,  when  some  Re- 
turns which  had  been  moved  for  were 
presented,  it  would  be  found  that  whereas 
the  poor  rates  reached  from  3^.  to  6s.,  and 
the  highway  rales  1»,  lOrf.  or  2«,,  county 
rites  did  not  often  exceed  6^.  in  the  pound. 
The  amount  being  thus  small,  and  no  fault 
being  found  with  the  working  of  the  pre- 
Bent  system,  he  doubted  whether  it  was 
desirable  to  take  action  further  than  by 
nferring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee, 
In  its  present  shape,  it  would  lead  to 
constant  collisions  between  the  Financial 
Boards  and  the  Finance  Committees  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  for  it  appeared  to  place 
the  Financial  Board.'t  io  a  poxilion  supe- 
rior to  that  of  the  Quarter  Sessions.  It 
transferred  the  constabulary  powers  to  the 
Uoards,  and  it  rtquired  the  chief  constables 
to  attend  their  meetings.  Being  scctis- 
tomed  to  attend  oertain  committee  meet- 
ings of  Iho  justices,  they  would  be  puzzled 
to  know  which  masters  to  obey.  More- 
over, the  salaries  of  prison  officers  were 
to  be  filed  by  the  justices  and  Boards, 
and,  in  the  case  of  disagreements,  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depait- 
meot.  Such  disiigreements  would  be  very 
nnfortunute.  The  Bill,  too,  omitted  to 
provide  for  representative  powers  in  other 
than  financial  matters.  Now,  on  such 
questions  as  the  adoption  of  the  High- 
way Act,  which  was  carried 


if  the  present  system  were  changsd  Ira 
should  prefer  a  purely  elective  Board  to 
one  of  a  hybrid  character,  eompoeed  partly 
of  justices  and  portly  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians.  As  «z  o^cio  members,  magistral^ 
would  have  less  influence  at  the  Board 
than  if  they  were  elected  by  the  rut*p«yer>. 
The  management  of  gaola  and  asylums  by , 
the  justices  was  efficient,  and,  coDBderiog 
the  results,  economical,  whereaa  tha  a4- ' 
ministration  of  the  Poor  Layii  by  guar- 
dians was  infnmous  and  costly,  and  ttit 
did  not  offer  much  encoumgEinent  far 
makiag  tho  chan^  proposed.  As  to  lbs 
transfer  of  the  police  management  to  tbt 
Financial  Boards,  in  his  county  it  had  R-  | 
ccntly  been  thought  advisable,  on  aooouDl 
of  tha  number  of  Fcuinns  employed  in 
mines,  to  enlarge  the  constabulary  force  XB 
as  quiet  a  manner  as  possible ;  but  Bo«di 
would  be  tempted  to  pny  exclusive  r^uil 
to  economy,  to  the  neglect  of  olber  oon^ 
derations.  He  believed  the  pressnt  s;*- 
tern,  though  an  nnomaloQs  one,  worked 
well.  The  Bill,  if  it  became  law.  wouH 
introduce  far  greater  anomalies. 

Mn.  GATHOBSE  HAUDY  uid.  tbst. 
while  of  opinion  that  much  of  the  fetliog 
which  had  been  shown  of  latfi  yMTt  oo 
this  subject  was  due  to  misconception,  hi 
admitted  that  that  feeling  was  entitled  t« 
consideration.  As  had  been  already  pointid  i 
out,  a  great  number  of  items  of  conntr 
exprnditure  depended  on  Acts  of  Piriia- 
meot,  the  justices  having  control  only  ot« 
details.  The  eipendiluro  on  gaol*, 
lunatic  n^^ylums,  and  police,  for  JQstaBW, 
iposed  by  statute,  and  the  only  quo- 
as,  whether  in  any  case  mngistrsM 
sanctioned  excesaivo  expenditure.  Sew, 
he  believed  that,  in  the  main,  great  judg- 
ment and  economy  wore  displayed,  and  In 
the  county  with  which  he  was  acqusiottd 
the  Finance  Committee  devoted  an  enor- 
amount  of  labour  and  time  to  ibeir 
task,  checkieg  the  expenditure  as  effiuiently 
any  other  machinery  which  could  b* 
devised.  He  could  see  no  advantage  in 
referring  the  present  Bill  to  a  Select  Co»- 
mitteo.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  ■  per- 
ne,  and  he  thought  such  legiih- 
tion  should  be  discouraged.  ThatHouie  wu 
it  least  as  capable,  as  were  ihe  gusrdini 
if  the  poor,  of  arriving  at  a  conclusion  a 


ty.  notwithstanding  that  seventy  peli-    to  whether  any  change  ought  to  be  intro- 
tioners  out  of  seventy  four  objected  to  it,  |  duced  into  the  system  or  managing  lb» 


repfesentBtive  powers  were  as  much  re- 
quired as   with  regard  to   financial  mat- 


Mn.  PERCY  WYNDUAM  i 


iffairs  of  counties  ;  and  if  cuch  a  change 
mat- 1  was  to  be  made  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  de- 
I  sirable  that  it  ahoald  be  introduced  by  the 
that  1  direct  authority  of  that  Uouse.     Moreorer. 
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the  Bill  was  what  he  might  term  a  Ja- 
panese, or  dual  one,  for  the  clauses  re- 
fating  to  gaols,  asylums,  and  police  would 
bring  about  an  immediate  dead-lock  be- 
tween the  justices  and  the  Board.  It  was 
true  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin 
(Mr.  Wyld)  did  not  propose  that  the  Fi- 
nancial Board  should  interfere  with  the 
officers  of  gaols  or  of  the  police  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties ;  but  those  officers 
would  be  dependent  upon  the  Boards  for 
their  salaries ;  and  it  was  impossible  that 
those  who  had  the  control  of  the  pursc- 
•trings  should  not  interfere  with  and  ex- 
ercise an  influence  over  the  officials.  Upon 
the  whole,  he  was  convinced  that  the  Bill 
in  its  present  shape  would  not  be  pro* 
daotive  of  benefit  to  the  counties,  nor 
would  it  carry  out  the  purpose  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bodmin.  He  believed 
there  had  been  no  inquiry  into  the  sub- 
ject since  1853,  when  a  Bill  brought  in 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ashton  (Mr. 
Milner  Qibson)  was  referred  to  a  Commit- 
tee. That  fifteen  years  should  have  elapsed 
without  any  measure  having  been  intro- 
duced, or,  at  all  events,  without  any  dis- 
cussion on  the  question,  seemed  to  show 
that  the  conclusions  of  that  Committee  had 
not  commended  themselves  to  the  accept- 
ance of  Parliament.  During  the  last  two 
years.  Chambers  of  Agriculture  had  been 
established  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
and  had  shown  considerable  interest  in  the 
question.  In  the  interests,  therefore,  of 
the  county  magistrates,  who  were  to  a 
certain  extent  attacked,  he  thought  an  in- 
quiry should  be  made.  He  objected,  how- 
ever, to  referring  to  a  Committee  a  Bill 
which  required  entire  re-modelling  in  order 
to  make  it  acceptable,  and  which  proposed 
ft  Board  not  constituted  in  accordance  with 
any  recognised  principle,  its  members  being 
chosen,  not  by  the  ratepayers,  but  by  guar- 
dians who  had  been  elected  for  another 
parpose,  and  it  being  left  to  the  majority 
of  Boards  of  Guardians  to  decide  whether 
thay  adopted  the  change  or  not.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cornwall  (Mr.  Kendall)  had 
BOggested  that  Irish  Members  should  be 
placed  on  the  Committee  ;  but  Irish  and 
Bootch  Members  would  be  only  embarrassed 
by  the  details  of  the  present  Bill ;  and  the 
Committee  would  be  better  able  to  decide 
whether  the  complaints  which  were  com- 
monly preferred  were  well  founded  — 
whether  much  would  be  gained  by  a  con- 
siderable change,  and  whether  that  change 
■hoold  be  in  the  direction  of  the  Irish  or 
Scotch  system,  if  no  particular  measure 


were  before  them.  He  should  be  prepared 
to  move  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  present  mode  of  conducting  the 
Financial  Arrangements  of  the  Counties  in  Eng^ 
land  and  Wales,  and  whether  any  alteration  ought 
to  be  made  either  in  the  persons  by  whom  or  in 
the  manner  in  which  such  arrangementa  are  now 
oondaoted." 

He  should  prefer,  therefore,  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  question,  so  that  their  Report  might 
lay  down  principles  on  which  any  Govern- 
ment might  frame  a  measure  more  conso- 
nant with  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers 
and  more  acceptable  to  the  House.  An- 
other reason  for  this  course  was  the  fact 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Thirsk  (Sir 
William  Gbllwey)  had  given  notice  of  a 
second  Bill  on  this  subject. 

Mb.  BHUCE  said,  he  had  understood 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Wyld) 
to  desire  the  adoption  of  the  representative 
principle,  the  machinery  by  which  it  was 
effected  being  a  matter  of  detail.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department)  had 
pointed  out  weighty  objections  to  the  ma- 
chinery of  this  Bill ;  and  he  doubted  whe- 
ther it  would  be  possible  to  reconcile  the 
functions  of  the  justices  and  those  of  the 
proposed  Board.  He  thought  it  would  be 
much  better  to  send  the  whole  question  to 
a  Select  Committee  than  to  have  a  Select 
Committee  on  the  Bill  itself.  The  result 
of  sending  this  Bill,  with  its  140  clauses, 
to  a  Select  Committee  would  be  that  all 
legislation  on  the  matter  would  be  post- 
poned till  another  Bill  was  framed  ;  be- 
cause he  thought  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  that  the  measure  now 
before  the  House  was  impracticable.  It 
might  be  said  that  it  was  important  to 
have  the  principle  of  the  Bill  afiSrmed  by 
reading  it  a  second  time.  He  doubted, 
however,  whether  one  word  would  be 
said  against  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  On 
the  contrary,  he  believed  that  the  tone 
of  the  discussion  on  the  second  reading 
would  be  equivalent  to  an  affirmation  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  would  recommend  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bodmin  to 
accept  the  offer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  He  was  afraid  that,  at  pre- 
sent, the  finance  business  of  counties  was 
got  through  in  a  rather  hurried  manner  at 
Quarter  Sessions  ;    and,   as  it  could  no 


lonper  be  Raid  that  the  rate  was  levied  on 
land  exclusively — far  the  Urger  portion 
being  raistd  from  uon-agriciiltural  pro- 
peit}',  such  as  minen.  docks,  houses,  mil- 
ways,  Stc,  which  were  frequently  ufircpro- 
aented  by  ihejustices— the  time  had  come 
when  n  change  i^haiild  be  mudc.  The 
best  manner  of  effecting  ihij;  change  would 

I  proper  subject  o(  inquiry  before  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mk.  HENLEY  said,  the  feeling  out-of- 
loors  was  atrungly  in  fuvour  of  inquiry 
into  tiiis  Bubject,  as  the  number  of  peti- 
tiotii  prcRcnted  every  year  in  reference  to 
it  proved.  He  concurred  with  the  right 
hoQ.  Oentleiuan  who  bod  just  spoken  in 
tliinUing  that  ii  might  bemoresaliatactory 
to  the  body  of  Ibe  ralcpayera  to  giro  then 
n  direct  representation  in  the  body  to 
which  the  county  finunces  were  intrusted; 
but  Ibere  were  dimcullios  in  the  malttr 
whioh  this  Bill  did  not  meet,  while  it 
would  give  rise  to  other  dilllcultics.  He 
thought  that  under  this  Bill  tliey  would 
not  get  responsible  peraooa  to  be  visitors  of 
gaols  and  lunatic  asylums.  It  certainly 
seemed  to  have  been  drawn  with  great 
euro  1  but  how  could  Ihe  prisons  and  luna- 
tio  asylums  be  managed  by  persons  nol 
oooversaut  with  those  places  T  [^A  laugh.'] 
He  did  not  mean  persons  who  had  been 
confined  in  prisons  or  lunatic  asylums,  but 
persons  like  himself,  who,  ns  counly  ma- 
gistrates, bad  been  in  the  habit  of  visiting 
such  institutions.  Those  who  hud  been 
mbers  of  the  visiting  Boards  knew  how 
often  it  occurred  that  strange  things  arose 
which    required   action    on    the   moment. 

manner  in  which  the  Bill  proposed  to 
limit  the  powers  of  the  visitore  of  lunatic 
asylums  to  an  expenditure  of  £10,  under 
e);lraordinary  circumstances,  showed  how 
difficult  it  was  to  dent  with  their  manage- 
ment in  n  Bill.    The  great  principle  of  the 

was  to  create  a  dual  govcrnnient  ;  but 

^8  already  seen  that  such  a  government 
_  It  come  lo  a  dead  lock  ;  and  if  it  did 
there  would  l*  a  reference  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  that  would  bo  a  most 
expensive  matter.  Ho  did  not  think  that 
the  finances  of  counties  would,  under  ibis 
Bill,  be  more  economically  managed  than 
at  present ;  and  he  believed  that  liio  pro- 
posal of  his  right  hon.  Friend  ought  to 
be  adopted  if  they  desired  to  arrive  at  a 
proper  conclu'-ion  upon  tho  matter. 
^  "a.  ItEliOW  s.iid,  he  nished  to  point 
JUt  that  assessment  committees  in  counties 

1  most  use  I'll  I  bodies;  and  ibat  undor  i 
the  Bill  there  would  bo  great  difficulty  in  | 

Mr.  Brue- 


obtaining  the  assistance  of  practical  men 
on  Ihose  committees.  He  did  not  obJKt 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  hut  he  thou^bl 
that  the  course  suggested  by  the  Sccretaif 
uf  State  was  the  one  to  be  pursued. 

Ma.  BARROW  suid.  he  took  a  Ter7 
strong  interest  in  this  subject,  because  h« 
felt  that  taxation  and  representation  oQ!;bt 
to  go  together.  He  brought  this  subjcel 
before  the  House  some  fifteen  years  ago, 
and  it  wns  not  well  received.  Since  tb«t 
time  it  had  slept,  but  it  now  found  gene- 
ral approval.  The  best  mode  of  procedurt 
would  tie  to  refer  the  Bill  lo  a  SelMt 
Coniniitleo,  for  nobody  disputed  the  ptio- 
eiple  of  it. 

Mr.  CLIVE  said,  ho  thought  tbit 
County  Boards  should  bo  elective,  bat  thst 
they  should  consist  of  few  meniben,  si 
that  would  be  more  conducive  to  econooiy 
—the  great  object  of  the  Bill.  He  dif. 
fared  from  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Bruce).  DelbougH 
that,  us  a  rule,  the  finance  busings  ol 
counties  was  not  conducted  ia  a  burrid 
manner.  But  he  believed  the  dilfereaoa 
(^ould  be  accounted  for  in  this  way,  thit 
his  right  hon.  Friend  was  chiefly  con- 
nected with  a  manufaoturing  county,  trlula 
the  county  •ith  which  be  (Mr.  Clive)  wu 
connected  was  purely  agricultural.  Ha 
objected  to  many  of  the  details  of  iho  Bill, 
md  he  believed  one  advantage  in  sendinf 
it  to  n  Select  Committee  would  be,  that  it 
would  bo  rendered  much  shorter. 

Mit.  READ  euid,  ho  was  glad  that  M 
much  unanimity  was  shown  in  the  Hoau 
in  fuvour  of  the  old  constitutional  prin- 
ciple that  taxation  and  representalion 
should  go  together.  Allowing  the  Courts 
of  Quarter  Sessions  to  levy  a  rate  was  oi 
objectionable  in  principle,  us  it  would  be 
to  allow  the  Uouse  of  Lords  to  tax  the 
country.  As  lo  the  dual  principle,  he 
would  state,  ns  far  as  his  own  experieocs 
went,  that  the  magistrates  end  elected 
nientbcrs  workeil  very  harmoniously  toge- 
ther. Tliey  were  told,  as  an  argument 
against  his  Bill,  that  Ihe  landlord  paid 
all  the  rates,  That  might  bo  very  good 
in  theory,  but  it  certainly  was  not  ea- 
tirely  so  in  practice;  for  if  50  per  cent 
were  deducted  from  iho  poor  rates  ths 
landlords  might  soon  como  lo  tlaim  tlu 
advantiJgo  of  it;  yet  if  \d.  or  2d.  trn 
saved  upon  tho  counly  rate  it  would  u- 
suredly  go  into  the  tenants'  own  pocket 
At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  douM  hut 
that  tho  magistrates  very  generally  ui* 
□  aged  the  county  expeniUtuTO  vitb  gtMt 
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economy;  he  knew  tbey  did  bo  in  Nor- 
folk, and  he  believed  their  management 
would  contrast  favourably  with  that  of 
town  councils  and  other  borough  expendi- 
ture. But,  on  principle,  the  elective  sys- 
tem ought  to  be  introduced.  Believing 
that  permissive  legislation  was  the  worst 
of  legislation,  he  objected  to  the  Bill 
because  it  was  permissive.  Some  of  the 
details  of  tbe  Bill  were  objectionable,  and 
a  few  of  them  were  actually  mischievous. 
He  therefore  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bodmin  would  do  well  to  act  on  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Home  Secretary  ;  and  in 
Uie  name  of  the  farmers  of  England  he 
thanked  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  introduc- 
ing the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  £.  FORSTER  said,  he  also 
was  glad  to  see  so  decided  an  agreement  in 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  accept  tbe  offer  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He 
knew  that  in  doing  so  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  making  a  great  sacrifice,  now 
that  a  general  assent  was  given  to  the 
principle  of  his  Bill.  But  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  see  that  in  this  way  he 
was  more  likely  to  attoin  the  object  he 
had  in  view ;  for  it  was  now  plain  that  no 
Bill  would  pass  through  Parliament  this 
year ;  and  if  the  question  were  ever  to  be 
properly  settled  it  must  be  taken  up  by 
the  Government  of  the  country.  With 
r^;ard  to  what  hod  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hereford  (Mr.  Clive),  though 
he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  did  not  represent 
an  agricultural  constituency,  he  represented 
a  borough  which,  not  having  a  separate 
Quarter  Sessions,  was  rated  by  the  county 
magistrates ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  time  had  come  when  they  must  apply 
self-government,  as  regarded  local  aflPairs, 
to  counties  as  well  as  to  boroughs.  For 
his  part,  he  would  rather  deal  even  with 
the  mistakes  of  elected  bodies  than  with 
the  most  common- sense  arrangements  is- 
sued from  the  Homo  Office;  because  in 
the  former  case  the  feelings  of  the  people 
would  be  with  the  Board.  He  trusted  the 
rosult  of  this  debate  would  be,  not  only  to 
refer  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  but 
that  various  other  questions  in  connection 
with  it  would  receive  full  consideration. 
He  did  not  believe  that,  by  any  change 
that  might  be  made,  they  would  get  a 
better  or  more  econonucal  expenditure 
than  they  had  from  the  county  magis- 
trates. He  believed  that  under  an  elective 
system  they  would  have  the  same  men  to 
r^olate  these  affairs,  but  with  more  power 


than  before,  because  they  would  be  backed 
by  the  support  of  the  people. 

Mb.  SGOURFIELD  said,  that  so  far  as 
his  own  experience  or  observation  went, 
the  privilege  of  county  magistrates  to  look 
after  the  county  expenditure  might  be 
looked  upon  in  the  light  of  a  damnosa 
hereditaa.  The  dutv  was  troublesome  and 
onerous.  As  to  the  complaints  made 
against  the  system,  he  agreed  with  those 
who  represented  it  as  a  sentimental  griev- 
ance. The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Henley)  had 
stated  the  case  with  great  clearness  and 
fairness.  The  difficulty  experienced  was 
not  that  the  magistrates  spent  too  much, 
but  rather  that  they  could  not  be  induced 
to  spend  what  they  ought  to  do,  especially 
in  the  matter  of  prosecutions.  Besides, 
most  of  the  county  expenditure  was  statu- 
tory, and  not  in  the  control  of  the  magis- 
trates ;  and  he  believed  the  utmost  saving 
that  could  be  effected  would  not  amount 
to  more  than  2d,  in  the  pound.  The  whole 
question  was  one  of  the  administration  of 
details.  What  was  wanted  was  to  satisfy 
any  feeling  existing  in  the  country  on  the 
subject,  and  at  the  same  time  to  preserve 
an  effective  machinery  for  business.  He 
would  recommend  that  a  limited  number 
of  elected  members  should  be  added  to  the 
board  of  magistrates,  where  their  advice 
and  assistance  would  be  given  with  great 
advantage.  This  Bill,  containing  140 
clauses,  was  not  calculated,  in  his  opinion, 
to  effect  the  object  in  view.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  who  introduced  the  Bill 
would  be  satisfied  with  the  expression  of 
opinion  which  had  been  evoked,  and  would 
act  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State.  There  was 
no  desire  on  the  part  of  the  magistrates  of 
this  country  to  conceal  anything  from  the 
ratepayers,  their  only  wish  being  to  secure 
celerity  in  the  transaction  of  public  business. 

Mr.  WH  alley  said,  he  understood  that 
the  last  Speaker  was  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  [Mr.  Scourfield  :  No.] 
The  recommendation  of  tho  Secretary  of 
State,  that  the  general  subject  should  be 
investigated  by  a  Select  Committee,  was 
but  a  courteous  way  of  shelving  the  Bill 
altogether.  No  question  had  ever  been  so 
frequently  discussed,  and  under  so  many 
forms,  as  the  present.  The  grievance  had 
been  spoken  of  as  a  sentimental  one,  but 
he  was  sure  it  was  a  practical  grievance  as 
well.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  reconsider  the  mat- 
ter, and  allow  this  Bill  to  go  before  a  Se- 
lect Committee. 
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Mb-  SEVILLE-GRENTILLE  npproT- 
ing  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  not  de- 
Biring  the  subjuct  to  bo  shf^lved,  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentletnaa  would  withdraw  his 
and  that  the  Houao  would  unani- 
mouily  Besent  to  the  propoaal  of  the  Oo- 
verarnent.  He  eould  not  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  GeDtleman  opposite  (Mr.  Driice), 
that  the  busineBs  at  Quarter  Si^saiooB  was 
ally  transacted  hurriedly.  In  the  coauty 
with  which  he  was  connected,  at  oil  eventK, 
the  greHtest  possible  attention  was  paid  to 
the  county  business  and  expenditure.  He 
was  likewise  unable  to  concur  in  the  re- 
mark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
otlier  property  than  land  paid  the  grenter 
portion  of  the  rates.  He  hoped,  indeed, 
that  such  a  state  of  things  would  soon 
esist,  but  he  feared  that  it  did  not  at 
present.  "  The  wish  was  father  to  the 
ight."  In  the  counties  with  which  he 
acquainted  the  land  and  houses  bore 
nil  the  large  and  daily  increoaing  burdens 
borne  by  parochial  and  county  rates.  It 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bast  Norfolk  (Ur.  Read],  that  tho  dual 
principle  had  been  found  to  work  well 
wherever  it  was  applied.  But  though  it 
might  do  so  in  the  caao  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, Cattle  Plague  fioards,  Highway 
Boards  and  the  like,  it  might  not  do  so  in 
the  case  to  which  it  was  now  sought  to 
apply  it.     It  must   be  remembered   that 

hile  the  ralepaycra  were  for  the  most 
part  irresponsible  persons,  the  msgistiates 
were  responsible  for  tho  peace  of  the 
county,  for  the  safe  custody  of  prisoners, 
end  for  the  care  of  lunatics,  as  well  as  for 
the  buildings;  and  they  must  see  that  the 
proper  amount  of  money  was  spent  for 
thoao  purposes, 

Mr.  THOMAS  PAGET  said,  there  were 
two  poiuts  which  he  considered  to  bo  highly 
objectionable  in  the  Bill.  The  first  was  the 
permissive  clause,  and  the  second  was  the 
placing  the  representation  in  tho  hands  of 
those  who  were  themselves  representatives 
of  others.  The  elections,  he  thought,  ought 
in  every  case  to  bo  directly  made  by  those 
who  were  interested  in  tho  question.  Ho 
therefore  thought  it  wiser  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  withdraw  his  Bill  on  the 
understanding  that  the  whole  subject 
should  be  taken  up  by  a  Gummittee.  But 
he  should  feel  bound  to  support  the  hon. 
Member  if  he  proceeded  to  a  division. 

Majob  Parker  said,  he  did  not  deny 

the  expediency  of  forming  Financial  Boards, 

but  he  wished  to  say  that,  whether  the 

power  of  arranging   county  fiDOiices  re. 

Mr.  Whalhy 


maincd,  bb  at  present,  in  the  hands  of  tho 
magistraloe,  or  wliether  a  large  ratepayiog 
element  were  introduced,  the  influenoe  and    . 
power  of  the  local  authorities  would  be   I 
exercised  to  little  purpose  eo  long  as  the  ' 
Government  were  permitted  to  interfere 
with  the  magistrates,  as  in  the  case  of  the    I 
inspection  of  gaols.     He  bad  been  led  to  l! 
make  these  obscrvationa  in  conseqnence  of  '; 
a   very   objectionable  coarse   which   ' 
taken  in  the  western  district  of  Scffolk.   \ 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  and   j 
which  course  had  led  to  a  lengthened  roe-  I 
morial  from  the  magistrates  to  the  Homa 
Secretary.     That  memoriol  might  pertiapi  \ 
be  under  the   eonsideratioa  of  the  right  '< 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  present  moment. 
He  ventured  to  hope  that  the   remark*   ! 
which  had  fcllen  from  several  hon.  Uem-   ', 
hers  in  the  course  of  this  discussion  might 
have  some  influence  in  inducing  the  right  ' 
hon.  Gentleman  to  weigh  the  matter  well 
before  he  came  to  any  decision  upon  it. 

8m  WILLIAM  GALLWEY  a^d,  that  , 
though  he  gave  his  assent  to  the  propoaal 
before  the  House,  ho  did  so  most  unnil- 
lingly,  nnd  he  regretted  the  courw  thst  ; 
had  been  taken.  The  Secretary  of  SiaU 
for  the  Home  Department  had  inforcDHl 
him  the  other  day  that  he  eould  not  coo- 
sent  to  refer  his  Bill  to  a  Select  Commit*  ' 
tee,  becBUse  it  had  not  been  printed.  Hs  , 
(Sir  William  Gollwey)  could  not  difgniM 
from  himself  the  fact  that  the  Hduh 
might  almost  be  said  to  be  a  body  of  ma- 
gistrates, and  they  seemed  to  think  that » 
question  affecting  the  interests  of  rate- 
payers might  he  postponed  for  any  length 
of  time.  There  was  a  strong  feeling  out 
of  doors,  among  those  who  wore  deeply 
interested  in  the  matter,  that  it  ought  h) 
he  dealt  with  as  soon  as  possible.  Hew*> 
unable  to  discern  any  reason  why  the 
Select  Committee  should  not  make  bit  ini 
his  hon,  Friend's  Bill  the  basis  of  its  in- 
vestigations. 

Mb.  speaker  interposed,  and  w- 
marked  that  this  was  not  the  time  for  tiw 
hon.  Member  to  discuss  the  question  of 
the  Bill  going  to  a  Select  Oommittw. 
That  could  only  be  considered  when  th» 
Bill  had  been  read  a  secooi]  time. 

Sir  WILLIAM  GALLWE?  said  tlisl 
was  undoubtedly  so,  but  the  SecreUry  of 
State  for  the  Homo  Dep&rtment  bad  •!- 
ready  stated  the  course  he  meant  to  tsks 
with  regard  to  his  Motion  when  it  cams 
forward.  However,  for  the  parpose  oflh* 
present  argument,  he  would  simply  assame 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  might  decide 
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that  the  principle  of  a  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  Now,  what 
valid  reasons  would  there  be  against  adopt- 
ing such  a  course  ?  If  the  Committee  had 
something  substantial  to  consider  there 
would  be  a  much  greater  chance  of  attain- 
ing the  objects  in  view  than  if  it  had 
merely  to  decide  upon  an  abstract  question 
of  principle,  which,  indeed,  had  been  al- 
ready discussed  before  more  than  one 
Committee.  It  had  been  asserted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  that  the  land- 
lords, either  themselves  or  by  their  ten- 
ants, contributed  very  largely  to  the  rates 
of  the  county ;  but  he  entirely  denied  that 
landlords  paid  anything  vicariously  by 
their  tenants.  Would  any  man  say  that 
the  rents  of  farms  had  been  lowered  in 
eonsequence  of  the  payment  of  rates  by 
the  tenants  under  the  TJnion  Chargeability 
Act  ?  Indeed,  if  the  tenants  did  not  pay 
rates,  why  were  they  called  upon  to  fill 
the  office  of  guardian  ? 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Wyld)  was  entitled  to  have  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  verified  in  the  ordinary  way. 
If  that  were  done  it  might  then  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  Sebjeani  GASELEE  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  divide  the 
House,  in  whidi  event  he  should  certainly 
fellow  him  into  the  Lobby.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  tho  Government  were  simply 
trifling  with  the  question.  The  Leaders 
on  either  side  of  the  House  were  wont  to 
give  advice  to  independent  Members,  and 
why  should  not  the  latter  occasionally  give 
advice  to  their  Leaders  ?  For  his  own  part, 
he  did  not  care  either  for  his  Leader  or  his 
party.  He  had  independent  opinions  of 
his  own,  and  always  expressed  them  ;  and 
in  the  present  instance  he  clearly  thought 
the  House  ought  to  divide  on  the  second 
reading.  He  had  never  been  a  magistrate, 
and  had  no  desire  to  be  one  as  long  as 
magistrates  were  unpaid.  The  magistrates 
might  generally  do  their  business  pretty 
well ;  though  he  confessed  that,  looking  at 
certain  recent  appointments,  they  were 
not  exactly  the  sort  of  persons  he  should 
like  to  trust.  At  all  events,  the  ratepayers 
naturally  wished  to  have  some  control  over 
the  application  of  their  own  money.  What 
was  the  use  of  introducing  Bills  if  those 
who  had  charge  of  them  did  not  divide 
upon  them.  He  should  support  the  second 
rrading,  if  it  were  only  to  show  the  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Treasury  Bench  that  they 


should  not  take  everything  into  their 
hands.  They  wished  to  take  everything 
and  to  give  nothing.  Adverting  to  the 
useless  debates  which  had  lately  consumed 
the  time  of  the  House,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  remarked  that,  unless  they  made 
more  rapid  progress  with  the  business,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  have  a  dissolution 
for  two  or  three  years. 

Mb.  BROMLEY -davenport  said, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  attribute 
any  weight  whatever  to  the  remarks  just 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
who  hod  but  just  entered  the  House,  and, 
consequently,  had  not  heard  the  discussion. 

Mb.  Sebjsjlnt  GASELEE  remarked, 
that  he  had  been  in  the  House  for  an  hour 
and  a  quarter. 

Mb.  BROMLEY -DAVENPORT  said, 
he  thought  it  an  unfortunate  thing  that 
the  unanimity  of  the  House  should  be 
disturbed  by  remarks  like  those  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. It  was  agreed  on  aU  hands  that  the 
Bill  was  good  in  principle,  but  that  it  was 
not  in  working  trim,  and  therefore  the 
proposition  made  by  the  Government  had 
been  almost  unanimously  acceded  to. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  said,  that  in  order  to 
give  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  an  opportunity  of  again  addressing 
the  House,  he  would  formally  move  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  present  mode  of  conducting  the  Financial  Ar- 
rangements of  the  Counties  in  England  and 
Wales,  and  whether  an/  alteration  ought  to  be 
made  cither  in  the  persons  bj  whom  or  the  man- 
ner in  which  such  arrangements  are  now  oon< 
ducted," — ( The  Judge  AdvoeaU,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
in  1853  a  Bill,  similar  to  the  present,  was 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  but  nothing 
resulted  from  it.  He  now  proposed  that 
an  inquiry  should  be  made  into  the  whole 
subject,  in  order  that  the  Government 
might  have  the  information  necessary  to 
enable  them  to  bring  forward  a  satisfactory 
measure. 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  there  had  been  a 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  though  seve- 
ral Members  had  pointed  out  that  some 
of  the  details  were  faulty  —  an  objec- 
tion always  made  when  a  measure  was 
introduced   by  a  private    Member.     He 
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xras  qui  to  willing  to  refer  tho  Bill  to  a  on  which  it  was  based.  Many  persons  had 
Select  Comroittee,  in  order  that  the  details  a«ked,  "  What  has  the  House  of  ConiTnoni 
might  be  amended.  He  confessed,  that  the  \  to  do  with  tlio  IriHh  Peerage  ?  "  forfeiting 
proposal  of  the  Secretary  of  State  wus  \  tliat  it  was  constituted  and  regulutid  by 
somewliat  disappointing  to  him.  lie  was.  \  nn  Act  of  which  they  had  heard  much 
however,  willing  to  assent  to  the  proposi-  during  the  last  few  weeks — namely,  the 
tion  of  the  Government  if  it  was  to  be  '  Act  of  Union ;  and  no  alteration  of  tho 
understood  that,  on  tho  Resolutions  of  the  I  existing  arrangements  could  be  made  wilh- 
Committee  being  reported  to  the  House.  |  out  an  Act  of  Parliament.  There  wsi 
tho  Government  would  undertake  tho  duty  :  nothing  in  the  objection  that  this  Bill 
of  bringing  in  a  Bill.     Ho  added  that  the  j  ought  to  have  been  introduced  into  tba 


question  was  one  which  tho  Government 
ought  to  take  in  hand  ;  it  affected  most 
important  interests  ;  ond  the  present  state 
of  things  Avas  felt  by  a  large,  wealthy, 
and  influential  body  to  be  a  grievance.  A 
measure  of  this  kind  ought  never  to  bo  in 
the  bands  of  a  private  Member.  The  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  would  bo  delighted  to 
afford  the  Government  every  asHistancc. 

Mn.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
could  not  possibly  pledge  himself  and  the 
Government  as  to  what  should  bo  done. 
He  presumed  tho  Committee  would  inquire 
into  tho  subject,  and,  when  they  had  re- 
ported, the  Government  would  be  able  to 
consider  tho  question  thoroughly.  The 
views  of  the  Committee  and  those  of  the 
Government  might  not  be  in  accordance, 
or  the  Committee  might  be  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  S£nJEA>*T  G.ISELEE  was  dissatis- 
fied wilh  the  answer  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  insisted  upon  a  division. 

Question  put,  **  That  llio  words  i)ro- 
po.^ed  to  bu  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question,'* 


House  of  Lords  In  tho  first  instance.    The 
Act  of  Union  was  brought  forward  first  ia 
the  Houses  of  Commons  of  England  and 
Ireland,  and  passed  through  them  before  it 
went  to  tho  Upper  Houses.     The    first 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  prevent  the  crea- 
tion of  any  more  Irish  Peers.     At  the 
time  of  the  Union  the  Irish  Peerage  wu 
placed  in  the  same  position  as  the  Scotch 
Peerage  at  the  time  of  the  Union  in  this  re- 
spect, that  instead  of  all  Irish  Peers  hafinf 
scats  in  iho  other  House,  it  was  arranged 
that  the  Irish  Peerage  should  be  repre- 
sented by  the  election  of  a  number  of 
Peers.     There  was,  however,  this  differ- 
ence— that  at  the  time  of  the  Union  with 
Scotland,  the  creation  of  any  more  Scotch 
Peers  was  prevented,  while  at  the  time  of 
the  CTnion  with  Ireland  the  right  to  create 
Irish  Peers  was   preserved   to  a  certain 
limited  extent,  llic  power  of  the  Crown  to 
create  Irish  Peers  was  forced  upon  the  Irish 
House  of  Lords  by  the  Duke  of  Portland. 
Tho  objeetiona  urged  against  this  power 
by  the  then   Irish  Peers  were   so  slroiij; 
that  Lord  Cornwallis  wrote  to  the  Du'-iC 


of  PortUind  expressing  fears  lest  the  Actyf 

The  llouse   r//iwWt'(;;— Ayes   46;    Xocs  i  Union  should  be  imperilled,  and  suggest- 

154:  Majority   108.  j  ii)g  the  compromise  which  was  ultimately 

'Wovds^  addciK  \  adopted.     That  was  that  the  Crown  should 

Main  Question,  as  amended,   put,  ^,,(i\\^  ^^  ^^^^'^Y  ^<^  ^^'^^^^^^  for  every 

anrced  to  three  reerngcs  that  might  become  extinct, 

,.  J      ,',„,   ,,..,,.        .  ,     ,  .  ,   .land  that  when   the  number  of  Peers  was 

toinqnirointoll.ei,rcser.t,uo.leofcon(luctm^Mhe.^^^^'»C^^   ^^   ]^^\    tho  Crown    might  create 

Finaiioi.il  AiTanpemcnts  cf  ilie  Countu's  in  Ktij.  "  •'i'5  niany  as  it  pleased  to  keep  the  number 
1.'um1  and  Wal«.'f<,  and  wlictlier  any  alteration  ou^ht     up  at  lOO.    It  was  popular!}*  believed  that 

to  be  made  citluT  in  the  persons  by  whom  or  ilio    tlic  number  must  be  kept  up  at  100  ;  bat 

manner  in  wliii-h  snoli  ananiri'inonts  arc  now  con-  i  «iw»  *^w.;.^f<>»«.»»/^  .^f  ^Kof  ii^..«>\  ..-  ...    ,   A\^ 

,..  »  1     /T/ ,  r  I  ,  <  '       /.  \  '  i'^^  maintenance  ol  that  number  was  di*- 

j  eretionary,  and  not  compulsory,  lie  hoped 
'  the    Peerages    of   Scotland    and    Irt4anJ 
would  ultimatelv  be  united  with  the  Petr- 
age   of   England.      At    the   time  of  the 
I  Union  with  {Scotland  there  were  154  Peer3 
i  of  Scotland.     Since  tlieu  76  Peerages  had 
'  expired,   and,  deducting   those   that   haJ 
SiH  COLMAN  O'LOGULKN  .said,  that    been    made   British    Peerages,    there  re- 
in rising  to  move  tliat  tho   liill  be  now  ,  mained  .'iO  Scotch  Peers,  of  whom  16  were 
lead  the  second  time,  lie  wished  to  state  ;  representative  Peers,  leaving  only  a  small 
its  provisions  and  to  explain  the  principles  ■  residue  without  seats  in  the  Upper  Homc 
Mr,  Wyld  I 


■( 

PEKRAGK  (lllKLAXD)  BILL— [IJill  83.] 
(5iV  Cvliit-ni  0' Lofj/ilfii,  Mr.  MonstU, 
Mr.  Sh'in-Lr/tvye  ) 
SLCOM)    li FADING. 

Order  for  St oond  Ri-atiin;:  read. 
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At  the  time  of  the  Union  with  Ireland 
there  were  228  Irish  Peerages,  of  which 
60  had  become  extinct,  leaving  a  remain- 
der of  168,  of  which  about  80  had  been 
made  British  Peerages.  He  believed  there 
were  now  111  pure  Peers  of  Ireland, 
and  only  28  being  representative  Peers,  83 
had  no  seats.  Since  the  Act  of  Union  18 
Peers  had  been  created.  To  prevent  any 
further  creations  was  the  first  object  of 
the  Bill.  If  any  Irishman  was  worthy  of 
being  created  a  Peer,  he  was  worthy  of 
the  full  rights  of  the  Peerage  and  of  a  seat 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  The  Irish  Peer 
occupied  an  extraordinary  position.  He 
had  only  the  right  of  voting  for  one  of  the 
23  representative  Peers,  and  he  was  de- 
prived of  the  ordinary  privileges  of  citizen- 
ship, because  he  could  not  take  part  in 
the  financial  business  of  his  countrv,  and 
he  could  not  he  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons  for  any  place  in  Ireland, 
though  he  might  represent  an  English  con- 
stituency. Therefore,  unless  he  could  se- 
cure election  in  England  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  discharge  any  of  the  ordinary 
duties  of  his  position.  For  these  reasons 
the  Irish  Peerage  ought  not  to  be  main- 
tained, and  to  limit  its  continuance  he  pro- 
posed to  prevent  any  new  creations.  He 
did  not  propo«eto  interfere  with  promotion 
in  the  Irish  Peerage,  but  he  did  propose  to 
make  some  alterations  in  the  present  sys- 
tem of  representative  Peers.  The  represen- 
tative Irish  Peers  were  at  present  elected 
for  life;  but  in  Scotland  the  representa- 
tive Peers  were  elected  for  one  Parlia- 
ment. Although  an  Irish  representa- 
tive Peer  might  succeed  to  a  British 
Peerage,  he  still  remained  a  representa- 
tive Peer  ;  and  a  case  had  occurred  in 
which  a  representative  Peer  was  for  nearly 
two  years  in  a  lunatic  asylum,  there 
being  no  power  to  elect  another  until 
his  death.  No  Scotch  Peer  who  succeeded 
to  a  British  Peerage  could  remain  a  repre- 
ientative  Peer.  If  a  representative  Peer- 
age of  Ireland  were  to  remain,  as  it  must 
until  the  whole  Irish  Peerage  became  ex- 
tinct or  was  absorbed  in  the  British  Peer- 
age, it  ought  to  be  made  truly  repre- 
ientative  as  it  was  in  Scotland  ;  and  he, 
therefore,  proposed,  without  interfering 
with  the  existing  rights  of  life  Peers,  that 
all  elections  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
should  be  for  a  Parliament  only ;  that  any 
representative  Peer  becoming  a  British  Peer 
by  creation  or  Succession,  should,  ipzofacto^ 
cease  to  be  a  representative  Peer ;  and  that 
if  any  representative  Peer  become  mentally 


incapacitated^  his  seat  should  be  declared 
vacant.  He  also  proposed  that  a  repre- 
sentative Peer  might  resign  his  position  if 
he  chose  to  do  so.  At  present  an  elected 
Peer  could  not  resign,  but  must  hold  office 
for  life,  even  although  he  might  be  elected 
against  his  will.  He  further  proposed 
that  in  the  election  of  representative  Peers 
cumulative  voting  should  be  introduced, 
so  as  to  secure  the  representation  of  the 
minority.  He  would  enable  any  Peer  to 
give  to  one  candidate  as  many  votes  as 
thbre  were  vacancies.  At  present  the 
minority  was  wholly  unrepresented,  end  it 
was  impossible  that  that  injustice  could  be 
remedied,  as  it  was  said  to  be  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  by  the  Member  for  one  con- 
stituency representing  the  minority  in 
another.  At  present,  he  believed  the  elec- 
tion to  the  Irish  Peerage  waH  a  mere 
matter  of  nomination,  and  the  late  Prime 
Minister  appointed  all  the  Irish  Peers. 
[The  Eari  of  Mayo  :  No.]  Whether  that 
were  so  or  not,  no  one  could  be  elected 
unless  he  professed  those  extreme  Radical 
opinions  which  found  favour  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  and  a  moderate  Conservative 
like  those  that  sat  at  this  side  of  the  House 
had  not  the  slightest  chance  of  being 
elected.  If  this  proposal  of  cumulative 
voting  were  adopted  with  respect  to  the 
Irish  Peerage,  he  hoped  it  would  be  ap- 
plied to  the  Scotch  Peerage.  A  Scotch 
Peer  could  not  sit  for  any  place  in  Eng- 
land,  Scotland,  or  Ireland  ;  and  if  he  did 
not  belong  to  the  dominant  party  he  had 
no  chance  of  being  elected  a  representative 
Peer.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (the  Earl  of  Muyo)  could  hardly 
favour  the  continued  creation  of  Irish 
Peers,  which  was  only  forced  upon  the 
Irish  Peers  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  that 
the  Crown  might  have  an  additional  means 
of  conferring  favour  upon  English  sup- 
porters ;  for  if  the  noble  Earl  could  not 
find  a  seat  in  England  or  Scotland  he  would 
be  excluded  from  public  life,  could  take  no 
part  in  the  public  business  of  his  country, 
and  would  be  compelled  to  vegetate  upon 
his  property.  Prevent  the  further  crea- 
tion of  Peers  and  in  time  the  Irish  Peernge 
would  become  extinct,  naturally,  as  well  as 
by  the  creation  of  British  Peers,  and  in 
this  way  the  Peerages  of  the  three  king- 
doms would  become  amalgamated.  Even 
if  the  House  of  Lords  wero  increased 
by  the  number  of  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
Peers  (which  he  did  not  propose  by  this 
Bill)  it  would  not  be  a  large  body 
compared  with  others.     There  were  466 


Peers,  including  tlio  recent  crentioni;  de- 
ducting Irish  and  Scotch  representativu 
Peers,  Peers  of  the  blood  Royal, 
Bishops,  tha  whole  Britieh  Pe«mge 
Bisted  of  385  peraoQs;  and  the  House 
of  Commons  conaislcd  of  6SS  Kfmbers, 
whom  it  was  propof<ed  to  inorenBO  to 
It  was  a  ourious  fact  that  there  remained 
only  97  Peerages  that  were  created  before 
the  acce^iou  of  Ocorge  III.  Even  if 
large  addition  were  made  to  the  House  i 
Lords,  it  was  unlikely  that  it  would  he 
cumbersome  or  too  large  for  ihe  transaction 
of  public  business.  The  number  of  reprC' 
aentutive  Peers  ought  to  be  increased, 
if  the  Bill  reached  the  House  of  Lords,  it 
would  be  competent  for  their  Lordships  to 
introduce  a  clause  increasing  their  number, 
and  be  hoped  they  would. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"  That  the  Bil!  be  now  read  a  second 
lime." — {Sir  Colman  O'Loghkn.) 

Colonel  FRENCH  opposed  the  Motion. 
The  Bin  was  an  attempt  to  interfere  with 
Her  Mnjeoty's  Prerogative,  and  a  violation 
of  the  agreement  made  between  the  two 

oountries  at  the  time  of  the  Union.  The 
same  proposal  was  made  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  last  Session,  though  then 
in  the  form  of  a  Resolution  instead  ai  a 
Bill.  He  had  not  heard  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend— either  on  that  ooeasion 
or  on  this— any  sufficient  rensou  for  the 
change,  His  lion,  and  Ifarned  Fritnd 
proposed  to  amalgamate  the  EngliKh  and 
Irish  Peerages,  but  the  two  Peerages  were 
totally  distinct.  Many  of  the  Irish  Peers 
owned  no  land  in  this  country,  and  had 
no  ties  connecting  them  with  England  j 
and  be  did  not  see  why  they  should  be- 
come English  Peers.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  were  many  distinguished  Irishmen 
who  had  a  claim  to  the  Peerage  of  their 
own  country,  but  none  whatever  to  the 
Peerage  of  this  country.  Though  some 
of  the  objections  urged  by  the  hou.  and 
learned  Baronet  to  the  present  state  of 
thinga  with  regard  to  the  Irish  Peerage 
were  sound  and  ought  to  be  considered  by 
the  Government,  he  (Colonel  French)  did 
not  think  that  this  endeavour  to  abolish 
the  Iriah  Peerogo  would  meet  with  ap 
proval  in  Ireland,  and  he  was  surprised  to 
£nd  an  Irishman  proposing  such  n  mea- 
sure. He  hoped  the  Uovernnient  would 
Rive  no  support  or  oQcouragement  to  the 
Bill,  and  ho  moved  that  it  be  read  aseoond 
time  that  day  sis  months. 
Sir  Colmm  CyZoghUn 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  the  > 
word  "  DOW,"  and  ut  the  end  of  the  Quu- 
tion  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  si  ' 
months." — (Colotti!  Ti-mch.)  I 

Question   proposed,    "  Hint   the   vudi 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Qaostiou." 

Sib  GEORQE  BOWYER  said,  thi 
House  ought  to  hear  from  the  SpeutEM  ' 
whether  a  Bill  of  this  sort,  which  dirtrtly 
limited  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown, 
could  be  entertained  without  the  aiiaetit  of 
the  Crown. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  inid,  ht 
was  about  to  n«k  the  same  question  He 
believed  that  the  practice  was  settled,  mi 
that,  though  this  Bill  might  go  up  to  du 
lost  stage  without  receiving  the  Roytl 
assent,  it  could  not  go  beyond  that  st8g«. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  a  measure  th«t 
was  at  all  pressing  in  ita  character  i  and 
could  not  undertake  to  advise  Her  Us- 
jesty's  assent  to  its  progress.  Considering, 
therefore,  the  great  pressure  of  other  and 
more  important  business,  he  eppedtd 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  set  to 
proceed  with  it. 

SibGEORGE  BOAnfERrosetoorder- 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon.  0«- 
tiemnu  iii  quite  correct  in  stating  tlisl, 
according  to  the  praotico  of  PaTliamenl, 
a  measure  to  limit  the  Prerogalire  of  tlw 
Crown  conld  not  pass  a  third  reading,  an-  \ 
loss  the  consent  of  the  Crown  hud  fint 
been  obtained. 

Sjb  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  tint 
if  the  Government  had  determined  not  to 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  assent  to  this  met- 
sure,  it  was  useless  to  proceed  to  a  diviiiDB. 
He  had  been  more  anxious  to  bring  ths 
matter  forward  than  to  press  the  tecooi 
reading;  and,  hoping  that  in  the  OM 
Parliament  it  would  meet  with  more  tiifr 
cess,  he  would  for  the  present  withdraw  it 


Bill  withdravm. 

ARTIZAKS'  AND  LAB00&&R5-  DffU- 

LINGS  BILL— [BiixSa.] 

(ifr.  M'CuUaah  Tarrtnt,  Mr.  Eimuifi,  Jft- 

Loett.) 

COySIOEKiTIOIT, 

Bill,  as  amended,  eoniitiered. 

Sib  FRANCIS  GOLUSMID  moved  i^ 
insertion  of  a  clause  providing  that  H* 
Act  should  not  apply  tn  casea  ia  wtocb 
the  freeholder  bad  auocaH^iUj  '' 
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prooeediogs  and  carried  out  necessary  re- 
pairs. He  believed  that  the  Bill  required 
fsae  greater  consideration  bj  competent 
persons  than  it  had  yet  received,  and  that 
in  its  present  form  it  would  not  work. 

New  Clause  (Act  not  to  apply  to  oases 
in  which  freeholder  has  successfully  insti- 
tuted proceedings  and  carries  out  neces* 
aary  repairs,) — {Sir  Francis  Ooldsmid,)^ 
hratk^hi  upt  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Kb.  AYRTON  said,  that  when  the  Bill 
was  last  before  the  House,  the  Govern- 
ment promised  to  examine  its  provisions 
and  satisfy  themselves  whether  it  would 
work  satisfactorily.  He  would  be  glad  to 
know  from  the  Attorney  General,  whether 
that  examination  had  been  made,  and  if 
•0,  what  was  the  result  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  that 
having  spent  some  time  in  the  examination 
of  the  Bill,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  its  provisions  were  unworkable.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  proceed 
ing  to  explain,  by  reference  to  the  inter- 
pretation clause  and  other  clauses,  the  dif- 
ficulties which  would  arise  with  regard  to 
the  terms  **  lessee  "  and  '*  owner  "  when — 

Hb.  speaker  ruled,  that  the  question 
at  present  being,  whether  this  particular 
dause  should  pass,  a  general  argument 
oonld  hardly  be  allowed  upon  that  ques- 
tion. 

Kb.  AYRTON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  in  order  that  the  preliminary 
question  might  be  considered,  whether  in 
ita  present  form  this  Bill  should  be  allowed 
to  pass?  There  was-an  understanding  when 
the  Bill  was  last  before  the  House,  that 
tiie  Government  would  make  inquiry  and 
satisfy  themselves  whether  the  Bill  would 
work.  The  Attorney  General  ought  to  be 
put  in  order,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
that  explanation. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  seconded  the 
Motion  for  adjourning  the  debate.  He 
thought  it  a  loss  of  time  to  discuss  the 
Bill  as  it  stood. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL,  refer- 
ring  to  the  clause  moved  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, said,  that  in  the  present  state  of  the 
Bill  it  only  made  the  confusion  in  the  Bill 
worse  confounded. 

Mb.  M'CULLAGH  TORRENS  said, 
fhia  Bill  had  passed  through  a  Select  Com- 
suttee,  and  on  two  occasions  had  occupied 


the  attention  of  the  House  at  great  length. 
During  the  whole  of  this  time  not  the 
slightest  intimation  was  given  that  there 
would  by-and-by  be  such  an  explosion  of 
legal  difficulties.  At  this  stage  of  the  Bill 
he  thought  it  would  be  idle  to  revise  and 
re-consider  the  whole  scope  of  the  clauses. 
Therefore  having  done  all  in  his  power  to 
carry  the  Bill,  he  must  now  lay  upon  the 
Government  the  responsibility  of  rejecting 
it.  The  Bill  had  been  before  the  House 
for  weeks,  and  he  must  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider,  whether  it  was  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  community  that  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  Session  should  have  been 
wasted  upon  the  measure,  in  consequence 
of  their  Legal  Advisers  discovering,  at  the 
last  moment,  invincible  objections  to  it. 
He  was  astonished  at  this  sudden  change 
of  tactics  on  the  part  of  the  Government ; 
but  if  the  Attorney  General  would  confer 
with  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  the  legal  and 
technical  objections  which  he  had  raised 
might  yet  be  overcome. 

Loan  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
when  this  Bill  was  last  discussed  the  un- 
derstanding on  the  part  of  the  Government 
was  that  the  Law  Advisers  of  the  Crown 
should  be  requested  to  consider  the  par- 
ticular question  then  raised.  The  Attorney 
General  had  endeavoured  to  state  the  re- 
sult of  that  consideration  to-day.  The 
pledge  given  by  the  Government  had  there- 
fore been  strictly  carried  out.  The  Govern- 
ment were  really  anxious  that  a  Bill  of 
this  public  importance  should  pass  into 
law ;  but  of  course  it  could  only  be  on  the 
understanding  that  it  was  properly  framed 
to  effect  the  object  it  had  in  view.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed, not  with  the  object  of  defeating  a 
Bill  in  which  the  Government  felt  an  in- 
terest, but  in  order  that  the  Attorney 
General  might  confer  with  the  framers  of 
the  measure  and  try  to  amend  it. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  the  BiU 
was  a  hastily  drawn  one,  which  would 
be  likely  to  do  harm  instead  of  good.  He 
bogged  leave  to  move  the  adjournment  ol 
the  debate. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  that  in  justice  to 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General,  he  must  state  it  was  an  entire 
misconception  to  suppose  that  he  was 
hostile  to  the  Bill.  At  a  late  hour  last 
night  he  had  had  a  conference  with  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  who  expressed 
himself  friendly  to  the  general  principle 
of  the  measure,  but  raised  considerable  ob- 
jections to  points  of  detail.      If  anyone 
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imngined  that  it  was  possible  to  accomplish 
the  object  in  view  by  the  use  of  lnng;uage 
which  was  not  legally  and  technically  cor- 
rect he  would  find  liirasclf  very  much  mis- 
taken.    He  had  suid  on  many  occasions 
that  there  were  objections  of  a  very  grave 
Inature  to  be  overcome.     Some  of  those  ob- 
Ijections  had  been  removed,  but  others  still 
Ireroaiued.     He  thought  that  the  origiua- 


the  country  were  looking  forward  with 
great  interest. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  what- 
ever  the  views  of  the  Government  were, 
the  metropolis  was,  in  the  main,  oppnst^d 
to  the  Bill.  Not  that  ony  indifference  wai 
felt  to  the  improvement  of  the  dwel]inn;8 
of  artizans,  but  it  was  thought  that  tliis 
Bill  would  not  effect  the  object  iu  view. 


tors  of  the  Bill  were  under  an  obligation  i  The  parishes  had  no  confidence  in  the  lie- 
Ito  the  Fiifit  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  for   tropolitan   Board   of   Works,   which  wai 


the  attention  he  had  given  to  the  subject, 
because  the  result  would  be  that  a  more 


charged  with  carrying  out  the  Bill,  and 
they  did  not  see  why  the  City  of  London 


perfect   measure   would  be  passed.      He  I  should  be  excepted  from  its  operation.  Ha 


hoped  that  some  delay  might  be  allowed  in 
I  order  that  the  efforts  of  those  who  had  in- 
terested themselves  in  the  measure  might 
I  not  be  attended  with  disappointment. 

Mk.  GANDLISH  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
I  (Mr.  JirCuliagh  Torrens)  had  misappre- 
hended the  object  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, who  did  not  wish  to  defeat  the  Bill, 
but  only  took  exception  to  its  machinery. 
It  was  most  important  for  the  proper 
working  of  the  measure  that  its  machinery 
I  should  be  as  perfect  as  possible. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  would  beg  to 
I  remind  the  House  that,  very  early  in  the 
discussions  on  the  Bill,  he  had  pointed  out 
that  it  was  full   of  technical  obscurities 


could  tell  the  House  that,  nt  tlic  present 
moment,  there  was  a  notorious  bill  dii* 
counter  who  was  bujing  up,  on  speculation, 
those  houses  with  which  the  Bill  would 
have  to  deal,  in  order  to  sell  them  ogain. 
Unless  not  only  legol  but  i^ubstantiul  »1- 
terations  wera  made  in  the  Bill  he  should 
vote  against  it. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  it  un- 
fortunate  that  the  objections  now  mised  by 
the  Attorney  General  had  not  been  made 
at  an  earlier  period,  before  so  much  tiroa 
Avas  bestowed  on  the  consideration  of  the 
details  of  the  Bill.  He  felt  bound  to  ny 
in  defence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  M'CulIagh  Torrens)  that  he  was 


affecting  the  rights  of  real  property,  and  i  over-ruled  in  Committee  on  the  point  of 
|that  it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  that  |  allowing  the  parishes  to  carry  out  tlie  Bill 
the  clauses  which  dealt  with  that  subject '  The  reason  wliy  theCit}' was  excepted  was 
slioulil  be  very  criretiiliy  revised  by  some  .  because  in  the  City  the  works  required  lind 
coin[)etciit  eonveyancer.  lie  thou«;ht  tlie  '■  been  done,  and  no  hss  lliaii  £8-1,000  had 
Government  had  only  done  tlieir  duty  in  .  heen  spent  on  the  dwellings  of  the  pn 'r. 
the  course  whioli  they  had  taken.  ;  lie  cliall<n;:ed  the  hon.   Mfmber  lor  Mid- 

Mk.  HUrCK  said,  he  had  no  doubt  that  dlesex  (Mr.  Labouchere)  to  point  out  .ir.y 
the  noble  Loid  the  Cliief  Commissioner  ot  <lislrict  iu  the  metropolis  wliieh  had  do:ie 
Woiks  bad  strictly  redeemed  his  pledn^e,  ;  the  same.  He  would  say  boldly  that  t!^'^ 
land  ibat  the  Attorney  (ieneral  had  correctly  I  paii>hes  were  not  as  competent  to  de.d 
Btat<'d  tiie  delects  of  tbo  iiiil  as  re^^arded  j  with  the  subject  as  the  City;  for  the  paiisli 
freciiolders  and  successive  leaseholders.  !  authorities  had  been  only  ten  years  ia 
lie  lioj)ed  that  in  any  conference  which  existence,  while  tbo  City  authoiities  hn-i 
|mi?;ht  take  place  Rometiiin<j;  more  than  the  existed  for  hundreds  of  years.  He  hoped  it 
strict  law  of  the  question  would  be  eon-  the  liill  was  to  be  re-considered  its  prin- 
sidered,  aud  that  policy  would  be  also  ;  ci])le  would  he  taken  as  settled, 
taken  into  account.  His  own  opinion  was  Mit.  CIllEKNE  said,  he  ajiroed  with 
that  persons  who  had  allowed  their  those  who  thought  that  the  policy  of  the 
mroperLy  to  get  into  a  state  which  was  Hill  should  be  assumed.  The  main  object 
detiimental  to  the  health  of  the  population  '  was  the  improvement  of  the  sanitary  c:o;> 
were  not  entitled  to  the  same  consideration  dilion  ol  the  poor,  and  he  agreed  wiih  tlic 
as  those  who  had  not  been  guilty  of  buch  rij;lit  hon.  (jlentleman  the  Member  fjr 
I  laches.  .Merthyr  Tidfil   (Mr.  Bruce)  in   thinking 

^lu.  KIXNAIRD  paid,  that  the  diffi-  that  men  who  had  neglected  their  property 
lenities  connected  with  the  question  were  to  the  injury  of  the  public  health  were  not 
so  great  that  if  attention  was  confined  to  deserving  ol  the  consideration  to  which 
technicalities  it  would  be  impossible  to  '  others  were  entitled.  lie  had  ob^ervtd 
pass  any  IJill  at  all  on  the  subject.  The  that  though  the  hon.  Members  for  Mary- 
|mcasure  was  one  to  which  the  people  of!  leboue  (Mr.  Uurvey  Lewis)  and  the  Tower 

Mr.  Fowill 


1569    Compulwry  Church  Batss   {  Af&il  SO,  1868(  AMiiim  BiU. 


1570 


Hamlets  (Mr.  Ajrton)  had  never  directly 
opposed  the  BiU.  they  had  taken  every 
oppoHunity  of  throwing  cold  water  upon 
it.     [Mr.  Habvet  Lewis  :  No,  no !  ] 

Mk.  AYETON  denied  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  justified  in  saying  that  he 
bad  thrown  cold  water  on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  entreated  hon.  Gentle- 
meli  to  enter  into  this  question  in  a  large 
and  conciliatory  spirit.  The  town  clerk  of 
Liverpool,  who  had  been  examined  before 
the  Select  Committee,  had  stated  that  the 
Bill  would  be  of  inestimable  advantage  to 
that  great  city.  He  knew  several  other 
great  towns  to  which  it  would  be  of  the 
greatest  benefit. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  recommendation  that  more  time  should 
be  given  for  the  consideration  of  one  or 
two  clauses  was  very  reasonable.  The 
hon.  Member  who  had  brought  in  the  Bill 
knew  that  he  (Mr.  Henley)  had  done  what 
he  could  to  get  the  measure  through.  But 
the  subject  was  very  difficult,  and  it  must 
be  recollected  that  this  year  the  Bill  had 
not  met  with  any  unreasonable  delay,  but 
bad  gone  through  its  stages  very  quickly. 
It  should  also  be  borne  in  mind  that,  with 
any  measure  which  touched  property,  it 
was  far  better  to  take  time  so  as  to  put  the 
claases  into  shape  than  to  run  the  risk  of 
the  Bill  foundering  in  '< another  place'*  on 
a  matter  of  that  kind.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man knew  what  trouble  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  with  the  subject,  and  how  one 
acheme  after  another  was  put  by ;  and  he 
would  be  well  advised  to  allow  these 
elauses  to  be  well  considered,  so  that  there 
might  be  no  difficulty  afterwards  in  the 
working  of  the  Bill.  It  would  be  ten  times 
more  likely  to  do  good  if  they  did  not 
offend  the  prejudices  of  people  who  might 
be  affected  by  the  measure.  It  was  easier 
to  lead  people  than  to  drive  them ;  and  if 
tbey  saw  that  their  interests  had  not  been 
neglected  they  would  be  much  more  likely 
to  give  their  assistance  in  carrying  out  the 
Bill. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  next. 

XUVICIFAL  BATE  (eDINBUIIOH)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  M*LARBir»  Bill  to  nmend  the 
A«i  of  the  twenty-third  and  twenty-fourth  years 
of  th«  reign  of  Her  Majesty,  chapter  fifty,  by  abo- 
liabSog  a  rate  imposed  by  the  said  Act  on  all  oo- 
enpierfl  of  premises  within  the  extended  municipal 
boundaries  of  the  city  of  Edinburgh,  ordered  to  be 
brooght  in  by  Mr.  McLaren,  Mr.  Duklop,  and 
Hr.  Baztbr. 
Bill  prtHnttd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  99.] 

YOL.CXCL    [xfilBD  SERIES.] 


EJECTMENTS  SUSPENSION   (ibELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Kbuhrdt,  Bill  to  suspend 
for  a  limited  period  or  periods  the  application  of 
the  Law  of  Ejectment  in  Ireland  to  agricnUural 
tenants  holding  from  year  to  year,  except  for  noii« 
payment  of  rent,  or  upon  the  sub-division  of  farms, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Kbnitbdt  and 
Mr.  Serjeant  Armstroito. 
Bill  |9re#eiK«d,  and  read  the  first  thne.  [Bill  100.1 

Honsa  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Six  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  April  30,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— SmcT  Committee— On  Poor  Re- 
lief, The  Earl  of  Stradbroke  added, 

Pqbuo  Bills— ^ir*(  /^eck/tiuy— Capital  Punish- 
ment within  Prisons*  (83);  United  Parishes 
(Scotland)* (84);  Marriages  (Frampton  Man- 
sel)  •  (86)  ;  Broughty  Ferry  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  *  (86). 

Sec&nd  Heading— VoUy  Sessions  and  Lock-up 
Houses*  (71) ;  Perth  and  Brechin  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  *  (64). 

Referred  to  Select  Committed-— Compulsory  Church 
Kates  Abolition  (55 ). 

C(>ininit/e«— Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries*  (68); 
Local  Government  Supplemental  (1868)*  (70). 

Report  —  Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries*  (58); 
l.ocal  Government  Supplemental  (1868)*  (70). 

Third  Read%ng^VKTi\t\on^  (67);  Prisons  (Com- 
pensation to  Officers)  *  (72),  and  patted, 

COMPULSORY   CHURCH  RATES 

ABOLITION  BILL. 

{The  Earl  Rutiell.) 

(no.    55.)      COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  tlie  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  he  had  already 
intimated  that,  although  he  should  have 
preferred  that  the  Bill  should  be  considered 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  he  should 
not  object  to  the  Amendment  of  which  the 
noble  Earl  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  givea 
notice  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee. 
Lie  did  so,  of  course,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  declaration  made  by  the  noble 
Earl,  and  also  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury),  as  well  as 
by  the  Lord  Clinncellor,  that  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  would  be  adhered  to,  and  that 
the  Amendments  proposed  would  be  in  the 
spirit  of  carrying  out  that  declaration,  so 
that  the  Bill  might  become  an  Act  of  Par* 
liament,  and  were  not  to  be  made  with  the 
view  of  destroying  the  Bill  altogether,     ll 
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«U  on  ttiftt  underBtsnd!ng  oiilj  tliat  hn 
ai;reed  to  tlie  AmcnilniiBiit  of  llie  noble 
Bart.  He  va\i\A  only  rurihcr  aaj  tliot  tiTo 
pninta  Beemednlisolutcly  easentiol — tlie  one 
was  tlint  ihe  conipuUorj  power  for  oi'llcct- 
ing  ohurob  rotci  hIiouM  da  aboliiheil,  and 
tho  other  it(ib  Uial  tie  Clmrcli  of  England 
■hoiild  hnTe  Uie  niosl  convenient  mcina 
vbich  legiektion  could  ntfnri]  for  collecting! 
the  funds  ncce^anr/  for  ihose  objects  to 
which  church  rotes  were  devolcd.  These 
were  the  objects  of  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped 
thej  iTould  bo  corried  out  by  the  Bill  as  it 
camo  from  tho  hands  oF  the  Select  Coni- 
mittee. 

Mavtd,  "  That  the  House  do  now  rcsnlve 
itscir  into  a  Commitloo  on  the  said  Bil!," 
—{Earl  EutteU.) 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
that  ho  was  obliged  to  the  uoble  Earl  for 
■Menting  to  the  [louse  going  into  Commit' 
tee  upslnirsj  liccoiise  ho  was  quite  sure 
that  they  nonld  be  moro  likely  to  arrive  at 
object  Bought  on  both  sides  by  that 
ns;  and  that  they  would  thus  be  able 
nnke  a  com  para  tivoljr  good  niengure  of 
luch  more  easily  than  could  be  done  iu 
a  Coniniiltee  of  the  whole  Houio. 

Lord  LYVEDEN  enid,  he  rcgmited  ex- 
tremely thai  bis  noble  FrienJ  (Earl  Russell) 
liad  ewonled  to  tha  Bill  being  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee;  for  he  iras  quile  sure 
thai  the  measure  cnuld  be  proppilv  dis- 
in  n  Committee  of  the  Whole  I'louae. 
ideed  that  it  was  necessary  for  the 
public  excitement  that  there  should  be 
inch  a  discnssian.  The  matter  was  of  grent 
public  interest,  and  there  wna  no  suhjcct 
that  iTould  ha>e  given  the  country  a  more 
>ble  opportunity  of  judging  liow  their 
Lordships  perform  their  public  duties  than 
this  quesiioH  of  clmrcli  rotes.  Some  of  the 
speeches  mndo  on  the  second  reading  nhowed 
howndmiroblytheir  Lordships  were  qualified 
to  discuss  Bucii  a  question;  and  besides,  in 
lie  House  they  bad  the  assistance  of  all  tbe 
igbt  roT,  Prelates,  whilst  in  a  Select  Com- 
liltee  they  would  have  but  three  or  four  of 
leni.  He  yentured  to  any  that  the  course 
hich  he  suggested  to  their  Lordships  in 
860  was  the  one  which  it  would  bo  most 
on  this  subject;  and  that 
id  lo  compulsory  church 
the  object  of th; 
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iDuld  be  made  in  lieu  of  church  rates  — 
lat  was  a  matter  to  which  neither  the 
'issentera  nor  anybody  else  could  object; 
Earl  Kueiell 


t  but  be  ihonght  (hat  it  would  b«  mueh  betttr 
1(0  enact  these  rcgntatious  by  a  sepurnie 
I  Bill.  The  main  object  of  the  present  Bill 
I  nns  the  abotilioii  of  cheroh  i-atoK;  »nd  he 
was  glad  to  see  that  upon  tbe  right  re*. 
Bench  there  was  an  altered  tone  to  that 
>vhich  proTsited  there  in  1360.  He  himself 
hnd  always  thought  that  fur  tbe  sakeof  ihe 
Church,  ohuTOh  rates  Bhoiild  be  abolisbMl. 
There  was  no  proper  objection  to  Ihe  m*> 
jority  fating  tho  minority — tbe  r«al  obJM- 
tion  was  on  religious  grounds  ;  and  ho 
thonght  that  tlic  Cliurch  bad  done  qciu 
right  in  consenting  to  abolish  church  ratei 
now;  for  ho  believed  that  e»cry  contett  abeot 
church  rates  made  an  additional  number  of 
Dissenters.  The  objcclioo  on  tbe  score  of 
religiouB  feeling  once  put  aside,  it  would  b« 
perfectly  easy  to  make  satisfactory  regola- 
tions  for  foluntary  aasessnient.  But  tliis 
Bill  did  not  contain  clauses  such  as  he  should 
like  lo  see  passed  upon  that  aubjt^el.  He 
thought  there  was  aome  co»fu«iiin  wbieh 
would  require  to  be  carefolly  adjosled.  fif 
hoped  that  it  was  not  iniended  to  take  ori- 
o  before  the  Committee,  but  inerelf  i« 
consider  the  cinmica.  The  Gill  had  btm 
called  a  compromtse,  but  it  nna  r««tly  no 
promise  atoll ;  it  was  a  eoneestian  mad* 
by  the  Church  to  the  religtona  fediit;^  af 
country.  It  was  much  norelikety tbM 
\»  a  compromise  in  tbe  Cabinet.  Lw4  ' 
ley  had  declared  hie  opinion  agttnil 
levying  of  church  rates,  in  writing 
in  speaking,  and  it  might  be  that 
Bill  was  to  ho  referred  to  a  Select 
Comniitteo  to  gi't  out  of  any  difficulty  upon 
that  bead.  Ho  feared  [hat  the  delay  ari«in| 
From  having  a  Select  Committee  might  end 
in  the  rejection  of  tbe  Bill — a  reautt  nbieh 
would  produce  great  danger  to  the  Church. 
It  nas  must  desirable  thnl  the  public  should 
know  that  there  would  bo  no  erasion,  laJ 
that  their  Lordships  would  folio*  the  lesd 
of  the  other  House  and  settle  this  qarstioa 

Tub   Ddkb  of   RICHMOND  said,  be 

could  not  but  think  that  tlie  remarks  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyreden)  would 
have  been  much  more  approprjale  if  nude 
on  (ho  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  Tli« 
noble  Lord  could  not  forego  the  opporteniiy 
of  drauing  a  comparison  between  the  Sill 
irhich  he  had  biinselF  introduced  «om 
years  ago — and  to  which,  no  doubt,  ha  had 
a  laudable  partiality — and  the  mea*ur«  no* 
under  discussion.  But  bo  (tho  Duke  of 
Richmond)  had  no  doubt  the  Bill  now  to 
be  reFerred  to  a  Select  Committee  wonU 
be  found,  when  it  Gam«  oot  of  ComoiilWe, 
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a  better  measure  than  that  which  the  noble 
Lord  introduced  on  a  former  occasion.  The 
noble  Lord  had  stated,  as  a  reason  why 
this  Bill  was  assented  to  by  the  Govern- 
ment, that  it  was  a  sort  of  compromise 
among  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet.  Un- 
fortonately  for  the  Cabinet,  they  had  not 
the  benefit  of  having  the  noble  Lord  among 
them.  If  they  had  that  advantage,  the 
noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  state  his  opi- 
nion to  the  Cabinet;  until,  however,  he 
favoured  them  by  belonging  to  that  body, 
be  could  not  be  accepted  in  that  House  as 
the  organ  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  But 
the  noble  Lord  regretted  that  this  Bill 
ahould  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  said  that  the  public  out-of-doors  would 
think  their  Lordships  incapable  of  dealing 
with  a  measure  of  this  description,  be- 
cause it  was  so  referred  ;  but  only  two 
sentences  after  the  noble  Lord  contradicted 
himself,  because  he  said  it  had  been  ably 
discussed  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate  and 
those  who  followed  him.  He  also  gave 
the  most  conclusive  reasons  why  the  Bill 
•hottid  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
because  he  said  there  was  great  confusion 
in  its  various  clauses,  that  would  require 
great  care  in  their  adjustment.  He  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond)  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  there  was  some  confusion  in  re- 
gard to  particular  clauses;  for  instance, 
the  aecona  clause,  according  to  the  noble 
and  leemed  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  was 
AQcb  as  no  one  could  well  understand ;  and 
the  Bill  dealt  with  a  great  number  of  local 
Acta,  the  operation  of  which  a  Select 
Oommittee,  constituted  as,  no  doubt,  this 
woald  be*  was  a  much  better  tribunal  for 
discussing  than  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  The  purpose  for  which  it  was 
proposed  to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee was  in  order  that  all  those  parts 
ef  the  Bill  which  were  at  present  obscure 
might  be  made  clear,  and  in  adopting  that 
mode  of  proceeding  there  was  not  the 
least  intention  to  smother  the  Bill.  It  was 
with  these  views  that  he  was  glad  the 
House  had  acceded  to  the  proposition  for 
referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Dukb  op  SOMERSET  thought  it 
should  be  dearly  understood  for  what  pur- 
poee  the  Bill  was  sent  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. In  his  opinion,  the  object  of  re- 
ferring the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  was 
not  for  the  purpose  of  taking  evidence,  ns 
the  generol  principle  of  the  Bill  was  well 
nnderttood;  but  for  the  purpose  of  arrang- 
iDg  and  perfecting  those  clauses  which 
provided  for  the  voluntary  collection  of 


churoh  rates,  and  of  examining  and  consi- 
dering those  other  clauses  which  affected 
local  Acts,  so  that  nothing  might  be  done 
indirectly  which  was  not  intended  to  be  done 
directly. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
that,  as  the  Bill  was  not  a  Government 
measure,  it  was  not  for  him  to  stat  eirhnt 
course  the  investigation  in  the  Committee 
might  take;  but  it  might  be  necessary  for 
the  Committee,  without  going  into  the 
general  question  as  to  whether  church  rates 
should  be  voluntary  or  not,  to  take  evidence 
in  reference  to  the  effect  of  the  Bill  on  local 
Acts. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn;  and  Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

And,  on  Friday,  May  1,  the  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee  : — 


Ld.  Chanoellor 
L.  Abp.  York 
Ld.  Privy  Seal 
D.  Someraet 
D.  Richmond 

D.  Bu(*kingham  and 
Chandos 

E.  Shaftesbnry 
E.  Carnarvon 
E.  Romney 


E.  Beauehamp 

E.  Russell 

£.  Kimberley 

V.  Halifax 

L.  Bp.  London 

L.  Bp.  Oxford 

L.  Bp.  Carlisle 

L.  Delamere 

L.  Stanley  of  Alderley 

L.  Westbury. 


HoQsa  adjourned  at  a  qaarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  ttll  To-morrow, 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thurtduy,  April  30,  1868. 

MINUTES.]~Nbw  Mimbbrs  Sworv— William 
Earle  Welby,  esquire, /or  Parts  of  Kesteven  nnd 
Holland,  in  the  county  of  Lincoln ;  Edmund 
Tumor,  esquire,  fw  Grantham  ;  Hon.  Arthur 
Walsh, /or  Radnorshire;  John  William  Miles, 
esquire,  for  Bristol. 

PuBuc  Bills — ResoitUiong  in  Committee — Esta- 
blished Church  (Ireland) — r.p. 

Ordered ^Setk  Fisheries  (Ireland)*;  Vagrant 
Act  Amendment.* 

First  Readiug— Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland)*  [101]; 
Vagrant  Act  Amendment  •[102]. 

Second  Reading — Documentary  Evidence*  [07]. 

PASSENGER   ACTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  graves  said,  he  wished  to  aok 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  If  he  is  awnre  that  large  num- 
bers of  passengers  embark  on  board  cer- 
tain Foreign  Transatlantic  Steamers  at 
Southampton  without  their  being  subjected 
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to  (bo  provisinng  of  ilie  Pnasenger  Acts  ; 
And,  if  th«re  nre  nny  rcaions  vtlij  (lie  pro- 
AelB  ilmuld  not  be  pal  in 
force  iTilli  regAril  lo  sncli  itcnmers  in  llic 
time  wfiy  in  every  respect  as  that  in  wliioli 
lucli  proviaionn  nre  pu[  in   force  in    regnrd 

DBritiillTCB!t.ts? 

Mr.  ADDERLKY.  in  reply,  oaid.  lie 
had  talien  pains  lo  ascertnin  from  the 
Mnyor  uf  Suutliampton  nlint  was  tlin  stole 
of  tlie  case.  lie  found  that  no  Briiish 
lubjocls  were  Inkcn  on  lionrd  foreign 
Irniisnllnntic  stenniera  tit  Souilianipton  ; 
but  fureigiicrs  did  c<ime  liy  ainall  Bicomera 
to  Soutliuiiiptoii,  fri>u)  ilnire  and  otlier 
it^titnl  purti,  fur  tlic  purpose  of  tftking 
a1<i|i  to  Aniericn,  The  ifucilioii  oF  Hie 
spjdJcnbilitr  of  llie  Pimsenger  Acts  wns 
ubmltird  to  tlie  Lniv  OIBeeri  ut  tito  Crown 
n  1857,  ami  an  cinbornlo  Opinion  wni  ob- 
tained from  tliem  lo  tlie  effucl  that  llioee 
npply  lo  passengers  ebippeil 
in  Iranritu.  Tlie  vesseli  in  (question,  liow- 
overbnulcd  on  reaching  lite 
n  port,  and  tiiQ  Go*eninic>it  of  liie 
United  Stale*  liad  applied  lo  Her  Mnjealy'a 
cmment  to  malio  tlie  loriiia  of  our  Pas- 
senger Act*,  nhicli  were  lees  rigorous  than 
theirs,  more  strict. 


COAL  FOR  THE  NAVT.— QUESTION. 
Mr,  HEADLAM  said,  he  would  bef;  to 
»fk  llie  First  Lord  of  tlie  Adn.irnltj.  Wlie- 
llier  it  is  eorrecl  that  in  llio  Form  of  Ten- 
der issued  by  the  AJmiratlj  for  Cuale  ti)  be 
supplied  to  Her  Mnjesty's  DDeliyardi  for 
the  year  commencing  May  1S6S,  for  the 
ISO  of  tlie  Steam  VesRels  in  the  Nnvy,  the 
mly  Conls  named  therein  are  those  from 
Wales  i  if  BO.  why,  nfiei-  tije  Beporta  made 
at  Defonport,  and  the  recommendations 
lained  therein,  ns  to  tbe  use  of  North 
iiitry  Cuola  in  Her  Majesty's  ships  of 
«nr,  iheae  lime  been  excluded  ? 

Lord    HENRY    LENNOX:    Sir.    the 
right  lion.  Gentleman   is   <|uilo   correet   in 
his  stnlemcnt  :    the   Admiralty   have   this 
year  reverted   to   the    policy   of  supplying 
nothing  hut  smokclers  coal  lo  Steam  vcflscls 
in  the  navy.     This  decision  was  arrived  at 
in  consequence  of  the  strong   representa- 
tions  received   by    them    from   the  Com- 
inders  in  Chief  of  Ihe  foreign  squadrons, 
setting  forth  the  great  advantages  posscased 
by   ibo   smokeless  coals   for    all    purposes 
'  steam  navigation  :   I   mny  lell  the  right 
fi.    Geullcmnn    that   bituminaus  coal  is 
il  on  the  Admiralty  list,   and    is  largely 
id  fur  dockyard  purposes. 

Mr.  Graiit 


Qutttion. 

VICTORIA— CASE   OF  THE  COSVICT 
M1I.LAK.— QUESTION. 

Mil.  nURST  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Under  Seerolnry  of  State  for  the  ColoiiiM, 
Whether  any  Report  has  yet  been  recpived 
from  the  Onvernor  of  Victoria  on  the  i-nse 
of  Cieorge  Millar,  a  prisoner  nt  Melbourne 
under  a  sentence  which  is  allef^ed  to  be 
illegal;  if  such  Report  has  been  recei'eil, 
nhiit  is  tliB  nature  of  it.  and  whether  ibere 
is  oiiy  objeuiinn  to  lay  it  up'-n  iho  TnWf ; 
and,  if  no  Report  lias  yet  been  recwived, 
when  it  may  be  eiipected  T 

Mb.  ADDERLEY  said,  in  refilj,  that 
a  Report  on  llio  subject  of  Slillftr's  md* 
tenee  had  been  received  in  this  cnnnlry,  in 
the  M'ly  of  lust  year.  It  aiafed  ibat  tlie 
Atlurney  Generiil  of  the  Colony  of  Ticioria 
bad  eonsiillod  the  Judges  before  whitni 
Millar  was  tried,  and  agreed  wiili  ili«m 
that  the  sentence  sbould  not  be  oomniuted. 
Tlio  Gorernment  in  this  country,  lltinkinj 
iho  qneslion  rather  doubtfiil,  referred  >t  lo 
ihe  Law  Officers  of  tbe  Crown,  who  re< 
ported  that,  though  there  was  daubt  en 
the  question,  ihey  eonsidered  lli«  puniib- 
mont  cioessiTe;  tlic  quesliuu  being  whe- 
ther, on  an  indietmeut  for  fraudulent  lo- 
solvenej.  the  leriiis  of  punlahinent  cenld 
be  made  cuniulativo  on  encli  of  the  feoi 
counts.  Tbe  punishment  awarded  by  l^ 
Statute  was  Bfteen  yrora'  transportation 
or  three  vcnrs'  imprisonment,  whereas  the 


bad  therefore  referred  to 
the  Governor  and  Judges  of  Victori'i  fur 
tbe  purpose  of  taking  tbe  best  course  in 
the  circumstances,  and  to  reuiiianj  etetsi 
in  the  length  of  the  sentence. 

INDIA— FURLOUGHS.— QUESTIOS. 
Mit.  GBKGORY  said,  he  would  be;  to 
ask  Ihe  Secretary  of  State  for  iudis, 
Whether  any  alicraiions  in  the  lod.sn 
Furlough  System  are  contemplated;  and. 
if  BO.  when   the   Plan  of  tbo  OoretDaienl 


•  ill  be  < 


<  the  11  oi 


Sir  STAFFORD  NORTUCOTB,  ie 
reply,  said,  it  hud  been  felt  for  some  iIom 
that  the  Furlough  Regulations  for  ll<» 
Indian  Service  had  become  obsolete  aad 
required  revision.  In  the  early  part  of 
Inst  autumn  lie  bad  comniuuiiraleil  tiiih 
Sir  John  Lawrence  on  the  subject,  sad 
also  referred  il  to  a  Comniiiiee  of  tbe 
Council  oF  India.  But  before  that  Com- 
miiiee  had  made  much  progress  nevscsiue 
from  Sir  John  Lawrence  that  tie  had  ap- 
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pointed  a  similar  Committee  in  India,  wlicu  the  obstruction  might  be  removed  in 
wliieh,  in  due  time,  sent  home  a  very  a  similor  manner.  He  was  afraid  the  re- 
elaborate  set  of  Rules.  These  were  care-  sponsibih'ty  rested  in  both  instances  with 
fully  considered  by  the  Committee  of  the  the  Committees  of  Parliament  which  passed 
Indian  Council ;  their  principle  was  en-  the  Bills, 
tirely  approved,  but  alterations  in  points  of 
detail   were  recommended.     A  Despatch 

setting  forth   these  recommendations  had  SLAVE  TRADE,  ZANZIBAR, 

been  forwarded  to  the  Governor  General,  question. 

who  was  authorized  to  publish  the  Rules,  g,^    FOWELL     BUXTON    said,    ha 

with  such  amendment  as  the  Government  ^^uld  beg  to  a.k  the  Secretary  of  State 

might  think  necessary    after   taking  the  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  the  Sultan  of  Zan- 

recommendations  into  consideration.     Pro-  ^.^^^  |,„  htely  offered  to  make  any  ar- 

bably   the   new   Rules  as   finally  framed  raiigements   for   the   suppression    of    the 

would  shortly  be  received  m  this  Country,  slave  Trade  between  that  islond  and  the 

mainland  ;  if  any  conditions  were  attnched 

OBSTRUCTIONS  IN  THE  RIVER  THAMES,  to  his  offer  ;  and,  if  it  has  or  has  not  been 

QUESTIONS.  accepted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 

Mr.  HARDCASTLE  said,  ho  wished  '"i'J/"cVan7rv'*T*'       i     *i.  ♦ 

to  «k  the  Vice  President  of  Ihe  Bo.r.1  of  .,  ^^^l^JtS^P  "'*'m'"  ?^\'  *^'* 

m     1     1X71    4i       At                           u  1  ^^'L  if  the  non.  Member   would   refer   to  the 

Trade,  Whether  there   is  any  probability  «..x^    t>^««..    ^  i  r  i    i    .i  • 

^,    ^  ^/          .  , ,,                    /  ,\.         I .  f  State    rapers    pubnshed    this  year,   pp. 

that  the  unsightly  eroups  of  piling  which  no  ii>i    i           i j  c    i     r  n    .  .          :   e 

V*      *  Ai      D-      *^i    *           w    .    •     *  112-114,  he  would  find  a  full  statement  of 

obstruct  the  River  between  Westminster  .i  ^  ^rt- J   „i  •  i     i    j    u              i     i      *i 

B. ,           ,   u          r    J     Ml  u               J  the  offer   which   had    been   made  bv  the 

ridge  and   Hungerford  wiU  be  removed  ;  ^  ■.  .  ^^  n      -i            \     e  ±t           i-.* 

J  ^.«            ,      ®        J       I    At       1  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  and  of  the  conditions 

and.  if  so,  when  ;   and,  whether  he  can  ...                  .   ,  .,            mu                    i 

A  A       "xi      L       .u                -I  •■•.          «   2  that  accompanied  them.      Those  proposals 

state  with  whom  the  responsibinty  rests  r  .„  '    ,             •  i      .•          u      w 

LoBD  OTHO  FITZOBRALD  said,  he  r'*;'."'"  "'"'"  eo"»'J"*»!0"-     Her  Ma- 

I         •  1    I   4        1    .1      17-      D      -J     .    r  jcsty  8  uoveinnicnt  were  fully  aware    of 

also  wished  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  "J,    •' i^  .    . ,              r  .i    »    a-  "^   i 

Ai     n      J    r  rr    J        •.!.       r             a^  h  the  desirableness  of  that  oner,  having  in 

the  Board  of  Trade,  with  reference  to  the  .-a              ^    .         c  .i     d        t     i 

«.  o-r       /\u  4      *•        •     4U     D-      »t  View  the  suppression  of  tlio  Slave  Trade. 

**  Piling  Obstructions  in  the  River     men*  m.                 '■          ,           ,.               4i       r 

A*       J  •    4L    rk      A'        r  .1     1        11  -^u  There  were  sevcnil   questions,   partly    of 

tioned  in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  y          ,        ^      e        \  c   .x  \       i  •  u  -^ 

^     D        oa   V  I        J*     Tf  1            II    ^1  p<»licy  and  partly  of  good  faith,  to  which  it 

for  Bury  St.  Edmund  s.  If  he  would  reply  ^      •'.            ii     *       i    *   .i    •                   j 

.     .      -^                    •.!      r            A             I  ^^^  impossible   to   shut   their  eves,  and 

to  the  same  query  with  reference  to  a  much  i  •  i         i  ■    .i       r                      j        .^ 

-       •  I  ti       L  i.      4«         r  .1  which  would,  therefore,  receive  duo  atten- 

more  formidable  obstruction  of  the  same  ..        .  ,,     ,    ..     rv^!          a      r            i    j 

^,    ^          t       r  II   1    ir  tion  at  the  India  Office.     A  reference  had 

nature  that  reaches  full  half-way  across  .           ^i       ^    .        ,    .             .       .       . 

^,      D-                 -4     D  ^.            -D    1.        A  been  made  of  the  whole  question   to  the 

the  Biver  opposite  Battersea  Park,  and  ^  .^           4  •    i  j-^    i    «                      1    j 

1-     4U           -.If               11     J»:  J  a  Government  in  India,  but  no  ansiver  had 

has  there  existed  for  a  much  longer  penod  ?  ,        raeeived 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  stated,  in  re-  ^^^  ^^®"  received, 
plj,  that  the  piles  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 

kember    for    Bury   St.   EdmiiniTs    were  BATTLE  PLAGUE.-QUESTION. 
erected   by   the  Waterloo  and  Whitehall 

Railway  Company  under  their  Act  of  1865.  Mb.  READ  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
The  works  had  been  at  a  stand>8till  since  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  When  the 
October,  1866,  and  the  Directors  had  stated  final  Report  on  the  Cattle  Plague,  ordered 
at  general  meetings  that  they  were  without  by  the  Lords  of  the  Council  to  be  prepared 
funds.  Their  powers  expired  in  July,  1870.  by  the  Veterinary  Department  will  be 
TheT  had  brought  in  a  Bill  for  extension  completed ;  and,  if  it  is  tho  intention  of 
of  time  this  Session,  which  the  Thames  the  Privy  Council  to  placo  that  Report  upon 
Conaervators  had  opposed,  and  the  Com-  the  Table  of  the  House? 
pany  bad  agreed  to  a  provision  that  all  the  Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied, 
works  on  the  river  should  be  completed  by  that  the  Report  was  being  prepared  with 
Jatj*  1870.  After  that  date  the  Board  as  little  delay  as  possible.  The  hon. 
of  Trade  or  the  Conservators  might  remove  Member  was,  perhaps,  aware  that  all  the 
the  obstructions.  With  regard  to  the  compendation  claims  had  not  yet  been  de- 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  cided,  which  delayed  the  completion  of  the 
for  Kildare,  the  obstruction  off  Battersea  statistical  portion  of  the  Report.  He 
Paik  was  the  temporary  staging  of  the  trusted,  however,  that  the  Report  would 
Albert  Bridge.  The  Act  was  passed  in  be  completed  and  laid  upon  the  table  be* 
I86I9  and  the  powers  expired  in  1869,  fore  the  end  of  the  Session. 


THE  CONVICT  BARRETT,— QOESTION. 

Ur-  REARDEN  iftid.  I.e  would  beg  to 

l«t(  the  SeL'TfUrj'  oF  Sinte  fur  |1>o   Hom.d 

Bepnrtmci.t.  Wlictlier  it  U  liii  intenliim  l<> 

iinmciid  to  tlio  Crown  the  reepitiiig  nf 

tlie  priBoner  Mk-lincI  Bnrrett,  agniiiit  wlmm 

'ordiot  of  guilty   wa*    returned   by   tlie 

Icuce  of  death  pii'teed  by  ibe 

trial  at  tbe  Old  Cnlley  on  ibo 

-IthKtatidin;;    ll>o   sworn 

vitncMi^s,    vrbo    proved 

was   not   in    England  nt 

mat  committed  hr  which 

order  to  nffoni 

ty  of  producing 


J"dgo  on  his  tr 

27th   instant,  i 

(etiimony    of   i 

tbnt  tbe  prisoner   was   not 

tbe  time  the  crime  wng  com 
been  found  gtiilty,  i 

tbe  prieouer  on  opportun' 

further  etidenee  tn  eatnbli'h 

Ur  GATIIORNE  HARDY:  I  rej;ret, 
r.  that  an  hon.  Member  of  thi»  Uouie 
onld    tbink    it    bia   duty   10  put   auoh   a 

Question  to  me,    XTndor  the  circumstances, 

1  think  it  my  duly  to  decline  to  answer  it. 
RBAGDEm  announced  his  inlen- 

tinn  of  calling  tbe  attention  of  the  Uouie 
n  tbo  subject. 

ARMY— PROMOTIONS  IN  THE  COLD- 

STREAM    GUARUS.— QUESTION. 

Sm    PATRICK    O'BRIEN    said,    ho 

Hild  heg  to   ask   ibe  Secretury   of  Stftte 


fur  War.  Why  the  promolionB  ia  the  Cold- 
ircam    Ouarde   io    auccesiion  to  Cnptniti 

nd  Lieutenant  Colonel  Cli>e  have  been 
delayed  Fince  ibo  14th  of  Morch  ;  wbelber 
proposed  ibal  tbe  preacnt  number  of 
eiiants  and  Captains  in  tlint  Regiment 
['duced;  and,  If  not,  wby  bos  tbe 
Regiment  been  kepi  sbnrl  of  its  proper 
complement  of  officers  ;  and,  whether  there 
ore  in  ibe  Coldstream  or  other  Reeimenis 
of  Guards  offiecrs  qualiRed  by  service  to 
fill  sucb  vacancy  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINQTON  :  Sir,  the 
vacancy  caused  by  tbe  promotiou  of  Cap- 
tain and  Lieuicuaut  Colonel  Clivo  has  not 
filled  up  ;  but  there  ia  no  intention 
whatever  to  reduce  tbe  number  of  offii 

lh»t   Regi 
occurred   it  v 

<ual   stale  of    affairs    existed    in    ibe    wbicb 
iment — one  nearly  without  precedent  ;    vob 
>ix  senior  Bnsigns  of  the  Culdsti 
Ouards  were  not  qualiSed  by  service 

promotion,  while  of    tbo  nhote  six.    bo 
Bnsi^fiis  only  two  were  so  rjnalilicd  ,  i>ui 
!    of    them    sfaudiuK    sevcnlb    upon 
and  tbe 
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tliese  two  officers  trero  entitled  to  bai« 
tbeir  claim  tn  promotion  orer  the  hnd*  of 
nil  Ibeir  fellows  recognised,  the  principis 
if  ncled  upon  in  the  case  of  iba  officer  who 
Dtood  seventh  bein^',  of  coar«e>  binding  oa 
the  other  case  alto.  Nuw  the  jnnior  Enuin 
U  nn  officer  wbn  has  lalnty  left  tbe  Rids 
Brigndo,  and  if  ho  wero  to  bo  promoteJ, 
he  Hould  he  pnsied  over  ibe  heads  of  «ittj- 
sevcn  officers  nl  bi«  late  Bcginiciit.  the 
Rifle  Brigade,  and  Fourleen  other  officer* 
ID  tlie  Coldalream  Quards,  bo  that  altugt- 
ther  he  would  have  altainei)  tbe  rank  of 
Captain  in  the  Army  over  iho  beads  of  no 
less  than  eighty-one  other  oSicers.  It  «u 
considered  very  undesirable  that  the  eouts* 
of  prunintiun  should  be  thus  inlerfereJ 
with  i  and  us  only  tk  few  vrcek*  «ill  «1a|iM 
before  the  aeiiiur  Busign  wiU  be  quabll*dt 
it  was  thought  belter  tu  Mail  before  nMllia( 
tbe  Hppoiaitnent. 

TBE  ROYAL  ACADEMY.— ftDESTIOS. 
Mr.  LAYARD  said,  he  rose  Io  B>k  U« 
First  Commissioner  of  Work*.  Whether  K 
be  true  that  the  lioyal  Academy  bea  nearly 
completed  Its  prowiies  at  the  biick  of  Bur- 
lington Huuse.  and  that  they  will  bo  ready 
for  the  annual  Exhibition  uf'l860.  but  ibti 
tbe  Roynl  Aosdeniy  will  be  unalilo  lo  uli* 
posieseiun  of  them  until  the  Librjuj  edlil  , 


Royal  Society  bits  been  removed 
Biiilingloii  House  i  and,  whether  he  will 
lake  iuiinediaie  steps  to  find  proper  accon- 
mod.itiiin  fur  tbnt  Library,  so  ibat  iIm 
Royul  Academy  maj  at  tbe  earliest  period 
remove  from  the  National  Gallery  iu  Trt- 
falser  Square,  in  order  that  adeqost* 
space  mny  be  provided  for  the  eibibitios 
of  (be  Niitional  PielureJ  ? 

LORC   JOHN     MANNERS,    in   replj, 
said,  the  building  for  ibe   Royal  Aoadenj 
beliind.liurliagion  House  vras  being  pro- 
ceeded with  very  rapidly  ;  but  whetber  it 
would  bo  ready  in  lime  for  holding  tU 
Exhibition  of  1369.  oiring  to  the  ahortnM 
of  tbe   notice,  he   bad   net  been  able  U 
When    tbo   vacancy  |  ascertain.     With  regard  to  the  very  large 
'  Library  belonging  Io  the  Royal  SoattJ, 
'  ted  of  somoibiiig  like  lOO.OOO 
was   obvious   that   to   o&k  lii* 
Royal  Society  to  remove  twice  oversolarg* 
id  valuable  o  collection   of  books  eouU 
course  l1iat  could  not  he  Uken  viiti- 
nut  grave  necessity.      If  it  wore  foendiis- 
posiiible  to  complete  iho  building  in  tims 
fur  tbe  Exhibition  of  1869,  be  tidl  b«p«d 


pened,    the  junior    Ensign    of  the    Regi-    that  aoine  temporary  arrangement  leigll 
■uent.     The  qaestien  then  arose  whether    be  inndo  ;  and  he  ooulil  assure  llie  l>on< 
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Member  that  no  efforts  on  his  part  would 
be  wanting  to  the  attainment  of  so  desir- 
able a  result. 

IRELAND  —  PRESBYTERT  OF  ANTRIM. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  CHARLES  LAN  YON  said,  he 
would  beg  to  auk  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lnncashire,  Whether,  when  he  pre- 
sented a  Petition  on  the  27th  instant  from 
the  Presbytery  of  Antrim,  in  favour  of  his 
Kesolutions,  and  acrninst  tlie  further  grant 
of  the  Regium  Pontcm,  he  was  aware  that 
the  said  Presltjtery  is  altogether  uncon- 
nected with  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  of  Ireland^  and  that 
the  said  Presbytery  is  altogether  an  Uni- 
tarian body  and  does  not  represent  the 
feeling  of  the  Presbyterians  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  confess— I 
am  stating  my  own  opinion— -it  appears  to 
me  that  a  Question  of  this  kind  is  well 
fitted  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  pleases 
to  produce  it  in  a  speech,  but  wholly  un- 
fitted to  be  directed  to  me.  I  may  hare 
been  awaro  of  these  things.  [  '*  Oh, 
oh!  "]  I  shall  only  say  that  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  conTenient  for  me  to  set 
the  example  of  saying  whether  I  was  aware 
of  that  or  not.  It  is  enough  for  me  to  say 
tliat  I  believe  I  described  that  body  with 
perfect  aeeuraey  as  the  non-subscribing 
Presbytery  of  Antrim,  recipients  of  the 
ile^'iciii  Donum,  And  I  own  I  should 
have  thought  that  the  yery  words  I  used, 
*'  the  non-subscribing  Presbytery  of  An- 
trim," would  have  conveyed  to  the  mind  of 
the  hon.  Member,  and  to  the  minds  of 
other  hon.  Members,  that  that  Presbytery 
did  not  belong  to  the  General  Assembly  of 
(he  Presbyterian  Church,  which  is,  I  be- 
Itere,  a  subscribing  Church. 

Sir  THOMAS  BATESON:  I  beg  to 
aak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  If  he  is 
aware  that  the  petition  was  signed  only  by 
the  Moderator  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Pres- 
bytery ;  that  those  gentlemen  did  not 
appear  on  the  face  of  the  document  to  have 
bad  any  authority  to  represent  the  Pres- 
l^tety  ;  and  that  the  petition  did  not  pur- 

Crt  to  have  emanated  from  the  general 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  own  that  I  am 
qoite  at  a  loss  to  say  anything  of  the  cour- 
tesj  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  putting  to 
me  this  Question  without  giving  me  no- 
tioe.  I  am  qoite  at  a  loss  to  comprehend 
ita  meaning.    The  Presbytery  of  Antrim, 


I  apprehend,  is  a  body  known  to  the  law, 
and  I  can  conceive  nothing  more  regular 
than  that  the  Presbyter j  should  petition 
by  means  of  a  petition  signed  by  the 
Moderator  and  Clerk  of  the  Presbytery. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  OATH. 
HOTION. 

Mb.  FREVILLE  SURTEES  moved, 
''That  the  Oath  taken  by  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Members  previous  to  the  alters tion 
of  the  Oath  on  the  30th  of  April,  1866, 
be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
rise  to  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  :  I  rise  to  order.  I 
am  not  about  to  spenk  upon  the  question 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  raised  ;  but  I 
apprehend  that  the  practice  of  the  House 
is  clear.  Any  portion  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament that  is  in  existence  the  Clerk  may 
be  called  upon  to  read,  provided  that  it  be 
relevant  to  the  subject-matter  of  debate. 
But  something  which  has  been  repealed 
by  Parliament,  and  which  has  no  existence 
whatever  on  the  statute  book,  he  can  be 
no  more  called  upon  to  read  than  to  read  a 
passage  from  Hume*s  History  of  England^ 
or  any  other  book. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  only  argument 
that  could  be  urged  for  the  Motion  would 
be  that  there  are  some  Members  in  the 
House  who  took  the  Oath  in  its  original 
form. 

Mr.  FREVILLE  SURTEES:  I  ap- 
prebend  that  the  Oath  taken  in  1865  by 
those  Members  who  did  then  take  it  is  still 
binding. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Then  I  oppose 
the  question  upon  its  merits.  I  was  so 
far  sensible  of  the  point  raised  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bouverie)  that  I  did  in- 
tend before  proceeding  to  say  anything  to 
satisfy  myself  by  a  reference  to  you,  Sir, 
that  1  am  not  interfering  with  a  known  and 
undoubted  privilege  of  Members  of  this 
House.  But  it  is  the  policy  of  this  Motion 
to  which  1  rise  to  object.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  justly  stated  that  this  Oath  is 
part  of  a  law  not  now  in  force.  Under 
such  circumstances,  it  is  enough  for  me,  I 
think,  to  say  that  there  is  not  the  presump- 
tive title  to  the  reading  of  it  at  the  table 
which  there  would  be  if  it  were  a  Law 
actually  in  force.  And  if  there  be  no  such 
presumptive  title,  and  I  am  to  ask  myself 
with  what  object  this  Motion  is  made,  and 
what  good  it  can  possibly  produce  if  it 
were  read,  it  appears  to  me  to  be  only  an 
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attempt  fo  Btir  up  llio  pnibera  of  religious 
ftnimusiiy,  lo  iinrroir  tlio  privilege*  of 
Momliers  of  (lie  Iloiino,  niii)  not  o'lly  so, 
liiit  lo  pince  irlint  would  *eeni  to  bo  ilic 
opinion  of  tlic  nnuse  —  ihoiigh  it  niif;lit 
onlj  bo  tlie  opinion  oF  llie  lion.  Mcnibvr 
liinuelf  — between  tbc  Bon.tin  Calliolic 
Ki'iiiliera  of  ihe  House  nnJ  llio  ;;ri-nt  mid 
solemn  duly  lUey  nre  now  called  upon  lo 
perform, — a  duly  "bicli  I  trust  nnd  believe 
they  will  perforni,  exercising  precisely  llie 
Mime  powers  nnd  rights,  niid  nith  exactly 
the  same  eeopo  nnd  brenilib  of  freedom 
gi»<'n  to  tbem  ns  npperteins  to  nny  one. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  1  will  not  niiempt, 
Sir,  tn  ai'gue  in  favour  itf  the  i>bjeciii-n 
raised  by  ibe  riglit  lion.  Member  fur  Kil- 
marnock oflcr  your  dGi.'i«iiin.  13ut  I  con- 
fess I  entirely  sympAtbireil  with  tbe  objec- 
tion taken  ;  and  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Frevillo  Surtees)  will  not  persist  in 
his  Motion.  If  be  wishes  to  refer  to  the 
historical  document  he  lins  now  nskcd  for, 
he  cnn  do  llint  in  bis  speecb.  Every  one 
must  feel  lUnt  every  Romnn  Catliolic  Mem- 
ber is  equitably  bound  lo  conform  to  tbe 
existing  law,  and  to  that  niotio.  But  I 
would  remind  my  linn.  Friend  that  it  is  in 
Ills  power  if  bo  likes  to  refer  in  his  ipeeeb 
to  llie  document  in  qne»tiun,  1  bope, 
tliereforo,  be  will  not  place  Ibi.i  Uome  in 
tbo  position  of  guing  lo  a  division  in  nhiob, 
no  dmibt,  tbe  (Treat  Majority  of  Membera 


1..IJ  b 


n  tbe 


Eidp. 


FKEVILLB  SURTIiES:  Yon. 
Sir,  liiive  rul.'d  ilint  tlie  Honian  Ciitliobc 
Members  wbo  took  [lie  Oalb  before  tbe 
3tilb  of  April.  1866.  ore  bound  by  the 
O'lili  tnkcn  by  Roman  Catliolic  Members 
previously  lo  l1int  time,  I  beg  to  withdraw 
mj  Moiioii.     ["No,  no  I  "1 

Mn.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
liOB  miscoiiceivBd  my  meaning,  I  gave  no 
sucli  decieiun  as  Jie  apprehends.  Tbe 
Ili'usc  lini  undertaken  to  decide  the  Mu- 
tion  on  its  merits. 

Question  put,  and  tiegatited. 


ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND) 
COUHITIEK. 

Acts  eonsidtred  in  Cooimittoe. 

(In  Ibe  Comrailtee.) 
(I.)  Question  again  proposed, 
"  That  it  ii  nocetinr;  titat    llio   Ealabliilied 
Cliurrh  of  Irelnnd   ihould  censo  to  ciiat  a»  nn 
EBtnbiitlitnsnl,  due  rognrJ  being  hnil  to  nil  per- 
■onnl  iiitflrctti  siid  to  nil  Endividunl  righls  of  pro- 
perty,'"—(Jfr.  GUdiicat .-) 
Mr.  Glad^onB 


Amendment  again  proposed, 

Tol«ivB  ODi  from  the  BnC  word  "Thsl'la 
lheFndortlisQii''>tion.  in  order  lo  sd-1  ibtvortt  ■ 
"  sa  long  ni  ttii-  Union  betWMn  Great  Gi'ila'n  anj  I 
Trrlnnd  coMtinuu  to  oiiil,  it  ji  jmt  nnd  ton.T.i#Bt  i 
tlint  ihopiinoiplBoriheEitnbllibcdChuicfaihoitU  | 
bo  mnlntninod  in  Ireland,  and  iti  rndownirnt  on  i 
■CFtIo  tiillnble  tn  the  xnnla  of  lb*  |>apuintioa."' 
{Sir  Frtdtrick  Htygale.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  ngnin  proposed,  "  That  tbi  H 
words  proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  ] 
of  the  proposed  Rcsoluiion." 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BBACU  said, 
ibat  even  at  ilie  risk  of  wearying  li.e  Con- 
niittee  by  a  leileration  of  arguments  wiiieb 
hnd  niready  been  used,  he  slinuld  prefer  is 
apply  biiiiself  to  poiuis  raised  in  this  ilebsW 
rather  iban  to  rnnsnck  vuhimes  of  Haittard 
or  Gles  of  newspapers  in  order  to  eslaUith 
charges  of  incunslstoncy  aguinst  ibosti  who 
now  ndvecnted  the  destnieiioii  of  ibe  lt'\A 
Churcb.  He  did  not  iblnk  thai  ibe  quN- 
liun  before  tbe  Commiilee  woulJ  be  s<l- 
vntioed  by  showing  that  any  .Mrmtior  of 
ihnt  Huuse  had  obanged  !■■■  opinion.  Il 
bad  bern  ndvanood  on  the  Oppotit'on  shIs 
that  ibose  who  opposed  the  RvuiluliiiBI 
hsd  not  brought  forward  nrguinenls  in  tup- 
port  of  the  eiisting  ccolesinMionl  nrrnni^ 
monts  in  Ireland.  He  submitted,  heweter, 
Ibat  those  who  proposed  lo  inako  a  grcsl 
change  in  the  relations  between  Cbnrab 
nnd  St.>te  in  the  United  Kingdom  were 
bound  to  »buw  lliut  such  n  change  lU 
de.^lr;>ble,  rallicr  than  lion.  Gentlemen  os 
bis  side  were  bound  (o  prove  that  the  emitt- 
ing stale  of  things  could  bo  UelendeJ.  A 
stale  of  ibings  being  in  existence  wil 
primd  facie  an  nrgnment  for  its  being  nn> 
liiiued  ;  unless,  indeed,  they  were  taacerft 
tbe  parndui  of  Mr.  Spurgeoii,  nnd  nrgo* 
Ibat  hociiuse  the  clergymen  of  the  Iiiili 
Cburcb  were  among  the  beat  of  their  orJi^r 
ibereforo  the  distinguished  favour  of  <Ji^ 
establishment  should  bo  conferred  upon 
Ibem,  Therefore,  unless  a  good  case  wen 
'  made  out  for  tbe  Resotulioni,  tbe  Coie- 
i  mi  tiee  ought  not  to  agree  to  them.  In  lU 
mailer  Ibere  were  iwo  questions — one  o( 
establisbment,  and  tlic  other  of  endowoienl. 
Now,  it  must  be  remembered  ibal  ibe  saw* 
reasoning  which  would  justify  ih«  diHO- 
dowmciit  of  the  Gslahlished  Cburcb  weaU 
alFo  justify  tbe  disendownient  of  any  other 
sect  ov  religious  body.  Willi  repvi  I* 
these  glebe  lands  of  the  Irisb  Church, 
wbicb  were  given  lo  il  by  the  Stale,  it 
might  be  argued  that  tlie  Stale  had  ariglil 
to  deal  niih  them  ;  but  tlitt  tuoin  pait  U 
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the  roTenoe  of  that  Church  was  deriTed 
from  tithe,  which  nefer  belonged  to  the 
State  except  as  a  fund  which  might  be 
devoted  to  religious  purposes ;  and  since 
the  payment  of  tithe  was  transferred  to 
the  landlords  in  1834  he  could  not  see  that 
the  impost  was  any  grievance  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  people.  The  tithes  formed  a  fund 
which  had  been  devoted  to  religious  pur- 
poses from  the  earliest  period  ;  and  so  long 
as  they  continued  to  be  so  applied  neither 
the  State  nor  the  landlords  had  any  right 
to  them.  He  believed  that  the  decrease  of 
the  Church  revenues  in  Ireland,  owing  to 
the  change  made  in  1834,  had  been  more 
than  commensurate  with  the  decrease  of 
the  Church  population  in  that  country.  If 
the  revenu|^8  of  the  Church  were  to  be 
taken  by  the  State,  the  State  ought  to 
'ahow,  first,  that  in  being  devoted  to  the 
Church  they  are  devoted  to  a  bad  object ; 
and  secondly,  that  they  are  capable  of 
being  applied  to  a  better  object.  Now,  he 
was  unablo  to  understand  how  any  bon. 
Gentleman  who  was  a  member  of  the 
Established  Church  could  consider  that  the 
funds  of  the  Church  in  England  were  de- 
voted to  a  good  object,  and  that  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Church  in  Ireland  were  devoted 
to  an  object  purely  bad ;  although,  of 
course,  any  one  might  argue  that  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  were 
disproportionate,  and  that  that  Church 
ought  to  be  content  with  less.  But  how 
could  the  surplus  revenues  be  more  bene- 
ficially expended  ?  To  apply  them  to  the 
diminution  of  the  poor  rates  would  in  reality 
be  a  benefit  to  the  landlords  and  not  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  If,  as  had  also  been 
proposed,  they  were  devoted  to  the  pur- 
okase  of  land  and  the  creation  of  a  peasant 
proprietary,  a  certain  amount  of  benefit 
might  no  doubt  be  conferred  on  the  persons 
who  were  fortunate  enough  to  become  pur- 
chasers of  the  land  ;  but  would  not  such  a 
proceeding  tend  to  injure  those  who  de- 
fended for  their  income  on  their  manual 
labour,  and  who  would  have  less  chance  of 
being  employed  if  a  peasant  proprietary  sup- 
planted the  large  farmers  ?  As  to  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  Church  revenues  should 
be  applied  to  secular  education,  he  did  not 
know  of  any  proposal  more  calculated  to 
•et  one  class  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
against  another.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  hnd 
proposed  that  something  like  three-fifths 
of  its  revenues  should  be  left  to  the  Church; 
but,  although  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  serious  in  this  intention,  it 


certainly  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  bribe  for 
the  purpose  of  keeping  the  Church  digni- 
taries and  clerftymen  quiet  during  their 
lives.  It  should  be  remembered,  however, 
that  the  incomes  of  the  clergy  were  not  like 
the  revenues  derived  from  ordinary  free- 
holds, but  were  paid  for  the  performance  of 
certain  services,  and  it  was  from  that  point 
of  view  only  that  the  vested  rights  of  the 
olergy  eould  be  recognized.  It  was  said, 
however,  that  the  State  had  power  to  deal 
with  this  property  because  it  frequently 
dealt  with  private  property.  But  there 
was  no  force  in  this  argument,  as  the  State 
never  interfered  with  private  property  with- 
out awarding  ample  compensation,  which 
was  not  proposed  to  be  given  in  the  present 
instance.  It  was  true  the  State  had  in  many 
cases  interfered  with  corporate  property 
in  order  to  provide  for  its  better  manage- 
ment, or  to  render  it  more  efficient  for 
purposes  to  which  it  had  hitherto  been  de- 
voted ;  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  re- 
venues  of  the  Irish  Church  should  not  be 
dealt  with  in  like  manner,  and  for  a  similar 
object,  after  the  Royal  Commission  had 
presented  their  Report.  For  his  own  part 
he  extremely  regretted  that  no  action  had 
been  taken  some  three  or  four  years  ago 
by  those  who  were  interested  in  the  Irish 
Church  of  correcting  the  anomalies  that 
undoubtedly  existed.  Since  he  had  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House,  the 
question  had  been  brought  forward  several 
times  by  Members  on  the  opposite  side, 
and  more  than  once  he  had  experienced 
great  difficulty  in  determining  how  he 
siiould  give  his  vote,  on  account  of  his 
thinking  that  the  present  distribution  of 
Church  property  in  Ireland  was  indefen- 
sible. But  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny  (Sir  John  Gray)  brought  forward 
his  Motion,  and  declared  himself  in  favour 
of  disestablishment  and  disendowment,  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  vote  against  it.  The 
Establishment  of  the  Protestant  Church  was 
said  to  be  a  relic  of  ascendancy  ;  but  in 
general  there  was  not  much  harm  in  relics, 
and  it  would  be  difiicult  to  show  that  this 
particular  relic  had  done  any  real  harm  to 
anybody.  The  fact  of  the  Church  being 
Established  in  Ireland  gave  a  right  of  pre- 
cedence to  the  Archbishops  and  Bishops 
of  that  Church  ;  but  there  was  nothing 
whatever  to  prevent  the  Roman  Catholic 
prelates  from  oxerciBing  their  functions  and 
assuming  what  titles  they  pleased,  nor  was 
there  anything  to  prevent  them  from  attend- 
ing any  public  ceremonial.  He  could  not 
see,  therefore,  how   the   Roman  Catholic 


!  injured  hjr  the  exiatenca  of  ,t«in  to  be  cliangcd    to  a   congregation 


preUtei  t 

tho   E«lablishni«iit.      Tlie    sppcial 

lionUent  of  Thf  Timet  Blated,  tliat  or 
occn<i<)n  of  llio  rooent  visit  of  ibe  Fi 

if  Wales  to  Ireland,  the  only  retuoo  which    who   now 

prevented  Arclibisiiop  Cullen    from  being  '  jiart  of  ih 

ifint   at   the    grand    oeremony   in    St.  ;  mid  be 

Patrick**  being  a  Protestant  Cathedral.  |  fo 
it   wDuhl   bo   a  fnr   greater  spoUatinn  I  (li 
n  nas  propnied   or  anticipated   by  tlie 
Menibei'  for   Sniilh   LnncA«hire  if  tbnt  cn- 
tbedrnl  were  tranaferrcd  to  ibe  Roman  Ca- 
Ihulioa.      The  noble  Lord  ibe  Meiolcr  for 
Nurth  Lancashire  (the  MarqueiB   of  Hnrl- 
igton)    had    reinnrkcil  that   a  grievance, 
loiigh  a  sciitimantal  one.  might  be  a  very 
great  oiio  noloiilialanding  ;   hut   Bitrelf   it 
lid  not  be  said  that  a  grievance 


believed  tbat  tbe  Irish  Chuich  bad  not 
ingle  individual.  Now.  j 
when  it  was  eonddernd  ibat  the  Roman  I 
Callioliaa  did  not  contribute  a  penny  to  the  | 
tBvtnnes  of  tlint  Chureh,  and  that  that 
Cburoh  dill  a  great  deal  oF  good  even  hayond  ' 


greatest  bulwark   of  Proies- 

the  South  of  Ireland  would  be 

at  oQce   rumored,      Tbe  fear  Protettanla 

who  now  maintained  tlieir  faith    in  that 

luutry  must  inevitsblj  iuecumb 

ged   in    the  Ruman    Caihulie 

round  tbom.      Those  who  voted 

Resolutions  of  the  right  hot).  Qea- 

the  Member  for  South   Lniiessbii« 

ippenred  to  be  oppoied  to  tbe  principle  of 

l>e  Establish nient  not  onlj  in  Ireland,  bal 

a  England  as  well.      Tbe;  did  not  propnn 

o  ditefitnblisli    tbe  Protestant    Cburch  in 

relaiid  nierply  for  the  sake  of  placing  it 

<\i  n  footing  of  eqimliiy  with  respect  to  (lie 

tomon  Cntholic  Cburch  in  that  countr;, 

lut  in  order  that  tbey  might  strike  a  bk>« 

it  the  Established  Chureh  in  this  eeuntr;. 

I,  and    They  propodfd.in  faet,  to  lenr«  the  countrj 


itbout  nn  Estahlixbment  at  nil.  Wtll, 
that  might  do  in  a  new  country,  aueh  ai 
Anicrioa,  where  all  aoris  of  noveliiea  pra- 
vniled  ;  but  it  certainly  would  not  tail 
En|{l*nd,  with  its  ancient  Constitatinn  anj 
trndiiional  social    aystem.       The  ex- 


its own  pnle,  be  thongbt  it  might  he  tuirly  '  isience   nf    the   Established    Church   ' 


■aid  that  &  ieiitinientol  grievance  v 
only  grievance  remaining,  If  the  property 
of  the  Cburch  were  confiscated,  huw  could 
it  ba  expected  that  capitalists  would  be 
encouraged  to  invest  tbcir  property  in  Ire- 
land ?  As  to  tbe  argument  tbnt  tbe  dis- 
tabllBhnient  of   tbe  Clmrcb 


It  Irdand,  he  » 


uld  adve 


'  tbe  pcoph 

,d  nut  with  I  prcpondi 

IS  purely 


that  tbe  discontented  porti 
wished  to   deal  with  tbe  land 
Cburch  question,  which 
prieatly  and  not  a  popular  grie 
who  (nlkeil  of  tbo  Irish  grievance 
tiiiok   of  the  pnpulotion  of   Ulster,   and  of  ■  for  the 

large  proportion  of  tbe  Roman  Catholic 
laity  who  did  not  care  in  the  eligblest  de* 
grco  about  tbe  discslablidhment  of  the 
Cburcb.  Tbere  was  no  doubt  (hat  diaeslab- 
lishmcot  would  be  a  great  gain  to  tbe  Ito- 
inan  Catholic  religion,  which  would  be 
placed  in  a  position  of  greater  pom 

would  certainly  not  he  cooduoive  lo  th 
material  prosperity  of  that  country.  It 
id  that  tlie  Irish  Rdhibd  Cnlholica 
le  conciliated  ;  but  what  was  to  he- 
if  tho  Irish  Protesioiils  ?  Were  tbo 
loyal  to  bo  punished  that  tho  disobedient 
might  be  rewarded  ?  Tbe  cause  of  Pro- 
tcstanlism  iu  Ireland  oould  not  he  maiii- 
npart  from  the  Irish  Estubiiah- 
menL  If  the  Establishment  were  abo- 
lished in  Ireland  and  tho  parochial  aja- 
Sir  Michatl  Uivh-BMch 


biy  bound  up  with  the  welfare  of 
Ireland.     If  (be  course   proposed    ra  iht 
Resolulion  of  the   right    boii.    Genltmiw 
nere  lo  be  adopted  towards   Ireland,   «b«t 
courao  waa  to  he  pursued  with  reapeel  to 
Wales,    where  the  Dissenters   were  niofe 
than    two    to    one  ?       Not    that   he   would 
bimselr  argue  for  an  Establishment  on  tliS 
lumbers.     That  might  justify  tbe 
iling  influence  of  a  sect,  bat  nirt 
its  moDopidy  of  the  favours  of  a  State.    H« 
preferred  to  rest  bis  support  of  the  Eslsb- 
Id  j  lisbed   Cburcb  on  the  ground  that   it  wai 
iterost  of  tho  State  and  for  tii« 
interest  of  religion.      llo   supported  the 
Established  Cburch  of  England  because  iis 
believed    that    it    embodied    the  true   and 
tolerant    principles    of    ChristiBuity.       It 
might  bo  thought  that  this  argument  •§■ 
e  ,  inconsistent  with  the  support  of  tbe  Qraot 
d    lo  Maynooth  und  tha  liegtum  Donum  ;  bol 
lit    he  thought  those  grants  might  bo  defendtd 
on  the  ground  of  eipedienoy,  and  he  wcolJ 
even  go  so  far  ns  to  say  that  in  oases  nbera 
a  scot  was  willing  lo  accept  that  favour  of 
tho  State,  and  wbicli  did  not  amount  to 
establishment    and    endowment,    it    would 
be  lawful  and  nglit  so  to  help  them.    Bs 
would   quote   a   few    words   from  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South    Lnucoshire'-Det 
for  any  change  of  opinion  they  might  indi- 
cate, but  because  they  expressed  ihegraood 
upon  wbioh  the  EsUblisbeU  Cburab  ougiit 
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to  be  mainUiDed.  The  right  hon.  Gen-  important  oonttituenoj  t  That  chosen  re- 
tleman  had  said—  sort  of  eminent  Nonconformists  had  hitherto 
«  There  was  no  priooiple  on  which  the  Ghuroh  been  a  stronghold  of  the  Liberal  party,  but 
Ettabliehment  oould  be  maintained  or  perma-  noir  an  eminent  Nonconformist  had  been 
nenUy  upheld  but  that  it  wm  an  EsUblinhment  defeated  there.  At  the  last  election  the 
i^Go^'l^lnltbou^  Conservative  candidate  was  defeated  by  a 
belief  which  contains  the  largest  portion  of  truth  majority  of  nearly  1,000  votes,  and  yester- 
and  the  smallest  admixture  of  error."  day  the  Conservative  candidate  was  re* 
But  it  was  not  only  on  that  ground  he  turned  by  a  majority  of  196.  It  was  use- 
(Sir  Miehael  Hicks-Beach)  would  support  less  to  attempt  to  deny  tlie  si|;nificanoe 
the  Established  Church.  It  was  the  of  these  facts.  Next  came  East  Kent,  one 
greatest  possible  security  we  could  have  for  o(  the  largest  and  most  independent  coun- 
Ihe  independence  of  our  clergy.  In  short,  ties  in  the  whole  of  England.  A  Conser- 
the  existence  of  the  Establishment  was  native  Member  was  returned  at  the  last 
inseparably  bound  up  with  the  peace  and  General  Election  by  a  majority  of  289,  and 
prosperity  of  the  country.  The  other  he  was  speaking  within  bounds  when  he 
night  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  •a'»d  that,  on  the  present  occasion,  the  Con- 
Lanosshire  (the  Morquess  of  Hartington)  servative  would  carry  his  election  by  a 
bad  expressed  a  hope  that  the  cry  of  "  No  majority  of  more  than  500.  These  events 
Popery"  might  not  be  raised.  It  was  not  foreshadowed  still  greater  changes  when 
an  ancommon  thing  for  the  Whigs  to  dis-  tbe  great  question  before  the  House  should 
courage  •'ories"  when  they  were  likely  to  be  fairly  considered  by  the  country.  Whal- 
prove  injurious  to  their  party  interests,  ©''©r  might  be  the  result  of  the  divisions 
though  they  never  scrupled  to  raise  a  "po^  the  Resolutions— whether  carried  by 
popular  cry  when  it  was  to  serve  their  own  larger  or  smaller  majorities — no  one  could 
tarn.  Without  going  back  to  the  old  cry  ^J  *bat  this  question  would  be  finally 
of  "Cheap  Bread,"  what  party  was  it  settled  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament, 
that  the  other  year  got  up  the  cry  of  *<  Re-  '^'he  question,  he  trusted,  would  be  con- 
form," a  cry  that  culminated  in  worse  riots,  sidered  in  a  calm  and  dispassionate  manner, 
and  more  dangerous  to  the  Constitution  and  be  thoroughly  sifted  ;  and  he  hoped  and 
and  to  the  country,  that  had  ever  been  believed  the  result  would  tend  to  advance 
produced  by  the  cry  of  **  No  Popery."  He  'be  interests  of  truth  and  unity,  not  only  in 
most  say  he  regretted  that,  upon  that  oc-  Ireland,  but  in  every  part  of  the  United 
easion,  censure  hnd   not  been  more  freely  Kingdom. 

bestowed  upon  those  shameful  proceedings  Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  that 

from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  on  before  the  Recess  two  modes  of  dealing 

the  front  Opposition  Bench.     For  himself,  ''"th  the  Irish  Church  were  suggested;  the 

be  was  not  in  favour  of  extreme  cries  of  Policy  of  procrastination  recommended  by 

•ny  kind  ;  but  he  believed  the  people  of  this  'be  Government,  and  the  policy  of  action 

eountry  did  entertain  a  dread  of  the  extend  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

ing  power  of  the  Church   of  Rome.      It  Member  for  South  Lancashire.    The  latter 

seemed  to  him  that  even  in   the  present  policy  was  adopted  by  a  majority   unex- 

Parliament  they  were   likely  to  ascertain  ampJed  in  modern  times  for  numbers  and 

the  existence  of  that  feeling.     Within  the  weight;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 

last  few  days  elections  had  been  held  in  proposed  this  Resolution  not  as  Leader  of 

▼arious  parts  of  tho  kingdom,  and   in  all  ''»«  Opposition,  but  as  Leader  of  the  House. 

these  elections  the  Irish  Church  had  been  The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  occupied 

the  prominent  question.      He   would   not  tbe  Treasury  Bench  were  in  fact  not  Her 

apeak  of  such  counties  as  Radnorshire  or  Majesty's  Government  but  Her  Majesty's 

Bonth  Lincoln,  where  candidates   of  the  Opposition.     Whether  the  position  which 


they  occupied  was  one  consistent  with  their 
dignity  was  a  point  which  he  would  not 
now  touch  upon,  for  probably  another  op* 
portunity  would  be  afforded  of  discussing 
it.     With  regard  to  the  Resolutions  he  did 


same  opinions  with  the  late  Members  had 
been  returned  without  opposition,  but  they 
had  lately  seen  two  boroughs — Cocker- 
mouth  and  Grantham — reject  those  candi- 
dates who  were  opposed  to  the  Irish  Estab- 
lishment. ILaughter,^  They  might  laugh  at  i  «»ot  admit  that  their  adoption  by  the  Com- 
Gockermouth  ;  but  he  would  remind  them  I  nniioe  would  omount  to  an  act  of  **  foreign 
that  Cockermouth  had  always  returned,  up  j  conquest ;"  but  he  could  not  deny  but  that 
to  this  time,  a  Liberal  Member.  Look  at ,  »'  ^o»^*^  ^o  a  most  important  step,  more 
the  great  city  of  Bristol,  with  its  free  and    particularly  as  it  would  altogether  alter  tho 
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poHoy  hitherto  pursued  towards  Ireland.  It 
was  an  attempt  to  do  by  justice  what  Eng- 
land had  failed  to  do  by  arms— namely,  to 
acquire  the  friendship  of  the  Irish  people  by 
laying  down  the  principle  that  there  should 
be  no  ascendancy  in  this  land  founded  upon 
any  particular  form  of  religious  belief.   He 
contended   that   the   Tote  for  going  into 
Committee  did  not,  as  had  been  said,  in- 
yol?e  an  uncertain  issue;  the  question  raised 
was  really  one  of  EstAblishnient  or  no  Es- 
toblishment.      Nor  was   the   majority   an 
English,  a  Scotch,  or  an  Irish  mnjority ; 
it  was  a  mnjority  of  representatives  of  the 
three  nations.     In  a  House  of  nearly  600 
Members  there  Toted  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee 240  English  Members,  and  212  in 
favour  of  the  GoTcrnment ;  of  the  Scotch 
Members  37  voted  for  going  into  Commit- 
tee and  only  13  in  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  of  the   Irish  Members,  who  were 
more  peculiarly  interested  in  the  question, 
55  voted  for  the  Motion  and  45  supported 
the  Government.  A  majority,  therefore,  of 
the   Members  of  the  three  kingdoms  had 
voted  in  substance  fur  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church.     The  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  John  Hay)  had  called  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic religion  a  superstition,  and  said  that 
the   Scotch   people   would  not   be    "  the 
slaves  of  a  dominant  superstition,  or  the 
subjects  of  an  infidel  State."     Such  sen- 
timents as  these  were  certainly  not  calcu- 
lated  to  promote  good-feeling  throughout 
the  Empire ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  ex- 
ample of  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not  be 
followed.      Nearly  every  Member  of  the 
Treasury   Bench    had   now   spoken   upon 
this  question.     Secretary  after  Secretary, 
Under  Secretary  after  Under  Secretary, 
Law  Officer  after   Law   Officer,  had  ad- 
dressed  the  House,  and  the  other  night 
even  the  Household   had   pronounced   its 
opinion;  but  not  one  of  them  had  ventured 
to  defend  the  Irirth  Church  upon  its  merits, 
or  to  maintain  that,  if  it  had  not  existed, 
it  would  be  for  the  interest  of  the  country 
to  establish  it.  If  one  might  judge  from  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley), 
he  wus  not  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Irish 
Church— vo^  non  valeo  seemed  to  repre- 
sent his  mind — ^and  he  had  no  doubt  but  that 
the  noble  Lord  would,  if  he  could,  have  ex- 
pressed his  opinion,  in  language  which  the 
noble  Lord   would   recognize,   no  doubt, 
'*  that  the  Irish  Church  was  a  stain  upon 
the  conscience  of  England  and  a  disgrace 
to  the  civilization  of  the  Empire."     Every 
historian  and  every  politician  when  not  in 
Office  had  condemned  the  Irish  Church. 

Sir  Cohnan  VLoghlm 


Hallam,  Macaulay,  Lord  Lytton,  and  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  himself 
had  denounced  it.  Sidney  Smith,  a  digni- 
tary of  the  Church,  had  compared  it  to  the 
institution  of  butchers*  shops  throoghoat 
our  Indian  Empire ;  because,  although  the 
natives  did  not  want  meat,  a  stray  European 
might  pass  through  the  villages  and  require 
to  be  supplied,  and  had  written  of  it — 

'*  There  is  no  abase  like  it  in  nil  Europe,  in  all 
Asia,  in  all  the  diaoovered  parts  of  Africa,  aad  ia 
all  we  had  beard  of  Timbuotoo." 

It  was,  indeed,  difficult  to  conceive  upon 
what  grounds  the  Irish  Church  should  be 
retained ;  for  it  had  never  fulfilled  the  first 
duty  of  an  Establishment — that  it  should  be 
in  accord  with  the  feelings  of  the  Irish 
people.  Ireland  had  hitherto  been  governed 
for  the  Establishment,  not  the  Establish- 
ment maintained  for  the  benefit  of  Ire- 
land. That  was  not  the  case  in  this  coun- 
try. In  England  the  Establishment  was 
maintained  for  the  benefit  of  the  people, 
not  the  people  governed  for  the  good  of 
the  Establishment.  Whenever  any  mea- 
sures had  been  proposed  for  Ireland,  the 
question  always  was,  not  whether  they  were 
"ght,  just,  and  proper,  but  whether  they 
would  be  favourable  to  the  Protestant  Es- 
tablishment; and  every  amelioration  was 
opposed  on  the  ground  of  the  Church  ia 
danger.  Catholic  Emancipation  was  re- 
sisted on  that  ground,  so  was  the  Oaths 
Bill  of  last  Session;  and  when,  he  had 
himself  proposed  to  throw  open  the  office 
of  Lord  Lieutenant  to  Roman  Catholics  it 
was  opposed,  because  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  thirty-six  chaplains,  and  if  he  were  a 
Roman  Catholic,  what  would  become  of 
the  thirty-six  chaplains  ?  The  true  posi- 
tion of  an  Established  Church  was  to  stand 
up  for  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people. 
That  the  Church  Establishment  in  Ireland 
had  never  done.  On  the  contrary,  it  had 
always  opposed  every  effort  that  had  been 
made  to  emancipate  the  people,  or  to  ex- 
tend their  liberties,  and  it  kept  alive  that 
spirit  of  bigotry  which  still  existed  in 
Ulster.  Although  Catholic  Eniancipa- 
tion  was  passed  forty  years  ago  it  had 
passed  only  for  three-fourths  of  Ireland. 
A  Roman  Catholic  had  not  the  smallest 
chanco  of  obtaining  municipal  or  other 
honours  in  the  Northern  province.  Now, 
what  were  the  arguments  in  support  of  the 
Estoblishment  ?  The  first  was  that  it  was 
based  on  the  Act  of  Union.  But  that  argu^ 
ment  had  been  completely  answered  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend,  the  Member  for 
Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge),    No  lawyer  would 
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Tenture  to  any,  a8  the  hon.  and  learned 
If  ember  for  Colchester  (Mr.  Karslake)  ad- 
mitted the  other  night,  that  Parliament 
was  not  competent  to  alter  the  Act  of 
Union  ;  otherwise  it  would  be  held  that 
the  living  ought  to  be  bound  by  the  dead. 
Another  argument,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
had  been  made  to  rest  on  the  Coronation 
Oath  }  as  if  that  Oath  rendered  it  im- 
possible that  the  Church  in  Ireland  could 
be  disestablished.  [Colonel  Stuart  Knox: 
Hear,  hear!]  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Dungaonon  criod  "  Hear,  hear!" 
but  that  was  a  dangerous  argument.  It 
would  be  in  fact  placing  the  Queen  in 
opposition  to  that  House,  if  it  were  to  go 
forth  that  justice  was  to  be  denied  to  the 
Irish  people,  forROoth,  because  of  the  Oath 
taken  by  Her  Majesty  at  her  coronation. 
That  argument  was  one  of  the  strongest 
that  could  be  used  in  favour  of  Fenianism; 
for  he  could  not  imagine  any  Fenian  using 
a  stronger  argument  than  this  : — **  The 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church  has 
been  declared  essential  by  a  majority  of 
60  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  yet  it 
eannot  be  done  because  of  the  Queen's  Coro- 
nation Oath — ^you  have  no  remedy  now  ex- 
cept to  join  us."  He  thought  that  the  ar- 
gument of  the  Coronation  Oath  had  been 
long  ago  buried  in  the  vaults  at  Windsor. 
They  all  knew  how  much  it  had  cost  the 
country.  The  great  statesman  who  had 
passed  the  Act  of  Union  had  intended 
really  to  unite  the  two  countries,  by  eman- 
eipating  the  Catholics  and  placing  their 
elergy  on  something  like  a  footing  of 
equality  with  those  of  the  Established 
Church;  but  he  was  prevented  from  carry- 
ing out  his  object  by  the  troubled  con- 
•cienee  of  George  III.,  owing  to  his  Coro- 
nation Oath ;  and  they  all  knew  what 
misery  the  obstinacy  of  that  monarch  had 
oeeasioned  to  Ireland.  Another  argument 
was  that  the  Established  Church  was  only 
a  sentimental  grievance.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net who  had  spoken  last  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach]  had  adopted  that  argument, 
and  said  that  the  cry  for  disestablishment 
wai  a  mere  priestly  cry:  that  the  laity  did 
not  care  about  it,  and  that  the  only  ques- 
tion they  cared  about  was  the  land  ques- 
tion. Well,  in  that  case,  he  hoped  ivhen 
next  the  land  question  was  brought  forward 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  be  found  voting 
with  those  who  represented  the  opinions  of 
the  Irish  people  on  that  subject.  But  what 
was  the  fact?  The  noble  Lord  near 
him  (Viscount  Castleros^e)  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Mousell) 


had  set  on  foot  a  declaration  that  the 
Catholic  laity  of  Ireland  regarded  the 
Establislied  Chureh  as  a  great  grievance, 
and  that  declaration  had  been  signed  by 
Catholic  Peers,  Baronets,  deputy-lieu- 
tenants, magistrates,  and  all  who  were 
entitled  to  speak  for  the  Catholic  laity  of 
Ireland.  And  then  let  them  look  to  the 
meeting  of  Limerick,  one  of  the  greatest 
and  most  imposing  that  had  ever  been  held 
in  Ireland,  while  in  Cork  only  last  week 
there  had  been  another  which  was  worthy 
of  the  county  in  which  it  was  held.  But 
he  utterly  denied  that  it  was  by  mere 
meetings,  but  by  the  voles  of  the  Irish 
Members  that  the  opinions  of  the  Irish 
people  were  to  be  judged.  In  tho  recent 
division  he  found  that  the  whole  of  the  29 
Members  from  Ulster  had  voted  for  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  the  policy  of 
procrastination.  Thounh  times  changed 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  never  changed,  and 
no  "  education  **  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  could  give  would  ever  alter  their 
views.  But  as  to  Leinster  he  found  that 
23  Members  voted  for  disestablishment, 
and  only  12  against.  Of  the  Members 
from  Connaught  10  voted  for  disestablish* 
ment,  only  3  against ;  and  of  the  Munster 
representatives,  22  voted  for  disestablish- 
ment, and  only  1  against.  Of  those  three 
provinces  55  voted  for  disestablishment, 
and  only  16  the  other  way.  He  asked 
was  not  that  the  most  constitutional  de- 
claration that  could  be  made  that  the  Irish 
people  felt  the  Established  Church  a  real 
grievance?  Another  argument  was  that 
the  Fenians  did  not  want  disestablishment. 
Very  true.  If  the  Fenians  were  consulted, 
they  would  say — "  Keep  up  the  Establish- 
ment; repeal  the  Emancipation  Act  ;  give 
us  no  Reform  Bill;  keep  open  all  the 
festering  sores  of  the  country  ;  for  every- 
thing you  do  to  remove  grievances  only 
binds  the  two  countries  togeiher.  We  wish 
to  separate  them,  and  to  establish  a  re- 
public in  Ireland  ;  and  if  ne  had  our  will 
we  would  keep  the  Established  Church  as 
it  is."  No  stronger  argument  could  be 
used  in  favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  But  then  it  was  said,  if 
you  disestablish  the  Church  in  Ireland,  yon 
must  also  disestablish  the  Church  in  Enff- 
land.  No  argument  was  more  absurd. 
There  is  no  analogy  between  the  two 
Churches.  A  proof  that  there  was  no 
analogy  between  the  two  Churches  was 
to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  Lord  Derby 
brought  in  a  Bill  thirty  years  ago,  abolish- 
ing a  number  of  Irish  bishoprics,  whereas 
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no  proposal  had  been  made  with  regard  to 
English  sees  except  for  an  increase  of 
them.  As  to  the  allegation  that  dises- 
tablishment was  a  revolutionary  policy, 
he  admitted  that  it  was  revolutionary, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  counter  to  old  tradi- 
tiorial  feelings ;  but  it  was,  nevertheless, 
a  sound  policy,  and  aimed  at  making 
the  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
a  union  of  heart  and  soul,  instead  of  a 
mere  parchment  bond.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
should,  moreover,  be  the  last  man  to  ob- 
ject to  it  on  this  ground;  for  he  declared, 
in  a  speech  which  had  often  been  re- 
ferred to  that  a  statesman  should  govern 
Ireland  in  the  spirit  of  revolution.  No 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  since 
stated  that  that  was  heedless  rhetoric  ;  but 
he  (Sir  Col  man  O'Loghlen)  preferred  the 
'*  heedless  rhetoric  from  below  the  Gang- 
way to  the  studied  platitudes  of  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  No  one  admitted  more  than 
he  did  the  genius  and  ability  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  und  it  was  therefore 
with  regret  he  had  listened  to  the  speech 
made  by  him  the  nisjht  before  the  Recess. 
It  was  a  speech  which  reminded  him  more 
of  the  letters  of  *'  Eunnymede  "  than  of 
anything  else.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  that  speech — a  speech  which  the  neces- 
sities of  party  could  alone  have  compelled 
him    to    make  —  snid    he  hnd   lately  dis- 


Bceret  combination,  and  are  now  in  open  confede- 
racy with  the  Irish  Romanists,  to  dettroj  the 
Church  of  this  country." 

lie  would  not  pause  to  apeak  of  the  good 
taste  of  speaking  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Members  of  that  House  as  "  Irish  Romaa- 
ists."  Out  of  the  658  Membersof  that  House 
there  were  only  thirty-two  Roman  Catho- 
lics.   There  were  none  from  Scotlan(J,  two 
from  England,  and  thirty  from   Ireland  ; 
und,  this  being  to»  what  becomes  of  tlie 
allegation  that  they  were  sufficiently  strong 
to  overturn  the  Constitution  of  this  coun- 
try ?     The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  letter 
was  a  most  finished    composition;  and  it 
had  taught  him  (Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen)to 
introduce  a  statement  for  which  no  autho« 
rity  could  be  given  by  the  phrase,  *'he 
had  reason  to  believe."    If  he  were  asked 
whore  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got  hii 
information  as  to  the  alliance  between  the 
"Irish  Romanists "  and  the  RitualistP,  he 
could  only  answer  '*  I  hare  reason  to  be- 
lieve he  must  have  got  it  from  Mr.  Home." 
lie  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  had  reason  to 
believe    that    the  right  hon.   Gentleman, 
wanting  a  polioy,  consulted    Mr.    Uomei 
and  that  during  the  iiance  certain  load 
raps  announced  the  presence  of  the  spirit 
of  Titus  OatcB,  who  warned  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Constitution  was  en- 
dangered by  a  conspiracy  between  Ritnal- 
ists  nnd    Romanists,  and   advised    him  to 


covered  tlint  a  conspiracy  existed  between    <*on&iilt   or   take  into  hift  Cabinet  the  hun. 
the  Irish   Ronjanists  and   the  Ritualists  of    Members    for    Peterborough     nnd     N«irili 
this  country  to  overthrow  tbe  Conslitutiun.     Warwickshire(Mr.  Whalleyand  Mr.  New- 
lie  nn«;lit  liave  j)assed   over  thivt  ob?erva-    di'gatc).     This  was  the   source   he  **  had 
tioM,  if  it  were  merely  made  in  the  heat  of;  reason  to  believe**   from   which   the  right 
drbate  ;   but  the  rii^ht  hon.  CJentlomaii  hnd     hon.  (ientleman  had   pot    his    iiifonnaiion, 
reiterated  the  calunniy  upon   the  Irish  Ca-  .  ""^1   he  tt)ld  it  in   confidence  to  tlie  IluUi^e. 
tholics  in  a  letter  which  he  liad  deliberately  i  "^^^^  **  Maunday  Thursday  *'  letter  was  n-t 
written.     That  letter  was  a  model  letter  in    ll>e  only  letter  the  right  hon.   Gentleninii 
Btylo  nnd  finish.      It  was  dated   **  Maundy    had   written.      They    had  all  heard   of  the 
Thursday,   1868.'*     If  he  could  ascertain    n^rtmouth  letter.     It   had  puzzled  m.-.ny. 
it,  lie   should    like   to   know    how  many  of    ^-'^''^   Sali-bury,  whose  loss  to  that  Houso 
the  letters  the  ri^ht  hon.  (Jentleman  wn»te    f^very    one     regretted,    had    given    it   one 
that  day  were  so  dated.     lie  thought  there    oieaning.      The  hon.   and  learned  Member 
was  but  one  —  that    written    to   the    High    for  Exeter  had  given  it  another.      Both,  il 
IChureh    correspondent   of    the   right    hon.    appeared,   however,  were    wrong.       When 
jentleman.      From   first  to  last  the  letter  '■  the  right  hon.   Gentlemen  came  to  explain 
was  in  keeping.    Beginning  with  *'  Maundy    it.  he  said — ••  I   did   not  mean   to  say  the 
Thuri'day,'*  it  ended  with    '•  Your  faitl.ful    Church  was  in  danger.   ]So  legislation d-ulJ 
Jember  and  Servant."     In   the  letter   he  j  endanger  it.    What  I  meant  to  say  was  that 
•poke  of  parties  in  the  Church  beinir  an  ad-  i  'he  State  was  in  danger.**   IIo  (Sir  Colman 
vantage.   P(rhaps  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  i  ^^  I^  ghlcn)  could  not  at  first  understand  the 
Ftiunded   his   opinion  upon  the  existence  of  i  fight  hon.  Gentleman.  The  State  in  danger 
hanies  in  his  own  Cabinet.     However  that  ;  hj  disestablishing  the  Church  in  Ireland  .' 
night  be,  he  went  on  to  say —  i  Ho  (Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen)  looked  acruii 

1   ••  I  have  reason  to  b.'licve  that  tlioydho  High  !  f^'^   ^^^^^^^^   Atlantic,   and  he   saw  Canada, 
pburch  Kituulistii)  have  been  for  iiJine  time  1u  I  i'*  which  an  Established  Church  did  not 
Sir  Cijlman  0" Loghlen  ' 
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exist,  peaeefol,  protperom,  and  loyal.    He 
looked  across  the  Southern  Ocean,  and  he 
found  that,  althoagh  in  their  colonies  in 
that  quarter  of  the  globe,  the  Obaroh  was 
separated  from  the   State,  yet  that  the 
State  was  not  in  danger  there.    He  should 
hare  been  at  a  loss  to  know  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman's  meaning  if  he  had  not  re- 
membered   the    saying   of   a    celebrated 
French  aoToreign — Zr'efol  o'e«l  moi*    He 
then  felt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Jiad  used  allegorical  language ;  and  that, 
when  he  said  "  the  State  was  in  danger," 
he  had  identified  himself  with  the  State. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant,  "  I  am 
in  danger  ;  my  party  is  in  danger ;  there- 
fore. Constitutionalists,  rally  round  me,  to 
preserve  the  State-— that  is,  to  preserve 
my  GoTernment."   The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  appeared  in  many  characters-— 
having    been    a   novelist,  a  poet,  a  bio- 
grapher, and  a  statesman  —  and  he  had 
certainly  adorned  them  all.      His  recent 
allostnns  to  the  conquest  of  England  by 
the  Normans,  by  Cromwell,  and  by  William 
of  Orange,  served  to  indicate  that  he  was 
eon  tern  plating  the  preparation  of  a  history 
of  England.     Now,  in  that  case,  he  ought 
not  to  omit  a  chapter  on  the  Caucasian 
eonquest,  which  was  a  more  extraordinary 
one  than  any  other.     In  other  conquests, 
the  majority  triumphed  over  the  minority  ; 
but  in  this  the  minority  triumphed  over 
the  majority ;  and  it  had  been  so  far  sue- 
eessfnl  that  the  present  Cabinet  had  for 
more  than  two  years  maintained  their  pre- 
sent position.     The  hon.  Baronet  who  last 
spoke  (Sir  Michael  Hieks- Beach)  justified 
the  raising  of  the  "No  Popery'*  cry  on 
this  question — though  it  had  nothing  to  do 
with   Roman   Catholicism  —  and  affirmed 
that  there  was  a  strong  feeling  against 
the  extension  of  the   Papal  power.     He 
would    warn    the  right   hon.    Gentleman, 
however,  that  such  a  cry  would  be  a  signal 
failure.     It  was  in  vain  to  attempt  to  re- 
kindle the  flame  of  expiring   bigotry,  or 
to  hope  to  retain  power  by  stigmatizing 
those  who  advocated  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Chureh  as  Irish  Romanists, 
for  the  people  were  now  too  enlightened  to 
be  influenced  by  such  tactics.     Public  opi- 
nion expressed  through  the  Press,  was  in 
favour  of   the  Motion  of   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire; and  he  had  no  doubt,  notwithstand- 
ing the  Conservative  victory  had  at  Bristol 
and  at  the  pocket-borough  of  Coekermonth, 
that,  when  the  appeal  was  made  to  the 
new  constituencies,  the  decision  pronounced 


by  the   House  on  the  eve  of  the  Easter 
holidays  would  be  ratified  by  the  country. 
SiB  WILLIAM   HEATHCOTE  said, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  alluded  to  the  effect  which  the 
present  Motion  might  be  supposed  to  have 
on  the  party  sitting  on  that  (the  Minis- 
terial) side  of  the  House.  He  (Sir  William 
Heathoote)  entertained  such  strong  consti- 
tutional objections  to  the  continuance  of 
Government  by  a  minority,  which  amounted 
in  fact  to  an  irresponsible  Government  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  his  ob- 
jections were  ao  much  exasperated  and  in- 
creased by  finding  that  the  opinion  which 
he  cherished  suffered  most  by  that  state  of 
things,  that  he  certainly  did  not  feel  exces- 
sively sensitive  as  to  the  effect  of  that  Motion 
on  the  fate  of  the  Ministry.  That  being  hia 
opinion  he  claimed,  so  far  as  a  party  view 
of  the  ease  was  concerned,  to  be  considered 
impartial  if  he  expressed  an  adverse  opinion 
as  to  the  manner  and  the  time  in  which  it 
was  brought  forward.     It  appeared  to  him 
to  be   beyond  the  legitimate  use  of  the 
weapons  of  party  warfare,  to  resort  to  a 
great  constitutional  question  which  by  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman's    own    statement, 
could  not  be  setttled  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment for  the   purpose  of  dislodging  the 
Government.     He  did  not  dispute  the  legal 
competency  of  the  present  Parliament  to 
deal  with  that  subject,  and  he  thought  that 
Parliament  was  morally  and  intellectually 
as  competent  to  do  &o,  if  it  was  to  be  done, 
as  the  future  one  was  likely  to  be.     But 
the  point  was  this — that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were    raising    a  great  question 
which  they  could  not  settle,  and  raising  it 
in  general  terms ;  whereas  the  main  part  of 
the  defence  of  their  case  must  rest  on  the 
manner  in  which  they  meant  to  carry  it 
into  execution.     Therefore,  looking  at  the 
manner  and  the  time  in  which  that  Motion 
was  brought  forward  he,  he  should  be  dis- 
posed to  vote  against  it,  even  if  he  had  less 
doubt  as  to  its  substance.     They  were  dis- 
cQssing  the  first  Resolution,  and  therefore 
he  would  not  enter  upon  questions  of  de- 
tail ;  but  he  might  be  allowed  to  refer  to 
the  second  and  third  Resolutions  as  throw- 
ing some  light  upon  the  first.     The  third 
Resolution  he  regarded  as  nothing  more 
than  a  respectful  request  to  the  Crown  to 
permit  them  to  discuss  a  subject  which 
they  eould  not  otherwise  discuss.     But  the 
second  Resolution  appeared  to  him  to  call, 
in  very  distinct  terms,   upon   the  Queen 
to  anticipate  legislation  by  abstaining  from 
the  performance  of  acta  which  were  not 
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only  Isnitimnto  but  wliich  shn  was  reqnirci! 
by  Inw  lo  iierfnrni  until  nil  Act  at  Piirliii' 
tiiont  lo  tliQ  enntmry  wna  pnaacd.  It  linil 
been  nrciicd  tliat  tlie  Coroiiiliun  Ontli  nf> 
fectvil  Her  Mnjeaty'a  leginliitito  ciipftoltr. 
Ho  was  nut  a  believer  in  tbiit  ducuine,  mid 
tliDuglit  it  watil'l  be  unrortunnte  if  it  were 
universally  aoocpled.  Bui  if  lliere  nn» 
onyiliiiig  tVint  the  Corcmntion  Omh  not 
oimeil  nt  by  iti  frnmom,  it  nns  the  dis- 
pon»ing  power  aver  exinting  ttalntes  ;  anil, 
if  he  understood  the  lecuiid  Resnlutian 
rightly,  it  was  precisely  tlint  power  wbicli 
they  would  intito  Her  Mnjoety  to  exercise, 
But.  ooining  to  the  substance  of  llie  Grit 
Retolulioii,  ihe  one  inimedifttely  before 
them,  it  Id  diKtinet  terms  affirmed  the  ne- 
cessity of  disestablishing  the  Cliurch  ;  nnd 
it  iinplieJ,  na  tliey  lenrnt  from  the  speed) 
of  the  right  hon.  Geiitlemnn.  tl>Q  coniiaco- 
tioEi  (if  her  properly,  lubjoi^t  lo  whnt  ivere 
called  hfo  intereists  and  to  the  retention  or 
tlie  clinrches  And  the  pBrsanagos.  Dul  it 
«hi)u1d  bo  remonibercd  that  they  were  ni>l 
donling  merely  with  the  lives  of  individunja. 
the  value  of  which  could  be  cnluulated  hy 
an  actuary,  but  with  the  lifo  of  a  nalinn, 
and  that  though  they  might  pay  certain 
sums  lo  elerg^mea  now  in  the  enjoyment 
of  income*  from  llic  Church  till  their  death, 
that  did  not  provide  for  the  rights  of  Ihc 
reversioners,  who  were  the  laily.  Wlioit 
Henry  Vlfl.  confiscated  the  property  of 
the  monnaleries,  he  gnve  ihe  inmates  pen- 
sions, which  Bcciirding  to  ihe  scnie  of  the 
times  were  liberal,  nnd  wliich  nppenred  in 
the  mnin  lo  have  been  carefully  pnid  ;  hut  . 
did  anyone  hesitate  to  apply  to  that  trniKi- ^ 

case  of  the  monasteries  was  hir  less  strong 
tlian  that  of  the  Church,  because  those  in- 
slilutians  existed  cliiefly  for  the  benefit  of 
their  own  inmoles,  whereas  the  Church 
held  her  property  in  trust  for  the  Iniiy, 
who  were  lo  derive  the  odvantages  arising 
from  it.  But  the  present  proposal  wns 
defended  on  the  ground  of  gratifying 
the  Irish  people,  and,  negatively,  as  not 
leading  to  any  revolutionary  consequences 
in  Ihe  real  of  the  kingdom.  Ho  con- 
tended that,  by  llist  proposal,  ttiey  would 
not  remove  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  Irish 
Ronjun  Cntholics,  nor  on  the  principles  they 
were  laying  down,  could  it  be  so  removed. 
They  tiild  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  they 
would  give  him  entire  religious  equality  ;  , 
but  when  ho  looked  to  other  pnrts  of  the 
United  Kingdon)  what  would  he  find  ?  The 
Roman  Catliotics  oulnumbercd  other  re 
ligiuitisii  ill  Ireland  in  a  much  greater  pro- 
Sir  William  MeatheoU 


portion  than  other  religion ii^le  oulnnmbereJ 
the  mumhurs  of  the  Bstahliahed  Church  «f 
England  and  :u  Seiiiland;  nnd  yet  it  wu 
not  pri'posed  to  endow  the  Church  of  ttia 
Roman  Catholio,  but  to  leave  him  to  pa; 
his  own  priest  as  hereiurure.  Did  thcj  not 
lliinlc  bis  next  step  Would  be  lo  say, 
"Either  establish  my  religion  in  Irelanil, 
or  else  proceed  lo  let  us  have  renl  rchgim 
equnlily  nil  over  the  United  Kingdum  b; 
destroying  all  Slate  Churches  V"  Thty 
were  mid  the  Irish  Roman  Cntha)io»di4 
not  desire  endowment.  That  might  beilit 
feeling  of  the  higher  elergy  and  the  richsr 
Roman  Cfttiiolics  ;  but  it  was  diffienit  lo 
believe  Ihat  the  poor  man  wuuld  not  wiik 
lo  have  n  great  part  of  the  burden  of  main- 
latning  hii  priest  taken  off  his  alioulJen 
and  plaeod  on  realixi.-d  property.  But  fli 
if  he  did  not  nsk  fur  thai,  lie  woutd  nl  Irsit 
iisk  for  the  other  oliernativc,  and  wlira 
that  question  was  raised  again,  the  Jhtb 
Roman  Catholic,  ihey  miglit  depend  aj>an 
it,  would  bo  a  strong  ally  uf  iho  Libera- 
tion S<«iety.  It  might  be  4aid  that  would 
lint  affect  the  Church  in  Kn^lanJ,  nhiib 
aloud  in  a  different  position  from  that  whitli 
it  occupied  in  Ireland.  Although  tli«  In 
Churehes  were  united,  ho  did  not  contoul 
thnt  ihoy  were  laidentionl  iliat  llwy  miihi 
not  deal  with  the  lempurnl  ncciJcDis  of  the 
one  without  neoeoaarily  involving  batlt.  Ba  . 
did  not  approovh  the  subject  iu  the  spirit 
of  a  partisan;  but  he  bctieveil  they  wfrs 
letting  out  walei's  whivh  would  before  l"<ig 
swamp  the  Church  of  England,  and  if  Ihej 
dvnit  ivith  the  question  iu  a  reckless  niso- 
ncr  and  in  hot  haste,  instead  of  correeiiog 
anomalies  and  rendering  the  Chnrch  mors 
useful  and  acceptable,  their  legislalioa 
would  prove  most  dangerous.  Suppnse  •• 
were  going  todetlironeilie  English  Church 
from  her  position  in  Ireland  and  to  tub- 
slituto  the  Roman  Catholic  Chureh  fori), 
whatever  other  difficulty  and  ohjeclion 
there  might  be,  there  would  not  be  ihataf 
discrediting  the  principle  of  an  Euabliahoi 
Church  1  and  practically  there  would  be  dd 
mure  diflicully  than  there  was  in  orrnnging 
the  Union  with  Scotland.  But  in  this  casi 
it  was  proposed  lo  bring  about  rcligutol 
equality  by  the  total  abolition  of  the  Bs- 
labti^hmciit.  In  England  lher«  wat  ea 
single  religious  ouniiniinion  that  moM 
clnim  to  he  set  up  as  A  rival  lo  the  E>uU 
lishment;  but  the  adtooatea  of  abuhiiel 
had  always  ulnimcd  the  rij^ht — and  b*  diJ 
not  see  how  ihey  could  avoid  ginnling  il— 
of  counting  all  Distentere  us  opponentt  of 
Eitabli>hueat  wlico  tli«  queatiua  was  >» 
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maintenanoe  or  abolition.  The  ranks  of 
the  abolitionists  would  be  swollen,  and 
their  cry  made  louder  by  what  was  now 
proposed,  and  Parliament  must  therefore 
look  at  home  as  well  as  at  Ireland.  When 
he  saw  the  ? iolent  inroad  which  was  made 
on  Tested  rights  ;  such  disregard  of  the 
rights  of  the  laity  as  well  as  of  the  clergy 
of  Ireland — and  that  without  a  question 
whether  a  position  that  had  been  held  300 
years  could  not  be  retained  on  other  terms — 
he  saw  little  reason  to  expect  the  pacifioa- 
tion  of  Ireland ;  and  when,  above  all  he 
•aw  the  danger  which  the  proposal  inToWed 
to  the  institutions  which  pervaded  the 
whole  of  England,  and  which  formed  an 
integral  part  of  the  Government  of  this 
country,  the  rending  of  which  would  pro- 
duce effects  to  which  they  now  blindly 
shut  their  eyes,  he  felt  constrained  to  give 
his  vote  against  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman. 

Mb.  GOWPBR  said,  that  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  William  Heathcote),  notwith- 
standing his  well-known  candour,  had  to- 
tally misrepresented  the  second  Resolution, 
which,  however,  it  was  inconvenient  to 
disouss  at  present.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
like  other  speakers,  had  appealed  to  their 
fears ;  and,  like  others,  had  not  shaken  the 
aolid  foundation  upon  which  the  Resolution 
•toed— namely,  that  the  Establishment  of 
the  Reformed  Church  in  Ireland  was  an 
injustice,  and  a  real  ground  of  offence  and 
diaoontent  to  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish 
people.  Though  sympathising  with  hon. 
Members,  who  felt  that  it  was  a  strong 
measare  to  deprive  an  ancient  Church  of 
the  privileges  and  the  emoluments  which 
it  had  enjoyed  for  300  years,  yet,  he 
did  not  share  their  apprehension  that  it 
would  affect  the  safety  of  private  pro- 
perty. The  privileges  of  the  Established 
Chareh  in  Ireland,  and  the  tithes,  which 
were  the  public  property  of  the  nation, 
were  to  be  considered  in  the  light  of  a 
pnblie  trust ;  and  the  question  was,  had 
that  public  trnst  been  exercised  rightly, 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  people,  or  had 
cirenmstances  prevented  it  being  so  exer- 
cised ?  It  was  necessary  to  look  at  the 
origin  of  the  Church  Establishment  in  Ire- 
land. When  the  Reformed  Church  was 
established  there.  Queen  Elizabeth  was 
in  hostile  relation  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 
•he  having  denied  the  supremacy  of  the 
Pope,  and  the  latter  her  legitimacy  and 
her  right  to  reign.  The  Irish  chieftains, 
who  were  at  war  with  the  Government, 
clong  to  the  Pope  as  an  ally,  and  the 
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people  regarded  the  Establishment  of  the 
Reformed  Church  as  a  political  and  diplo- 
matic weapon  of  attack  upon  the  Papal 
supremacy,  and  as  a  means  of  exercising 
the  Royal  authority  over  the  spiritual  af- 
fairs of  Ireland.  Whatever  might  have 
been  the  motive  of  Queen  Elizabeth  and 
her  advisers,  the  Irish  people  regarded  the 
Church  as  a  political  institution.  Thej 
would  not  pay  obedience  to  the  Bishops,  or 
accept  the  ministration  of  the  clergy  or 
adopt  its  Articles  of  faith;  and  it  became 
the  Church  of  the  governing  classes  only. 
It  was  national  only  insomuch  as  it  acknow- 
ledged the  headship  of  the  Sovereign;  but 
it  was  not  national  in  the  higher  sense  of 
being  a  blessing  to  the  nation  at  large. 
Born  amidst  political  strife,  the  Establish- 
ment was  nurtured  and  matured  in  discord 
and  violence;  and  whatever  may  have  been 
the  beneficent  disposition  of  its  members, 
it  was  denied  the  character  of  an  olive 
branch  of  peace,  and  was  received  as  a 
brand  of  discord  and  a  sceptre  of  ascend- 
ancy. It  blew  the  trumpet,  but  the  peo- 
ple would  not  assemble;  it  piped,  but  they 
would  not  dance  ;  it  preached,  but  they 
would  not  hear.  Set  up  for  political  ends, 
it  had  proved  a  failure,  and  it  had  been 
really  an  additional  cause  of  antagonism. 
Though  designed  to  unite  the  people  of 
England  and  the  people  of  Ireland,  it  had 
widened  the  separation  between  them,  and 
made  it  more  difficult  to  pass  than  the 
Channel  which  ran  between  them.  If 
designed  to  unite  together  the  people  of 
Ireland  itself,  it  had  only  added  a  new 
source  of  discord  and  strife  to  those  pre- 
viously existing ;  and  it  had  introduced 
disunion  into  all  the  institutions  of  Ire- 
land municipol,  parochial,  professional, 
and  political.  The  very  name  of  Pro- 
testant and  Catholic  had  a  meaning  in 
Ireland  different  from  that  they  had  in 
England  ond  America.  In  Ireland,  the 
terms  did  not  designate  mere  differences  of 
creed  and  in  modes  of  worship,  but  they 
rather  indicated  two  hostile  camps,  two 
rival  bodies,  contending  one  for  the  sup- 
port and  the  other  for  the  destruction  of 
ascendancy.  The  Church  had  become  a 
fortress  to  be  attacked  and  defended.  Un- 
der these  circumstances,  was  it  generous 
or  wise  to  cling  desperately  to  that  Estab- 
lishment, whioii  had  failed  to  become  a 
blessing  to  the  country  ?  —  the  noblest 
course  for  the  Church  to  adopt  was  to  de- 
scend voluntarily  to  a  position  of  equality 
with  the  Roman  Catholic  and  Dissenting 
bodies,  and  trust  to  its  divine  mission.  Its 
3  F 
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'Ugh  poiTlion  wiiR  eonaicUroi}  bf  ilK  friondi  a 
-ptatfomi  of  'ocnrify.  and  bj  its  npponenta 
•:%  (lillnry  oF  disgrace;  it  would  be  nobly 
.^nniformcJ  inio  n  icnffolil  of  rolunlary 
■  uartynluin.  Hn  (Mr,  Cowpcr)  fell  sure 
"tiiat  the  lois  uf  the  Church  in  lemporalitiea 
■'WouIJ  be  a  gain  in  tflieienoy  and  Tttality. 
'It  wna  nut  nntlonnl  cfe  f(Kto,  and  irhy 
rUaiin  to  be  «o  de  jvri  f  The  Church  in 
'^Ireland  wna  willing  to  ftrlmiGiaier  its  rites 
-1o  nil  the  people  ;  but  iho  penplo  noulJ 
>IIOt  hare  tiiem.  That  had  been  tried  for 
jOO  yeai'i— in  timei  nf  proiperity  and  of 
ifcmine,  nndcr  Peonl  Lans  and  under  civil 
•quniity,  and  thorc  was  no  prospect  of  n 
mange  In  thi*  feeling.  But  tliore  might 
be  a  ehuDge  in  tlio  ettornal  puiiiloii  oF 
'the  Church ;  and  ill  present  duty  ap- 
''^earod  to  be  vuluntary  nbdioatinu,  Diffl- 
^nlties  had  boon  dwelt  upon;  but  what  <rero 
i^JifflcuIties  For,  except  to  bo  oTeroome? 
iVns  the  House  to  be  oTSriThelmed  by  n 
''^ffienlly  irhich  would  attend  the  IrnngU 
:iikin  eialo  oF  the  Chureli  from  nn  extnb- 
I^Sahed  to  a  diaestabliBhed  one?  Surely  tbe 
l.fioase  would  htiTe  BtiRioiont  power,  in^e- 
ItBuily,  and  intellect  to  ciTeroome  any  diffi- 
eally  of  tbe  lort  which  had  been  Rug- 
gestcd.  If  (he  Charob  in  Ireland  wa«,  as 
he  ooniended,  an  injustice,  no  difficulty 
thould  prevent  the  House  from  reoioilug 
it.  In  Scotland  the  epitcopal  Church  had 
been  digeBtnbliihed  and  disendowed,  under 
eircumilnncea  of  wnr,  violence,  and  cruelty; 
but  that  Cliurch  wns  now  in  a  position 
acoeplablc  and  salisfactory  to  the  members  I 
of  it.  Its  laws  were  obeyed,  its  organtEi- 
tion  was  effective,  and  ila  offices  filled  by 
men  of  capacity  and  distinction.  In  Ire-  i 
lend,  the  Roman  Cnlholic  Church,  tliough  ■ 
not  cstabltahed,  had  lans  and  regulations 
which  were  observed  as  punctually  am' 
obediently  as  if  it  were  established.  He  vrai 
persuaded  that  there  existed  among  ibi 
BiahopB,  the  clergy,  and  the  laity  of  thi 
Sitablished  Church  in  Ireland,  sufficien 
wisdom,  moderation,  and  zcn),  to  adapt  \ 
their  nrrangenientB  to  the  altered  atate  nf  ' 
things  which  diBcslablishment  would  pro- 
duce, and  to  Bccure  everything  that  could 
bo  necessary  for  the  true  vitality  oF  n  reli- 
gious body.  But  the  great  objection  to 
tbe  proposal  was  that  discBtablishment  in 
Ireland  would  ultimately  lend  to  diiesinb- 


li^hm 


This 


worthy  argument.  Irish  queationa  were 
not  to  be  aeltled  on  Rnglisb  grounds.  Tlio 
CDset  uf  the  two  Churches  were  not  aimilar, 
and  were  even  diametrio&lly  opposed.  The 
English  Church  was  a  (ruly  national 
Mr.  Cotvptr 


I  Church,   and  tho    Irish    Choreh  wt*  oot  < 

,  The  Gstnbllnhmcnt  of  the  English  Church 
,  was  the  spontaneous  growth  of  the  fceliDg 
of  iho  country.  The  Reformation  was  a 
national  nioveni«nt  ;  ibo  Sovereigni  led, 
and  the  people  followed.  It  wna  oot  im- 
ported from  a  fureign  land,  and  lliere  wu 
no  rival  community  to  dispute  it*  claim. 
It  included  witbin  its  ranks  avery  clan, 
from  the  Sovereign  on  tb«  Throne  tu  tbe 
humblest  of  her  aubjccta.  In  Ireland,  all 
',  those  oonditiona  wore  reverscil,  and  tb* 
E^tahliehment  was  the  Chnrob  of  a  amsll 
minority.  But  Parhament  must  deal  with 
the  question  as  one  of  jiialice  or  injnitica, 
and  thoy  abould  remember  that  if  it  wii 
on  uuForiuoate  circumstance  fur  a  civil 
I  institution  to  be  bused  upon  iiijasiiee,  such 
'  A  foundation  was  ton-Fold  worse  for  a  tnli- 
ginuB  Assootatinii.  A  Church  founded  iit 
injuslico  must  nl«o  involve  hypocrisy,  by 
not  noting  nut  the  righteousnoBS  it  laugbi. 
In  that,  as  in  other  matters,  thoy  sbaulil 
adhere  to  the  old  Korman  motto,  Fat*  H 
que  doit  adviennf  que  pourra. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  aaid:  I  will 
detain  the  Committee  but  a  lerj  short  tiMi 
partly  because  much  that  I  might  hat* 
urged  bos  already  been  better  said  bl 
others,  and  partly  because  aonie  of  my  «(»■ 
iiiona  may  appear  somewhat  old-fashioatd 
and  out  of  date  in  these  dayg.  It  U  tana-  , 
what  remarkable  that,  when  Ihia  questioB, 
or  rather  a  portion  of  this  question,  «u 
diecuBBed  in  1835,  the  line  of  argiimecl 
which  ran  through  the  whole  debate  »i 
one  which  has  been  scarcely  used  on  tbit 
occasion.  The  position  then  maintained  by 
the  various  defenders  of  the  Irish  Churtb, 
including  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Soati 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone),  was  that  the 
Church  of  England  taught  trnlh,  and  thai 
the  teaching  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Chudi 
»as  founded  on  eiror  ;  and,  though  I  shonlJ 
be  sorry  to  say  a  word  which  could  gire 
the  slightest  pain  or  offence  to  any  Rotnas 
Catholic,  or  imply  tbe  smallest  disrespect 
for  those  who,  I  am  well  assured,  are  U 
sincere  in  their  opinions  as  thoa«  who  i* 
not  share  them,  yet  this  must  neceMarity 
be  the  creed  of  every  honeal  Protestoaii 
otherwise  be  would  not  be  a  Protestant  ti 
all,  IF,  then,  this  be  to,  bow  can  an) 
true  Protestant — for  I  do  not  spaak  •< 
those  who  are  indifferent  to  all  fortnsd' 
religion — assent  to  the  overthrow  of  wbt 
he  believes  to  bo  the  upholder  of  Iratb. 
however  conscious  he  may  bo  that  there  il 
much  in  it  requiring  refurm  t  Surely  as 
one  ground  alone— namely,  that  what  m»; 
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be  pat  in  iti  place  will  be  at  least  as  power- 
ful in  upholding  the  Protestant  Faith.  The 
Protestants  who  vote  for  the  proposed 
measures  will  doubtless  rely  upon  the  pre- 
BUDiption  that  this  will  be  the  result.  But, 
if  S0|  how  remarkable  that  Roman  Ca- 
tbolies  should  be  found  fighting  in  the  same 
ranks.  No  one  oan  doubt  that  the  success 
of  the  measure  will  be  hailed  as  a  triumph 
in  every  Roman  Catholic  country  in  the 
world.  The  Tahletf  I  believe,  congratulated 
its  readers  the  other  day  that  every  Roman 
Catholic  Member  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
▼oted  straight  on  this  question.  Did  they 
ao  vote  beeauBO  they  thought  the  Protestant 
«anse  would  not  suBFer  anything  from  dis- 
establishment ?  The  truth  is,  that  this 
fatal  Motion  has  the  peculiar  advantage,  in 
a  strategical  point  of  view,  of  enlisting  the 
support  of  three  parties  without  the  slightest 
cohesion  or  sympathy  —  indeed,  violently 
opposed  to  each  other — each  of  whom  sees 
in  it  an  instrument  for  furthering  its  own 
widely  dissimilar  objects.  Without  talking 
of  conspiracies,  there  can  be  no  doubt  of 
unity  of  action.  The  Roman  Catholic  votes 
with  the  honest,  and,  I  may  say,  the  avowed 
intention  of  rearing  up  the  Established 
Ghureh  of  Rome  on  the  ruins  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  England.  [«No!"]  The 
troth  of  this  allegation  time  alone  can 
prove.  The  extreme  Ritualist  would  gladly 
got  rid  of  that  legal  restraint  which  curbs 
bis  enthusiasm,  and  is  the  only  protection 
of  the  laity  against  the  wildest  extravagance. 
And  I  may  remark  on  this  point  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed the  House  (Mr.  Cowper)  has  stated 
that  the  Episcopal  Church  in  Scotland  is 
in  as  good  a  position  at  present  as  that 
which  it  held  during  the  time  that  it  was 
established.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  have  entirely  forgotten  that  the 
Scotch  Episcopal  Church  has  lost  that 
power  of  enforcing  discipline  which  is  so 
valuable  to  the  Church  of  England.  The 
Dissenter  is  willing  to  hazard  everything  in 
his  anxiety  to  destroy  all  Establishments, 
forgetting  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
cannot  ba  disestablished  because  it  owes 
allegiance  to  a  foreign  State  ;  and  that 
therefore  you  would  still  have  an  Established 
Church  in  Ireland,  though  of  that  Church 
the  Queen  would  not  be  the  supreme  head. 
The  Protestant  Dissenter  thinks  it  worth 
some  risk  to  gain  such  a  step  in  advance 
as  to  make  a  third  of  Ireland  such  as  lie  is 
himself,  and  he  at  least  honestly  and 
avowedly  considers  it  a  prelude  to  disestab- 
lishment in  England  and  in  Scotland.     A 


well-known  Member  of  that  body,  bitterly 
hostile  to  the  Church  of  England,  said 
triumphantly  the  other  day  that  these 
Resolutions  gave  them  at  one  stroke  what 
he  expected  would  have  required  ten  years' 
hard  fighting.  1  cannot  but  be  suspicious 
of  a  measure  which  obtains  the  support  of 
such  conflicting  interests  on  grounds  so  ir- 
reconcilable. But  there  are  others  who  vote 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  like 
himself,  can  be  influenced  by  none  of  these 
motives.  They  say  they  aim  at  the  pacifi- 
cation of  Ireland.  But  does  any  one  believe 
that  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church 
would  pacify  Ireland  ?  Certainly  it  would 
not.  Ireland,  or  rather  that  portion  of 
Ireland  which  it  is  hoped  to  conciliate  by 
this  measure,  objects  to  our  civil  supremacy 
quite  as  much  as  to  our  hierarchy.  Like 
the  Poles  under  Russia,  the  Celtic  Irish  do 
not  want  to  be  well  governed  by  Great 
Britain,  but  to  govern  themselves,  and  to 
get  rid  of  us  altogether.  I  presume,  how- 
ever, that  by  this  time  none  in  the  House, 
and  few  out  of  it,  are  unaware  that  the 
real  object  of  these  Resolutions  is  less  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Church  in  Ireland, 
than  the  displacement  of  the  Government. 
It  is  proverbially  easy  to  quote  Scripture 
for  any  purpose.  I  suppose  one  must  not 
criticize  too  closely  the  manoeuvres  of  party 
warfare  ;  but  I  cannot  help  thinking  that, 
some  day  or  other,  there  will  b^  many  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  who  will  regret  that 
this  issue  was  not  fought  out  on  some  other 
battle-ground.  Is  there  any  justification 
in  the  state  of  Ireland  for  this  unparalleled 
proceeding  of  interposing  in  hot  haste, 
after  years  of  indifference  and  while  a  Com- 
mission on  the  very  subject  is  still  sitting, 
such  a  Motion  between  the  Reform  Bills, 
the  completion  of  which  has  been  on  all 
sides  acknowledged  to  be  the  business  of 
the  Session  ?  Does  anyone  imagine  that 
Fouianism  has  anything  to  do  with  the 
Church  question  ?  We  have,  indeed,  been 
told  at  the  commencement  of  these  debates 
that  there  is  no  Fenianisni  in  those  colonics 
in  which  the  Church  is  not  established. 
Has  not  the  credibility  of  that  statement 
been  rudely  shaken  by  recent  events 
in  Canada,  in  Australia,  and  in  New  Zea- 
land ?  But,  even  if  it  be  so,  is  it  wise  to 
exalt  those  atrocious  filibusters  into  heroic 
protesters  against  an  alien  Church,  and  to 
give  them  throughout  the  world  the  pres- 
tige of  a  purpose  and  a  victory  which  must 
far  transcend  their  wildest  anticipations  ? 
Surely  it  would  have  been  safer  and  more 
statesmanlike  to  do  one  thing  at  a  time ; 

8  F  2 


EitahluUd  Chut 


till  Ihe 


to  cop;  the  polioT  of  Queon  Bli 
cruabitii;  robellion  liefoi-e  iiiquirin, 
ctuscs  of  grievance,  anil  to  wai 
Habeas  CoipoB  Act  was    ngain  ir 
onii    the  Inet  opark  of  Fenianism 
guiahed,  before  bringing  fortrard  b  r 
which  might  bo  piniiBibly  repre«enl 
concession  wrung;  from  England  througli 


thought,    and    intolerant   of  the   right  of 
judgment;    nnd  that  this  Mcrifiee 
tunimaled  bj  the  handa  of  the  great 
force.    Liberal  parlv. 

cilin-        Mk.  BAXTER  bkiiI.  that  thia  oaa  one 
jnaure    of  the  moat  remarkable  of  debates,  beeauM    ' 
d  ea  a    neitlier  before  nor  after  Easter  had  anj 
ik  part  in  it  aaid  anjlhiog  in  defenct 


hich  that  Fcnianitm  liad    of  the  Trieii  Church  ( 


It  myself  deapair  of  Pro 

■•    ■  B  Church  .  Uoi 


Hod. 


ibera  on   the  Ministerial  aide  of  iii« 
se  had  franied  all  tuanner  of  exenaa 

Lblisbed.    [Oppoiilion  C^Aeer*.]  ;  fur  puatpODcmenl,  and  had  aoggeiied  aa 
provided  ii  bus  fair  pUy.     [Counter    equally  large  number  of  reatoos,  maialj 


No 

ChtiTt.'\  But  can  any  one 
witfaatanding  the  conoiiialory  tone  of  the 
■  ■  iber  for  Tralee  (The  O'Donoghue), 
thai  tho  Roman  Calliolica  would  be  more 
tolerant  to  n  Pruleatniit  Missionary  Church 


based  on  coiiei  deration  a  o 
difficulty,  why  the   matter  should   be  p«Bt- 
poned  altOKOther.    Ue  had  waited  palienlly 
night  afiof  night  in  the  hope  that  somt    , 
Gentleman  would  aasuoie  the  c 


n  Protestant  Esiablishcd  Church,  |  geous  position  that  this  Church  of  Ireland 


!  that  every  ineana  would  not  be  laki 


root  it 


<f  llie  land  ?    Equal  moderation    Ha  hoped  tho 


!,  JDst,and  benofiosnt  inslilnlioa. 


nity  to  a 


pres«ion  liaa  hoen  beard  in  tbi«  Bi 
lore  than  one  occasion,  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers know  what  has  fullowcd.     The  HouBe 
has  been  told  that  the  Eoman  Catholica 
would    bo  content  with   tuleration  ;    ihen 

Ith  iho  romoral  uf  all  disabilities.     It  ia 

iw  said  that  equality  woold  satisfy  her  ; 

It  on  some  future  day  aho  mny  demand 
supremacy,  and,  eventually,  perhnpe,  that 
she  may  aland  alone  in  tho  land.  No  one 
acquainted  with  the  past  liiatory  of  that '  quote  Lord  Macaulay,  he    would  do  the 


rould  coma  when  faon, 
ltd  Ibink  it  benealU  Ih«ir  dig- 
ck  ibe  religious  upioions  of  any- 
ona  m  ibal  House.  He  had  been  sorry  ta 
bear  the  Secretary  for  the  Poor  Law  BoaH 
(Sir  Michael  Hiakg. Bench)  make  a  qnotatioo 
tVoni  the  writings  of  Maoanlay  hostile  to  lh« 
Roman  Catholio  religion.  lie  had  hopd 
the  lime  when  men  would  bo  attaek»il 
on  the  ground  of  creed  had  pasaad  awaj. 
But,  na  the  Lon.  Bxronel  had  thought fllt« 


Churcb  can  say  that  thi 

bounda  of  paasihilily.  The  right  hon, 
Qeiitlcman  the  Member  for  South  Lanea- 
may  Cicepl  from  his  measure  the 
glcbca  and  parionagc-honaea  ;  but  how  long 
CTceptinn  Inst?  At  no  diatnnt 
date  tiie  traveller  may  probably  be  shown 
many  an  Irish  villago  hon  vain  was  such 


"  There,  where  a  few  te' 

dlBCloH, 

Tfaa  villsge  preaoher' 


1  ahniba  Ibe  plac 
modest  maeiioi 


For  my  part  I  cannot  hut  think  that 
c    days,    when    the   history   of   tin 
transactions    is    rend,    di 
which   actuated    atnleamen   are,    perhaps, 
forgotten,  men  will  not  eeose  to  wonder 
that    the    flrat    blow    at    the     Established 
Church  was  deaU  by  one  of  her  npptirently 
devoted  adherents;   that  tho  Church 
uf  Englnnd,  which  sprang  out  of  a  revolt 
'  let  ecclesiastical  tyranny,  and  has  been 
■cgarJed    throughout   the  world   aa  n  bul- 
k  of  civil   and   religious  liberty,  shi 
e  been  sacrificed  by  an  Engli  '    " 
)itnt  lo  another  Emlnlilishnicnt  still 
widely    known    aa  Imstile    lo    frced( 
Mr.  Stf^hm  Cavf 


It  should,  howcTcr,  be  a  quotation 

of  a  different  character.  Threoor  fourand 
twerity  years  ago  Lord  Macaulay  asked 
thia  question  in  the  House  of  Commons — 
"  What  foreigner  reading  over  Britiih  potitia 
doe>  not  alwajri  eipniM  hla  amaaeinent  thai  and 
nn  institulian  *■  the  Iriih  Church  ihould  eietU 
ponniltcd  lo  eiiat  among  civilized  men  f 

All  foreign  politieians  had  aingled  out  tb« 
Protestant  Eetnblishment  in  Irelaad  ai  eot 
of  the  greatest  blots  in  the  national  eacnl' 
clieon.  And  could  it  be  contended  that  a  Pa^ 
iiament  which  had  swept  away  one  bad  la' 
after  anollier  would  maintain  a  ayilen  of 
giving  SlBto  aid  to  the  religion  of  one- 
eighth  of  tho  Irish  nation,  a  religioD  witk 
which  three-fourths  of  the  people  of  thil 
country  had  no  sympathy  whatever  H» 
wished  to  bo  perfectly  candid  to  the  Hoas*, 
and  would  state  ot  ouco  with  reference  W 
what  had  fallen  from  the  rigbt  hon.  Gea- 
tleman  who  had  juat  sat  down,  that  ho  wsi 
not  a  defender  of  Eatablished  Chorehe*  at 
all.  The  dny  fur  them  had  gono  by,  anJ 
he  conld  not  understand  how  any  man  of 
Parlia'  |  obacrvntion — having  regard  to  what  wa' 
on  cceleaiaslically  in  the  United  Slates  of 
America,  in  the  colooiea,  in  Scotland,  and 
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OTen  in  the  Church  of  England  itself — 
could  fail  to  see  that  writing  on  the  wall 
which  indicated  that  State  Churches  had 
had  their  day,  and  that  in  the  future  they 
must  give  place  to  Toluntary  Churches. 
This,  however,  was  not  the  question  now 
before  Parliament.  The  Prime  Minister 
and  those  who  followed  him  had  raised  the 
orj  that  the  Church  of  England  was  in 
danger,  but  in  doing  so  they  had  raised 
a  completely  false  issue.  All  who  had 
studied  this  question  knew  that  Paley 
and  all  the  moralists  had  laid  down  that  if 
it  was  right  that  the  State  should  support 
religion,  the  Church  which  was  supported 
should  be  the  Church  of  the  majority. 
The  Church  of  England  established  in  the 
affections  of  the  English  people  could  be 
defended  as  an  Establishment,  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  great  statesman 
who  attempted  to  tie  up  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land in  the  same  bundle  as  the  Church  of 
Bngland,  was  the  greatest  enemy  of  the 
Church  of  England.  As  a  moderate,  not 
a  rabid  Dissenter,  he  had  no  desire  to  pull 
down  any  institution  before  the  sympathies 
of  the  people  were  enlisted  in  that  course. 
But  as  the  admission  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics to  Parliament  had  gi?en  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland  thirty  years  longer  to  lire, 
so  he  felt  that  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Gharoh  of  Ireland  might  strengthen  for  a 
long  time  to  come  the  position  of  the 
Church  of  England.  There  was  probably 
DO  greater  master  of  the  English  language 
than^Mr.  Goldwin  Smith,  and  he,  in  one 
passage,  had  described  the  position  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  in  words  which  could 
not  be  surpassed.  He  said  the  p[reat  and 
insuperable  difficulty  which  the  Church  in 
Ireland  had  to  contend  against  was  this, 
that  Christianity  could  not  be  propagated  by 
nn-Christian  institutions,  and  the  Church  of 
a  dominant  minority  being  unjust,  could  not 
be  Christian.  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  vied  with  Gentlemen 
opposite  in  appreciating  the  Protestant 
clergy  in  Ireland  as  an  active,  intelligent, 
devoted  body  of  men ;  but  the  State  aid 
which  our  forefathers  believed  would  so 
greatly  assist  them  had  proved  but  a  mill- 
stone round  their  necks,  preventing  free 
intercourse  betireen  them  and  the  people. 
Statesmen  on  both  sides  of  the  House  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  necessary 
to  establish  religious  equality.  His  right 
boD.  Friend  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  should  be  done  by  disendowment.  And 
what  was  the  alternative  to  this  course  ? 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon 


Gentleman  say  that  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
was  tantamount  to  the  endowment  of  the 
Roman  Catholio  Church.  Why,  had  not 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  in  the  most  distinct  manner  indica- 
ted his  wish  to  endow  the  Roman  Catho* 
lie  clergy  by  levelling  upwards  ?  What  did 
that  mean  but  an  impartial  endowment  of 
all  sects  and  creeds?  The  alternative, 
therefore,  was  between  simple  endowment 
and  indiscriminate  disendowment ;  and  he 
did  not  know  any  proposition  more  re- 
pugnant to  the  feeling  of  religious  men, 
more  utterly  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the 
time,  more  calculated  to  light  up  the  fires 
of  religious  discord  from  John  o'Groat's  to 
the  Land's  End  than  the  proposition  to 
endow  all  Churches  alike.  The  endowment 
of  all  Churches  would  intensify  and  exag- 
gerate the  difficulties  against  which  they 
now  contended.  He  had  been  sorry  to 
hear  the  argument  in  some  quarters  that 
disestablishment  would  prove  a  great  blow 
to  the  Protestant  Faith.  There  was  no 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom  more  likely 
than  Scotland  to  resent  any  proposition 
calculated  to  injure  Protestantism,  yet 
what  response  had  Scotland  given  to  the 
Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
During  the  last  three  weeks  nearly  every 
city  and  almost  every  small  town  through- 
out the  country  had  held  crowded  meetings, 
at  which  the  Resolutions  were  warmly  sup- 
ported and  adopted,  and  not  a  single  meet- 
ing had  been  held  upon  the  other  side.  Some 
petitions  were  presented  against  the  disen- 
dowment of  the  Irish  Church  ;  but  if  ever 
an  exception  proved  the  rule  this  did,  for 
these  petitions  came  from  the  presbjrteries 
of  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland,  and 
even  those  in  some  cases  were  carrriedonly 
by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Moderator.  He 
had  paid  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  Scotch 
politics  and  Scotch  affairs,  and  he  never 
remembered  to  have  witnessed  so  much 
unanimity  as  he  did  during  the  last  few 
weeks  on  this  question  ;  and  that  not  alone 
among  Dissenters,  but  also  among  Epis- 
copalians. If  the  poor  in  Ireland  could 
support  their  priests,  surely  the  Protestants, 
with  their  great  wealth  and  great  liberolity, 
could  support  those  who  ministered  to 
them.  With  the  permission  of  the  House 
he  would  read  an  extract  from  a  Protestant 
publication,  which  showed  what  the  Roman 
Catholics  had  done — 

*'  It  has  nearly  2,400  chapels,  of  which  more 
than  2,000  have  been  built  since  1800,  at  a  cost  of 
£3,500,000.  In  tho  some  period  it  has  established 
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about  800  ooDTontf,  monaBteriet,  hospital!,  ool- 
legei,  Ac.,  at  a  coit  of  £M00»OOO,  beudet  baiid- 
ing  600  parsonage  houses,  2,900  school-houses, 
and  70  Christian  Brothers'  schools,  at  a  further 
cost  of  £61^0,000,  and  endowing  these  institutions 
and  others,  so  that  the  total  expenditure  since 
the  century  opened  cannot  be  much  less  than 
£7,000,000.  The  maintenance  of  the  28  Bishops, 
2,627  parochial,  and  500  regular  dergj  is  esti- 
mated at  £400,000  a-year;  the  maintenance  of 
the  Church  at  over  £100,000  ;  and  of  hospitals, 
orphanages.  Colleges,  Ac.,  at  £250,000.  So  that 
this  Church  of  4,000,000,  confessedly  poor,  taxes 
itself  for  its  annual  support  at  £750,000,  besides 
large  contribudons  to  the  Pope,  the  Propagation 
Society,  and  various  minor  missions,  and  without 
reckoning  the  considerable  annaal  outlay  upon  new 
buildings.  Chapels,  indeed,  are  rising  up  on  all 
hands,  not  from  increase  of  worshippers  but  to 
replace  older  and  poorer  structures ;  and  where 
mass  was  celebrated  in  some  miserable  shed,  or 
behind  the  shelter  of  a  friendly  rock,  it  is  now 
performed  under  a  Gothic  roof  and  the  fiill  tones 
of  the  organ." 

He  would  say  to  the  rich  ProtestantB  of 

Ireland,  "Go  jou  and  do  likewise."  Hon. 

Members  opposite  asked  what  was  to  be 

done  with  the  temporalities  of  the  Irish 

Ohuroh  in  the  eyent  of  its  disestablishment  ? 

This  difficulty  had  nerer   appeared  ?ery 

great,  to  his  mind  ;   for  he  believed  the 

money  belonged  to  the  Irish  people,  and 

he  did  not  care  what   was  done   with  it, 

provided  alwoys  that  we  were  never  placed 

in  the  same  scrape  by  giving  it  to  any 

denomination.       The    money   at   present 

was  doing  harm  instead  of  good  —  [Mr. 

Gladstone  :   Hear,  hear !] — and  he  would 

give  the  money  for  any  really  useful  pur- 

Sose.  There  were  schools  to  erect,  har- 
ours  to  improve,  and  roads  to  make,  any 
one  of  which  would  be  a  legitimate  channel 
into  which  to  turn  this  money.  He  hoped 
and  believed  that  this  religious  grievance, 
called  a  sentimental  grievance— •  this  Church 
which  separated  the  landlord  and  tenant — 
would  cease  to  exist,  and  that,  as  soon  as 
the  people  were  convinced  that  Parliament 
meant  to  do  justice  with  a  bold,  fearless 
hand,  they  would  turn  away  from  the 
memories  of  the  past,  and  become  as  loyal 
subjects  as  ony  of  the  inhabitants  of  Eng* 
land  or  Scotland. 

Mb.  INNES  said,  that  these  Resolu- 
tions proposed  to  govern  Ireland  by  ex- 
ceptional legislation,  whioh  would  be  a 
most  vicious  principle  to  adopt.  The  ob- 
ject of  this  attempt  to  destroy  the  Irish 
Church  was  not  to  benefit  that  country, 
but  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  disunited 
party. 

Lord  EDWARD  CAVENDISH  de- 
nied the  truth  of  the  accusation  which  hod 
been  brought  against  the  Liberal  party  by 

Mr.  Bdxtw 


hon.  tfemhers  opposite,  that  by  attacking 
the  Established   Church  in  Ireland  they 
were  endeavouring  to  bring  about  a  disso- 
lution of  the  connection  between  Church 
and  State  in  this  country.    Hon.  Members 
occupying  seats  on  the  Opposition  Benchea 
were  equally  sincere  and  warm  admirers  of 
the   Established   Church    in   England   as 
those  who  sot  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.     Until  recently  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  sat  near  him  believed  that  some 
compromise  upon   this  subject  might  be 
arrived  at ;  but  since  the  remarkable  ad- 
dress  of   the   right  hon.  Gentleman   the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  declaring 
that  the  Irish  Church  must  cease  to  exist 
as  an  Establishment,  their  eves  had  been 
opened,  and  they  felt  that  the  time  for 
compromise  had    passed,   and   that  they 
must  make  up  their  minds  to  vote  either 
for  or  against  the  Resolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire.     He 
was  not,  however,  one  of  those  who  thought 
that  the  Liberal  party  possessed  a  mono- 
poly of  good  feeling  towards  Ireland;  for 
he  believed  that  the  sympathies  of  the 
Conservative  party  in  favour  of  that  nation 
were  deep  and  sincere.    He  could  not  help 
expressing  his  regret  that,  under  these 
circumstances,   this    question  of  the  dis- 
establishment of  the   Irish  Church   had 
been  made  the  subject  of  a  party  contest. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  was  blamed  for  making 
this  a  party  question  ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  blame  was  undeserved.    During  last 
autumn  and  winter  the  Irish  question  occu- 
pied a  prominent  position,  and  the  Govern- 
ment must  have  known  that  it  would  be 
brought  forward  as  soon  as  Parliament  as- 
sembled ;  and  when,  on  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maguire),  the 
whole  subject  of  Ireland  was  introduced, 
there  existed  on  the  Opposition  side  a  just 
anxiety  to  know  what  would  be  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.     So  sin- 
cerely desirons  were  they  for  the  welfare 
of  Ireland  that  they  hoped  it  would  be 
snch  as  they  could  cordially  support.     But 
it  turned  out  that  the  Government  were 
going  to  await  the  result  of  a  Commission, 
while  the  feeling  of  the  Liberal  Members 
was  that  it  was  useless  to  try  to  touch  the 
case  of  Ireland  without  dealing  with  the 
EstAblished  Church.     Therefore  he   held 
that  blame  could  not  be  imputed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  this  hod  become  a 
party  question.     Well,  how  had  he  been 
met  in  the  course  of  this  debate  ?    Results 
had  been  foretold  on  the  other  side  whioh 


1618        mtablUM  Church        f  Apbil  80, 1868 } 


{Treiani). 


1614 


he,  for  one,  should  deeply  deplore  to  see 
follow  from  the  ditestsblishment  of  the 
Irish  Church.  They  had  been  told  that  if 
these  Resolutions  passed  the  inefitable  re» 
Bult  would  be  to  secure  Papal  supremacy 
in  Ireland ;  they  were  told  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  sustain  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland  if  it  ceased  to  be  an  Established 
Chareh  ;  and  they  were  told  that  the  des- 
truction of  the  Irish  Establishment  would 
be  a  death-blow  to  the  Established  Church 
in  this  country.  As  those  arguments  were 
put  forward  by  men  of  whose  sincerity 
there  could  be  no  doubt,  they  were  en- 
titled to  respect ;  but  he  did  not  think 
they  were  by  any  means  well-founded.  He 
bad  always  held  the  opinion,  though  it 
might  be  considered  an  illiberal  one,  that 
the  existence  of  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion in  Ireland  had  been  a  great  mis- 
fortune to  that  country,  and  that  the  de- 
pendence of  the  priests  upon  the  Papal 
bierarehy  had  been  prejudicial  to  some  of 
her  best  interests.  The  power  of  what  the 
faon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  called  a  Papal  hierarchy  was, 
he  belieyed,  in  many  respects  an  injury  to 
Ireland;  but  one  could  not  shut  ono's  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  the  Established  Church 
bad  existed  for  300  years  as  a  missionary 
Church,  and  had  entirely  failed.  He  be- 
lie?ed  that  it  was  impossible  to  combat 
what  Protestants  belieyed  to  be  the  errors 
of  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics  by  a  Church 
supported  at  the  expense  of  those  whom 
we  wished  to  convert.  And  when  wo 
looked  at  this  question  of  Papal  ascen- 
dancy, it  was  impossible  not  to  remember 
the  alternatiTO  to  the  policy  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  behalf 
of  Her  Majesty's  Go?ernment.  That  noble 
Lord  spoke  of  a  policy  of  *'  levelling  up." 
What  could  that  mean  but  endowing  the 
Roman  Catholics  ?  Again,  the  Oovern- 
ment  proposed  to  endow  a  Catholic  Univer- 
Bity  in  Ireland.  He  asked,  could  any 
measuro  be  better  calculated  to  secure 
Papal  ascendancy  in  that  country  than  to 
intrust  to  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  the 
education  of  the  middle  and  upper  classes 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  ?  As  to  the 
alleged  impossibility  of  maintaining  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  without  a 
State  endowment,  though  it  might  be  dif- 
ficult to  do  so  in  some  places,  he  could 
not  think  that,  taking  the  country  gene- 
rally, the  Protestant  Church  would  be 
weaker  than  other  Churches,  which  for  a 


long  time  ha^ depended  on  Toluntary  con- 
tributions. He  would  recommend  hon. 
Members  to  read  what  had  been  written 
on  the  subject  by  Lord  Du£Perin.  He  had 
great  doubts  as  to  what  would  be  the  pre- 
cise results  of  disestablishment.  Time 
alone  would  prove  that ;  but,  for  his  part, 
he  believed  that  when  the  day  of  battle  did 
come  against  the  Established  Church  of 
this  country — as  assuredly  it  would  come 
— it  would  be  all  the  stronger  for  being 
disencumbered  of  the  indefensible  position 
of  the  Irish  Church.  The  arguments  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  had  remained  unanswered 
np  to  that  time,  and  he  ventured  to  think 
they  would  continue  to  remain  unanswered. 
In  fact,  there  could  be  no  answer  to  argu- 
ments against  maintaining  a  State  Church 
for  12  per  cent  of  the  population  of  a 
country,  and  that  12  per  cent  not  the 
poorest,  but  the  richest  portion  of  the 
entire.  He  regretted  to  hear  it  stated 
that  the  removal  of  Church  endowment  in 
Ireland  would  make  the  people  bitter  and 
determined  enemies  of  the  English  Crown; 
for  he  believed  that  their  loyalty  rested 
upon  something  more  than  mere  pecuniary 
considerations;  and  anyone  must  be  short- 
sighted who  did  not  see  that  this  question 
must  soon  be  settled.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  entered  upon  the  subject 
in  a  true  spirit  of  conciliation,  but  his 
power  was  limited,  and  the  result  of  the 
passing  of  this  measure  must  depend  upon 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  the  Protes- 
tants, landowners,  and  gentry,  who  must 
decide  whether  they  would  reduce  Ireland 
to  anarchy  and  revolution,  or,  when  further 
resistance  was  hopeless,  would  join  in  con- 
ciliating the  Roman  Catholics  and  Protes- 
tants, and  making  this  a  real  boon  to 
Ireland. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON,  while 
complimenting  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down  on  the  liberality  of  his 
speech  and  the  fair  manner  in  which  he 
had  treated  the  arguments  of  his  oppo- 
nents, was  surprised  that  the  noblo  Lord 
should  have  arrived  at  the  determination 
of  supporting  a  measure  the  results  of 
which  he  admitted  to  be  so  very  doubtful. 
He  did  not  see  why  solemn  compacts  made 
with  the  Irish  Protestants  and  their  ances- 
tors should  now  be  broken.  He  could  not 
see  why  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
was  not  only  to  be  swept  away,  but  in- 
sulted and  reviled  as  if  it  had  been  a  source 
of  injustice.  If  these  arrangements  had 
been  made  by  iho  Irish  Parliament,  and 
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Wtre  Buppoaed  lo  b?  antngonistic  to  Impe- 
rial inlereata,  there  miglii  hnve  been  some 
excjao  for  putting  an  end  to  Ihcm  ;  liut 
the;  were  (lie  solemn  engnjrenieiits  of  t lie 
Imperial  British  Pnrliaineiit,  ani  foroei) 
upon  Ireland  for  the  genernl  good  of  tie 
Empire.  Who  irere  the  people  «lioni  it 
•ma  noiT  propoeetl  to  Jeptire  of  rights 
which  llioy  oBJoyeil  liy  a  prescription  of 
tbreo  ceiilorics  ?  They  hnil  not  been  di«- 
hjnl,  nor  Imd  they  weakened  the  Empire. 
Tlioy  had  shared  in  all  the  great  ttrug- 
){1e«  of  England — in  lier  adversities  and 
in  ber  glories ;  ho*,  then,  could  they  de- 
•erTo  this  insultiog  repuiliniion  of  their 
rights  }  The  Irish  ProtestaDls  hnd  on  all 
Dccasioni  shcn  themaelfes  loyal  and  ani- 
ioui  to  maintain  the  Unioo,  and  they  were 
natnrally  indi)(nAnt  at  the  extraordinary 
act  of  injustice  which  it  was  now  proposed 
to  perpetrate.  Wore  they  to  be  treated  as 
oalcasEs  wlio  were  not  entitled  to  the  legi 
tiniaie  results  of  tbeir  oonatilulional  bond 
with  this  country?  The  Protestam 
Ireland  wore  tnhl  that  they  bad  rorfeited 
the  rights  secured  to  them  by  the 
Bolnnin  obligntioni  ;  but,  in  the  pr 
debate,  not  a  single  argument  had  been 
adduced  for  the  course  it  was  proposed  U 
take,  He  did  not  moan  to  say  that  Par. 
liauient  might  not,  under  oertnin  circum' 
Rtances,  be  Justified  in  destroying  the  Irish 
Church  i  but  be  did  maintabi  that  it  norcr 
eould  be  jualiSed  in  doing  so  nt  the  e;roln- 
siro  cost  of  one  portion  of  Her  Majesty 'b 
subjects,  and  io  defiance  of  tlio  protest  of 
those  with  ivhom  the  compact  had  been 
made.  The  power  of  Parliament  to  per- 
petrate such  an  act  of  injustice  he,  for 
one,  did  not  deny,  although  some  hon. 
Member  had  rashly  declared  that  Parlia- 
ment did  not  possess  that  power.  Ho  ad- 
mitted that  the  Legislature  had  the  poirer 
to  commit  any  net  of  infamy,  robbery, 
fraud,  and  oppression  ;  but  all  its  poirer 
could  not  cfTuce  the  stigma  attaching  to 
a  dishonourable  action.  The  only  historical 
parallel  which  bore  any  resemblance  to  the 
ludden  announeoment  of  ihe  intended  de- 
struction of  the  Irish  Church  wag  the 
U!t  of  outrage  and  villany  committed  by 
Louis  XIV.  when  he  revoked  the  Edict  of 
Nantes.  By  that  infamous  proceeding, 
not  only  were  the  Protestants  of  France 
loprived  of  tlieir  rights,  but  they  were  im- 
mediately nfteriTards  sulijcclcd  to  a  fierce 
piersecution  and  driven  out  of  (he  Innd, 
&.  similar  result  might  be  e;[pcctcd  if  Par- 
lament  sauctiuucd   the  present  proposal. 
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Nantes,  enutnated  from  the  Coort  of  Beme. 
Its  hand  might  be  Iraeol  tn  tb«  pres«iil 
movement,  which,  if  suooeetfal,  would  itr- 
niiih  the  national  aharaeter  and  good  futk 
of  IJngland,  as  the  sot  of  Louis  XIV,  bad 
injured  France.  The  argument  alkged 
in  justiiioation  of  tb«  policy  of  confi*»- 
tion  was  tliat  a  system  of  epfircMien  and 
iiijustioc  had  prevailed  for  three  ccnturiu 
in  Ireland  ;  but  if  England  felt  that  she 
were  culpable,  why  did  she  not  bencif 
perform  penance  for  her  post  tniocondnet, 
instead  of  transferring  all  the  penance  la 
the  Irish  Proleslaots  and  making  ibem  the 
scapegoats,  to  be  driven  into  the  wildemeu 
of  diseiidowment  eu  account*  of  BogliA 
transgrcsaion  ?  When  negro  alavery  wtl 
abolished  in  our  West  Indian  posseasimii 
the  Government  of  the  day  acted  boneiLly 
and  taxed  the  country  in  ortler  to  ludeni* 
nify  the  slaTeoniiera  :  wheresa  here  it  «u 
proposed  that  a  peaceful  popnlation,  wli» 
did  not  sympathise  wJtb  Fenianism,  and 
who  would  not  be  driven  into  dinaffeotioa, 
should  be  tioarioiisly  punished,  and  be  lb* 
only  suETcrers.  U  had  been  nsaerted  ibsl 
the  difiestablisbment  of  the  Irieb  CfaoKb 
would  bo  an  act  of  justice  which  no  one 
would  dispute.  It  was  very  easy  lo  maka 
such  an  assertion,  but  it  waa  not  quite  •« 
easy  to  prove  it.  It  was  an  idle  siotemcDt, 
and  he  should  give  one  or  two  ftulhoriliM 
lo  prove  it.  Dr.  SIcvin,  forioerl;  at  the 
head  of  the  Roman  Catholic  College  of 
Maynoolh,  said  the  present  possesiors  of 
Chmch  property  in  Irelond,  of  wbateter 
description,  had  a  just  title.  They  had 
had  botUi  fide  possession  of  it  for  all  tk« 
time  required  for  proscription,  even  accord- 
ing to  tiie  Roman  Caiholie  Church,  wbieb 
required  100  years.  He  might  even  appeal 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wcatminslei  (Ur. 
uai't  Mill):  he  did  not  know  lo  what 
lurch  he  belonged,  but  he  was  an  authority 
recognized  on  the  subject,  having  shown 
lius  and  taken  great  pains  to  inves- 
tigate public  questions.  That  hen.  MemUr 
described  the  "alien  Church"  as  no  lender 
pportcd  by  revenues  drawn  chieSjr  from 
the  Roman  Catholic  population,  hut  by  a 
lent-chargo  paid  mostly  by  the  I'rotesiael 
landlords.  The  confisoationa  had  not  been 
reversed,  but  the  hand  of  time  had  paiMd 
over  them  ;  ihoy  had  reached  the  stage  at 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  reasonable  ni*n, 
the  reversal  of  an  injustice  is  but  an  Injut- 
lice  the  more.  It  was  alio  said  that  iba 
Church  was  a  badge  of  cunquesl ;  but  tbs( 
argument  had  been  altogether  imported 
uf  thcEdict  of  [frum  England,  and  hod   uot  been  Mall 
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used  in  Ireland.  Conid  anyone  say  that 
the  Church  in  Ireland  had  been  any  more 
a  badge  of  oonqueftt  than  the  coin  of  the 
country  and  the  language  imported  into  the 
country,  and  the  existence  and  authority  of 
the  Sofereign  herflelf  ?  Again,  it  was  said 
the  Church  should  be  done  away  with  on 
the  ground  of  expediency  ;  but  the  Roman 
Catholic  Bishop  of  Meath  had  lately  said 
the  great  and  sole  question  for  Ireland  waa 
the  land  question,  and  that  other  agita- 
tions, such  as  that  against  the  Established 
Church,  were  calculated  to  introduce  a  bit- 
terness of  feeling  between  the  landlords  and 
tenants  of  Ireland,  and  to  precipitate  that 
•ooial  catastrophe  the  friends  of  Ireland 
were  all  anxious  to  avert.  Tke  TahUt  news- 
paper also  said  if  the  Established  Church 
were  abolished,  and  if  the  Roman  Catholics 
were  put  on  an  equality  with  the  rest  of  the 
religious  denominations,  only  one  cause  of 
discontent  would  be  removed.  The  late 
Mr.  Justice  Shoe  said  that  the  Church  in 
Ireland  had  the  prescription  of  three  cen- 
turies ;  and  the  right  hon.  Anthony  Blake, 
another  Roman  Catholic  gentleman,  said 
the  Church  in  Ireland  could  not  be  destroyed 
without  danger  to  property  and  order,  and 
to  all  the  blessings  they  derived  from  liv- 
ing under  a  lawful  Government  and  a  free 
Constitution.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey),  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  late  Government,  said  the  Es- 
tablished Church  existed  upon  the  prescrip- 
tion of  centuries,  and  could  not  be  abolished 
without  all  the  horrors  of  a  revolution. 
fiarl  Russell,  in  one  of  his  pamphlets,  said 
that  to  abolish  the  Church  in  Ireland  would 
be  politically  injurious  to  the  country,  and 
would  be  the  commencement  of  a  religious 
war.  No  doubt  one  pamphlet  from  that 
noble  Lord's  pen  succeeded  another  so 
rapidly  that  possibly  a  new  edition  might 
be  in  the  press  correcting  what  had  ap- 
peared only  a  fortnight  ago  ;  but  when 
clothed  with  the  responsibilities  of  Office 
he  held  very  different  language  from  that 
he  had  lately  uttered.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
ahire  was  onco  a  most  ardent  supporter  of 
A  state  of  things  very  different  from  that 
which  he  now  proposed  tb  establish.  When 
did  his  conversion  take  place,  and  when 
did  the  scales  drop  from  his  eyes  ?  Was  it 
only  when  he  went  to  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House?  This  was  an  important 
consideration;  for  one  of  the  right  hon.Gen- 
tlemau's  Colleagues  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
lately  stated  that  public  men  were  obliged 
under  the  responsibilities  of  Office  to  mo- 


dify some  of  their  opinions,  and  to  intensifj 
other  opinions  in  Opposition.  Now,  as  an 
Irish  Protestant,  he  denounced  this  system 
of  treating  Irish  questions,  and  especially 
an  important  Motion  like  the  present  one, 
which  really  tended  to  the  disseverance  of 
the  Union.  He  had  quoted  the  opiniona 
of  men  allied  to  the  party  now  in  Opposi- 
tion, to  show  that  there  was  really  no  argu- 
ment to  be  found  in  favour  of  the  asser- 
tions that  the  existence  of  the  Church  waa 
an  injustice  and  that  it  ought  to  be  abo- 
lished on  the  ground  of  expediency.  The 
only  attempted  justification  for  this  step 
was  the  blowing  down  of  the  wall  of  the 
House  of  Detention  at  Clerkenwell  by  the 
Fenians.  But  the  Fenians  utterly  repu- 
diated having  anything  to  say  to  the  dises- 
tablishment of  the  Irish  Church.  What 
the  Fenians  wanted  was  the  destruction  of 
the  power  of  England  in  Ireland,  and  the 
establishment  of  a  free  republic.  Another 
allegation  was  that  the  Catholic  party,  not 
having  been  represented  in  Parliament  at 
the  time  the  Act  of  Union  passed,  were  not 
bound  to  accept  the  settlement  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church.  But  he  submitted  that 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Union  it 
was  intended  that  the  Establishment  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  should  be  permanent  and 
infiolate.  Ho  considered  it  to  be  a  very 
dangerous  argument  to  deny  the  obligation 
of  a  solemn  compact,  because  a  certain  set 
of  persons  were  not  consenting.  Might  not 
this  be  applied  to  the  repudiation  of  the 
National  Debt  ?  Huw  can  one  generation 
bind  another,  if  this  method  of  reason- 
ing is  adopted  ?  Another  allegation  was 
that  the  proposed  change  would  establish 
equality  among  all  parties.  Would  that 
be  the  case?  In  England  the  majority 
had  a  Church  provided  for  them  by  the 
State.  In  Ireland  the  Roman  Catholics 
formed  a  considerable  majority  ;  but  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  would  not  provide  a 
Church  for  them  ;  and  it  would,  moreover, 
place  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  who  were 
members  of  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Irelond,  on  a  footing  of  inequality  with 
their  Protestant  brethren  in  England.  It 
was  commonly  stated  that  this  much- 
maligned  Church  of  Ireland  had  totally 
failed  to  discharge  its  functions.  That  he 
denied.  He  was  perfectly  prepared  to 
acknowledge  that,  for  two  centuries,  the 
English  Government  made  use  of  the  Irish 
Church  as  n  political  engine  ;  but  that  waa 
no  fault  of  the  Church,  which  resisted  aa 
much  ns  it  could  the  steps  token  to  employ 
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it  in  anob  a  eapaeitj.  For  political  ran-  ; 
«on«,  it  WBB  not  nlloned  to  publieh  I'rajer  ; 
Boolii  in  the  Iriati  langunge  ;  bo  thtit  fair 
play  was  not  filloweJ  the  Cliurch  in  its 
eii<)«aVDurs  to  reach  the  lienrts  of  tlie  Irieh 
people.  Tliat  state  of  thiogi  hnd  now 
tltogethor  ceased ;  but  it  nas  luo^t  unfair 
to  charge  the  Irish  Church  with  matiing  no 
progress,  nhcn,  for  political  reftsons,  that 
Church  was  treatcil  in  the  wajr  ho  had 
deecribed,  There  was  infinitely  more  at- 
tnehmont  in  tlic  Iri«ii  mind  to  the  ritca 
and  ooremonieB  and  sFrricea  of  the  Church 
than  existed  in  England.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birniinghani  (Mr.  Bright]  liad 
bn«od  one  of  his  nrgunicnd  for  the  dis- 
establish men  t  and  disendonmcut  upon  the 
fact  that  the    Protestants  in  Ireland  did 
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of  Manchester  or  Liverpool  ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  ignored  the  fact  thai  ihose  people 
were  scattered  aver  (he  whole  cotintry.  and 
therefore  required  n  nuiuhcr  of  people  to 
provide  for  their  spiritual  wants.  Ii  was 
the  greatest  mistake,  therefore,  to  say  Ihnl 
thero  waa  a  snperfluily  of  revenue  and  ef 
clergj  in  Ireland.  Those  whn  lired  in 
Ireland  and  were  eonstnnlly  applied  to  for 
BubncriptioDa  for  eliurch  building  and  addi- 
tional curates,  were  fully  Rwar«  of  the  reel 
state  of  the  ca»e,  There  were  anomalies 
in  caoaectioD  nith  the  Irish  Church  which 
C»erybody  aclinowlcdged,  and  which  every- 
body was  niisioii!  should  he  removed  \  but 
the  existence  of  these  anomalies  afforded 
no  argument  whatever  for  llio  de^trnclion 
of  the  Esiablishnient.  In  times  past,  the 
Government  of  this  country  had  treated 
Ihc  Irish  Church  unfairly  — had  treated  it 
for  Imperial  and  not  for  Irish  purposes  — 
and  the  country  was  now  reaping  tlie  fruits 
of  that  policy.  The  Penal  Lawa,  which 
were  not  a  Protestant  institution,  but 
eiialed  before  the  Reformation,  had  been 
used  for  polilloal  purposes  in  the  same  un- 
forlunate  direction.  The  moat  puEtling 
part  of  the  question  now  under  discussion 
was  to  know  what  good  end  it  could  pos- 
sibly serve  to  break  (lie  sanrod  contract 
between  the  Irisli  branch  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  and  the  State?  Could  it  be 
expected  that  hencefcrward  persons  would 
have  the  slightest  confidence  in  their  insti- 
tutions and  enactments,  when  they  saw 
justice,  honour,  and  good  faith  sacrificed  in 
this  effort  to  obtain  a  party  triumph  and 
political  power?  There  were  no  solid 
grounds  for  such  a  slop  ;  and,  if  the  step 
should  unhappily  be  taken,  it  would  inflict 
on  the  Irish  Protestants  a  gricroua  wrong, 
Urd  ria'hl  UamiHeis 


and  cause  n  lasting  injury  to  the  Eiopiro 
at  large. 

Mr.  REARDEN  said,  h«  would  neoi 
mond  to  the  attention  of  the  House  ( 
following  qimialion  from  a  latirieal  wo 
published'  by  Thomas    Moore   more   this 
forty-fivo  years  ago.  which  apllj  applied  is 
the  intense  hoslillly,  eiisting  then  aa  well 
ns  now,  against  the  monstrous  tnjastiee  of 
maintaining  the  Betablished  Cbnreti  ii>cu- 
bus  upon  tlie  Catholic  people  of  Ireland:— 

"  As  long  sn  millioDS  tball  kneel  ilowo, 
To  sak  of  Ihousaadi  tot  thvir  own  ; 
While  tliouwLnds  proodlr  turn  awa^. 
And  to  tbc  miUions  aniirer  >  Nnjr '' 
So  long  tliu  mcrrj'  r«ua  shall  be 
Of  Captiia  Uotk  and  his  fsmlljr." 

Bat  the  death-knell  of  that  Eslablislmieal 
had  been  sounded  by  the  veto  before  Ea«t«i 
on  the  Rcsotuliona  of  the  right  hon.  0«n- 
tieman  the  Member  for  South  L«nca*hirt ! 
and  it  must  bs  admitted  that  il  had  ant 
only  utterly  failed  as  a  mtseioiiary  Chutfb, 
but.  as  shnwn  by  the  fullowing  list  of  the 
rariuus  titles  by  which  the  rcligioiu  denom'- 
nolioua  were  returned  to  the  Irish  Begi*- 
trnr  General  at  the  Census  of  1861,  pro*w 
(hat  it  had  ludicrously  failed  to  hold  il* 
own  :  —  "  Unitarians,  Covenanters,  Re- 
formed Presbyterians,  Morntiana,  Seeedcn, 
Christian  Brethren,  United  Presbylerian, 
Evangelical  Unionists,  SepaiatiaU,  W  , 
therans,  Prosbyteriana,  Noh'S  ubscribing 
Presbyterians,  Dissenters.  Free  Chureb  «f 
Scotlaod,  Protestant  Diasentcrs.Christiaut, 
Plymouth  £rolhron,  Cotliolie  Apostorw 
Church, FrimitiveMethodists.  High Char^. 
Latter  Day  Saints  or  Mormons,  Christian 
Israelites,  Orlhodui  Presbyterians,  Greek 
Church  Brethren,  Arians,  Disciples  of 
Christ,  Cal»inisi«,  Congregotioealiiti. 
Evangelical  Church,  Freethinhers,  Seen- 
Inrists,  Deinis,  Evangelical  Protestants, 
New  Lights,  Now  Jerusalem  Church,  Noo- 
conformists,  Darbyitea,  Swiss  I'rotestaott, 
Seceding  Fresbyterians,  Members  of  tbe 
General  Assembly,  Kellyites,  Believen  ia 
Jesus,  Pi-oteslants  of  no  particular  Seel  or 
Denomination,  Welsh  Uclhodiata,  Sweden- 
borgians.  Sinners  saved  by  Grace,  OU 
Lights,  Univcrsalites,  Independent  Preibj- 
tcrians.  Reformed  Church,  Ditseotii^ 
Presbyleriana,  Bible  Christians,  Trini* 
rrana,  German  Protestants,  New  Conneclica 
Methodists,  Calvinidtic  Methodists,  Uem- 
bcrs  of  ChriEt'a  Church,  Anabapiiiti, 
Churchmen,  French  Prolcstaots,  SoiN 
Church,  Eastern  Reformed  Preabyteritsi, 
Free  Churchmen,  New  Charch  Soeialisia, 
Church  of  Dcnmarli,  Arttrinian  UeiWltKi 
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Lady  HuntiDgdon's   Connection,  Walker- 
ites,  MorrisBonians,  fipiscopal  Church  of 
America,  Palatines,   Remonstrants,   Bre- 
thren  in  Christ,   Church  of  Christ,   The 
Word  of  God  Alone,    Seekers,   Material- 
ists,   Rationalists,    Cromwellian    Protest- 
ants,  Puseyites,  French  Church,  Italian 
Protestants,    Swedish   Protestants,   Swiss 
Reformed  Church,  Welsh  Church,  Prussian 
Eyangelical  Church,    French  Evangelical 
Church,  Evangelical  Waldensian  Church, 
Primitive   Seceders,   Arminian  Presbyte- 
rians, Baptist  Presbyterians,  Free  Church 
of  Switserland,  Cnmeronians,  Association 
Methodists,  The  Bible  Alone,  Self  Opinion 
or  the  Church  of  Qod,  Saint  of  No  Sect, 
Non- Sectarian  Orthodox,  Theist,  Philan- 
thropist,   Positivists,    Political,    Noncon- 
formists,   No   particular  Persuasion,    Un- 
doeided,    Doubtful,    Hindoo,    Unbeliever, 
Atheist,  No  Religion,  Christian  Teetotalis- 
ing.  Christian  Temperance,  Peculiar  Peo- 
ple, Recreative,  Religionists,  Christian  Is- 
raelites."   He  should  oppose  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church  of  England,  as  it 
ia  the  Church  of  the  majority  of  the  British 
people  ;    but,  in  Ireland,  the  Church   of 
500,000  Protestants,  for  the  cure  of  whose 
■ools  ecclesiastical  property  to  the  amount 
of  £13,000,000  sterling  was  appropriated, 
was  the  greatest  injustice  ever  perpetrated. 
He  had  a  better  opinion  of  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  than  to  believe  that  their  souls 
were  in  such  a  hopeless  condition  as  to 
require  the  application  of  enormous  reve- 
nues arising  from  such    endowments    to 
euro  them.     As  for  his  countrywomen,  he 
was  proud  to  think  that  they  did  not  stand 
in  need  of  it — and  certainly  the  babies  did 
not  require  it — and  the  men  were  not  so 
incorrigible  as  the  mistaken  friends  of  the 
Gboreh,  who  insisted  upon  maintaining  the 
monopoly  of  its  endowments,  would  lead 
va  to   infer.      As  to   the    men,  he   ven* 
tared  to  baj  they  would  not  feel  compli- 
mented   by    the    zeal     of    their    friends 
endeavouring  to  make  the  House  believe 
that  their  souls  were  in  so  totally  incur- 
able a  state  as  to  need  the  expenditure 
of  a  revenue  of  £900,000  per  annum  to 
restore  them.     The  monopoly  of  such  a 
revenue   by  so  small   a   minority  of  the 
people,  to  the  total  exclusion  from  its  ad- 
Tantages  by  the  millions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Roman  Catholic  subjects  in  Ireland,  was 
too  intolerable  to  bo  any  longer  endured. 
He  would  put  a  case  to  the  House  —  Sup- 
pose England    and    Ireland  were  at  war 
with  each  other,  and  we  were  now  engaged 
in  arranging  the  preliminaries  of  peace, 


and  that  one  of  the  conditions  proposed  by 
Great  Britain  was,  that  the  Catholic  people 
of  Ireland  should  recognise  the  Protestant 
i  Church  Establish  men  t,  and  submit  to  the 
appropriation  of  all  the  ecclesiastical  pro* 
party  and  endowments  for  the  exclusive  use 
and  benefit  of  the  Protestant  portion  of  the 
population,  could  the  House  suppose  that 
those  who  represented  the  Catholic  people 
of  Ireland  would,  for  an  instant,  entertain 
a  proposition  ^so  unreasonable  and  insulting? 
He  assured  the  House  that  he  expressed 
the  sentiments  of  the  Roman  Catholic  po- 
pulation of  Ireland  in  stating  that  the  dis- 
endowment  and  disestablishment  of   the 
Irish  Church,  and  separate  and  independent 
legislation  for  Ireland,   and  the  expendi- 
ture of  her  revenue  in  the  development  of 
her  resources,  were  sina  qud  non  conditions 
to  the  consolidation  of  the  connection  be- 
tween the  two  kingdoms.  The  annual  drain 
of  at  least  £12,000,000  in  revenues  and 
in  absentee  rents ;  and  of  not  less  than 
£3,000,000  in  profits,  arising  from  the 
monopoly   held    by    British    traders  and 
manufacturers   of  the  manufacturing  and 
trading  markets  of  Ireland,  which  for  the 
most  part  are  employed   in  the   enrich- 
ment of  Great  Britain,  to  the  manifest  in* 
jury  of  every  interest  in  Ireland  and  the 
utter  ruin  of  her  artisan  and  other  labour 
markets.     These  were  amongst  the  main 
sources  of  the  contrast  between  the  wealth 
of  England   and  the  poverty  of  Ireland. 
The  disendowment  and  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church,  and  the  concession  of 
separate  legislation  to  Ireland  would  unite, 
strengthen,  and  consolidate  the  connection 
between  the  two  countries,  and  promote, 
develop,    and   secure  the  power  and  re- 
sources of  the  British  Empire:  with  such 
essential  concession — less  than  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  never  be  content 
with — the  entire  power,  strength,  and  re- 
sources of  Ireland  would,  whenever  neces- 
sary, be  at  the  service  of  Great  Britain  ; 
and  Ireland  would  thenceforth  look  upon 
the  honour  and  glory  of  England  as  her 
own,  as  she  would  have  no  grievance  left 
unredressed.  From  1782  to  1800,  when  the 
Parliament  of  Ireland  regulated  her  affairs, 
and  had  the  control  and  expenditure  of  her 
own  revenue,  the  progress  of  her  trading, 
manufacturing,  and  agricultural  prosperity 
equalled,  if  it  had  not   exceeded  that  of 
England,  in  the  same  space  of  time.    Let 
the  Irish  Church  be  disendowed  and  dis- 
established and  the  other  primary  mea- 
sures be  granted,  and  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics of  Ireland  would  vio  with  each  other 


1633 


EttallUhta  Church  ICOMMOTTSl 


iTrfUni). 


IG24 


In  ^oin^  aeti  of  kindneii  to  (heir  Protes- 
ftDt  fiiende.  Thejr  would  mitke  lliem  for- 
;et  tbo  annoyance  thej  must  naiurallj  feci 
III  bring  deprii^d  of  a  inoiinpolj  wliich  hnd 
lecn  ill  tlicir  posaesBion  for  300  years.  He 
icliovcd    lliat    Buch   a  coarse  of  conduct 

liicli  might  be  confidentlj  anticipated  on 
the  part  of  tlie  Roman  Caliiolic  population 
of  Ireland  toward*  their  Protealant  friends 

d  neighbours  would  unite  them  cordially 

promoting  and  maintnlning  peace,  Ian, 
nyalty,  and  order,  would  secure  tlie  welfare 
tind  enriohniont  of  Ireland,  and  tlie  honour 
and  prosperity  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Sifl  JOHN  H.iT:  Mr.Dodson— Ishould 
be  sorry  if  this  debate  wore  to  eloae  with- 
out some  one  rising  to  express  the  views 
which  I  confidently  helioTe  are  held  hy 
my  rountrymeii  North  of  the  Tweed.  I  am 
fur  from  assuming  that  I  can  spenk  with 
any  sort  of  authority  ;  but  connoctfd  us  I 
am  with  Sootland,  and  koowiog  as  I  do 
the  great  interest  felt  by  many  on  this 
subject,  I  shall  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
Committee  for  a  few  minutea  whilst  I 
stale,  Bo  far  as  I  know  it,  the  feeling  en- 
tertained on  tliis  subject  in  Scotland.  In 
Scotland  there  exisla  a  Blrong  religious 
sentiment,  and  that  religious  sentiment  is 
'Xpressed  in  goneral  by  various  forma  of 
Presbyterian  worship.  Three  principal 
bodies  exist,  witli  no  difference  whatever 
reed,  and  only  slightly  differing  in 
formB  of  Church  government.  First,  the 
Established  Kirk ;  second,  the  Free  Kirk  ; 
third,  the  United  Presbyterian  Kirk. 
These  three  Churches,  and  the  less  nume- 
Preabyterian  Churches  which  eiist  in 
Scotland,  as  well  as  a  largo  proportion  of 
the  members  of  the  Sootch  Episcopal 
Church,  have  one  common  bond  of  union, 
stronger  even  than  their  nationality — and 
that  is  a  strong  Protestant  feeling  ;  a  feel- 
ing that  nothing  would  tempt  them,    in 

ly  way,  to  assist  or  countenance  the 
lloman  Catholic  Church,  They  think  her 
belief  erroneous;  they  are  distruetful  of  her 
promises;  they  hate  her  tenets;  and  are 
jealous  of  her  power.  Those  of  whom  I 
now  apeak  comprise  more  than  five-sixths 
of  the  Scottish  people,  and  their  opinion  is 
surely  entitled  to  some  consideration  at 
the  Imnda  of  this  Committee,  The  first 
three  Churches  1  have  mentioned — namely, 
the  Established  Kirk,  the  Free  Kirk,  and 
the  United  Presbyterian  Kirk,  constitute 
rorjihipping  assemblies  of  a  verj'  large 
majority  of  the  v^coltish  people.  They  all 
have  the  same  form  of  Church  government; 
they  all  iiave  the  samo  form  of  worship ; 
Mi:  tleariifti 


but  only  the  United  Preabyterian  Chnrcli 
differs  from  the  others  in  this — that  it  Ha- 
approves  of  the  Union  between  Churci 
and  State.  The  principal,  and  indeed  the 
only  subject  of  difference  between  lbs 
Kstahlished  and  the  Free  Kirks  is  tli« 
question  of  lay  patronage;  and  would  that 
I  could  live  to  bc«  the  time  when  (bii 
small  point  conid  reasounbly  be  c»nced«d 
to  those  who  otherwise  are  so  cloKly 
united  to  each  other  —  anited  in  tht 
strong  bond  of  Christian  love,  and  of  s 
bold  and  unahrinking  antagonism  to  in- 
perstition  and  to  infidelity.  Those  who  are 
in  the  communion  of  the  Free  Kirk  prefet 
to  elfjct  their  own  pastors  ;  whilst  tb« 
Elstablished  Kirk  prefers  to  have  thpit 
pastor  chosen  by  the  patron  who  may  ba 
legally  entitled  to  perform  that  duty.  But 
both  these  Churches  belicre  that  it  is  bd- 
vantageous  for  the  realm  that  the  State 
should  be  Christian  and  Protestant.  TIm 
EEtablisbed  Kirk,  afl«r  a  noble  conteet  far 
freedom  in  what  are  still  knowri  in  Sett- 
land  as  the  "old  persecuting  days,"  became 
legally  the  State  Church,  and  faitbfoUy 
performed  its  mission  of  civilizing  and 
educating  the  people.  The  Froe  Charth 
in  our  own  time,  on  the  qneetion  of  f«- 
tronagc,  ulso  made  a.  noble  and  epuikd 
sacrifice ;  and,  rather  than  j-itld  its  ooo- 
scientious  convictions,  preferred  ta  aefi.-  , 
rate  from  the  Eatablisbcd  Church.  Sinea 
then  it,  too,  has  performed  a  noble  mis- 
sion, and  the  rancour  inseparable  from  the 
first  strife  having  long  passed  away,  th(«s 
two  Churches  work  hand  in  hand  for  the 
spiritual  and  t«mporal  good  of  the  nation. 
But  the  Committee  must  remember  tbtt 
both  the  Established  Church  and  the  Fre« 
Church  are  not  only  favourable  to  ths 
principle  ol  connection  with  the  Statt, 
hut  they  are  both  endowed  Churches.  The 
Established  Church  has  an  endawmml 
settled  on  it  by  the  Act  of  William  uid 
Mary;  Iho  Free  Church  has  an  endow- 
ment settled  on  it  hy  the  generous  sacriGw 
of  its  congregations.  But  this  endowmtnt 
of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland  is  cntiniy 
opposed  to  the  voluntary  principle.  Ths 
voluntary  principle,  as  1  understand  it. 
is  that  the  existing  congregation  or  iU 
representatives  shall,  from  time  to  line, 
appropriate  certain  money  for  the  support 
of  the  clergy,  and  for  the  decent  perfonn- 
ance  of  religious  rites,  but  that  no  pernis- 
nent  endowment  shall  be  guaranteed  by 
liiw.  The  sustentation  fund  of  the  Fte« 
Kirk  of  Scotland,  its  ohurches,  its  mansM, 
are  an  endowment  subscribed  for,  appro- 
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jyriated,  set  aside  by  persons  in  our  own 
time,  with  a  heroic  denial  and  self-sacrifice, 
but  the  capital  of  which  is  legally  appro- 
priated to  the  service  of  the  Free  Church 
and  on  the  interest  of  this  endowment  the 
serrices  and  the  ministers  of  the  Church 
are  assisted  in  decent  and  honourable 
maintenance.  Well,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanoa- 
•hire  turns  his  attention  to  Scotland,  and 
proposes  to  disestablish  and  disendow  the 
£itablished  Kirk  and  to  disendow  the  Free 
Kirk,  what  will  be  the  feeling  of  Scotland? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  become  the 
apostle  of  the  voluntary  system,  a  recent 
oon? ert,  no  doubt,  and  perhaps  a  dangerous 
one,  were  he  not  "  everything  by  turns 
and  nothing  long."  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ventures  to  lift  his  hand  against 
the  endowments  of  the  Established  and 
Free  Kirks  of  Scotland,  he  may  perhaps 
find  out  to  his  cost  the  meaning  of  our  old 
Scottish  motto — Nemo  me  impunh  laeeeeit 
But  if  it  be  so  dangerous  to  meddle  in 
Scotch  affairs,  let  me  ask  my  countrymen, 
Can  they  supinely  look  on  whilst  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  commences  his  Church 
robbery  in  Ireland  ?  I  maintain,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  it  is  as  unjust 
and  as  illegal  to  apply  the  endowments  of 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire* 
land  in  Ireland  to  secular  uses,  as  it  would 
be  to  seize  the  revenues  or  endowments  of 
the  Established  and  Free  Kirks  of  Scot- 
land, and  I  sincerely  advise  my  country- 
men to  look  out  for  squalls.  But  it  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Surrey 
that  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land is  not  the  Church  of  the  Irish  nation. 
If  he  means  The  Irith  Nation  newspaper 
I  suppose  he  may  be  right;  but  if  he  means 
the  Irish  people  as  represented  in  this 
House,  he  is  greatly  in  error.  I  only 
know  of  one  legitimate  way  of  judging  of 
the  wishes  of  a  people — that,  mode  is  by 
attending  to  the  votes  and  speeches  of 
their  representatives.  Well,  I  have  heard 
as  much  Irish  eloquence  on  one  side  as  on 
the  other  ;  and  as  for  the  votes,  46  voted 
with  us,  and  55  with  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman.  Now,  is  a  majority  of  9  sufficient 
—suddenly,  and  without  notice — to  reverse 
the  policy  of  ages,  and  to  destroy,  subvert, 
root  up  the  Protestant  Church  of  the 
majority  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland?  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  doing  is  getting  up  a  faction 
fight—Ulster  against  Munster,  and  Lein- 
•ter  against  Connaught.  Well,  if  that  is 
to  be  our  policy,  let  us  withdraw  the  police 


and  the  soldiers  and  leave  them  to  fight 
it  out.  I  have  every  esteem  for  the  people 
of  Cork ;  but  I  believe  that  in  Ireland,  as 
elsewhere,  the  North  will  probably  be 
victorious.  It  has  been  said,  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  that  even  in  Ulster  the 
Presbyterian  Church  had  found  some  of 
its  members  to  join  in  the  cry  for  dis- 
endowment.  Well,  I  wondered  that  the 
Ulster  Presbyterians,  who  have  something 
of  the  Scotchman  in  them,  should  any 
of  them  have  been  found  willingly  to 
sacrifice  the  Regium  Donum;  but  I  find 
the  solution  to  this  anomaly  in  a  letter 
written  by  a  noble  Friend  of  mine,  who 
has  considerable  estates  in  the  North  of 
Ireland.  The  letter  is  a  very  remark- 
able one.  Its  write!)*,  Lord  Dufferin,  is 
one  of  the  best  of  landlords,  and  we  all 
know  his  public  worth.  He,  at  least,  I  am 
sure  always  acts  under  the  feeling  of 
nohlease  oblige.  Well,  my  noble  Friend  has 
written  a  letter  in  which  he  says,  in  effect, 
to  the  clergy  on  his  estates — ''  Give  up 
your  endowments  and  vote  with  the  Whigs. 
I  will  make  ap  your  losses ;  I  will  endow 
you  again;  under  my  egis  you  shall  be 
safe,  and  like  Job  your  last  state  shall  be 
better  than  your  first."  A  tolerable  bid 
for  a  Whig  vote.  But  what  of  the  poorer 
landlords  whom  it  will  ruin  to  be  as  gene- 
rous, and  what  of  the  poor  parsons— or 
rather  congregations— on  estates  which 
have  no  margin  left  for  a  second  endow- 
ment. Now,  I  remember  before  the  days 
of  Italian  unity  and  railways,  when  Italy 
had  a  monopoly  of  brigands  and  assassins, 
a  story  of  an  old  English  traveller  who, 
with  a  young  artist,  was  making  a  tour  and 
gathering  pictures  for  an  English  collec- 
tion. They  were  stopped  by  brigands,  and 
the  more  youthful  traveller  wanted  to  fight; 
but  the  elder  said,  "Oh,  no,  rather  give 
up  all  we  have  than  have  our  throats  cut; 
there  is  plenty  more  money  to  be  got  from 
Torlonia  when  we  get  safe  to  Bome."  Now, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  the  Captain  of  the  Band,  has  stopped 
the  Church  coach,  and  that  some  of  the  Ul- 
ster Presbyterians  are  willing  to  be  robbed 
only  on  the  ground  that  there  is  plenty 
more  endowments  to  be  got  from  Lord 
Dufferin;  or,  perhaps,  when  the  Irish  Estab- 
lishment, under  its  Whig  guides,  succeeds 
in  getting  safely  to  Eome.  I  do  therefore 
earnestly  desire  to  call  upon  my  Scottish 
countrymen  not  to  join  in  this  robbery  of 
endowments.  Depend  upon  it,  if  they  do, 
they  will  be  the  next  to  suffer — or,  if  not, 
this  will  happen,  and  soon.    A  very  strong 
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party  eodtta  in  tLu  coimtTy  wbo  are  id  fk- 
Tovr  ofeudawmuLti,  wko  will  aai  iriUincly 
•MiUuneiM'^'^'PpIi^loMcuIuiMM.  At 
prewnt  mj  Boimhi  C*tbolic  Inends  ora  on 
iite  ude  «r  Um)  Liberntion  Society ;  tlk£j 
KT*  for  polling  down  the  Protatant  Qrateh 
ud  iU  endovmsiita.  Bat  vbea  iLs  Clian:li 
is  do  vn  Bsd  tile  MnmUe  anaaM,  tfaey  will 
know  bow  to  take  ed*eatsg«  of  the  ciint, 
■ml  cluim  in  Ireland  for  the  HHred  iue«  of 
tbe  ClioreJi  of  the  miiofity  the  fund* 
which  ourforeffithenluid  piooilf  dfdicatcd 
to  tlie  aerrice  of  the  Chureli.  When  that 
tuM  oooiee,  let  mj  Prot««taiit  friends  be- 
wue.  Then  an  man^  nea  whit  nill  be 
ia  gnat  difioulty  tban  m  deciding  how  to 
not;  and  tliercault  may  be — nay,  probably 
will  b«— that.  frOTD  f«or  of  aacrilege.  from 
fear  of  thu  injurr  to  tbe  eodowments  of 
England  and  Su>tJiuid,  Popery  may  yt^l  be 
endawed  ia  Imhuid.  We  know  that  Barl 
Ruaaetl  liaa  oxprcased  faia  coDscientioua 
deiira  to  endow  Fopery  wiUi  a  third  of  the 
Iriafa  rerenaoH  of  the  Eatablished  Chnrcli. 
Prom  that  evil  and  mischief  1  furfotitly 
pray  "Good  Lord,  deliyor  us."  But  lo 
order  to  prevent  it,  the  Protestaiit  people 
of  tbeae  oonntries  must  rally  round  the 
CoDaerreUve  partji  andwhilut  eacoaraging 
•11  freedom  of  conscience,  must  resist  this 
inadion«  attack  upon  the  faith  we  holil, 
■ad  which  cost  our  fathers  bo  dear. 

Mr.  G.  TOUNG  laid,  he  thought  that 
Iha  complamt  of  the  hon.  anJ  gallant  Mem. 
ler  (Sir  John  Haj]  that  no  representative 
from  Suotland  liad  lal^en  a  port  in  the  dis- 

in  some  measure  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
nient  to  [irotract  tlio  debate.  In  hia  npi- 
ni>)u  there  wag  no  reason  why  this  question 
should  be  regnrdfld  by  Scoloh  Members  in 
a  different  point  of  view  from  tbat  in  which 
it  was  regarded  by  Engiiah  Members. 
Scotland  was  a  Protestant  country  like 
England,  and  the  only  ecclesiastical  differ- 
ence  between  them  was  tliat  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  England  nere  Episcopa- 
lians, while  the  vast  majority  of  the  people 
of  Scollaud  were  Presbyterians.  That  was 
the  reason,  ns  they  all  knew,  why  the 
Episcopalian  Church  was  establiehed  in 
England  and  the  Presbyterian  Cliurcb  es- 
tablished in  Scotland.  '  In  both  countries 
tbe  Established  Church  was  in  reality  the 
Church  of  tlio  people.  Ho  demurred  to 
the  proposition  that  the  union  of  Church 
nnd  SlBto  was  a  question  of  principle,  and 
maintained  that  it  was  altogether  a  ques- 
tion of  expediency.  There  were  in  Scot- 
land, as  ill  England,  great  farietiea  of 
Sir  •/oh»  ITay 


cpinioii  OB  ■BelBiliaUol  mtltn ;  Wt  ia 
SeoiUnd  tliey  r«I«ted.  ia  «  gmu  BeaaBre, 
to  uatlera  of  c«mpM«ltf«l;  mfanar  iwpso 
tanc« ;  and,  aetwithaUa^g  Umh  j Jh- 
eaeea.  iha  iMotd«  of  SMUaiad.  aa  a  aliab. 
regarded  ih«  EaUUtabad  Chwah  ia  ibM 
eountry  wilb  aSeetiaa  utd  p«id^  fcatsaii 
of  ibe  parity  of  iU  dootriaw,  tba  limftmtj 
of  its  wofaMp,  and  iu  fraaJuM  Em  u> 
cease*  and  eitravagance,  aad  atae  hreaaw 
it  bad  fulGlled.  and  >m  sUU  falfii:iag,iu 
mission  as  a  uatii>UBl  Churehj  end  «m 
it  aliacked  its  defetidora  wovld  b«  baad 
far  more  Bumetona  thaa  its  laasilsnis  !• 
was  not  dupntn]  llial  the  Iriak  Ctxirtli 
was  tbe  Cbateb  afvnty  a  aHiBll  fra«tiaa  *l 
the  [riah  peeple.  In  kia  Uiiar  uf  Uaaajf 
Tbnriday  tbe  right  ban.  Ovntlaaua  st 
tlio  head  of  tlie  Gaverntnani  refarred  la 
■  bat  be  oalloJ  "the  aaered  domib  bI 
Church  and  State."  Ho  demartvil  tstli* 
word  "sacred"  so  used.  Tbat  neiaa 
might  exist  far  a  aa«red  purpuaec  bet  il 
differed  in  no  r«ap*«t  from  any  otbet  f««- 
tract  haviog  a  religleas  and.  U  wa>  '»  wo 
TOfpect  diffier«ni  from  lb*  compact  belwaoB 
a  priTats  inditidual  and  bi«  doosaatw  <ia^ 
lain,  or  between  a  Dia»enlia|(  eoagragaiita 
and  its  clergyman.  Aa  in  the  otber  cesai 
he  had  stated  by  way  of  illitetraiiea,  it  *at 
a  compact  on  the  one  aide  fur  aerviea*  >• 
be  rendered,  and  on  the  albar  for  ibe  ae- 
the  remuneration  of  tbost 
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tract,  and  the  question  nbethe 
be  made  or  continued  was  not  a  sacred 
question,  nor  even  a  question  of  pKuciple. 
but  one  of  mere  expediency.  They  were 
not  precluded  from  considering  at  any  tine 
whether  it  had  answered  its  purpose  or 
ni>t,  or  from  patting  an  end  to  it  if  it  had 
not.  The  qoestion  aa  to  the  iriadom  ef 
having  an  Establishment  might  be  answarad 
differently  at  different  periods  and  in  dif- 
ferent places.  It  was  expedient  in  Eaf 
land  and  in  Scotland,  because  it  bad  so- 
swcred  its  purpose;  it  was  not  eipedieni 
in  Ireland,  beoauso  ihore  it  did  not  ac- 
sirer  Its  purpose.  Tbe  only  dancor  (o 
which  he  could  perceive  that  tbe  Establish- 
ments of  England  and  Scotland  were  ex- 
posed arose  from  the  course  taken  with  re- 
gard to  this  question  by  the  boo.  GeDlls- 
man  opposite.  It  was  rery  daogerons  H> 
say  that  they  must  hare  EstablisbmenU 
everywhere,  because  they  were  mailer  of 
principle,  or  ha*e  no  Establish  men  la  nuj- 
where  ;  that  if  they  had  no  Eslabltshmeal 
in  Ireland,  they  could  not  continue  Iu  hao 
one  ia  England.  Why,  tbe  argument  atKiut 
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a  **  sAored  union"  and  a  matter  of  principle 
would  be  equally  valid  as  applied  to  Ireland 
if  there  were  not  a  single  Protestant  in 
that  island.  He  supposed  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  would  hardly  go  that 
length.  In  every  question  of  expediency 
they  must  regard  the  whole  oircumstanoes. 
Surely  it  was  not  expedient  to  have  an 
Established  Protestant  Church  in  a  coun- 
try where  the  Protestaut  inhabitants  were 
only  an  infinitesimal  part,-  or  an  eighth,  a 
ninth,  or  a  tenth  of  its  entire  population. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  not  only  ad- 
mitted that  religious  equality  did  not  exist 
in  Ireland,  and  that  it  was  expedient  there; 
but  they  proposed  to  produce  it.  But  how  ? 
By  levelling,  and  levelling  upwards.  Let 
them  mark  the  import  of  the  word  *'  level- 
ling.'* He  supposed  they  were  to  put  all 
religious  denominations  in  Ireland  on  an 
equal  footing  with  reference  to  what  the 
Foreign  Secretary  called  an  ''  empty  title," 
with  reference  also  to  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  re-opened  the  debate  that  night 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  called  a  "barren 
precedence,"  and  with  reference  likewise 
to  endowments— for  that  was  the  substan- 
tial matter — so  far  as  was  necessary  to 
produce  a  level  among  the  various  deno- 
minations. Thus,  they  were  to  have  a 
''saored"  union  upon  ''principle"  with 
the  Episcopalians,  with  the  Presbyterians, 
with  the  Roman  Catholics,  and  all  other 
denominations  in  Ireland !  For  bis  own 
part,  he  should  be  at  a  loss  to  express  the 
principle,  sacred  or  profane,  which  would 
lead  to  that  result.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Disraeli),  in  that  remarkable 
•peeeh  which  he  delivered  at  the  close  of 
the  debate  before  Easter,  announced  that 
<•  The  policy  of  the  Government  with  re- 
•peet  to  Ireland  is  to  create,  and  not  to 
destroy."  If  any  hon.  Gentleman  was 
able  to  attach  any  definite  meaning  to 
these  words,  as  so  used,  he  had,  he  con- 
feaaed,  greatly  the  advantage  of  himself. 
If  the  Irish  Church,  as  an  Establishment, 
was  an  evil  in  Ireland,  among  other  things, 
to  the  Protestant  cause,  as  he  contended, 
what  answer  was  it  to  the  proposal  to  dis- 
establish it — that  was,  to  abate  the  evil — 
to  say  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
was  to  create,  and  not  to  destroy  ?  Was 
it  the  policy  of  the  Government  to  create 
evils,  and  not  to  destroy  them  ?— to  create 
anomalies,  to  create  confusion,  to  create 
mischiefs,  and  not  to  destroy  them  ?  If  it 
was  merely  intended  that  they  wished  to 
create  that  which  was  good,  and  not  to 
destroy  it,  that  was  a  very  wise,  but  not  a 


very  profound  policy,  and  one  hardly  worth 
announcing.  Every  Government,  he  sup* 
posed,  would  profess,  not  only  with  respect 
to  Ireland,  but  to  the  whole  Empire,  that 
its  policy  was  to  create  that  which  was 
good  and  not  destroy  it;  but  that  was  little 
to  the  purpose  upon  the  question  whether 
the  Irish  Church  should  be  maintained  as 
an  Establishment  or  not.  Whate?er  might 
be  the  policy  of  the  Government,  he  sup- 
posed that  that  of  the  House  would  be  to 
destroy  the  evil  of  the  Irish  Church,  if  it 
was  found  to  be  an  evil;  and  not  to  attempt 
to  counteract — which  he  believed  to  be  an 
impossibility — its  influences  by  "creating" 
other  Establishments,  and  raising  them  up 
to  the  same  level.  He  had  said  that  the 
Irish  Church  had  been  injurious  to  the 
cause  of  Protestantism.  That  was  only  a 
part  of  the  case  against  it;  but  it  was  a 
material  part.  The  fact  of  its  existence 
for  300  years—  of  which  so  much  was  said 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — was  a  strong 
feature  of  the  case  against  it.  It  had 
existed — as  a  Protestant  Church  planted 
among  a  Roman  Catholic  population  must 
exist  —  as  a  missionary  Church  ;  and 
yet,  according  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate),  the 
wealth  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  was 
increasing,  its  members  multiplying,  and 
its  churches  rising  everywhere,  while  the 
Protestant  Established  Church  had  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  holding  its  ground. 
Having  more  confidence  than  the  boo. 
Member  in  the  truth  and  power  of  the 
Protestant  Church,  he  believed  that  if  it 
had  a  fair  field  it  would  prevail.  The 
Committee  had  been  told  over  and  over 
again  that  this  was  a  party  move;  that  it 
was  brought  forward  suddenly,  and  without 
due  notice;  and  that  it  was  inopportune, 
because  it  interrupted  other  business.  With 
respect  to  the  suddenness  of  the  move,  it 
was  impossible  that  those  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  could  have  announced 
their  policy  until  that  of  the  Government 
was  stated.  During  the  debate  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Maguire),  it  was  promised  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  should  be  reyealed,  as 
it  ultimately  was,  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland;  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  stated  his  dis- 
satisfaction with  it,  explaining  wherein  he 
thought  it  positively  amiss,  and  where 
dangerously  defective,  and  he  further  sig- 
nified his  intention,  if  the  Goyernment  did 
not  see  fit  to  bring  forward  some  proposi- 
tion with  reference  to  the  Irish  Church, 
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to  bring  befora  tlie  Houbo  Resoli 
the  nnturo  of  ttioie  ithich  llie; 
cnn  side  ring.  Well,  let  it  bo  a  pnrtj  move 
if  thoj  plenBcd,  Migbt  not  a  party  move 
1  proper  move  —  [lint  was,  a  Motion 
ill  uniled  the  whole  part;  io  tbe  liouio} 
Tlicj  were  certainty  cnliileJ  to  olijoct  that 
that  was  not  the  character  of  the  preient 
Motion  ;  but  opoii  that  subject  an  appeal 
had  atrcadjr  been  made  to  wliat  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
liappilj  called  "  the  unerring  inslinctH  of 
Pnriianient."  Now,  what  he  iiad  to  ask 
—were  they  to  go  on  with  tiiis 
talk  for  Bverj  were  all  tlieae  topics  to  be 
dchated  orer  again  !  He,  for  his  pari,  was 
it  should  Le  ao  ;  but  they  muat 
adniit  that  the  appeal  had  already  been 
maOo  to  Parliament,  and  Parliament  had 
ausnered  with  nu  uncertain  sound  that  this 
wflB  not  a  party  tnove  to  bo  reprobated, 
but  one  to  be  encoaraged.  The  question 
of  the  sufficiency  of  uotico  depended  upon 
tho  opportunity  that  bad  been  afTurded  for 
n,  and  surely  that  had  been  ample. 
>uld  be  little  doubt  that  the  sub- 
ject had  been  deliberated  upon  by  tho  Ca- 
binet even  beforeit  was  brougbt  forward  in 
tbe  House  ;  and  after  tbe  interval  that  had 
been  aflurded  for  tbe  consideration  of  thin 
Resolution,  it  might  be  safely  assumed  that 
it  would  be  carried  by  as  largo  a  majority 
as  WHS  tbe  Motion  to  go  into  Committee. 
It  had  been  urged  that  the  decision  of  the 
>e  bad  not  yet  been  given  upon  any  oer- 
jr  definite  issue  ;  but  he  thought  that 
at  his  hon.  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Oxford 
(Mr,  Ncalc)  had  sufficiently  explained  that 
the  question  formerly  decided  had  been,  not 
whether  the  House  ebould  or  should  not  go 
into  Committee,  but  whether  tbe  lri^h 
Church  should  or  should  not  be  discfitab- 
lished.  That  they  were  now  engaged  in 
deciding  tbe  inme  question  was  shown  by 
the  fact  that  no  new  matter  had  been  im- 
ported into  the  debate,  which  was  solely  a 
repetition  of  arguments  formerly  employed, 
lere  waa  one  other  topic.  The  right  hon. 
■ntleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
an  early  pcried  of  tho  Session,  said  that 
a  country  ought  to  have  an  opportunity 
considering  this  question,  and  of  being 
uoated  in  its  bearings.  What  be  should 
like  to  know  waa  this — what  better  way 
vas  there  of  agitating  this  question,  and  of 
;nlighteniDg  men's  minds  upon  it,  than  by 
discussing  it  in  this  House!  It  was  a 
iiliject  that  would  occupy  men's  minds  for 
amo  time  to  come,  and  tbe  people  of  this 
country  ought  to  knovr  tbe  opiuion  of  tbia 
Mr,  0.  Yoang 


Mr.  WALPOLB:  Without  fuilowia; 
the  bou.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr  0. 
Young)  into  liiose  collateral  topics  '  '  ~ 
which  he  concluded  bis  speech,  I  think  I 
shall  best  consult  the  feelinga  of  the  IIoOM 
by  confining  myself  as  closely  aa  poavibl* 
to  the  real  issue  now  before  the  Kouit. 
and  that  is>ue  is  the  Resolution  of  ih* 
right  ban.  Gentleman.  Much  has  Imii 
said  of  that  Resolution  ;  and  tbmigh  it  J* 
true  thot  in  terms  it  ts  conliQed  to  Irclaail, 
and  lo  Ireland  only,  yet  it  can  hardly  b» 
doubled  that  in  principle,  if  not  iu  inten- 
tion, in  its  ioevilable  tendency,  and  if  ddI 
in  ile  immedinto  yet  in  its  ultimate  ooa*«> 
qaences,  the  whole  qnes^on  of  Church 
Establiebinentg  is  at  iiaue.  Gloa*  thi 
matter  over  as  you  will,  tha  maintenanct 
of  Church  Establjsbmeuts,  and  the  placir 
these  Eitablishnicnts  under  the  guardian 
ship,  control,  and  supcnuiendcne«  of  the 
State,  is  really  the  ia>iue  we  hare  to 
1  venture  to  think  that  tbe  hon.  and  learatd 
Gentleman  whu  has  aildressi-d  the  Cam- 
mittee  with  great  ability  and  ingeoailt, 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  Iw 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  who  has  alio  tpo 
with  great  ability  and  ingenuity,  hare  ia 
their  arguments  confounded  two  matter* 
which  are  distinct  in  themselrea.  and  oo^l  , 
therefore  to  be  determined  on  distinct  ce 
derations.  Those  two  matters  are,  6 rat,  the 
oircumstanccs  under  which  you  might  er 
might  not  deem  it  advisable  to  establish  a 
national  Church  where  none  waa  previaiuly 
in  being;  and  secondly,  the  grounds  apoo 
which  you  would  be  justified  in  disMtab- 
lishing  a  national  Church  where  one  already 
existed.  If,  indeed,  we  were  now  discat- 
sing  for  tbe  first  time  whether  we  wonld 
establish  &  Datioiml  Church  in  Ireland,  I 
adniit  there  are  various  rcaaons  whieli 
would  press  upon  us  tbe  consideratioa 
whether  we  ought  lo  establish  ii  in  iM 
form  in  which  it  at  present  exists.  But 
the  same  considerations  might  bo  presud 
upon  us  if  we  were  considering  the  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  hon.  Member's  o<ra 
country  of  Scotland,  or  of  Wales,  or  even 
England  itself.  In  each  of  these  counlris* 
questions  differing  in  degree,  but  not  ia 
kind,  might  require  us  to  gite  a  eimiUi 
answer.  You  must  look  at  tbe  Tiewt,  at 
tlis  fcclingK,  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants 
and  at  the  means  provided  for  the  main- 
teuaiice  of  such  an  Establishment.  In 
that  case  some  might  think  it  prudeal 
to  reoognizo  simply  aud  aolely  tbe  Tolan- 
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tary  prinoiple;  some  might  think  it  ad- 
YiBable  to  provide  for  the  support  of  dif- 
ferent sectB  of  religion  ;  but  there  it  one 
thing  which  no  one,  I  think,  would  propose, 
and  that  is  when  the  property  of  the 
country  was  in  the  hands  of  persons  of  one 
way  of  thinking,  and  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  were  of  another  way  of  thinking, 
no  one  would  deem  it  just  to  charge 
the  property  for  the  support  of  a  reli- 
ffion  which  its  owners  did  not  profess. 
Bat  the  question  is  not  now  one  of  estab- 
lishing a  national  Church  —  it  is  the  ques- 
tion of  disestablishing  a  Church,  and  with 
this  question  you  have  to  consider  the 
length  of  time  during  wliich  it  has  existed, 
the  compacts  under  which  it  has  been  con- 
tinued, and  Parliamentary  engagements  of 
which  it  has  been  the  subject.  These 
compacts  and  these  engagements,  have,  I 
think,  been  treated  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  with  greater  levity  than  they  de- 
serve, and  I  was  astonished  the  other 
evening  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Buxton), 
plainly  and  deliberately  assert  that  they  were 
imaginary  agreements  made  by  unknown 
parties.  I  had  thought  that  if  there  could 
be  an  agreement  which  was  anything  lut 
imaginary  in  its  character,  and  which  Xas 
entered  into  by  parties  perfectly  well  known 
to  Parliament  and  the  country,  it  was  the 
Agreement  and  the  compact  made  at  the 
time  of  the  Irish  Union.  I  do  not  deny 
that  Parliament  has  the  power,  as  was  said 
bj  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge)  the 
other  evening,  of  undoing  now  what  any 
other  Parliament  has  done;  but  there  may 
be  circumstances  connected  with  such  a 
eompact  as  to  render  imperative,  in  pro- 
posing its  repeal,  a  consideration  of  what 
happened  at  the  time  when  the  compact 
was  framed.  We  have,  therefore,  to 
consider,  in  the  first  place,  what  cir- 
eomstances  were  existing  at  the  time  the 
eompact  was  entered  into ;  and,  secondly, 
whether  there  are  sufficient  reasons  for 
doing  away  with  it.  Now,  I  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  nature  of  that  com- 
pact. We  are  standing  here  as  the  repre- 
tentativet  of  three  distinct  and  separate 
Legislatures,  formed  into  one  by  the  two 
Acts  of  Union.  These  Acts  of  Union  are 
the  very  charters  of  our  existence.  It  is  by 
them,  through  them,  and  under  them  that 
we  are  now  deliberating.  In  these  Acts  of 
Union  there  are  many  Articles,  some  of 
them  relating  to  trade,  some  to  the  repre- 
fentation  of  the  people,  some  to  the  Peer- 
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age,  some  to  the  proportions  of  the  National 
Debt  which  are  to  be  borne  by  the  nations 
respectively,  but  there  is  only  one  Article- 
namely,  that  with  reference  to  religion — that 
is  made  binding  by  obligations  which  are  de- 
clared to  be  fundamental,  essential,  and  in- 
violable. That  obligation  was  insisted  upon 
because  our  ancestors  knew  too  well  the 
evils  resulting  from  the  religious  conflicts 
in  whush  the  different  parts  of  the  king- 
dom had  been  engaged.  Those  conflicts 
related  to  Church  government  and  the  Re- 
formation, and  it  was  to  prevent  any  re- 
currence of  those  disputes  that  our  an- 
cestors put  into  these  Acts  of  Union 
clauses  of  such  stringency  that  they  in- 
tended to  restrain  Parliament  from  making 
any  alteration,  unless  the  reasons  in  favour 
of  the  change  were  strong,  cogent,  and 
irresistible.  There  are  three  or  four 
circumstances  which  give  additional  force 
to  those  reasons.  First,  there  is  the  pe- 
culiar manner  in  which  that  compact  is 
drawn  up  ;  secondly,  the  fact  that  the 
Coronation  Oath  was  altered  in  order 
to  make  it  more  binding ;  and  thirdly, 
when  you  emancipated  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics, and  admitted  them  into  this  House, 
you  distinctly  recognized  in  the  body  of 
the  Emancipation  Act  the  strong  and  in- 
violable character  of  the  agreement  made 
at  the  time  of  the  Union.  To  tell  me  that 
this  is  an  Act  which  does  not  require 
greater  consideration  than  other  Acts, 
and  that  it  may  be  repealed  with  as  little 
ceremony  as  other  Acts,  is  to  make 
an  assertion  utterly  untenable  ;  and  bear 
in  mind  that  these  contracts  have  been 
made  by  two  parties,  one  superior  to  the 
other,  at  least  in  point  of  numbers  in  Par- 
liament ;  and  although  that  is  no  reason 
why  you  should  not  on  sufficient  grounds 
alter  the  contract,  it  is  a  reason  why  you 
fhould  be  very  careful  before  you  deprive 
the  inferior  party  of  the  advantages  you 
intended  it  to  gi?e  them.  What  reasons, 
then,  would  justify  you  in  altering  that 
contract  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  H udders- 
field  (Mr.  Leatham)  quoted  a  passage  from 
Archbishop  Whately,  which  will  try  this 
question,  when  he  said  that — 

"  Id  order  to  alter  such  lawi  as  these  there 
should  be  a  manifest  inutility  or  a  nnanifest  hurt- 
fulness  in  the  institution  which  made  it  essential 
and  important  for  the  public  welfare  that  it  should 
be  abolished." 

Let  me  apply  that  test.  Is  the  institution 
either  manifestly  useless  or  manifestly  hurt- 
ful ?  I  ha?e  heard  it  said  to-night  that  it 
has  failed  as  a  missionary  Churchy  and  has 
3  G 
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DO  meriU  of  ite  own.  But  I  find  that,  in  . 
ptiint  oF  /net,  it  hna  iiicreoaei]  in  a  greater  ' 
ralio  tlinn  cither  tbo  Preab^terlnn  or  (he 
Roman  Calliollc  Cliurchea.  [•'  No  !"]  Of 
lale  jcara  it  has.  And  when  I  ask  myself 
"  Ib  it  a  uselesB  Cliuroh  ?  "  I  answer, 
"la  it,  or  has  ![  be^o,  uaeleas  as  regarda 
tlie  learning  or  its  prelates,  or  tho  purity 
oF  its  doctrines,  or  llio  goo'l  it  has  done  t" 
Are  not  these  Fair  teals  ?  I  should  be  loth 
to  believe  the  Chorch  of  Usher,  Bramball, 
and  Bedell  in  the  )7th  cenlurv,  or  the 
Church  oF  King.  Leslie,  and  Borkelej  in  tlic 
18th  century,  or  oFJehb  and  Magee  of  later 
timea,  could  be  described  as  a  uaelesa 
Church  ao  FaraB  regards  the  learning  of  its 
prdntea.  And  when  I  look  to  ibe  good  it 
lias  done  and  the  purity  oF  tho  doctrine  il 
boa  maintained,  1  ask  the  British  House 
of  Commons  —  la  it  nothing  to  you  that 
that  Church  baa  been  the  firm  friend  of 
Iinperinl  rule,  the  sfeady  ally  of  British 
freedom,  and  a  faithful  wltneaa  of  religious 
trulb  !  Is  it  Qothing  to  you  that  the  mem- 
bera  of  that  Church  bare  conatituted  a 
resident  educated  tolerant  gentry,  forming 
n  nucleus  of  civiliziug  influences,  end  that, 
loo,  when  those  who  ought  to  have  get 
the  eiample  have  absented  themsiilves 
from  its  soil  %  And  is  it  nothing  to  you. 
when  open  foes  and  secret  conspirators 
liafo  led  their  attacks  upon  your  institu- 
tions,  that  you  lia»e  always  found  a  faith- 
ful nnd  deriited  people  in  the  niciiihera  of 
that  Church  «  I  am  not  going  to  conlcud 
thnl  the  Church  haa  no  shortcomings.  That 
there  are  in  it  many  anomalies,  many  irre- 
gulnritioB,  and  many  obusea  which  ought 
to  be  corrected  I  do  not  deny;  but,  speak- 
ing in  a  British  House  of  Commons,  1  sny 
that,  when  ise  talk  disparagingly  of  that 
Church,  we  ahould  ask  oursclres  whether 
its  fault  did  not  lie  less  with  the  inttitution 
than  with  ourselves.  We  had  better  ask  oor- 
aelvcs  whether  we,  in  fact,  did  not  do  too 
much  to  make  it  a  political  institution  rather 
than  en  instrument  of  religion.  Nothing 
can  be  more  disgraceful  than  the  way, 
t  least,  in  which  its 
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Member  who  says  that  kuowB  tilings  ban 
materially  altered  since  then,      lie  kuoiti 
perfectly  well  what  wo«  then  the  state  of 
the  churches,  th«  glebe  housea,  the  bene- 
fices, the  number  of  the  clergy,  and  every- 
thing connected  with  the  Church  down  to  ' 
the  time  of  the  Union;  and  he  knows  what  ' 
baa  been  done  since.     Imnionie  cxcrtiooi   I 
haie   been  made  to  remedy  the  *tate  ot 
things  which  previoualy  existed.      The  be- 
nefices  have   been    iucreased,    600    gUU 
houses    have    been    built,  churches    hire 
nearly  doubled,  and    the   clergy   buve  ac- 
tually risen  from  l.lOOto  2.200.    Itniigbi 
bo  said  these  were  material  improtenieat*  i 
only;  but  let  the  Committee  think  uf  the  i 
conduct  of  the  Iriftb  clergy.     Tlie  lerti- 
mony    of    my    right    hon.    Fri«uil    (Ut. 
Gladstone)  is  strong  upon  this  point.     He 
has  spoken  oF  their  dcTotednees  and  imI  ' 
as  equalling  that    of  any   clergy  of  any 
Christian  Church  ia  the  world.      Not  oolr 
the  friends  but  the  enemies  of  th«  CbarcL 
give    limiUr    tesiiniony,  and    testified  t« 
their  seal  in  propagating  ErKngelical  truth. 
Then,  I   say,  can  jou  abolish   thia  Cburci 
as  a  useless  institution  ?     And  if  you  «m- 
not  break  the  contract  on  ibe  gruuud  that 
tho  Church  is  useless,  can  you  bre«k  il  ' 
on   the  ground   that   the  influenoe   wf  lb*   i 
Church  is  hurtful  i     There  were  line*  to-  ' 
deed  when  the  lestrj  ceaa  ftod  tlt»  ttllw  j 
were  extracted  from  the  people,  they  \ni 
a  grievance  of  which  they  could  legitimate; 
plain  ;  but  when  these  were  aboliibed. 
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lay  impropriations  wer 
glicnn  prelates  were  si 
country  to  Ireland  o 
beat  benefices,  and  thi 
brothera  were,  of  courae,  in  due  lime 
provided  for.  Aa  a  natural  eonsetjiience 
the  Church  suffered  immensely,  and  tho 
Native  clergy  were  left  in  a  beggerly 
stale.  [An  hen.  Meuber:  And  so  some 
of  them  ore  now.]  Yes;  but  the  hon. 
Sfr.  fl'atpoh 


Church's  funds  or  the  Protestant  lamJ. 
lords,  no  prnelical  grie»anc«  remaiaei; 
and  so  you  began  to  set  up  the  seoii- 
mental  grievance  —  and  by  eomo  eiti*- 
ordinary  hocus-pooos  you  Iritd  ta  0m- 
nect  it  with  the  disaffection  of  tfaa  p»»fl»- 
'  I  admit  a  sentimental  grievanoe  may  W 
;  more  galling  than  a  practical  grievance ; 
;  but  before  you  cut  off  that  eentimeiitai 
I  grievance  by  a  violent  measure  you  sbonU 
j  satisfy  yourselves  of  two  things — first,  tbat 
I  in  doing  away  with  a  sentimental  grievwiM 
as  bearing  on  tho  mind  of  one  clasi  jca 
'  do  not  H  practical  wrong,  resuliiog  is 
greater  injury  to  another  clasi.  S^ 
condly,  ynu  are  bound  to  show  that  tka 
I  diasatiBfaction  which  you  allege  eiisti 
could  be  remedied  by  the  removal  of  Uul 
sentimental  grievance.  Would  a  prndtct 
:  physician  amputate  the  limb  of  a  pitirnl 
suffering  from  a  malady  of  the  mind  )  V" 
I  that  is  the  very  thing  you  propose  tn  An 
I  I  ask  any  one,  whether  Irish  or  Eiiglit^ 
Cnlholio  or  Protestant,  la^inn  or  cfclf- 
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•iasiio — ean  you,  in  the  smallest  degree, 
connect  the  present  dissatisfaction  and 
discontent  with  the  sentimental  grievance 
of  the  Irish  Establishment  ?  The  truth  is. 
the  discontent  of  the  present  day  differs 
from  the  discontent  of  all  former  times. 
What  you  now  see  is  external,  and  fo- 
mented from  abroad.  It  is,  in  fact,  a 
wanton,  wicked,  and  foul  conspiracy — not 
against  the  Established  Church  —  but 
against  all  law,  order,  and  go?ernment ; 
but  the  discontent  you  had  before  arose 
from  tome  oiTil  disability  or  practical  wrong 
which  you  could  redress,  and  if  I  wanted 
proof  of  that  I  would  appeal  to  the  re- 
markable pamphlet  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill)  — 
where,  both  in  the  beginning  and  end, 
it  is  there  pointed  out  that  we  have  done 
for  Ireland  all  that  a  British  Parlia- 
ment can  do.  In  the  face  of  this  the 
hon.  Member  solicits  not  merely  to  get 
rid  of  the  Irish  Church,  but  of  erery  kind 
of  religious  endowment,  and  in  the  very 
last  page  he  tells  us  that  even  if  we  do 
this  we  shall  have  done  nothing  to  allay  the 
disaffection  and  discontent  unless  we  also 
settle  the  land  question.  For  these  reasons 
I  think  I  have  shown  that,  according  to 
the  terms  laid  down  in  the  pregnant  sen- 
tence of  Archbishop  Whately,  you  are  not 
iostified  in  breaking  this  solemn  compact. 
Yoo  have  not  shown  either  the  manifest 
inutility,  or  manifest  hurtfulness  of  the 
inatitotion  you  propose  to  destroy.  Having 
•aid  so  much,  let  me  advert  very  briefly 
to  two  or  three  other  points.  [*'  Oh,  oh!  *'] 
I  am  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  One 
part  of  the  subject  has  been  but  briefly 
alladed  to,  and  with  reference  to  this  I 
desire  to  have  some  information  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire.  In  plain  words.  I  mean  this : 
—By  the  form  of  proceeding  you  have 
adopted  you  are  proposing  to  abolish  a 
•aered  institution,  and  you  have  not  inti- 
mated to  us  in  any  manner  which  we  can 
miderBtand,  what  other  institution  you  are 
going  to  substitute  for  the  religious  in- 
atmction  of  the  Irish  people  ?  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has,  indeed,  pointed  to  several 
topics  connected  with  the  subject  which 
are  of  great  importance — namely,  the  total 
Taloe  which  he  puts  on  the  whole  of  the 
Church  property,  and  the  particular  value 
which  he  puts  on  that  part  of  the  Church 
property  which  he  thinks  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  life-holders  of  its  revenues.  He  is, 
however,  entirely  silent  with  reference  to 
the  sorploB  or  difference.    And  though  he 


tells  us  what  the  condition  of  the  Church 
and  the  clergy  is  to  be  after  these  valua- 
tions are  made,  and  this  property  is  re  dis- 
tributed, I  will  venture  to  say  that  nobody 
who  examines  that  part  of  the  case  will 
find  that  the  substitute  he  intends  to  pro- 
vide for  it,  is  either  a  substitute  in  fact,  or 
a  flubstitute  which  the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom  will  ever  sanction.  The  value  of 
property  my  right  hon.  Friend  puts  at 
£16,000,000.  including  in  that  valuation 
the  parsonage  houses,  the  churclies  and 
advowsons,  the  tithes,  and  the  lands  be- 
longing to  dignitaries.  But  he  has  not 
told  us  how  this  valuation  is  made  up.  He 
has  not  told  us  whether  the  property  is  to 
be  brought  into  the  market,  and  tho  value 
ascertained  there ;  he  has  not  told  us  whe- 
ther tho  State  is  to  hold  it,  and,  if  so,  on 
what  trusts  ;  and  he  has  not  told  us— 
which  is  the  most  important  part  of  all — 
how  much  of  this  property  has  been  made 
up  of  private  benefaction.  Nor  has  he 
alluded,  even  in  the  briefest  manner,  to 
that  which  has  hitherto  been  considered 
the  most  important  statute  on  the  statute 
book  of  Ireland  —namely,  the  Act  of  Set- 
tlement. When  you  come  to  examine  that 
portion  of  the  subject,  I  believe  you  will 
find — I  give  no  positive  opinion  till  we  have 
the  facts  before  us,  and  what  I  am  now 
complaining  of  is  that  we  are  dealing  with 
this  question  without  having  the  facts  be- 
fore us — I  believe  you  will  find  that  the 
Act  of  Settlement  secured  to  the  Church 
one-fifth  of  the  whole  of  its  property,  which 
property  never  belonged  to  the  Church  of 
Ireland  while  Boman  Catholic.  Nay,  more, 
I  believe  you  will  find  that  the  security 
given  for  that  property  to  the  members  of 
that  Church  is  precisely  the  same  as  that 
given  to  laymen  taking  under  that  Act  of 
Settlement.  I  ask,  therefore,  not  merely 
whether  your  valuation  is  correct,  but  whe- 
ther the  same  principles  can  be  applied  to 
other  portions  of  the  property,  secured  by 
the  Act  of  Settlement,  which  you  are  go- 
ing to  apply  to  the  property  of  the  Church  ? 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  existing  holders, 
there  are  two  or  three  questions  which  I 
should  like  to  put  ; — first,  whether  you  are 
going  to  capitalize  those  revenues  ;  and, 
if  not,  then  whether  you  are  going  to  pay 
the  life-holders  out  of  the  revenues  which  the 
State  has  so  taken  possession  of.  If  the  for- 
mer, how  will  you  leave  anything  for  those 
who  come  after  ?  If  you  pay  them  out  of  the 
revenues  taken  possession  of  by  the  State, 
then  when  the  lives  of  these  different  life- 
holders  come  to  an  end,  I  should  be  glad  to 
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kninf  whal  ii  to  become  of  tlie  aurplus.  I 
Ktk  ihig,  beni  ing  in  mini]  one  of  the  tnoet 
important  observntiong  mnde  b;  inv  riglit 
hon.  Fripnd— nnmely.  Hint  tlienc  gentle- 
men wonli)  eiiJDj,  no  longer  amid  nn  elien- 
ftteil  nnd  diicontentetl  people,  tt>e  proport; 
h  bad  to  been  sccureil  to  (hem,  but 
thej  would  etijoj  it  nith  tlio  perfect  cordi- 
ality and  eond-«il]  of  nil  8cct«,  of  nil  per- 
,  nnd  all  pprBoaaionB.  IIow  nil!  this 
iment  apply  to  the  succeBBora  of  the 
preeent  incumbenia,  who,  according  to 
3  of  the  nltcratioos,  Kill  hare  no  pro- 
perly at  all  ?  It  is  a  moehery  to  talk  of 
their  enjoying  the  property  with  llie  oordi- 
nlity  nnd  good-will  oF  people  of  all  per- 
ions,  nhen  you  are  taking  awny  tlint 
properly  nnd  applying  it,  possibly  lo  some 
miserable  seculnr  purpose.  Then  I  come 
to  the  more  iinporlaoi  question  of  the  total 
Bilenee  of  my  right  lion.  Friend — a  total 
silence  an  to  what  lie  is  going  to  do  with 
the  surplus,  or  the  difference  between 
£16,000.000.  nhich  h  the  total  esti- 
mated »ftluo  of  the  Church  propprty,  and 
£9,600.000,  which  is  the  Bstimoted  interest 
if  the  life-holders.  What  is  going  to  be  done 
nith  that,  and  lo  what  purposes  is  it  to  be 
applied  ?  My  rigbt  hon.  Friend  has  been 
pressed  by  questions  which  made  him  admit 
that  ho  is  going  aoniehow  or  other  lo  put 
I  end  to  the  grant  to  Maynoolh  and  the 
Begium  Donum.  But  is  the  grant  to 
Maynoolh  to  be  redeemed  out  of  the  Church 
roperly  ?  If  it  is  to  be  redoumod,  what 
re  tlie  terma  upon  which  that  redemption 
3  to  bo  effected  !  Aro  you  going  to  give 
horn  merely  the  life  income  which  our 
lergy  are  to  receiye,  or  are  you  going  to 
lire  them  the  full  yalue  of  the  £:iO,bO0 
er  annum  iu  perpetuity  ?  If  you  intend 
to  adopt  the  Intler  course  you  are  going  to 
t  tho  priests  of  Maynooth  in  a  different 
mer  from  what  you  are  going  to  treat 
rownclergy.  Would  (hat  be  jost  >  But 
perhaps  you  are  going  to  redeem  this  grant 
DUlofthc  Church  funds.  If  that  be  tho  course 
that  it  is  intended  to  adopt,  let  me  tell  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  that  ho  will  get  no 
support  from  those  who  are  now  hid  most 
■■  nnd  powerful  allies.  From  wbnt  I 
read  of  the  proceedings  at  the  Metropolitan 
robernacle,  I  find  that  Mr.  Spurgeon  wrote 
)  letter  to  the  lion.  Member  for  Birming- 
lam  (Mr.  Bright)— dealing  with  him  almost 
us  a  Minister  of  the  Crown— and  pulling  it 
to  him  whether  he  was  going  to  give  as 
luuccnr  to  the  Roman  Catholics  any  portion 
jf  the  Church  property  ;  for,  if  he  was,  no- 
ihing  on  enrih  would  induce  the  Disscnlers 
Mr.  IFat^ola 


to  agree  to  such  a  eourse.  But  if  yoD  ii- 
not  intend  to  redeem  the  Maynoolh  Grant' 
in  ihflt  manner  are  you  going  to  resort  la 
the  principle  laid  down,  I  am  aorry  lo  say, 
so  often  by  ilio  right  hon.  Member  fur 
Cainc  (Mr.  Lowe),  of  applying  this  property 
to  secular  purposes  ?  I  contend  that  Ditt 
which  was  given  for  the  purposes  of  reli- 
gion ought  still  to  bo  preserved  for  pm- 
poscB  of  religion.  Arc  you  going  to  set 
upon  the  docrine  eo  often  inctiteated  bylha 
right  hon.  Member  for  CaInc,  that  there  i* 
a  broad  distinction  belweea  property  helJ 
by  corporations  and  property  held  hj  in- 
di.iduals?  ["Heaf,  hear!"]  "  iW, 
hear,"  aaya  the  hon.  Member  oppotii*. 
Ha*  he  considered  upon  what  the  rights  of 
property  depend — has  he  fully  consideroj 
that  upon  the  preservation  of  the  righii  of 
properly   depend  all  the  imprnvemeiil,  all 


.nd    all    the 


been  lup- 
1  property 


posed  that  the  rights  attnched  v 
give  to  its  onncrs  the  fullest  powen  i>i  ic- 
cumulation  and  the  freest  poner  of  Irani- 
mission  and  disposition,  eubject  only  to  lU 
qualification  that  it  may  bo  regulated  anil 
restricted  beforehand  by  laws  dictiiCi)  by 
public  policy  ?  Unless  property  held  by 
corporations  is  forfeited  &nd  abused,  it 
stands  upon  precisely  the  aanie  ivrms  u 
property  held  by  individuals,  mad  (!m  oaly 
difference  between  properly  held  in  tbew 
two  ways  is  that  the  one  is  sacred  to  per- 
sons and  the  other  to  purposes.  In  deelin; 
wiih  property  sacred  lo  purposes  you  will 
find  that  more  care  is  reqoired  tliau  id 
dealing  with  that  sacred  to  iodividualt ;  fiir 
it  must  never  be  foigotten  that  persooi  are 
fluctualiug  and  transitory,  while  purpoMt 
may  he  and  often  are  of  the  highest  m> 
ment  and  of  a  permanent  eharacler.  Ho*, 
Sir,  having  dealt  with  this  part  oF  tlis 
subject,  I  will  next  advert  to  the  conditiM 
in  which  the  Church  will  be  left  in  tht 
event  of  its  diseslabliahment.  The  tight 
tion.  Gentleman  proposes  to  leave  tl>* 
Church  with  the  fullest  power  of  wIF- 
mnnagenient,  with  the  fullest  po"er  of 
development,  and  entirely  uncontrolled  by 
any  laws  external  lo  itself.  By  plnoinj 
the  Church  iu  that  position  the  ligM 
hon.  Genileman  will  strike  at  most  of  tbs 
objects  for  which  Eslablishments  bsr* 
been  founded,  and  at  the  means  by  ahitli 
the  docirino  and  discipline  of  the  Cbufcli 
is  lo  be  maintained.  The  objects  foi 
which  an  Establishment  is  founded  sr« 
these  —  that  in  every  nook  and  corner  of 
ilio  kingdom  there  should  be  provided  fof 


1641        EaiahKiked  Church        {Apbil  30, 1868] 


(Ireland). 


1642 


the  people  the  miDistrations  of  religion, 
religious  instruction,  public  worship,  and 
pastoral  superintendence  ;  and  if  you  take 
away  from  any  portion  of  the  kingdom  the 
right  to  these  things  which  the  laity  hare 
hitherto  enjoyed,  you  strike  at  the  very 
root,  not  only  of  an  Establishment,  but  at 
ererything  which  the  people  and  the  coun- 
try hold  most  dear,  and  which  are  to  them 
full   of  permanent  adrantage.      Talk   of 
•eouritios  I     The  securities  the  people  are 
entitled  to  ask  for  are  the  securities  which 
connect  the  Church  with  the  State,  and  the 
placing  the  Church  in  due  subordination  to 
the  civil  power.     Those  are  the  securities 
which  have  giren  to  the  people  the  perfect 
knowledge  of  the  worship  and  liturgy  to  be 
used,  and  the  doctrines  which  are  to  be 
taught  in  their  churches.     What  does  the 
•upremacy  of  the  Crown  consist  of  ?     Two 
seta  of  laws — the  one  negative,  the  other 
positive.     By  the  negative  laws  you  deny 
the  right  of  any  foreign  Prince  to  have  juris- 
diction or  to  exercise  authority  within  this 
realm.  By  the  positive  laws  the  appointment 
of  Bishops  was  vested  in  the  Crown  as  well 
aa  a  great  portion  of  the  temporalities  ; 
and  the  liturgies  read  and  the   doctrines 
preached  in   the  Church   are  settled    by 
Courts  of  which  the  Crown  is  the  head. 
Take  away  the  right  which  the  people  of 
this  country  now  possess,  and  I  ask  you, 
what   becomes   of   the  supremacy  of  the 
Crown  ?     Ton  will  then  have  two  Church 
organisations  in  Ireland  —  one   of   them 
Soman  Catholic  and  the  other  Episcopa- 
lian —  both   entirely   independent   of   the 
Crown.     Now,  I  ask,  is  that  a  favourable 
State  of  things  for  the  stability  of  the  Bri- 
tish rule  ?     Will  that  strengthen  the  union 
between  these  countries  ?     Will  that  tend 
to  the  harmony  and  peace  of  which  we 
have  heard  so  much  ?     Will  that  secure  to 
the  people  of  this  country  their  primary 
rights?     They  claim  at  your  hands  perfect 
freedom  from  sacerdotal  tyranny  on   the 
one  hand,  and  from  wild  fanaticism  on  the 
other.     My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) quoted  with  effect  more  than  one 
passage  from  Mr.   Burke,  who  is  full  of 
ioatroction,  and  other  paseages  from  the 
opinions  of  the  same  statesman  were  quoted 
bj  the  late  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland. 
But  there  are  passages  which  neither  my 
right  hon.  Friend  nor  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  thought  of  quoting,  though  they 
are  the   most   important  on  this*  subject 
which  Mr.  Burke  ever  published.      They 
are  not  only  his  general  notions  of  Church 
Establishments,  but  they  are  his  particular 


reasons  for  maintaining  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment in  Ireland.     1  therefore  commend 
them  to  the  attention  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.      Mr.  Burke  did   not,  it  is  true, 
approve  of  the  condition  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland.     He  found  fault  with  its  anoma- 
lies ;  but  he  says  he  wishes  well  to  that 
Establishment  for   several  reasons.      Ha 
wished  well  to  it  because   it  is  the  link 
which  holds  fast  religion  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  and  which  forms  a 
sensible  connection  between  England  and 
Ireland.     He  wished  it  well  because  it  is 
the  Establishment  of  the  religion  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  proprietors  of  land, 
with  whom  all  Establishments  ought  to  be 
connected.     [*'  Ob,  oh  !  "]     An  hon.  Gen- 
tleman interrupts  me  ;  but,  if  he  inquires, 
he  will  find  that  at  this  moment,  I  believe 
I  may  say,  nine-tenths  of  the  land  of  Ire- 
land are  held  by  Protestant  proprietors. 
Mr.  Burke  says  further  that  the  Protestant 
Church  of  Ireland  is  the  only  one  of  the 
Churches  in  that  country  which  could  be 
connected  with  the  Crown,  such  connection 
being  the  mainstay  of  the  Constitution.     I 
think  those  reasons  are  just  as  applicable 
now  as   they    were   in   the   time   of  Mr. 
Burke.     With  regard  to  that  which  was 
urged  so  frequently  the  other  night  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lanca- 
shire (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) — and 
it  is  the  only  topic,  if  a  true  one,  which 
ought  to  have  a  material  bearing  on  this 
part  of  the  question — I  allude  to  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland,  or  as  he  called  it,  a 
message  of  conciliation  and  peace — I  wish 
to  ask  you  whether,  if  this  Resolution  is 
interpreted    as   a    message    of   peace   by 
one  party,  it  will  not  be  interpreted  as 
a   message    of  war    by  the   other,  when 
they    feel  the   wrong    you    are  about  to 
inflict  upon   them.      We  all   of   us  wish 
—  it   is    our    most    anxious    wish  — that 
disaffection  and  discontent  in  Ireland  should 
be  brought  to  a  close.     But  you  never  will 
bring  them    to  a  close  by  irritating  and 
attacking  those  who  have  been  truest  to 
you  in  all  your  trials.     I  believe  that  both 
sides  of  the  House  might  adopt  a  polioj 
which  would  enable  all  classes  in  Ireland 
to  join  amicably  and  cordially  in  endea- 
vouring to  effect    the  happiness  of  their, 
common  country;  but  if  you  wish  to  enable 
them  to  do  this,  you  must  not  agree  to  a 
measure  which  savours  of  class  legislation, 
which  will  drive  them  more  than  ever  into 
hostile  factions,  and  strengthen  and  per- 
petuate rivalry  and  ill-feeling  between  race 
and  race  and  creed  and  creed.     Remember 
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the  fumoiis  eajliigof  B&tter — "That  re1i> 
gious fret'dom  ihouUbsTolocLno'slieat;  nnd 
on  the  Inva  and  oahes  of  furraer  eruptions 
there  should  grow  tLo  peaceful  oliie,  iho 
D,  the  BustsiDirig  corn."  IieUnd, 
Tiie  and  sorrow  be  it  spoten,  hns 
b^  ConTuliioni  nhich  were  not 
Bent  ns  corrcotionn  from  Deaven,  but  were 
Booiirgex  ioflicltd  by  the  hand  of  man. 
Sut  a  new  crn  hns  been  recently  coming 
upon  lier.  Better  daya  (or  her  appear 
to  be  dawning  ;  and,  down  to  the  tioie  of 
this  wicked  Fonianigm,  and  eveo  in  spile 
of  that  wioked  conapiracy,  tliere  baa  grown 
up  on  the  lara  and  aibet  of  former  oonvul- 
iioMB  more  order,  more  trnnqoillily.  more 
iudustry,  and  more  empioyroi'nt,  kinillier 
feelings,  narmer  tympatliiea,  higher  liopet, 
and  brighter  nspirDtioDs  than  Ireland  hne 
C»er  enjoyed  before.  If,  then,  you  wisb 
thra  bettor  stale  of  things  to  continue,  t  am 
perfectly  confident  the  way  to  realize  that 
object  ig  not  by  pdiaing  any  meaaure  which 
will  brenk  doivn  [undamental  Inwa  and  break 
through  the  most  eolemn  compnotB,  but  it 
18  by  conliuuing  tliose  inelilulions  which 
have  been  the  result  of  oUe  bgialatian. 
and  which  ought  to  be  maintnined  in  alrict 
conformity  wjib  our  Purl  lament  a  ry  engage- 
meota. 

LoHD  ELCUO:  If  iliia  were  the  Sret 
niglit  of  an  important  debate  luch  as  this, 
I  slioiild  feel  that  it  waa  au  act  of  the 
groBBPBt  prefiumplion  on  mv  part  to  obtrude 
myeelf  upon  the  House  :  hut,  Sir,  as  you 
will  do  me  the  justice  to  admit,  1  endea- 
voured to  catDh  your  eye  at  an  hour  of  llic 
evening  when  the  altoodauce  in  tho  House 
in  usually  very  small.  llnTing  said  this  | 
much,  I  protest  against  llio  tone  of  apo- 1 
logy  adopted  by  the  hon,  and  leorneJ  j 
Gentleman  who  preceded  the  rigbt  hon,  | 
Gentleman  who  has  just  gnt  down.  He  , 
apologised  for  epeeking  at  all  upon  this 
subject.  Now,  I  bold  that,  be  the  debate  I 
long  or  be  it  short,  Members  of  this  Douse  , 
irho  have  strong  opinions  on  this  queatiun 
of  the  Irish  Churoh  have  a  right  to  o;(preas  I 
their  opinions.  I  say  this  as  a  matter  of  j 
principle,  and  not  as  a  matter  nffecling 
myself  pcrsonnlty  ;  and  I  say  it  becnuse  I 
observed  that  throughout  this  dehnte 
has  been  an  attempt  niado  on  this  I 
[the  Opposition)  sido  of  the  House  to  pre- , 
vent  dificusaion.  ["No,  no!"]  Tho  tone 
ina  been  this — that  the  debate  on  this  im- 
lortant  subject  ought  not  (o  be  prolonged. 
Why  ?  Lost  it  should  interfere  wiih  the 
'  r  businefls  of  tho  Session.  But  if  it 
interfere  with  ilio  oilier  businoas  of 
Mr.  Jfalpoh 


the  Session,  who  is  to  binme  7  I  mftintttia 
that  this  qaeetion  ia  nuw  brougbt  before 
the  House  in  an  entirely  new  light  and 
positjon.  Thirty  years  have  passed  during 
which  this  question  has  been,  more  or  leisi 
brought  before  the  Hou^e  ;  bat  thir  is  tb« 
first  time  it  has  been  brought  forward  by  a 
person  occupying  the  prominent  poeilian  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  firit 
time  a  proposition  has  been  made  from  thsl 
Bench  for  total  disestablishment.  Il  ii 
now  neither  more  or  less  than  a  majuiity 
which  is  strong  attempting  to  furee  *  quet- 
lion  through  this  House.  When  bun.  Oea- 
tlemen  on  tbia  (the  Opposition)  aida  talk 
of  prolonging  the  Session  and  interfering 
ith  the  course  of  business,  it  is  Bomothii^ 


like  km 


n  kick- 


ing him  for  falling.  Or  their  conduct  might 
be  compared  to  that  of  the  nolf  who  com. 
plained  of  the  disturbance  by  tho  lamb  of 
the  waters  below  the  spot  where  he  mu 
standing.  Having  entered  tbia  protest,  I 
wish  to  eipress  briefly  the  strong  feeltap 
I  entertain  upon  this  question.  \  wisti  to 
enter  my  protest  against  th«  time  and  tbs 
manner,  and  the  thing  proposed  to  be  done. 
The  lime  and  tho  manner  have  been  apoliv 
giicd  for  by  tho  hon.  and  learned  Genile- 
man  (Hr.  Young)  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  a  parly  role,  necessary  to  re-unite  tt>c 
Liberal  party.  1  do  not  in  anj  way  qass- 
lion  tho  right  of  this  side  to  take  that 
ciiursc.  It  is  tho  traditional  policv  of  the 
Liberal  party  to  force  on  in  Oppositioa 
measures  tliey  oppose  or  allovr  to  slomber 
when  they  are  in  Otiice  ;  as  it  uppeu*  id 
be,  I  am  afraid,  tiio  traditional  policy  of 
the  other  side  to  carry  in  OfSce  measuret 
they  oppose  in  Opposition.  Now,  that  sncli 
is  the  traditional  policy  of  this  side  of  the 
House  cannot  be  disputed.  I  well  Tecnll«cl 
the  year  1848.  I  was  a  Peellio.  There 
was  a  strong  body  of  Peelilea  then.  Wt 
had  an  organ  in  the  press.  [Cr\M  ef 
"Name!"]  It  was  TkeS/oming  CHromeU. 
I  well  recollect  an  article  Id  Th«  Monmj 
Chronicle  of  that  day — the  year  of  nvgle- 
tion  and  Chartism — which  aaid 

"We  ought  to  be  most  (bsnkful  that  the  Whip 
ncre  in  office,  bccauie  if  thoy  had  aot  b«a  •» 
Gffloo  Iho  Clinrter  would  havo  been  the  \tw  ol  tb* 
land,  xnd  we  should  hsTo  Men  an  ex- Whig  Mmil- 
ler,  in  order  to  eoforce  it,  breaking  tlie  aiiiilon 
in  Fall  Mnil." 

I  do  not  know  who  wrote  thatariiela.  We 
have  two  right  lion.  Gootleroen,  tbeo  PkI- 
ites,  who  are  at  present  Members  of  tti* 
Whig  party  — the  Members  for  3oa^ 
Lnncnshire  and  the  City  of  Oxford  (Ur. 
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Gladatone  and  Mr*  Cardwell).  I  do  not 
know  whether  either  of  those  right  hoo. 
Gentlemea  wrote  that  particular  article  ; 
hot  it  was  their  newspaper  at  the  time. 
The  right  hoa.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
shakes  his  bead  ;  but  I  deliberately  assert 
that  The  Morning  Chronicle  at  that  time 
waa  the  political  organ  of  the  Peelite  party. 
["Qaeation."]  I  am  coming  to  the  question, 
but  it  must  ha? e  an  introduction.  The  ques- 
tion is  thia — Suppose  at  that  time  anybody 
had  hinted  to  either  of  those  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  tbey»  in  twenty  years,  would  in 
their  own  persona  and  aets  exemplify  this 
traditional  policy  of  the  Whig  party,  bow 
would  they  have  repudiated  the  insinua- 
tion ?  But  I  leaf  e  both  sidea  of  the  House 
to  judge  what  would  have  been  the  feelings 
of  indignatioo  of  those  right  lion.  Gentle- 
men if  anyone  had  then  ventered  to  assert 
thai  the  special  way  in  which  they  would 
exemplify  it  would  be  by  the  one  proposing 
and  the  other  supporting  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church — both  being  the 
deroted  pupils  of  Peel  and  Graham — of 
Peel,  who,  when  he  passed  the  Emancipa- 
tion Act  and  the  Maynooth  Act,  thought  he 
had  taken  every  necessary  security  for 
the  permanent  establishment  of  the  Irish 
Church ;  and  of  Graham,  who  thought  it 
necetaary  to  leave  the  Liberal  party  in 
eonaequence  of  their  measures  in  connec- 
tion with  that  Church.  I  now  come  to  the 
other  point — I  oppose  this  measure  not  only 
on  the  question  of  time,  but  because  of  the 
thing  we  are  asked  to  do— to  disestablish 
the  Irish  Church.  What  is  the  reason 
given  for  this  ?  It  is  said  to  be  a  great 
act  of  atonement  for  miagovernment.  We 
are  to  offer  up  aa  a  victim  that  Establish- 
ment which  was  planted  among  other 
things  to  maintain  English  interests  and 
English  connection.  I,  for  one,  am  not 
prepared  to  clothe  myself  in  a  penitential 
sheet,  and  throw  ashes  on  my  head  for  the 
miagovernment  of  Ireland.  I  do  not  wish 
to  rake  up  history  and  refer  to  the  Crom- 
wellian  aeveritiea  of  the  maasaores  of  Pro- 
teatantSy  for  which  these  meaaurea  were  the 
repriaala.  We  are  not  responsible,  I  boldly 
aaaert.  This  generation  and  the  last  gene- 
ration of  statesmen  have  nothing  to  bring 
home  to  their  consciences  the  blamo  of  Irish 
misgovernment.  If  there  were  time  I 
would  show  that,  in  respect  to  civil  Govern- 
ment, Ireland  waa  more  ftiToorably  treated 
than  any  other  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom. When  an  hon.  Gentleman  behind 
me  talka  of  the  auma  of  money  taken  from 
Ireland,  I    may   mention  that  there  ia  a 


Return  on  the  table  showing  that,  while  the 
revenue  in  Scotland  arising  from  taxation 
is  double  that  in  Ireland,  the  public  money 
spent  in  Scotland  ia  not  one-half  or  one- 
fourth  of  what  is  spent  in  Ireland.  When 
it  ia  said  that  thia  ia  to  be  a  great  meaaure 
of  atonement  to  pacify  Ireland,  I  beg  to 
aay  that  it  ia  not  the  religioua  queation 
which  agitatea  that  country.  Sir  George 
Lewia,  writing  in  1833,  aaid  that  the 
Whiteboy  organization  waa  not  the  reault 
of  the  Iriah  Church.  In  the  six  years 
before  the  paasing  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Emancipation  Act,  what  waa  the  number 
of  murders  committed  in  Ireland  ?  600  and 
odd  ;  and  in  the  aix  yeara  after  the  passing 
of  that  Act  the  number  of  murders  waa 
1,200  and  odd.  Aa  a  meaaure  of  pacifica- 
tion at  that  time  the  Act  of  Emancipation 
completely  failed  ;  and  will  any  man  now 
atand  up  and  aay  that  at  the  preaent 
moment  the  state  of  Ireland  would  be 
pacified  by  the  passing  of  thia  Motion  for 
doing  away  with  the  Established  Church  ? 
Waa  the  murder  in  Ireland  caused  the 
other  day  by  any  religious  cause  ?  Waa 
it  a  religioua  cause*  which  in  Canada 
brought  about  the  death  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  D'Arcy  M'Gee,  or  which  guided 
the  hand  of  the  assassin  in  Australia  ?  I 
say  that  we  cannot  find  any  cause  for 
blame  in  the  civil  government  of  Ireland  ; 
and  I  go  further  and  maintain  that  there  ia 
no  cause  for  blame  in  reference  to  the  re- 
ligioua government.  Our  policy  in  a  re- 
ligious point  of  view  has  been  a  policy  of 
toleration,  conceaaion,  and  conciliation ; 
and  what  baa  been  the  reault?  Every 
possible  conciliation  has  been  offered  to  a 
Church  which  never  will  be  satiafied— • 
never  will  be  satiafied  without  total  and 
complete  supremacy.  Thoae  who  now  de- 
mand the  diaeatabliahment  of  the  Iriah 
Church  are  they  whoae  forefathera  accepted 
Roman  Catholic  Emancipation  on  the  con- 
dition that  permanent  aafety  waa  to  be 
aecured  to  that  Church.  I  have  alwaya 
felt  the  greatest  sympathy  for  Ireland.  I 
have  Iriah  blood  in  my  veina.  ["  Oh,  oh  V*] 
I  am  not  aware  that  that  ia  a  circumstance 
to  be  ashamed  of.  I  have  always  supported 
every  concession  to  the  Roman  Catholics. 
I  voted  for  Maynooth,  and  the  night  before 
I  atood  for  my  election  I  waa  told  that  if  I 
gave  my  vote  in  favour  of  the  grant  I 
ahould  loae  my  aeat.  I  voted  for  Roman 
Catholic  chaplains  in  gaols  and  in  the 
army  ;  and  in  spite  of  the  celebrated 
*<  Durham  letter,"  when  "No  Popery" 
waa  chalked  up  and  somebody  ran  away,  I 
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was  Ona  of  the  twenty'One  Membern  wtio 

resisled  the  Eeclesimtieal  Titles  Bill.     On 

this  Tery  f)uestion   of   the   Irinh   Church  I 

am  ono  of  tliuse   who  hate  tnlkeJ  luoselv. 

With  Tog^rA  to  it  t  hate  hitherto  felt  and 

mil)  thnt  there  nppenred  to  be  a  great  and 

f[rie*oiis  nnoninlj  ;  but  thnt  it  "na  a  quos- 

HO  remote  in  its  nature  that  it  was 

likelv  to  come  before  ua  in  our  time. 

What  concliisioii  must  1  come  to?     Why, 

I  I  cannot  folb^r  the  ri(;hl  hon.   Oen- 

lan    the    Member   for    Sonth    Lanes- 

o.      And    why?      Because    this   is  not 

Irish   qiiestioD.      It  goes   a   great  deal 

farther  than  that.     Wliat  ia  the  prioeiFiIe 


called  t 


We 


I  two  parties  in  this  Stale,  and  both  of 
are  hound  to  do  what  ia  host  for  the  in- 
rxts  of  Ireland.  Both  advocate  the 
principle  of  religious  equality,  I  deny 
that  that  priociple  is  in  existence  in  the 
Constitution.  And  1  further  deny  that  if 
this  principle  of  reli(r)0us  equality 
absolutely  or  necessarily,  whether  you 
"  level  up  "  or  "  level  down,"  it  leads  to 
IB  or  other  of  these  two  conclusions— the 
ipcal  of  the  Union  as  the  total  diacsta- 
blishmcnt  of  all  Eitalilished  Churches- 
When  I  gay  that,  do  not  mialnke  mo  when 
I  say  relifiiouB  e<[uoIity  aa  it  exitia  iu  our 
Oonalitulion  —  1  do  not  mean  religious 
toleration — that  to  the  fullest  extent  ia  in- 
deed the  (!''cat  principle  applied  by  the 
jtiito  to  all  religions  in  all  parts  of  the 
;ountry.  Let  nie  tnko  lliia  prinL-iple  of 
■olif-ious  equality — as  it  binds  I'le  Church 
a!  this  country  to  the  Irish  Oiurcli— firflt 
n  the  "  levelling  up  "  principle.  What 
he  "le'elling  up"  principle  means  I  do 
lOt  understand.  We  have  had 
ion  of  it  ;  but,  ao  far 
t,  it  r 


^xplat 


1  this. 

other,  the  c 


I-  later 
t  of  the 


Catholic  Church,  a  Roman  Cathnl 
Jnireraily,  and  iho  giving  a  social  posi- 
id  BtntuB  in  Irelnnd  to  the  Eoman 
Catholic  priests,  which  we  eliould  all  re- 
jice  to  soo  has  already  been  given  to 
.rohbishop  Cullen  at  the  Vice  regal  din- 
er. Will  this  go  beyond  religions  equa- 
ty  !  Certainly  not.  Were  it  a  religious 
iquality  unlesa  ihc  lloman  Catholio  Bishop 
'  1n  the  House  of  Lord*  aa  well  aa 
lestanl  Bishop?  Where  is  the 
eligions  equality  of  Ireland  unless  the 
lOrd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  a  Roman 
I    approh 


with 


Tlio: 


Roman   Catliolic  Bishops  sitting  with 
he   English    Biahops    in    iho   Hqubo   of 

Lord£lc/-o 


Lords,  if  It  la  consistent  with  the  preaent 
Constitotion.  Now  as  to  the  "levelling 
down  "  principle.  Will  that  go  bejond 
religioDS  e'|ualiiy?  We  know  what  the 
"  levelling  down  "  principle  means,  at  any 
rate.  It  means  the  total  diaeslablisbment 
of  the  Irish  Church.  I  maintain  that  at 
Inng  as  the  Union  is  maintnined  the  total 
disestablishment  of  the  Irisb  Church — pat- 
ting all  Churches  in  that  respect  on  aa 
equality — will  tiot  give  retigioua  cqnalily 
to  the  Roman  Catholics  in  ibe  Uniteil 
Kingdom.  It  was  an  argument  of  tba 
right  hon.  Qenilemao  to-night  that  it  wu 
not  a  question  of  voluntaryism,  but  aqaei- 
tion  of  tho  majority  of  a  certain  nenoa- 
Eiion.  What  I  distinctly  maintain  ^a  ilitl 
logicully  you  cannot  get  out  of  that  posi- 
tion; and  that  the  diseatabliahment  of  tho 
Church  of  Ireland  logically  meana  the  dit- 
establiahment  of  the  Church  of  Englaod 
and  the  Church  of  Scotland.  1  know  I 
shall  be  met  nitU  thia  remark —■•  That 
is  all  very  well  in  theory,  hut  we  are  prac- 
tical people.  It  is  expediency,"  Wo  had 
(hat  word  to-nigbt  from  a  diatiaguitW 
Member  of  this  Bench — "  It  ia  expedittiej 
that  demands  the  diseatahliahtnent  of  iba 
Irish  Church,  and  there  ti  not  the  slighlcit 
chance  of  the  Estftblished  Church  ia  Scot- 
land or  in  England  following  the  Chcrch 
of  Ireland."  A  word  upon  thnt.  Wbal  J 
is  it  that  haa  brought  about  tlic  prc»nrt 
itatc  of  the  questi.m  ?  ["Order,"]  1 
lave  no  hope  that  hon.  Members  on  this 
[the  Opposition)  side  of  tho  Uuoie  will 
Mow  those  who  are  in  the  minority  lo 
;ive  an  expreasion  of  opinion,  especially 
ipon  a  question  lespeeting  a  cause  which 
they  think  is  bad.  Uow  is  the  preteat 
position  of  the  Irisb  Church  brought 
»boul?  By  three  CBuaea.  We  have  here. 
IS  it  ia  iu  America — ["Oh,  ohi"  aid 
"Order!"]  It  hna  been  brought  abool 
iu  this  way.  You  have  in  this  country  a 
Roman  Catholio  party  united  as  one  man; 
you  have  here  two  parlies  who,  wilbuut 
tho  aid  of  that  Roman  Catholio  parly, 
ot  maintain  their  poaition  in  this 
to.  I  must  specify  the  measures  ihsi 
resorted  to  in  order  to  mainiain  that 
position  ;  but  aa  in  America,  at  the  preaetil 
,  certain  measures]  are  taken  in  lh« 
lidential  election  in  order  to  win  the 
Irish  vote,  so  in  this  country  there  are 
in  measures  proposed  from  one  tide 
of  the  House  in  tlie  hope  of  gaining  the 
Irish  vote.  That  is  one  influence  at 
work  to  bring  about  thia  state  of  tbiogi. 
Another  ia  the  power  in  this  canatty  ef 
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Tolantaryism  and  the  Liberation  Society. 
The  House  appears  to  forget  that  these 
are  days  of  reconoiliation  upon  this  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  and  that 
this  is  a  general  measure  of  reconciliation. 
Well,  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright)  is  a  distinguished  member  of 
this  powerful  Liberation  Society. 

Mb.  BRIGHT:  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
am  not  a  member  of  the  Liberation  So- 
ciety. 

Lord  ELCHO  :  I  congratulate  the  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  this — that,  being  one  of 
the  most  determined  opponents  of  Estab- 
lishments in  this  House,  he  is  able  to  say 
that  he  has  not  joined  a  society  with  which 
he  entirely  sympathises.  Now,  what  is 
the  programme  of  the  Liberation  Society  ? 
[*'  Question  !  "]  Their  programme  con- 
sists of  four  parts — church  rates,  Ireland, 
Scotland  and  England.  The  first  of  these 
acts  is  played  out.  The  second  is  being 
played  out,  and  the  members  of  the  Li- 
beration Society  are  too  honest,  and,  indeed, 
too  confident,  to  deny  that  they  look  with 
something  like  certainty  to  the  completion 
of  this  programme.  The  other  cause  which 
baa  brought  about  the  present  state  of 
things  IS  the  exigency  of  party.  Will  any 
man  tell  me  that  these  causes,  which  are 
in  force  now,  will  be  diminished  by  the 
passing  of  this  measure  ?  Does  any  man 
doubt  that,  in  the  course  of  a  few  years, 
•ome  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  get  up, 
and,  pointing  to  some  one  whom  he  had 
pretionsly  opposed,  will  say  in  reference 
to  the  Scotch  Church,  "  Now  is  the  hour  ! 
Behold  the  man !  "  Am  1  speaking  with- 
out book  of  what  is  before  us  ?  I  know 
tiiere  are  many  Gentleman  on  this  side  of 
the  House  who,  if  they  thought  that  by 
the  vote  they  are  about  to  give  they  would 
eventually  disestablish  the  Church  in  Scot- 
land and  in  England,  would  shrink  from 
giving  that  fote  to-night,  and  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen  what  is 
marked  out  for  them  by  the  head  of  the 
Toluntaries  in  this  country.  The  uim  and 
end  of  the  ? oluntary  movement  was  sketched 
by  Mr.  Miall  ten  years  ago;  and  it  is  clear 
from  what  he  said  that  the  application  of 
thia  principle  to  Ireland  will  re-act  upon 
the  Churches  of  Scotland  and  England. 
Now,  I  think  I  am  justified  in  saying  that 
we  shall  see  the  same  state  of  things 
brought  about  in  this  country  that  is  now 
proposed  for  Ireland.  ["  Divide  !  "]  I 
trust  the  House  will  pardon  me  for  thus 
giving  expression  to  my  opinions,  feeling, 
M  I  do,  that  this  is  a  question  to  be  argued 


not  upon  expediency  but  upon  principle; 
for  if  argued  on  expediency,  we  know  not 
how  soon  expediency  may  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  is  desirable  to  do  in  Great 
Britain  what  you  are  now  doing  in  Ireland. 
I  hope  in  the  remarks  I  have  made  I  have 
sold  nothing  which  can  give  offence  to  my 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen.  I  have 
done  all  in  my  power — saving  always  this 
great  question — to  promote  their  views  for 
the  extension  of  their  religious  liberty ; 
but  when  I  am  asked  to  give  my  vote  to 
root  up  that  which  has  been  established 
for  three  centuries,  when  I  see  that,  logi- 
cally, and,  I  believe,  practically,  it  .will 
lead  to  the  same  results  in  this  country, 
I  regret  that  I  must  give  my  vote  against 
the  Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  waited,  Sir,  until 
the  last  moment  in  the  expectation  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  would  address  the  House,  and 
in  the  belief  that  I  was  acting  conformably 
to  usage,  as  the  person  who  proposed  the 
Resolution  that  is  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee, in  desiring  not  to  offer  any  remarks 
that  I  might  feel  necessary  until  the  rest  of 
the  discussion  had  been  wholly  concluded. 
But  as  that  is  not  to  be  so,  I  take  occasion 
to  observe  that  during  this  debate,  which 
has  ranged  over  a  wide  field,  and  now  at  the 
end  of  the  eleventh  night — and  I,  for  one, 
do  not  grudge  the  time  bestowed  upon  so 
important  a  question — the  discussion  has 
turned  in  general  upon  accessory  and 
secondary  matters,  and  not  upon  the  merits 
of  the  Irish  Church  itself.  But,  after  all, 
at  this  we  can  hardly  wonder,  for  the  case 
of  the  Irish  Church  is  simple  enough.  The 
hon.  Baronet  who  commenced  the  debate 
this  evening  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  in  a 
very  attractive  speech  stated,  and  laid  great 
stress  on  the  statement,  that  the  Irish 
Church  at  present  exists.  Well,  Sir,  that 
is  an  admission  to  which  I  attach  great  im- 
portance. It  is  an  admission  which  we  are 
constrained  to  make,  and  I  think  it  is 
almost  the  only  admission  with  respect  to  it 
that  can  possibly  be  made.  For  when  we 
are  asked  to  show  cause  for  the  removal  of 
the  Irish  Church,  assuredly  it  is  enough  to 
say,  in  recommending  that  the  existence  of 
the  institution  be  brought  to  its  term,  that 
it  never  has  fulfilled — that  it  is  demonstrated 
it  never  can  fulfil  any  of  the  objects  for 
which  a  religious  Establishment  is  consti- 
tuted. It  is  not  the  Church  of  the  nation, 
but  the  Church  of  a  fraction  of  between 
one-eighth  and  one-tenth  of  the  nation.  It 
is  not  the  Church  of  tho  poor,  for  my  right 
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in.  Friend  t)io  Member   for   Conibridge 
iii*er«itj  (Mr.  Walpule)  hei  juat  told  ui 
Ht  nine-tenths  of  the  land  of  Ireland  is  in 
e  liandB   of  its   meniberB.      It   is    not   a 
iiurch  supported  nnd  propagated  by  U9  on 
0  high  ground  of  truth,   because,  alonf; 
fth  the  niagniSccnt  cndowmcntt  that  ve 
How    to   continue    in    tho    hands    of    the 
sinblishod    Church    in    Ireland,   wo  taka 
ira  to  vote,  InconjiBtetitljr  from  the  public 
inds  tii  this  countrj',  a  sum  for  the  support 
'  that  College  whence  go  forth  the  ps«tora 
the  Irish  people,  who  receive  an  educa- 
on  supplied  at  our  eipenae.    It  isnoteven 
Church  maintained   for  the  >>i)ppoi't  nnd 
ropagation  oftlie  Chrislinn  Faiih,  for  it  is 
loarlj  demonstrated  bj  tigures  nhich  no 
laa  o&n   dispute  that  for  that  end  it  has 
ntirel;  Failed.      The  Home  Secretary,  in- 
!ed,    thinking    to    pass   lightly   over   this 
ubjcet,  tnid  he  knew  of  no  figures  except 
of  tho  last  thirt;  years;  but,  whether 
ight  hon.  Oentleninn  chooses  to  knoir 
im  or  not,  it  is  an  undoubted  fact  tlint 
are  Returns  which  have  aln'ajs  been 
loaght  to  come  from  truatirorthy  persons 
id    perions    of    authority,    such    ns    Sir 
'illiam  Petty,      Moreuver.  as  I  liave  told 
e   right  hon.   Genlleman'-and  he  may 
itisfy   himself  if   he  pleases — thnt  about 
40  years  ago  a  cnroful  Census  of  the  re- 
'  UI  perauaiians  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
made,  under  the  authority  of  the  Got- 
iient  of  the  day.  nnd  thnt  Ccnsun,  con- 
ing Willi  Sir  "Williiim   Petty  and   every 
r  iiiTesiigntor,  stated  the  propiirtion  of 
lan   Catholics  to  Protestants  as   much 
II'  than  that  nhich  now  exists  after  three 
iiries  of  Protestant  ascendancy.      For 
hat  purpose,  then,  does  the   Irish   Church 
tablisliment  exist?     Not  fur  any  of  the 
igiuua  purpoGGS  that  should  consecrate  the 
liatence  of  a  religious  institution.  It  exists, 
ifortunatcly,  for  other  purposes — For  the 
irpose — I   freely  admit   the    merits  of  its 
iveriiorsandininiiiters — of  keeping  aliic  in 
eland  tiie  rcniem bianco  of  bitlcr  oniinosi- 
id  for  slill  establishing  and  maintain- 
ig,  it)  a  form  palpable  to  the  people,  the 
inciple  of  religious  inequality  and  religious 
leendancy.      It  is    nut    wonderful,    under 
circumstances,   that   tho  debates   of 
ear  have    taken  a   course   very   dif- 
indced   from  tlioie  of   thirty  years 
nd    that    tho  defence  of  tlio    Irish 
hurch  has  been  based  mainly  anil  almost 
tirely  upon  grounds  extraneous  tu  that 
hureh  itself.     No™,  Sir,  wo  haro  before  | 
tUHO  nnd  the  Committee— before  Par- 1 
aroent  and  the  country  —  not  one  poh'cy 
ill'.  O'laMoitff 


but  two.  It  is  admitted  by  Her  M«JMty'i 
Government,  ns  much  bb  by  ns,  ibat  the 
present  state  of  things  cannot  bs  majn- 
tniiied  ;  that,  in  tho  face  of  official  respoa- 
sibility,  you  canuot  confront  tho  people  ef 
Ireland  and  contend  that  tho  present  con- 
dition of  religions  cudowniODts  in  Ireland 
ought  to  remain  unohanged.  There  is  the 
policy  of  the  Ouvernment,  nhich  may  be 
said  to  consist  mainly  in  the  first  insinnn 
of  precrastinalion.  Now,  that  is  a  pnlicy 
which  in  our  judgment  is,  I  think  I  may 
say,  almost  inadmissible.  We  contend  — 
and  I  shall  presently  endearour  to  abow — 
that  if  e?er  there  was  a  moment  celling 
for  decisive  action  on  the  part  of  tb«  Le- 
gislature, that  moment  is  the  preseiti. 
But,  although  the  policy  of  proorastinalioo 
is  adopted,  the  QoTernment  hikie  giteu 
sufficiently  clear  indicutiona  of  the  ouurBs 
they  would  pursue.  The  right  hoD.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Gorcrnment  hot 
told  us — not  this  jenr  only  but  last  jeat 
— in  terms  not  to  be  mistaken,  tbat  neare 
to  create  nn<l  not  to  destroy  in  the  matter 
oF  religious  Establishments  in  Ireland;  itbiie 
the  noble  Earl  tho  Chief  SecreUry.  ibe 
■persou  next  in  aathovity  with  resfwcl  to 
Irish  questions,  has  staled  in  terras  still 
mora  diilinct  and  with  more  detail,  thai 
the  OoTcmmont  have  no  objection  lo  tho 
establishment  of  religious  equality  in  Iiv- 
Innd,  provided  that  equality  be  broogfat 
about  not  by  taking  from  the  oiistiog  Ei- 
tablishiiicnt,  but  by  giving  to  those  >bo 
receive  no  public  endowments,  and  by  in- 
creasing the  unworthy  and  inadequate  en- 
dowments now  enjuyod  by  the  Presbyte- 
rians. Thus  the  policy  of  the  QovernmsDt 
is  the  policy  of  joint  Establishments.  I 
know,  indeed,  that  tho  notion  of  paying 
Roman  Catholic  priests  is  disaTowed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  content- 
plates  moro  than  that.  He  conlemplaiei 
a  greater  solidity  of  position  for  Ihem  thao 
as  tho  mere  stipendiaries  of  the  Suto  ;  he 
evidently  concurs  in  tho  remark  of  (b« 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Mayo)  tbat  equsiiiy 
is  to  be  established  not  by  taking  away 
from  tboso  who  have,  but  by  giving  from 
tho  resources  of  the  .State  lo  those  wbo 
have  not.  Such  is  tho  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, It  was  presented  lo  ns  at  (hs 
very  outset  of  tliese  discussions  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  ( Lord  Stanley), 
nnd  it  na^  presented  to  us  the  other  uight 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  {Lord  John  Manners).  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley),  whotn  I  have  not 
seen  present  for  (t  single  moniont  daring 
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the  later  stagei  of  the  debate,  treated  the 
Bubjeot  in  a  roaDner  indicating  perfect 
readineta  to  deal  irith  the  Establifthed 
Charch  in  Ireland  in  any  way  that  might 
be  found  convenient.  By  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  we  were 
assured  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
only  occupied  these  Benches  in  order  to  be 
of  use  to  the  Charch  Establishment  of  Ire- 
land, and  that  the  moment  they  found  they 
could  cease  to  serve  its  interests  there  they 
should  withdraw.  It  was  impossible. to  con- 
ceive a  more  violent  contradiction  than  the 
eontradiction  between  the  whole  tone  and 
substance  of  the  speeches  of  those  noble 
Lords;  and  I  am  sure  that  neither  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  nor 
anyone  who  heard  those  speeches  will  con- 
tradict me  when  I  say  that  between  the 
speech  of  that  noble  Lord  and  that  of  the 
Foreign  Secretary  who  first  announced 
the  policy  of  the  Government  iu  this  mat- 
ter, a  wider  divergence  could  not  exist. 
But,  Sir,  the  policy  of  joint  Establishment 
is  not  admitted  even  by  the  followers  of  the 
Government.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Colonel  Barttelot), 
\rho  opened  the  debate  on  Tuesday  even- 
ing, avowed  at  once  that  for  himself  and 
for  the  generality  of  those  with  whom  he 
eommunicated  in  his  own  part  of  the  House 
he  entirely  repudiated  that  policy,  and  he 
then  went  on  to  lay  down  a  policy,  per- 
fectly different  in  the  sketch,  of  a  mode  of 
proceeding  which  he  drew  for  himself,  and 
which  was  nothing  else  but  the  revival  of 
the  old  Appropriation  Clause.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said  that  you  ought 
first  to  provide  for  the  wants  of  tho  exist- 
ing Church  Establishment  of  Ireland,  and 
then  to  dispose  of  the  surplus  property  of 
the  Church  in  some  other  manner,  and 
that  if  you  gave  it  to  general  education  it 
would  not  be  much  amiss.  That  is  pre- 
cisely a  revival  of  the  plan  of  thirty-three 
years  ago,  which  was  then  contended  for 
bj  the  Whig  and  Liberal  party,  and 
which  was  defeated  by  the  Conservative 
party,  and  I  must  say  by  the  public 
opinion  of  England  ;  but  whiohh  as  now 
passed,  like  many  other  forgotten  and 
abandoned  ideas  of  the  Liberal  party,  into 
the  hands  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
This  is  the  position  of  the  Government : 
divided  among  themselves — divided  in  the 
whole  character  and  tone  of  the  addresses 
which  they  make  to  the  House,  and  repu- 
diated expressly  by  important  supporters 
of  their  own  from  behind  them  in  respect 
to  that  they  think  essential  for  Ireland — 


namely,  a  departure  from  the  present 
ground  of  simply  maintaining  the  Irish 
Church  Establishment,  and  an  attempt  to 
alter,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called 
it,  the  status  of  the  other  religious  bodies 
in  that  country.  With  respect  to  those 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  I  must 
tell  my  right  boo.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole) 
that  he  will  in  vain  address  to  me  a  series 
of  questions  belonging  to  the  construction 
of  a  plan  necessarily  most  elaborate  and 
difScult — and  most  unfit  and  improper,  in 
my  judgment,  to  be  introduced  into  this 
House  by  any  person  except  the  Executive 
Government  of  the  country.  It  is  from 
no  disrespect  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
I  decline  to  enter  upon  an  answer  to  those 
questions.  He  is  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
argue  as  he  pleases  upon  them.  I  know 
very  well  the  responsibility  which  I  under- 
take in  the  endeavour  to  move  this  qoes- 
tion.  It  has  not  been  done  lightly ;  nor 
shall  I  shrink  from  meeting  its  demands, 
whatever  they  may  be.  But  I  will  not  put 
to  hazard  what  I  think  are  great  public 
interests,  nor  will  I  step  beyond  the  limits 
of  the  province  that  belongs  to  Independent 
Members  of  this  House,  by  undertaking 
that  which  would  be  a  most  arduous  task 
for  persons  armed  with  the  necessary 
means  of  information  and  authority  ;  but 
the  attempt  to  undertake  which,  without 
those  means  of  information  and  authority, 
and  before  the  proper  time  had  come, 
would  be  indeed  an  act  of  the  gravest 
imprudence.  But,  Sir,  the  first  object  of 
the  policy  that  we  profess  is  justice  to  the 
Irish  people  —  to  the  whole  people  of 
Ireland  ;  but  especially,  no  doubt,  to  those 
who  are  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  that  country,  and  upon  whom  the  bur- 
den of  all  that  has  been  corrupt,  and  all 
that  has  been  oppressive  in  its  Government 
has  principally  weighed — I  mean  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  population.  But  although  our 
policy  has  for  its  aim  the  giving  of  justice 
to  that  country,  I  must  also  say  it  has 
commended  itself  to  the  Protestant  opinion 
of  this  country.  I  will  venture,  as  the 
shortest  and  simplest  way  of  laying  before 
the  Committee  the  point  of  view  from  which 
it  is  so  regarded,  to  read  a  part  of  a  very 
short  Petition  from  a  congregation  at 
Newport,  in  Pembrokeshire,  which  I  think 
states,  intelligibly  and  clearly;  the  view 
which  most  thoroughgoing  Protestants  in 
the  stricter  and  even  narrower  sense  of 
the  word  may  take,  and  is  taken,  of  the 
Resolutions  now  before  tho  House.     Tho 
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.iti»ot  w  as  follows  :  —  "  Your  Petition- 1 
irs"  —  [An  hon,  Meuder:  IIow  raanj 
ignatuiea  ?]— I  am  not  going  to  read  ihe 
ignaturea,  nar  Aa  1  relj  upon  ihc  algiia- 
ures.  There  ia  bucIi  a  thing  at  argument, 
lutl  Btatcment,  apart  from  aignaturei.  It 
s  altogether  bb  n  rational  slalenient  of 
ipinion  I  ani  about  to  rend  a  part  of  lliia 
leiition,  and  not  in  tlie  least  on  the  ground 
if  i)ie  aignaturea  attached  to  it.     It  is  as 

"  Tour  Palilioneri  are  oonviuoed  that  tho  main- 
tensoao  of  the  Prolealsnt  EitnlUstinient  in  Irc- 
\a,ni,  bfing  in  ilseir  a  manifeit  injuttice.  and  a 
snatant  tourca  of  irritation,  ha>  t>een  and  still  ii 
groat  hindrance  to  the  reception  of  ihs  Frotaat- 
nt  Fnilh  by  tie  Irish  peopio.  That  jour  Vea- 
onen  view  nilh  Blarin  and  regrot  tho  varioui 
Popery  which  have  beea  already 
ipe  of  Majnoolh  aadowmcntt,  nod 
tha  recent  proposal  of  Her  Msjoity's  Miniiten 
to  enate  and  endow  a  new  Roman  CntlioUe  Uni- 
versity In  Ireland.  That  your  Petitioners  obserre 
that  all  these  conCoMiims  lo  Popery  aro  justified 
ground  that  they  are  a  bind  ol'  aet-off 
the  injustice  of  maintaining  a  Protestant 
sbmeut  in  Ireland.  Tout  Petitioners  tliere- 
fore  pray" — 

I  think  very  naturally,  as  tlie  aequenos  of  i 
the  conaiderntiona  they  have  set  forth — 

that  your  bonODrable  llonse  will  take  such 
tt^ps  as  mny  be  necessary  to  diies'abliBh  and  dii- 
endow  tho  Established  Churah  in  Ireland." 

If  it  were  at  an  earlier  period  of  tlie  evening 

I  should  have  been  desirous  lo  refor  to  nn 
:  agninst  us  of  coalition  or 
connpirncj  amongst  certain  parlies — nccu- 
bich  proceeded  from  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  under  circumstances  of  a  cha- 
that  made  nie  think  it  more  befitting 
to  pass  them  by  at  the  inoniCDt  in  silence 
-but  which  has  assumed  a  more  serious 
iniplciion  since,  in  consetiuenee  of  his  hnv- 
ig  adopted  them  in  a  written  correspon- 
dence. My  desire  and  my  temptation  is  to 
npnn  that  subject  and  to  show  thnt 
not  only  that  statement  of  tho  right  hon. 
"  '  an  wna  not  true,  but  that  it  was  the 
verae  of  truth,  and  that  tha  very 
'horn  he  indicated  as  favourere  of 
the  plan  and  the  policy  we  have  laid  before 
tho  House  were  at  that  moment  hia  own 
favourers,  busy  doing  everything  that  could 
bo  done  to  discredit  our  prnpoaitions  and  to 
strengthen  his  linnd<<.  With  the  nialerinls 
of  that  proof,  I  think  I  am  abundantly 
famished  j  but  I  pnaa  from  tho  subject  in 
consequence  of  the  lateness  of  tho  hour. 
Only  this  I  will  any,  while  ive  admit  the 
existence  of  no  conspiracy,  we  claim,  I 
hope— at  least  1  claim— to  be  in  spon- 
Mr.  Gladfton* 


laneous  ooncarrence  with  ibat  party  over 
all  the  world,  by  whatever  name  it  may  be 
called,  which  in  any  country  is  endeavour- 
ing, for  the  soke  of  social  justice,  to  break 
down  Ihe  syatem  of  religious  aacendancy. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted,  in  illuslraiioo 
of  what  I  have  aaid,  to  read  ft  passage,  not 
unworthy  of  the  notice  of  thie  Houic,  from 
a  speech  delivered  a  few  days  after  our  liut 
debate  in  the  Austrian  Chamber  ftt  Vienut, 
The  House  knows  that  there,  as  well  si 
here,  there  ia  a  battle  against  religioai 
ascendancy  ;  but  there  the  Proleattnti 
are  ia  the  minority,  and  aro  struggiing 
for  liberty  ;  here  the  Roman  Catholic*  art 
in  the  minority,  and  are  struggling  for 
equality  ;  but  the  principle  is  tho  aame, 
and  the  speech  to  which  1  refer  was  ile- 
livered  by  a  gentleman  who  is  now  endea 
VDuring  to  obtain  by  law  in  the  Ausiriso 
Chamber,  along,  1  believe,  with  the  great 
majority  of  tho  repreaeDtativoa  of  t)i( 
country,  tho  relniation  of  tho  aeveTO  re- 
strictions imposed  under  the  recent  laws  of 
that  oountry  in  consequence  of  the  Con- 
cordat with  Rome,  Mr.  Euralter,  to  jodga 
from  the  tenotir  of  his  speech,  is  a  Liberal 
Roman  Catholic.     He  says — 

"  The  Liberal  party  in  EngUnd  has  lotr«dM«J 
a  Bill  into  Parliament  by  Mrhioh  Ih*  tynaoy  of 
the  State  Cburcb  in  JreUnd  is  to  be  liroa{htt« 

["  Oh  I  "]  Well,  Sir,  I  cannot  be  eurpriwd 
that  Gentlemen  in  this  House,  and  par- 
ticularly Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  should  use  their  freedom  of  indulg- 
ing in  audible  exhibitions  of  their  di»senl 
from  the  scnlimenta  of  this  Austriaa 
speaker.  But  I  wish  to  point  out  to  them 
that  which  has  been  said  before,  and  that 
which  they  may  depend  upon  it  is  no  un- 
important element  of  tliis  controversy  — 
namely,  that  out  of  this  country,  among 
educated,   liberal,    i     ' 


the 
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great  controversy  "iih 
respect  to  religious  ascendancy  belweu 
England  iind  Ireland.     He  continues — 


"  That  parly  has  delermined  that  the  Emaael- 
pation  of  the  Catholics  carried  in  IS20  sbootd  al 
ii'Bst  beeomo  a  reality  and  a  tratli,  and  that  ooe 
furtlier  step  in  advance  sboald  be  made,  ll  d»- 
maiida  that  this  Church,  with  its  oppreviv*  ;r>- 
vilcgi'S,  chat  this  EiIBhllshed  Church — this  Enf- 
lish  Stnte  Church,  whiob  in  IrelanJ  claims  nak 
above  tho  Roman  Cslholios,  ahould  wase  ta  (xiil. 
Gentlemen,  that  is  Ihe  demand  of  the  Utetal 
party  In  England ;  as  Ihe  taw  before  as  ii  <b«  il>- 
mand  of  tho  Liberal  parly  in  Anslria.  It  i>  i" 
you  to  draw  the  paralle].  In  England  lbs  RaBaa 
Cathotics,  in  Aastr^  the  Protesiau*  and  m^ 
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xninorities  ftre  to  be  reliered.  There  if  the  Ca- 
tholios,  here  it  ii  the  NoDOODformiits ;  but  the 
principle  it  the  lame," 

That  18  the  alliance  to  which,  if  it  ia 
ebarged  upon  ub  from  the  other  Bide  of 
the  House,  we  are  ready  to  plead  guilty. 
Now,  the  objections  which  have  been  made 
to  the  proposal  before  the  Committee  are, 
in  point  of  fact,  mainly  two.  One  of  them 
18  founded  on  the  effect  which  the  adoption 
of  the  proposal  will  have  upon  the  Church 
of  England,  and  the  principle  of  Establish- 
ments in  general,  and  the  other  refers  to  the 
time  at  which  the  proposal  has  been  intro- 
duced. Now  with  respect  to  the  Church 
of  Englnnd.  I  ha?e  not  troubled  the  Com- 
mittee at  any  length  on  former  occasions  ; 
but  I  think  it  right  I  should  hold  explicit 
Imnguage  on  that  subject ;  because  I  know 
quite  well  that  if  I  were  to  say  that  this  is 
not  the  time  for  its  consideration,  and  that 
the  question  of  the  Church  of  England  was 
too  remote,  that  would  be  an  insufficient 
answer.  Some  years  ago — three  years 
ago— and  even,  perhaps,  two  years  ago, 
but  certainly  three  years  ago— I  belieted 
the  question  of  the  Irish  Church  was  re- 
mote ;  but  that  which  then  made  the 
question  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  appear 
remote  was  simply  this — that  the  state 
of  opinion  in  the  English  mind  was  not 
ripe  for  its  entertainment.  No  one  will 
find  that  I  ever  stated  that  the  case  of  the 
Irish  Church  at  that  period  was  not  ripe 
for  legislation  ;  but  the  indifference  which 
pervaded  the  public  mind  on  the  subject 
was,  in  my  judgment,  such  that  any  man 
who  had  endeavoured,  in  a  reeponsible  posi- 
tion, even  to  direct  the  action  of  a  party 
against  the  continuance  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  at  that  time 
would  have  been  guilty,  in  point  of  pru- 
dence, of  an  error  calculated  to  be  highly 
injurious  to  the  public  interests.  It  would 
not  hnre  been  an  act  of  prudence  to  have 
attempted  to  deal  with  the  question  until  a 
period  had  arrived  at  which  there  was  a 
likelihood  of  closing  it.  I  feel  the  respon- 
sibility of  opening  it  now  ;  but  I  have  not 
been  backward  in  bearing  my  share  of  the 
responsibility,  because  I  am  convinced 
that  the  time  has  arrived  when  the  hope 
of  dosing  it  is  offered  to  our  reasonable 
expectations.  Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to 
the  Church  of  England  ;  I  remember  very 
well  at  the  time  of  the  debates  on  the 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill,  when  I  think  I 
last  had  the  opportunity  of  voting  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
abire  (Lord  Elcho),  that  it  was  stated  and 


felt  that  the  dangers  to  the  Church  of 
England  were  great  and  serious.  Well, 
those  dangers  have  continued  ;  but  along 
with  her  dangers  and  her  divisions  have 
continued  also  her  life,  her  progress,  her 
increased  and  increasing  efficiency  and 
efficacy  in  the  discharge  of  her  duty,  and 
I  own  I  cannot  see  how  her  national  foun- 
dations, which  are  aufficiontly  broad,  can 
be  weakened  by  submitting  her  to  the  test 
of  all  the  principles  which  go  to  justify  a 
national  Church,  every  one  of  which  con- 
demns the  Church  of  Ireland.  No  doubt 
she  has  many  enemies,  and  I  shall,  I 
know,  only  draw  forth  a  responsive  and 
sarcastic  cheer  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  when  I  say  that,  unhappily,  many 
of  the  enemies  of  the  Church  of  England, 
though  not  in  intention,  are  to  be  found 
amongst  her  own  friends.  Who  they  are 
may  be  matter  of  dispute  between  us.  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  think  that  because 
the  Church  of  England  is  a  State  Church 
that  it  is  not  therefore  the  business  of  those 
in  authority  within  her  borders  to  make 
any  provision  for  the  increasing  exigencies 
which  every  day  brings  upon  her,  and 
which  can  only  be  satisfied  by  the  exertion 
of  her  own  voluntary  energies.  The  as- 
sailants of  the  Church  of  England  are 
various.  There  is  the  Liberation  Society, 
which  is  a  perfectly  open  manner  of  assault; 
but  she  unhappily  incurs  other  dangers. 
Those  men  tend  to  weaken  the  foundations 
of  the  Church  of  England  who  push  their 
principles  so  far  as  to  deprive  her  of  all 
dignity  by  forbidding  her  to  be  the  teacher 
of  a  defined  and  substantive  religious  sys- 
tem. It  seems  to  me,  likewise,  that  those 
friends  of  the  Church  of  England,  if  they 
may  be  so  called,  greatly  weaken  her,  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  picturing  her  condition, 
supposing  she  was  deprived  of  State  en- 
dowments, as  one  altogether  to  be  deplored. 
Sir,  it  is  a  satisfaction  to  me  to  do  an  act 
of  justice  to  an  opponent,  and  I  have  plea- 
sure in  saying  that  the  course  I  have  de- 
scribed has  never  been  pursued  by  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Qovernmeut  ;  but  there  aro  a  class  of 
persons  attached  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land who  contemplate  the  change  of  condi- 
tion that  would  carry  her  over  into  a  state 
of  a  voluntary  society  with  feelings  of 
extreme  alarm,  and  they  immediately  raise 
most  disparaging  comparisons  as  to  the 
moral  effect  of  Establishment  and  endow- 
ment, so  that,  accepting  them  as  a  fair 
example  of  what  Establishment  produces, 
its  result  seems  to  be  to  emasculate  the 
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mind  of  those  who  are  connected    with 


tion  and  unwilling  to  break  in  upon  the  genenl 


harmony  on  account  of  the  Church  Establishment. 
Sucli  has  been  in  its  outline  the  historj  of  the 
Church  of  England." 


bodies  receiving  support  from  tlie  State, 
and  to  deprive  sucli  bodios  of  those  better 
energies  which  were  tlieir  own  original  and 
indestructible  inheritance.  Then  again  I  I  believe  that  to  be  the  most  discriminating 
must  own  that  tlio  eztrava|2;ant  claims  {  and  the  most  judicious  delineation  of  the 
made  upon  the  part  of  the  Establishment  I  position  the  Church  Establishment  may  ase- 
are,  in  my  opinion,  among  the  most  effec-  \  fully  and  beneficially  occupy,  either  in  rela- 
|tive  modes  of  inflicting  injury  upon  her;    tion  to  the  present  tradition  of  the  Church  of 


threats  and  menaces  have  been  used  re- 
garding measures  that  have  nothing  to  do 


England  or  for  a  ?ery  long  time  to  come. 
But,  if  I  am  to  he  charged  with  displaying 


ith  the  religion  of  tlie  Establishment,  but  hostility  to  the  Church  of  England,  let  mo 
touch  only  its  temporal  incidents.  We  !  just  ask  Gentlemen  to  consider  for  one 
ha?e  been  told,  and  that  not  many  days  i  moment  how  many  men  there  are  in  this 
ago,  with  reference  to  discussions  now  !  House  who  would  venture,  suppoaing  there 
going  on  in  the  walls  of  this  House,  that '  was  no  difficulty  in  doing  it,  to  diaeatablish 


there  are  20,000  pulpits  in  England,  and 
if  we  do  not  take  care  what  we  are  about 


the  Church  of  England  ?     I   presume,  of 
course,  if  the  Church  of  England  were  dis- 


thoBO  20,000  pulpits  will  be  used  for  some    established,  that  her  members  must  be  dealt 


unknown  and  undefined  but  most  formida- 
ble purpose,  and  that  the  dny  will  return 
|which  was  described  by  Hudibras— 

'*  When  pulpit,  drum  ecclesiastic. 
Was  beat  with  fist  instead  of  a  stick." 

1 1  do  not  know  what  infatuation — for  such 


with  upon  principles  not  less  faTourable 
than  those  which  there  seems  to  be  a  gene- 
ral disposition  to  apply  to  the  Church  of 
Ireland.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  Mr. 
Miall,  who  has  been  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Galway),  is  disposed 


it  appears  to  me — induces  people  in  autho- !  to  go  to  such  an  extraordinary  length  in 
rity  or  out  of  authority   to  believe  such  j  the  tenderness  and  liberality  of  his  dealings 


things  ;  but  I  would  not  undertake  to  bo 
responsible  for  the  amount  of  injury  which 
may  be  inflicted  upon  the  Church  of  Eng- 


with  the  Church  of  England  in  the  ereat 
of  disestablishment — ["  Oh,  oh  !  "Jewell, 
but  why  so  impatient?     Have  you  rssd 


land  through  these  vain  and  idle  imagina-  Mr.  Miall  ?     Has  that  Gentleman  who  in 
tions.     But  it  is  hardly  vainer   to  assert ;  terrupts  read  Mr.  Miall  ?     No,  he  has  not ; 

that  upon  every  sound   and  rational  view  and  yet — 

there  is  any  ground  for  saying  that  the  Viscount  GALWAY  :  I  know  Mr.  Miall 

course     whicli     we     arc    takinn^    tenda    to  well  ;   I  have  hoard  him  in  this  iloiise,  nnJ 

weaken  the  Church  of  Enp^landi.     We  are  I  know  that  lie  is  the  enemy  of  all  Estab- 

atten»|)tiM<5  to  remove  what  we  think  a  had  lishtncnts. 

EBtablishni.ent,  and  to  removca  had  Estal)-  Mr.    GLADSTONE:   Tho   noble  LorJ 

lishnient  is  not  to  weaken  but  to  strenirthen  lias  not  read  Air.  MialTs  proposals  ;  but  if 

a  good  one.     And  now,  Sir,  will  the  Com-  ^^^^  noble   Lord  sets  any  value   upon  the 

mitteo  allow  me  to   read   a  few   w(^rd8   in  '  information,  the  principle  upon  which  Mr. 

whicli  1  think  Lord  Russell  recently  stated  Miall   proposes   to  deal   with    the  English 

the   conditions  under   which,  nccording  to  Church  Establishment  are  far  more  liberal 

the  modes  of  modern  thouirht  and  feclinfr,  than   those  which   I   have   endeavoured  to 

la  religious  Establishment  may  fairly,  hope-  sketch   in    the   proposal   to   deal   with  the 

IfuUy,  and  beneficially  exist  in  a  country  ?  tho    Irish  Church   Establishment.     I  will, 

llle  says  in  his  second  letter  to   iny  right  in  one  moment,  present  the  view  I  wish  to 

Ihon.  Friend —  brini^  before  you.     It  is,  upon  any  rational 

.     "  It  i.s.  in  my  opinion,  a  ^roat  l,pnefit  to  a  coun-  calculation,  quite  plain  that   the  Church  of 

try  whon  it  can  have  its  civil  pownimcnt  and  its  England,    if    I    am    to  ^o    into  reftions  »0 

Iprevailincrn-ligious  opinions  in  allianoo;  the  Stato  visionary  to  satisfy  suspicion — [The  CllvN- 

ruling  all  oniors  ofnion  in  cases  spiriuial  as  well  CELLOU  of  the  EXCHEQUER  :   Oh,  oh  !l   Tlie 

|aa  teninoral,  according  to  certain  articles  of  ho.-  /^m.™....  IK.,  ^f  ♦!,.■.  L^  *^iw.»..^..  ..            .     »« 

fi-  f       1      c  ,.    e          c         1  ■            I  •  1   ii  blianceilor  ot  tlio  r^xcnequcr  may  not  con- 

|iier,  and  a  State  furiu  of  worship   on  which  the  •  i        i            •  •                  tt               i                     i 

pastors  of  the  Church  have  come  to  an  ar;reo-  ''*»'h*'- them  visionary,     lie  maybe  propaieJ 

nent  with  tho  ^'overnors  of  the  State.     Nor  is  it  t^»  ih'-"^!  with  the  question  at  once,  and  Con« 

^*nouf:h  that  the  artich'H  of  belief  and  tho  torni  ,  siderinj;    the   rapidity  with  whicli    his  poli- 

if  worship  adopted  should  bo  those  of  the  sect  '  jieal    evolutions    have    heoH    executed   ..n 

Inch   IS  a   majority  as  compared  with  any  other  .    •                •           .1          •                i-     •      1     •  1 

ommuniou  ;  they  m.ist  be  such  as  are  not'repuir-  ^,''''^^'"  occasions  there  IS  Very  little  d-uht 

lant  to  the  t'eneral  sense  of  the  c«)mmunity.  such  ''^"^  '^®  would  be  prepared.       But  the  ctfect 

that  the  minority  may  bu  >>atisfiod  with  their  posi-  of  the  didestabliflhmeut  of  the  Efltablisiltril 

Mr.  Oladitune 
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Choreby  so  far  as  I  ean  ettimaie  it,  would 
be  this  —  It  would  amount  to  saying  to 
that  Establishment,  "  Tou  are  to  go  forth 
free  to  do  what  yoo  please;  a  perfectly 
orgaDiied  religious  body,  with  the  value  of 
about  £80,000,000   or  £90,000,000  in 
your  pockets  to  start  with  in  the  world." 
I  believe  that  would  be  very  nearly  the 
form  which,  mutaUi  mutandii,  the  plan  for 
tlie    disestablishment   of  the   Church    of 
England  would  assume.     But  I  am  not  so 
ambitions,    even    disclaiming    any    other 
grounds,  to  think  of  such  a  plan.    Much 
has  been  said  with  respect  to  the   time 
at  which   this    Motion   has    been    intro- 
dvced,  and  that  was  a  point  dwelt  on  by 
my   hon.   Friend  the  senior  Member  for 
the   University  of  Oxford   (Sir   William 
Heathcote),  who  treated  this  subject  with 
a  eandour,  and  a  fairness  and  justice  of 
mind  which  are  as  conspicuous  in  him  as 
his   sobriety  and  clearness  of  judgment. 
There  are,  in  my  opinion,  three  distinct 
grounds  that  marked  out  the  period  for 
dealing  with  the  Church  of  Ireland,  any 
one  of  which  would  have  been  sufBcient 
to  open  the  opportunity,  and  by  opening 
the  opportunity  to  constitute  the  obligation. 
My  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  think  that  it  was 
enough  to  condemn  a  proposal  such  as  that 
now  before  the  Committee,  that  you  could 
lay  that  it  was  admitted  on  the  part  of  the 
promoters  that  the  subject  could  not  be 
finally  settled  and  disposed  of  during  the 
present  year.      Now,  that  is  no  objection 
whatever  to  a  proposal,  that  it  cannot  be 
finally  settled  and  disposed  of  during  the. 
present  year,    provided   it    be  true  that 
during  the  present  year  some  real  and 
effectual  progress  can  be  made — that  some- 
thing can  be  done  which,  if  you  do  it,  will 
give  you  a  starting-point  more  advanced 
next  year  ;  whereas,  if  you  do  it  not,  you 
aaost   begin  twelve  months  hence  at  the 
point  where  you  now  stand.     The  state  of 
opinion  in  this  country,  in  my  view,  amply 
joatifies  the  attempt  which   we  are   now 
making.     My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wigton  Burghs  (Mr.  Young) 
was  entirely  misapprehended  by  some  one 
who  understood  him  to  say  that  this  was  a 
measure   brought    forward    to    unite    the 
Liberal  party.     Well,  it  may  be  all  very 
well  for  Gentlemen  who  sit  opposite  to  say 
that— that  is   the  charge,  and  they  may 
believe  it  or  not,  as  they  like.     They  may 
aaaome«-or  some  among  them  may  assume, 
for  I  am  far  from  believing  it  to  be  the 
eaae  universally— some  of  them,  I  say, 
may  aunme,  and  perhaps  it  is  not  unnatu- 


ral that  they  should  do  so,  that  it  is  for 
party  purposes  that  this  great  public  ques- 
tion has  been  brought  forward.  But  it  ia 
one  thing  for  the  noble  Lord  and  men  of 
his  way  of  thinking  to  make  that  assump- 
tion with  which,  coming  as  it  does  from 
him  I  can  find  no  fault ;  and  it  is  another 
thing  to  say  that  admissions  have  been 
made  by  us.  We  take  the  liberty  respect- 
fully to  disclaim  having  made  these  admis- 
sions. We  claim  to  be  guided  by  the 
public  interests  involved  in  the  question. 
We  have  done  nothing  in  this  matter  to 
make  it  di£Scult  for  the  Government,  as  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  to  continue  in  their 
offices  ;  but  undoubtedly  I,  for  one,  hate 
proceeded  upon  the  principle  that  the  in- 
terests involved  in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
a/e  of  such  a  character  and  such  a  magni- 
tude as  entirely  to  throw  into  the  shade 
any  question  connected  with  the  continu- 
ance in  or  dismissal  from  Office  of  any 
Government.  I  certainly  will  not  be  the 
hypocrite  to  contend  that  I  view  the  exist- 
ence of  the  present  Government  in  many 
of  its  Departments  with  any  special  satis- 
faction. But  I  say  that  the  state  of  opi- 
nion which  exhibited  itself  in  that  union  of 
the  Liberal  party,  both  within  this  House 
and  through  the  country  to  tho  remotest 
corners  of  the  three  kingdoms,  and  in  spite 
of  the  attempts  that  have  been  made  to 
import  religious  bigotry  and  animosuies, 
go  to  demonstrate  that  we  have  the  hearts 
and  minds  of  the  people  in  our  favour  with 
regard  to  this  great  question.  But  it  is  not 
that  alone ;  it  is  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment themselves.  I  do  the  Govern- 
ment the  justice  to  say  that  they  themselves 
opened  the  question  of  religious  differences 
in  Ireland.  Who  had  asked  them  to  do 
so  ?  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Maguiro)  as  an  individual.  But  it 
was  the  Government  themselves  who  de- 
clared that  they  had  a  policy  for  Ireland, 
and  who,  having  in  the  sketching  and 
drawing  of  that  policy  told  us  that  it  in- 
cluded the  ecclesiastical  element,  put  for- 
ward, with  a  strange  maladroitness,  that 
extraordinary  scheme  for  a  new  Roman 
Catholic  University  to  bo  charged  upon 
the  Exchequer  of  this  country,  and  then 
went  on  to  say  that  they  had  no  objection 
to  a  religious  equality  accomplished  through 
the  medium  of  new  endowments.  The 
Government  having  brought  forward  this 
question  themselves,  are  not  in  a  position 
to  find  fault  with  us  because  we  have  said 
that  we  shall  oppose  that  policy,  which  we 
think  to  be  impracticable  and  mischievous, 
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witli  m  polioj  of  our 
to  be  niae  and  benefSuinl.  But  I  am  bound 
to  eny  llmt  eren  If  llie  Government  had  not 
'  Ms,  anJ  Imd  »e  been  as  much  diriJei) 
on  tliii  question  m  I  believe  wt  aro  united, 
1  for  one,  speaking  aa  an  inditidual,  could 
not  look  al  tbc  stnte  of  Ireland  in  connec- 
tion nlth  ihe  general  Bccurltv  of  the  Em- 
pire, and  hesitate  to  say  thnt  I  did  not  see 
my  own  mind  how,  eien  indepondent  of 
B  hope  of  patty  combination  or  elfcctual 
aelion,  we  iliould  haie  been  juBliRed  in 
refraining  frotn  presting  our  coniialtons 
with  regard  to  the  Iriih  Church  upon  the 
notice  of  Pnrliamenl.  The  question  of  the 
■tnte  of  Ireland  ia  one  upoD  nhioh  it  is 
difficnlt  lo  enter  or  to  duel).  Hov  was  it 
treated  by  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Com- 
■  ■  tner  of  Works  (Lord  John  Manners)  ? 
s  the  butineaq  of  tbo  noble  Lord  to 
draw  a  rosy  picture,  and  a  rosy  picture  lie 
drew.  He  described  the  Feninn  eonspiracy 
Bl  foul,  batefal,  ahuminnble— ao  far  1  am 
not  indiapoBed  to  agree  nith  him  ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  added  that  it  was  contemptible, 
thot  its  eiistence  wai  now  terminated,  and 
that  it  WHS  terminated  by  thoovcrwbelinin); 
loyalty  of  tbe  great  moss  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  The  latter  port  of  that  deacrip- 
tion  waa  in  Sat  contradiction  to  the  official 
account  given  us  by  tbo  noblo  Earl  (be 
Se^etarj  for  Ireland.  Tba  nolle  Earl 
described  the  feeling  of  the  population  of 
a  part  of  Ireland,  and  llieir  lutoiit  sym- 
pathy with  Fenlnniam.  in  terms  that  no 
ingenuity  con  reconcile  with  the  lesa-in- 
formed  and  more  distorted  stnlement  of 
ho  First  Commissioner  of  Works.  We 
teW  know  which  of  those  statements  U 
tha  truQ  one.  It  suited  tbo  purpose  of 
the  debnle,  no  doubt,  lo  make  out  that 
tbe  condi 
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s  tbe  real  state  of 
!  obtained  in  that 
lountry  by  the  eiercise  of  your  gigantic 
lower  eiternal  peace  and  order,  but  it  is 
m!y  on  the  surfoce.  Do  you  recollect  the 
speech  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  when  ho  pro- 
posed the  Mnynooth  Grant?  Do  you  re- 
collect the  coniporotiyely  trifling  character 
of  the  queaiiona  that  then  arose  in  the  re- 
lations between  Great  Britain  and  America; 
md  do  you  recollect  ihal,  notwilhatanding 
the  (rifling  character  of  iboee  questions, 
ho  told  you  of   Ihe   litlla  cloud  tb 


the 


skie 


■t  bigger  tha 


hand,  but  which  might  grow  into  gignnl 
limensions,  and  from  which  the  storm 
iiigbt  burst?  Sir,  I  am  not  going  to 
inter  into  thnt  subject.  It  la  on«  CD 
3ir.  OkdttOM 
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which  words  should  be  few  ;  but  they 
mutt  Gnd  tlieir  way  to  willing  minds  nod 
hearts.  I  can  only  say  that,  in  my  opi- 
niun,  Ihe  present  state  of  Ireland,  where 
pence  is  secured  only  by  the  eiercise  of 
the  overwhelming  power  of  England,  aad 
where  the  Minister  tctla  ua — rightly  nnd 
justly  tells  as — there  exists  in  a  largs 
portion  of  the  country  a  wide  amount  of 
sympalhy  with  Fenionism.  and  n  disnnsi* 
lion  to  join  in  it  on  the  6rst  eipcrging  Dopa 
that  it  may  succeed,  ia  not  aaiisfaciory.  I 
am  not  willing  to  be  responslblo  for  Um 
continuance  of  that  state  of  thinga,  ortt 
run  the  risk  of  our  being  inToUed  in  tlioM 
conflicts  which,  though  rernote,  m\j  be 
possible,  till  I  use  every  efTort  in  my  power 
to  clear  the  conscience  of  this  coimiry  oiih 
regard  to  Ireland,  so  that,  confident  in 
right  and  justice,  this  nation  may  tn««t 
with  hereditary  valour  and  poriatcrancc 
whatever  exigencies  may  liereafter  ariii. 
Sir,  it  is  time  for  us  to  obandun  this  Joe- 
(rind  of  exclusive  loyalty  eeoured  by  M- 
cluiive  privileRos.  As  to  what  hat  beta 
said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Heinb«r 
fur  the  University  oF  Cambridge  (Ur. 
Walpole)  in  the  way  of  warning  to  v«  not 
to  turn  into  enemies  men  who  have  been 
the  nucleus  of  British  feeling  ftnil  attach- 
mout,  I  protest  against  tbe  whole  of  il'it 
doctrine,  I  will  rcooguiia  no  Jistinctioa 
between  one  class  of  tbe  population  and 
another,  except  the  ditlinction  of  obeilience 
and  disobedience  to  the  law.  I  declins 
entirely  to  admit — I  deny  that  you  haie  s 
right — I  mean  a  moral  right — lo  draw  ■ 
distinction  between  this  and  that  rcligiom 
persuasion  ;  to  cover  one  witb  ptiiile^ 
and  lo  doom  the  oilier  to  exclusion,  in  order 
that  the  minority  tnay  be  liable  lo  th« 
reproach  of  purchased  loyally,  while  tb« 
mass  of  the  people  may  see  tbemicUel 
condemned  to  be  held  in  leas  estimitton, 
Thia  is  a  policy  of  which  we  have  bad  ei- 
nmplea  enousb.  My  hon.  and  Icamtd 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Roebucli)  knows  enough  of  it.  He  kno« 
it  was  the  old  orthodox  practice  of  Dowo- 
ing  Street  Jong  ago  to  govern  tlie  colonies 
through  knots  of  men,  each  of  wbii'h  as- 
sumed to  itself  the  glorious  appellation  of 
"  Biitisb  party."  Some  thirty  jc*rs  ags 
every  colony  bad  its  British  party,  iM 
thnt  British  party  waa'alwava  in  a  woeM 
minority  ;  but  whenever  it  'was  propowi 
to  legialalfl  in  a  broad  and  compreh^'Dsivc 
way  ill  tbe  interest  of  a  cnlony  we  <re'« 
lold,  '■  Oh,  you  will  ruin  the  British psfiy" 
"You  will  exasperate  ths  men  who  hav* 
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been  always  loyal,  and  who  ha?e  adhered 
to  you  in  all  your  difficulties  " — no  doubt 
they  did,  for  they  were  the  cliief  instru- 
ments in  creating  them — "and  you  will 
fail  to  conciliate  a  set  of  fellows  under  the 
influence  of  demagogues  who  have  always 
been  in  opposition  to  your  GoYomment, 
and  who,  do  what  you  may,  will  always 
continue  so."  That  was  the  experience  of 
the  colonies.  Let  us  apply  that  experience 
to  the  case  of  Ireland.  I  always  contended 
that  those  who  call  themselves  the  friends 
of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  do  them  a 
gross  injustice.  We  have  got  this  British 
party  in  Ireland,  unhappily,  for  their  mis- 
fortune and  for  ours.  In  the  colonies  we 
have  now  a  British  party.  But  the  British 
party  is  not  the  little  knot  or  clique  of 
former  days — it  is  the  whole  community. 
It  is  in  the  East,  the  West,  the  North, 
and  in  the  South,  and  so  it  will  be  in  Ire- 
land if  we  do  them  justice.  Apply  to  your 
laws,  as  well  as  to  your  administration, 
the  principles  of  equity  and  equality,  and 
onr  British  party,  instead  of  disappearing, 
will  unfold  and  enlarge  until  it  comprises 
within  its  borders  every  sane  and  in- 
telligent and  right-minded  man  in  the 
country.  With  the  state  of  Ireland  which 
is  now  before  me— 'by  one  stage,  and  by 
one  stage  only,  removed  from  open  civil 
disaension,  I,  for  one  —  apart  from  every 
question  with  regard  to  the  union  of 
parties  or  with  regard  to  political  expedi- 
ency as  between  the  sections  of  this 
House— can  never  be  responsible,  and  will 
not  be  responsible  for  its  continuance. 
Our  duty  here  is  to  strengthen  the  foun- 
dations of  the  Throne,  to  consolidate  the 
institutions  of  the  country,  and  to  pursue 
those  glorious  ends  by  means  that  are  not 
less  pure, — namely,  by  striving  to  bring 
about  a  union  of  all  hearts  and  minds 
among  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty.  Upon 
that  work  we  have  entered,  and  in  the  pro- 
aeoution  of  it  I  trust  wo  shall  not  be  ar- 
rested. But,  Sir,  although  no  attempt 
has  been  made  in  this  House  to  arrest  us 
in  the  prosecution  of  that  work ;  yet,  unless 
the  ordinary  channels  of  information  be 
singularly  insecure,  there  have  been  de- 
clarations made  elsewhere  which  it  is  im- 
possible to  pass  by.  We  havo  been  told 
that  "  elsewhere  "  these  propositions  have 
been  laid  down — First,  it  has  been  said  that 
the  Resolutions  now  before  the  House  of 
Commons  call  upon  Her  Majesty  to  de- 
cline the  performance  of  duties  imposed 
upon  Her  Majesty  in  her  Executive  capa- 
city by  Acta  of  Parliament.     Well,  that 
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is  by  much  the  least  important  of  these 
accusations,  beeause  it  happens  that  there 
is  not  a  syllable  of  foundation  for  it.     The 
Resolutions  now  before  the  Committee  have 
not  the  smallest  reference  to  anything  to 
be  done  by  Her  Majesty  in  her  Executive 
capacity,  except  simply  the  concession  we 
pray  may  be  graciously  made  to  us  of  per- 
mission to  enter  on  the  consideration  of 
a  certain  legislative  measure  with  respect 
to  the  Church  of  Ireland.     That,  there- 
fore, I  pass  by  as  an  assertion  of  small 
importance.     The  next   announcement  is 
that,  if  this  House  should  think  fit  to  take 
a  certain  course,  it  will  produce  an  irrecon- 
cilable hostility  between  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament.     Sir,  in  my  opinion,  that  is 
neither  a  wise  nor  a  decorous  intimation  to 
be  made  even  by  the  youngest,  even  by  the 
least  experienced  of  all  the  Members  of 
either  House  of  Parliament  ;  and  that  it 
should  proceed  from  the  quarter  to  which 
it  is  ascribed — that  from  that  quarter  is  to 
proceed   the   gratuitous    supposition   that 
something  is  to  be  done  here  which  is  to 
produce   this  irreconcilable   hostility— ap- 
pears to  me  to  betoken  a  woful  aberration 
of  judgment.     But,  Sir,  this  is  not  all — 
furthermore,  a  power  is  set  up  which  is  to 
direct  the  Government  and  to  direct  the 
Crown  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties  ; 
and   the   Ministers   are   told   that   if  the 
House  of  Commons — not  for  actual  offences 
that  we  have  committed,  but  for  offences 
it  is    supposed    we  may   commit — if  the 
House  of  Commons  pass  any  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  in  conformity  with  the  Reso- 
lutions before  us,  the  duty  of  Ministers-— 
as  they  are  compassionately  informed  by 
this  presiding  genius — will  be  to  advise 
Her  Majesty  to  withhold  her  assent.     And 
then,    lastly,   supposing    that    even    that 
should  not  be  found  a  measure  completely 
successful ~ supposing  any  *' factious"  op- 
position to  Government   should  appear-— 
that  is  to  say,  supposing  the  majority  of 
the  representatives  of   the  people  should 
think  it  their  duty  to  claim  their  privileges 
— the    privileges    and    the   powers  which 
are  inseparable  from  them,  and  which  they 
have   inherited  from  their  forefathers  as 
much  as  any  Peers  of  Parliament  have  in- 
herited theirs,  then  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  on  no  account  to  resign  before 
the  year  1869,  because  an  immediate  dis- 
solution is  impossible,  or  nearly  impossible. 
Sir,  detailed  comment  on  these  propositions 
is  not  necessary.     But  I  think  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  knows  enough  of 
this  House  to  be  aware  what  effect  they 

3  H 


1 66Y         JStMliihid  Okureh  { COMMONS) 


(JErelani), 


1668 


will  produce  upon  ita  mind.     One  thing  I 
must  obserFe — the  whole  of  these  propoti- 
tions,  which  I  have  cited  in  unezaggerated 
language,  were  deli?ered  in  the  face  and 
hearing  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and  by 
those  Ministers  of  the  Crown  were  either 
approved   or  unrebuked.      Now,    Sir,   in 
these   circumstances,  though,  as   I   have 
said,  manj  words  are  not  necessary,  a  few 
may  be  useful ;  and  I,  for  one,  speaking 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and  not  pre- 
suming to  commit  any  other  man,  give  fair 
notice  that,  in  the  discharge  of  those  duties 
which  the  ConBtitntion  assigns  to  me  as 
a  representatife  of  the  people,  I  will  not 
on  any  conditions  consent  to  receive  from 
"  another  place"  the  word  of  command.  Sir, 
I  earnestly  hope  that  the  Resolution  before 
the  Committee  will  be  accepted  by  a  large 
and  decisife  majority.    We  are  engaged 
in  a  great  and   solemn  work.     We  are 
about  to  confer,  as  we,  at  least,  on  this 
aide  of  the  House,  hope,  a  great  boon  on 
the  people  of  Ireland — yet  a  boon  strictly 
their  due,  because  strictly  confined  within 
the  limits  of  equity  and  justice.     Ik  is  a 
mistake  to  suppose.    Sir,   that  we   ever 
stated  or  thought  that  the  settlement  of 
the  Church  question  in  Ireland  was  to  be 
a  panacea  for  the  evils  of  that  country. 
The  word  has  been  charged  on  us,  though 
I  know  not  that  it  has  ever  been  used  by 
any  one  among  us.     We  are  well  aware 
that   the  evils  of   Ireland   are  inveterate 
evils.     Even  in  the  case  of  a  battle  or  a 
conflagration  the  mischief  which  a  moment 
may  do  it  may  take  months  or  years  to 
repair.      But  here  for  centuries  perverse 
ingenuity  has  been  at  work  to  deprave  and 
disturb  the  social  condition  and  political 
state  of  Ireland  ;  and  long  must  be  the 
time,  even   after  the   application  of  the 
requisite  remedies— and  in  the  list  of  those 
remedies  I  admit  progress  has  been  made 
-^long.  I  say,  must  be  the  time  before  the 
full  and  happy  result  which  is  desired  can 
be  obtained.    But  upon  that  work  we  have 
entered,  and  in  it  I  trust  and  believe  we 
shall  persevere,  asserting  that  the  measure 
we  now  contemplate,  and  the  acceptance 
of  which  we  urge  on  Parliament,  though 
it  may  not  be  the  whole  of  the  policy,  yet 
is   a  vital  and   ensential  member  of  the 
policy  which  is  needed  in  order  to  bring 
Ireland  into  the  condition  of  being  a  great 
part  of  the  strength  and  a  great  part  of 
the  glory  of  this  Empire,  instead  of  being, 
as   hitherto,  in  respects  neither  few  nor 
small,  our  danger  and  our  reproach. 
Ma.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman,  I  think,  was  somewhat  un- 
reasonable in  expecting  that  I  should  have 
risen  to  address  the  Committee,  because  I 
am  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  at 
the  time  he  was  preceded  by  two  dis- 
tinguished Members,  and  both  of  whom 
had  spoken  at  groat  length  — one  being  no 
less  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  tho  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Walpole),  and  both  speaking  in  sup- 
port of  that  view  of  the  question  which  I 
now  rise  to  support.     Nevertheless,  in  the 
then  state  of  the  debate  I  was  prepared  to 
go  to  a  division,  and  therefore  I  do  not  think 
that  I  am  at  all  open  to  the  charge  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.    But  I  have  no  wish 
whatever  to  pursue  that  point  further  on 
this  occasion.     I  rise  now  only  to  make  a 
few  observations,  although  there  are  some 
remarks  made  by  previous  speakers  which 
I  cannot  altogether  pass  without  notice. 
And  I  wish  the  House  to  be  able  to  put  a 
clear  interpretation  upon  what  we  are  now 
going  to  do.  I  shall  confine  my  observations 
to  that  which  is  before  us — the  first  Reso- 
lution.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
early  part  of  his  speech  entered  at  some 
length  into  the  consideration  of  the  second 
and  third  Resolutions.    No  doubt  that  was 
a  very  interesting  subject.     I  shall,  how- 
ever, only  remark  that  the  intepretation  the 
right  hon  Gentleman  put  upon  them  was  of 
a  more  satisfactory  kind,  so  far  as  I  re- 
collect, than  hitherto  has  been  accepted  by 
the  House,  or  was  prevalent  in  the  country. 
If,  indeed,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says,  all  that  he  desires  ia  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  should  advise  Her  Majesty 
to  commit  to   the  consideration   of  this 
House  a  measure  in  which  her  Prerogative 
is  interested,  that  was  a  proposition  which  I 
cannot  reconcile  with  the  desoription  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  us  of  his 
Resolutions  when  he  first  introduced  them 
— namely,  that  the  object  was,  to  use  his 
own  words,  "to  prevent  the  creation  of 
any  further  vested  interests."     But,  Sir, 
at  this  late  hour  of  the  night,  it  ia  unneces- 
sary for  me  to  dwell  further  upon  that  im- 
portant topic.      I  should  not  4iave  touched 
upon   it  had   not    the    right    hon.    Gen* 
tleuian   introduced   it   in-  hia   speech  this 
evening.       But   I    think,  before   we  are 
called  upon  to  discuss  the  second  and  third 
Resolutions,  it  would  be  well  if  he  were  to 
confer  with  his  habitual  adviaera,  and  en- 
deavour to  arrive  at  some  conclusion  more 
consistent  with  the  declaration  made  this 
evening.     We  object.  Sir,  to  this  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  on  several 
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grounds.     I  will  onlj  mention  the  most 
important,  and  I  will  endearoar  to  eipresB 
myself  in  the  most  condensed  form.     In 
the  first  place,  we  object  to  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church  in  Ireland  because 
we  tbiuk  it  will  be  most  injurious  to  Ire- 
land.    We  believe  that  such  a  measure 
will  revive  and  exasperate  all  those  religious 
animosities  which  the  wiser  legislation  of 
the  last  thirty  years  attempted  to  subdue. 
The  right    hon.    Gentleman    says  —  and 
■everal  Members  who  have  spoken  have 
made  the  same  observation — that  we  have 
■aid  nothing  in  defence  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  ;    but  what   we  complain    of  is, 
that    you   who  come    forward    and   pro- 
pose its   destruction  really  urge  nothing 
against  it.     [^Laughter,']     I   repeat    that 
observation.     I   listened   this   evening   to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hert- 
ford (Mr.  Cowper).     I  do  not  quote  it  as 
remarkably  original,  but  as  a  representative 
speech.     It  represented  all  the  objections 
made  to  the  Church  of  Ireland;  and  what 
were  they  ?     They  all  concluded  with  this 
oharge— that  the  existence  of  the  Church 
in   Ireland   is  an   injustice   to   the   Irish 
people.     That  is  the  charge.     Well,  I  say 
that  is  a  charge  which  it  is,  of  course,  very 
difficult  to  meet;  because  we  naturally,  in 
practical  politics,  do   not  think   that  we 
advance  towards  the  truth,  or  towards  a 
aolution  of  difficulties,  or  towards  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  policy  superior  to  the  one 
which  we  may  have  pursued,  by  dealing 
only  with  abstract  qualities,  with  justice 
or  injustice.    At  the  beginning  of  this  cen- 
tnrj  an  eminent  philosopher  wrote  a  well- 
known  book  on  the  Principles  of  Political 
Jutties;  and  Mr.  Windham  said  of  that 
book  that  when  he  read  it  there  was  not  a 
page  to  which  his  heart  did  not  respond ; 
but  when  he  concluded  it  he  came  to  this 
conalusion — **  That  if  it  were  applied  to  the 
condition  of  England  it  would  produce  uni- 
▼ersal  confusion  and  endless  anarchy.*'    So 
when  we  are  called  upon  to  destroy  a  great 
institution  in  Ireland  on  the  plea  that  its 
oxistence  is  an  injustice  to  [the  Irish  peo- 
|ile — try  that  plea.     Is  it  an  injustice  to 
the  whole  of  the  Irish  people  ?      Everyone 
admits  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
Irish  people  are  either  in  absolute  union 
with  this  Church,  or  view  it  with  extreme 
sympathy.     If  that  is  the  case,  its  exist- 
ence cannot  be  a  complete  injustice  to  the 
whole  of  the  Irish  people  ;  it  can  only  be 
A  case  of  partial  injustice.     Well,  if  it  is 
only  a  case  of  partial  injustice,  eyeryone 
IDOSt  admit  that  such  a  question  is  not 


susceptible  of  so  easy  a  solution  as  the 
total  destruction  of  an  institution  on  the 
plea  of  its  absolute  injustice  to  the  Irish 
people.     This  is   the  first   consideration. 
The  existence  of  the   Irish   Church   not 
being  an  injustice  to  the  whole  of  the  Irish 
people,  its  destruction  would  be  an  act  of 
injustice  to  a  portion  of  the  people.     It 
would  also  be  an  act  of  injustice  to  a  great 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  who  may 
not  live  in  Ireland,  but  who  entirely  sym- 
pathize with  the  religious  principles  of  that 
institution.     It  may  be  an  act  of  injustice 
to  another  and  a  larger  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's   subjects,    who   believe   in    the 
necessity  of  preserving  the  connection  be- 
tween Church  and   State,  and  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Sovereign.     These  are  con- 
siderations at  which,  at  this  late  hour  in 
the  morning,   I  only  glance,  to  show  how 
absurd  it  is  to  argue  a  subject  of  this  diffi- 
culty and  importance  upon  the  broad  ab- 
stract assertions   which    hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  made  the  material  of  the 
debate.     Therefore,  in  the  first  place,  we 
do  oppose  this  sweeping  Resolution  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  because  we  believe 
it  would  be  a  very  great  injury  to  Ireland, 
and  that  the  plea  upon  which  it  is  recom- 
mended is  one  which  will  not  bear  analysis. 
We  object  to  the  sweeping  Resolution 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  another 
principal   ground  —  namely,    that  it    will 
very   much   shake    the  security    of    pro- 
perty.    I  will  now  instance  a  case  which 
has  not  been  put  before — and  it  is  some- 
thing to   make  an  observation  which  has 
not  been  made  during  so  prolonged  a  de- 
bate.    So  far  as  I  can  collect  from   the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
advocated  this  act  of  confiscation— because 
an  act  of  confiscation  it  is  now  admitted  to 
be,  whatever  may  be  the  motive — it  is  re- 
commended on  this  ground,  that  the  Church 
of  Ireland   has  not  fulfilled  the  purposes 
for  which  it  was  instituted.     [Opposition 
Cheers.li  ^  ^"^  R^^^  ^®  ^^^  agreed  on  that. 
But  if  that  bo  the  principle  upon  which  you 
are  founding  your  new  system  of  confisca- 
tion, how  can  you  stop  at  tho  Church  in 
Ireand  ?    Aro  there  no  other  institutions — 
and  very  rich  institutions  too — that  do  not 
fulfil  the  purposes  for  which  they  were  in- 
stituted ?     Look  to  the  great  companies  in 
the  City  of  London.     Look  to  the  Fish- 
mongers'  Company,    or   to  the  Drapers' 
Company,  or  to  the  Company  of  Merchant 
Taylors.     They  have  large  estates  ;   but 
the  Company   of   Fishmongers    does  not 
fulfil  the  purpose9  for  which  it  was  iosti- 
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luted.  Tlie;  no  longer  take  care  to  pro- 
vide 111  witli  freHli  fiBli.  The  Drapers  »ell 
no  doll)  ;  nnd  1  Imre  often  iHried  with  the 
MeroIiBiit  Tajlors,  nnd  I  linve  never.  I  bo- 
lievo,  niel  my  Inilor.  Yet  llicBe  are  ao- 
cietioB  in  passeisioii  of  vaat  eslntes  and  in 
Irelnnd;  nnd  tliey  are  «ocietie«  nhicli  hnvo 
been  instituted  for  particulor  purposes — 
that  wo  might  iittve  eicellent  cloth  nnd 
fieh,  nnd  ihnt  our  ololhcs  (liould  be  cut  in 
the  proper  fnsbion.  Thej  do  not  fulfil  onj 
of  t!io!ie  purposes  ;  nnd  I  wnni  to  know, 
ibercCorc,  if  you  confisooto  the  property  of 
Ibe  Irisli  Ctiurcli,  on  tlie  ground  thnt  it 
dooi  nut  fulfil  the  purposes  for  whieh  it 
was  instituted,  on  wbtit  ground  cnn  you 
oppose  the  otiempt  to  confiscnto  the  es- 
tntes  of  tlioae  great  guilds  tind  companies? 
Thererore,  we  believe  tbal  if  this  Resolu- 
tion be  carried  it  will  a^gravnto  llie  eni- 
mosities  uf  the  Irish  people,  ami  injure 
Ireland.  We  regard  it  as  a  reCregrade  oet 
and  n  retrograde  pulley.  And  we  believe, 
too,  thnt  if  Ibis  Reiolntion  bo  carried 
you  will  sbake  the  principle  of  property 
tbroughonl  the  kingiJum.  We  oppose  ibe 
Reinlution,  in  the  tbird  place— omi King 
many  renions  of  importance,  but  of  n  ae- 
oondary  character— been uae  we  believe  llial 
the  neccHsary  conBcquence,  if  this  policy  be 
carried  into  etTcct  in  Irelnud,  will  be  to 
make  the  uonuection  between  Church  nnd 
Stnle  in   England   inipossibli 


ndmit: 


t  Mr 


Miall.  who  bns  been  ho  often  quoted 
debate,  is  nn  eminent  ninn,  nnd  be  fnirly 
represents  tlic  Liberation  Society.  Well, 
Mr.  Miall  does  not  for  a  moment  disguise 
his  views  on  tbia  subject,  and  it  would  be 
imposHible  for  him  to  do  so,  because  I  have 
here  in  my  band  an  extract  from  the  last 
number  of  The  Nonconformitt,  and  I  will 
briefly  refer  to  Mr.  Miall's  language,  who, 
I   liave  no  doubt,  conicicntiously  holds  the 
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to  pro 


pagato   tliem.      I  wisb  to  abow  nhi 

view   of   the  pnrly    Mr.    Miall   represenls.  I 

"  The  Irith  Church  question  will  not  be  linull^r 
diipoied  of  before  tho  publii^  mind  will  bo  pre- 
pnrod  la  enterlaio  proposnU  in  rpferencE  Id  llie 
Scotch  Kirk  antl  the  Church  of  England.  As  U 
bos  been  with  one  EiUbliBhment,  so,  probabi;, 
will  it  bo  with  Dtlicrt ;  their  limo  i>  filed.  An  I 
impulie  will  be  given  unespccledly,  nnd  Irom  an 
nneipeoled  qunrter.  Mr,  Gladilone  it  trending 
on  the  verge  ol  k  wido  region  of  clmngo." 

1  am  not  introducing  these  remarks  for 
the  sake  of  controversy,  nor  because  I  wish 
to  tbruat  Mr.  Miall's  name  into  the  dcbnte; 
bni  Ins  name  hnviiig  been  quoted  every 
M:  J>imioU 


night  during  this  diseussion,  I  refer  lehu 
remarks  oaa  commentary  on  the  statemeni 
of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  that  no  mta 
sitting  in  this  House  can  think  for  a  iiio- 
nient  of  proposing  ibo  separation  of  Churcli 
nnd  State  in  England.  I  wish  to  sbow 
what  the  authority  you  have  been  referring 
to  thinks  in  reference  to  tlio  present  pro- 
posnt.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman  s»yi 
tbat  "  Mr.  Miall's  views  are  of  tbe  mildm 
chnrncter.  He  would  rntlier  enrich  than 
plunder  thoClmrch.  Ke  isprepnred  to  let 
them  keep  £80.000,000  of  their  pro- 
perty." Now,  in  ray  view  of  the  neceeiiiy 
nnd  advantage  of  Ibo  connection  betweea 
Cburch  and  State,  I  am  not  reeunciled  It 
tbe  change  by  tbe  information  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  tbat  the  Church,  dis- 
soeinled  from  tbe  Stnle,  is  to  be  a  very 
rich  Church.  In  tbe  first  place.  1  cnnni^ 
bring  myself  to  believe  (bat  tlie  people  of 
this  country  would  ever  consent  In  ib> 
■cverance  of  tbat  lie,  nnd  at  the  same  time 
agree  thnt  tbe  Cburch  of  England  should 
retain  tbe  properly  which  it  now  pouDsie*. 
It  would  bo  an  imptriiim  in  impario,  irbieh 
to  my  mind  would  render  th«  Govemnieot 
of  (bis  country  almost  certainly  4iffienlt> 
pcibnps  impossible.  Therefore,  I  ibink 
we  must  dismiss  from  our  minds  tbe  notion 
ibat  any  such  arrangement  could  ever  be 
tolerated  by  a  British  Parliament.  Bat 
we  mny  have  a  very  powerful  and  vtry 
disturbing  element  in  our  society  by  meant 
of  an  Estniilished  Church,  even  withoot 
llie  £80,000,000  which  Mr.  Miall  and  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  oppoaite  are  quit« 
ready  to  concede  to  the  Cburch  free  fron 
its  connection  with  the  Stnle.  Tbat  ij 
oiiactly  the  point  to  which,  had  the  timi 
iiecn  more  opportune,  I  should  have  eiUed 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  Committee, 
lion.  Gentlemen  have  spoken  aa  if  a  frei 
Cburob  in  a  free  Slate  were  a  very  progres- 
sive act;  but  it  should  be  remembered  ih«t 
tbe  Cburch  has  been  free  before  this  :  SDJ 
bitberto  those  who  have  preceded  as  is 
this  country  have  thought  that  our  civilita- 
tion  was  advanced  and  aecured  rather  by 
preventing  the  Cburch  from  enjoying  tbat 
absolute  nnd  unrestricted  freedom  which 
we  aro  now  told  will  be  tbe  source  of  M 
ninny  ble»ings.  It  was  because  we  wanted 
something  which  should  save  us  from  «hst 
my  rigbt  bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Walpole) 
called  "fonaticnl  entbuuaim  and  sacer- 
dotal tyrnnuy,"  that  ihe  wise  men  •!» 
built  up  the  Realm  of  England  devised  tlif 
doctrine  of  tbe  Royal  supremacy,  wbicb  ii, 
in  fact,  giving  the  coiilrol  of  coclesisilio*! 
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affairB  to  laymen,  and  which  is,  at  present, 
the  only  security  for  our  religious  liberty, 
and  a  great  security  for  our*  cif  il  rights. 
This  is  a  point  wliich  has  scarcely  been 
touched  upon  in  this  debate,  but  it  is  one, 
I  belief e,  gravely  affecting  the  interests  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  appealed  with 
great  confidence  to  what  he  describes  as 
the  sympathy  of  public  opinion  with  the 
policy  which  he  recommends.  Sir,  he  is 
a  very  bold  man  who  can,  off-hand,  or 
without  very  laborious  pains,  decide  what 
is  really,  on  a  subject  of  this  grave  import, 
the  public  opinion  of  a  country  like  Eng- 
land. It  is  not  to  be  ascertained  in  a 
moment,  because  it  is  not  formed  in  a  mo- 
ment. Whst  public  opinion  is  to  most 
individuals  is  the  opinion  of  the  circle  in 
which  they  move;  and  we  in  this  political 
life  of  ours,  who  have  the  advantage 
of  living  in  at  least  a  considerable  circle, 
have  some  means,  no  doubt,  of  ascer- 
taining what  general  opinion  may  be.  But 
we  are  also  apt  to  be  wonderfully  warped 
in  oar  conclusions  by  the  particular  sphere 
of  observations  in  which  we  habitually 
exist.  But  I  differ,  with  diffidence,  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  estimate 
of  the  general  feeling  of  the  country 
on  this  question.  No  doubt,  if  you  take 
rattling  articles  in  newspapers  and  the 
conceited  conclusions  of  coteries  as  public 
opinion,  all  is  very  easy  for  a  public  man, 
whether  he  be  a  Minister  or  a  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  But  when  questions  of 
fundamental  interest  in  the  Constitution  of 
this  country  arise,  it  is  not  in  our  power  to 
ascertain  what  the  opinion  of  a  nation  like 
England  is  in  such  haste  and  by  such  su- 
perficial means.  I  believe  that  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Sovereign  is  a  doctrine  deeply 
filed  in  the  convictions  and  in  the  con- 
acietice  of  England.  The  more  this  subject 
is  agitated  the  more  that  principle  will 
oome  to  the  surface;  and  it  is  upon  con- 
clusions like  that,  and  not  upon  some 
alleged  abuses,  local  abuses  of  an  institu- 
tion, that  grave  questions  of  this  magnitude 
most  be  finally  decided.  Sir,  I  would 
willingly  have  sat  down  this  moment  only 
that  would  be  discourteous  to  an  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  spoke  early  in 
this  night's  debate,  and  spoke  too  at  some 
length.  I  refer  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Clare  (Sir  ColmanO'Loghlen), 
who,  in  an  agreeable  and  clever  speech, 
which  I  may  describe  as  an  amiable  invec- 
tive against  myself,  offered  some  very 
aevere  but  courteous  comments  on  my  life 


and  career,  and  made  some  obsenrations 
which  I  ought  perhaps  to  answer.  But  there 
was  one  which  I  am  particularly  desirous 
of  noticing,  because  it  was  founded  on 
what  I  think  he  will  find  that  I  am  correct 
in  characterizing  as  a  misconception  on 
his  part  and  on  that  of  his  friends.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  of- 
fended because  1  described  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  this  House  as  "  Romanists."  [Sir 
CoLMAN  0*LoGHLEN  :  Hear,  hear  !]  And 
an  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  night 
(Mr.  Rearden)  said  that  I  had  given  him  a 
nickname  because  I  had  called  him  a 
**  Romanist."  I  certainly  had  no  intention 
in  using  that  word,  to  say  anything  that 
should  be  in  the  least  degree  offensive;  and 
1  rather  think  that  the  hon.  Baronet, 
who  has  literary  acquirements  and  powers 
of  literary  research,  will  find  that  he  is 
under  a  mistake.  I  mjself  have  read  most 
of  the  great  writers  in  magno  ceriamine 
utnusque  Ecelestw,  and  I  believe  1  remem- 
ber the  time  when  the  word  '*  Romanist  " 
was  first  introduced.  It  was  introduced  as 
a  phrase  of  conciliation,  because  there  is 
another  word  which  is  connected  with 
odious  associations,  and  has  been  for  a  long 
time,  with  the  people  of  this  country,  which 
might  describe  his  creed.  When  the  word 
*'  Anglican  "  was  introduced  early  in  this 
debate,  adopted  for  tho  first  time,  and  re- 
peated every  night  in  the  nature  of  a  cor- 
relative expression,  it  naturally  occurred  to 
me — as  I  did  not  choose  to  avail  myself  of  a 
word  of  which  I  confess  I  should  not  bo 
ashamed  were  I  of  that  religion — to  use  the 
correlative  word  ''Romanist."  Therefore  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Baronet  that  no  offence 
was  meant.  I  will  not  refer  at  any  length 
to  the  observations  he  has  made  upon  a 
statement  with  which  I  closed  my  remarks 
before  Easter.  I  made  those  remarks  ad- 
visedly. It  is  my  belief  that  there  is  in 
the  English  Church  a  party  of  extreme 
opinions,  who  advocate  the  disunion  of 
Church  and  State.  I  was  informed  by 
an  authority  upon  which  I  place  implicit 
credit,  that  some  leading  members  of  tliat 
party  had  been  in  habitual  communication 
and  combination — I  never  used  tho  word 
conspiracy,  but  I  will  not  fight  about  words 
—with  thoso  1  described  as  Romanists,  and 
for  the  rest  of  the  statement,  that  they  were 
in  open  confederacy,  I  leave  the  House  to 
judge  of  it  for  itself  from  the  late  division; 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  comes 
forward  with  a  new  policy,  proposing, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  a  revolution  in  the 
country,    the    dissevering   of  the   Church. 
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Bouverie,  rt.  hon.  E.  P.    Davie,  Sir  H.  11.  F. 

Ilayler,  A.  D. 

Nea^.C. 

Bowyer,  Sir  G.                  Do  U  Poer,  E. 

Uendlam.rt.hon.T.E. 

Kicol,  J.  D. 

Brady,  J.                            Denmnn.  hon.  G. 

Henderson,  J. 

Norwood,  C.  M. 

Brand,  rt.  hon.  H.            Dent.  J.  D. 

HeocBge.  E. 

0-Boime,  J.  L. 

Bright.  Sir  C.  T.               Doring.  Sir  E.  C. 

Uenlej,  Lord 

O'Brien.  Sir  P. 

llctbert,  11.  A. 

O'DonoghDO.  Tba 

llilberl.J.  T. 

Ogtlvy.  Sir  J. 
Ol^ghlen,  Sir  C.  M. 

Browne.  Lord  J.  T.            Dillwyn,  L.  L. 

llodgkinson.  G. 

Bnioe,  Lord  C.                  Dixon,  G. 

Uodgion,  K.  D. 

Onalow,  G. 

Brace.rt.  hon.  H.  A.        Doulton,  F. 

Uolden,  I. 

O'Reilly,  M.T. 

Bryan,  G.  L.                      Duff,  M.  E.  G. 

ilolinnd,  E. 

Osbome.  R.  B, 

Buller.SirA.W.               Duff,  R.  W. 

Horsman,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Otway.  A.  J. 

Bollor,  SirE.  M.              Dundai,  F. 

Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 

Owen.  Sir  H.  0. 

Burks,  Viiconnt                   Dunlop,  A.  C,  S.  M. 

Howard,  Urd  E. 

Padmore,  R. 

Butlor.  C.S.                      Earlo,  H.  A. 

Hughes.  T. 

Paget,  T.  T. 

Batler.JohnBtone,  U.  A.     Edwardl,  C. 

Hurst,  R.  H. 

Pe>w.  J.  W. 

Baiton,  C.                         Edwards,  H. 

Ilutt,  rl.  hon.  Sir  W. 

Peel.  A.  W. 

Bu»ton,  Sir  T.  F.             Eliot,  Lord 

Ingham,  R. 

Pool.  J. 

Oalcraft.  J.  H.  M.             Enfield,  Vi.oount 

Jackioa,  W. 

PelbuB.  I«rd 

Calthorpe,hn.F.B.ff.G,     Enkine,  Vice.  Ad.  J.  E. 
Candliih.  J.                    EiraoBde,  J. 

Jardine,  R. 

Philipa,  R.  N. 

Jcrroisc.  Sir  J.  0. 

PUU^J. 

iTr.  J},»ratli 
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PoUard-Urqnliart,  W. 
Portman,  hon.  W.  H.  B. 
Potter,  E. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  Sir  J. 
Price,  R.  G. 
Price,  W.  P. 
Pritehard,  J. 
Proby,  Lord 
Rawlinson,  Sir  IT. 
Rearden,  D.  J. 
Rebow,  J.  G. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Robertson,  D. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rothschild,  Baron  L.  de 
Rothschild,  Baron  M.de 
Rothschild,  N.  M.  de 
Rnssell,  A. 
Rossell,  F.  W. 
Russell,  H. 
Rnssell,  Sir  W. 
St.  Aubjn,  J. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Samuda,  J.D'A. 
Samnelson,  B. 
Seott,  Sir  W. 
Seely,  C. 
Seymour,  A. 
Shafto,  H.  D. 
Sheridan,  II.  B. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Sherriff,  A.  C. 
Simeon,  Sir  J. 
Smith,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Speirs,  A.  A. 
Staopoole,  W. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  0. 
Stansfeld,  J. 
Stock,  0. 
Stone,  W.  n. 


Stuart,  Col.  Criehton- 
SuUiTan,  £. 
Sykes,  Colonel  W.  H. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Talbot,  0.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thommon,  M.  W. 
Tite.  W. 
Tomline,  G. 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M'C. 
Tracy,  hon.   C.   R.  D. 

Hanbory- 
TrcTelyan,  G.  O. 
Vandeleur,  Colonel 
Vanderbyl,  P. 
Verney,  Sir  11. 
Vernon,  H.  F. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  0.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
ViTian,Capt.hn.J.C.W. 
WaldegraTO-Leslie,  hon. 

G. 
Waring,  C. 
Warner,  E. 
Watkin,E.W. 
Weguelin,  T.  M. 
Western,  Sir  T,  B. 
Whalley,  G.  II. 
Whatman,  J. 
Whitbread,  S. 
White,  hon.  Capt.  C. 
White,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Winterbotham,  H.  S.  P. 
Woods,  H. 
WyTiU,  M. 
Young,  G. 
Toung,  R. 

TBXXIIU. 

Glynn,  G. 
Adam,  W.  F. 


NOES. 


Adderley,  rt.  hon.  C.  B. 
Annesley,  hon.  Col.  H. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Archdall,  Captain  H. 
Arkwright,  R. 
Baggallay,  R. 
Bagge,  Sir  W. 
Bagnall,  C. 
Bailey,  C. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baring,  il.  B. 
Baring,  T. 
Bamett,  H. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Barrow,  W.  II. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Batburst,  A.  A. 
Beach,  Sir  M.  U . 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beecroft,  G.  S. 
Bentinck,  G.  0. 
Benyon,  R. 
Bereiford,  Capt.  D.  W. 

Pack- 
Bernard,  hon.  Col.  II.  B. 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Bourne,  Colonel 


Brett,  Sir  W.  B. 
Brooks,  R. 
Bruce,  Major  C. 
Bruce,  Sir  II.  II. 
Bruen,  II. 
Buckley,  E. 
Burrell,  Sir  P. 
Capper,  C. 
Cartwrigbt,  Colonel 
CaTo,  rt.  hon.  S . 
Cecil,  Lord  E.H.B.  G. 
elite,  Lt.-Col.  hn.  G.W. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Cochrane,  A.D.R.W.B. 
Cole,  hon.  II. 
Cole,  hon.  J.  L. 
Connolly,  T. 
Cooper,  £.  H. 
Corrance,  F.  S. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  II.  L. 
Courtenay,  Viscount 
Cox,  W.  T. 
Cremome,  Lord 
Cubitt,  G. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Darenport,  W.  B. 
Dawson,  R.  P. 


Dick,  F. 
Dimsdale,  R. 
Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Dowdeswell,  W.  E. 
Du  Cane,  0. 
Duncombe,  hon.  Adml. 
Duncombe,  hon.  Colonel 
Dutton,  hon.  R.  H. 
Dyke,  W.  H. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Eaton,  11.  W. 
Eckersley,  N. 
Edwards,  Sir  H. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  E.  C. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Fane,  Lt.-Col.  H.  U. 
Fane.  Colonel  J.  W. 
Feilden,  J. 
Fellowes,  £. 
Fergusson,  Sir  J. 
Finch,  G.  II. 
Floyer,  J. 
Foi'de,  Colonel 
Forester,  rt.  hon.  Gen. 
Fresbfleld,  C.  K. 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
Galway,  Viscount 
Garth,  R. 
Getty,  S.  G. 
Gilpin,  Colonel 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goldney,  G. 
Goocb,  Sir  D. 
Goodson,  J. 
Gordon,  rt.  hon.  E.  S. 
Gore,  J.  R.  O. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Grant,  A. 
GraTes,  S.  R. 
Gray,  Lieut.-Colonel 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  £. 
Grey,  hon.  T.  de 
Griffith,  C.  D. 
Guinness,  Sir  B.  L. 
Gumey,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Uamilton,  Viscount 
Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hartley,  J. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Harvey,  R.  B. 
Haryey,  R.  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Ileathcote,  Sir  W. 
Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 
Hennikcr-Major,  hon.  J. 

M. 
Herbert,  rt.  hn.  Gen.  P. 
HerTcy,  Lord  A.  H.  C. 
Hesketb,  Sir  T.  G. 
Heygate,  Sir  F.  W. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
I  Hogg,  Lt. -Colonel  J.  M. 


Holfbrd,  R.  S. 
Holmesdale,  Viseonnt 
Hood,  Sir  A.  A. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Ilorsfiill,  T.  B. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howes,  E. 
Hubbard,  J.  G. 
Huddleston,  J.  W. 
Hunt.  rt.  hon.  G.  W. 
Innes,  A.  C. 
Jervis,  Major 
Jolliffe,  hon.  II.  H. 
Karslnke,  E.  K. 
Karslake,  Sir  J.B. 
Kayanagh,  A. 
Kekewich,  S.  T. 
Kelk,  J. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kennard.  R.  W. 
Keown,  W. 
King,  J.  K. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knigbtley,  Sir  R. 
Knox,  Colonel 
Knox,  hon.  Colonel  S. 
Lacon,  Sir  E. 
l^ird,  J. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lanyon,  Sir  C. 
Lascelles,  hn.  E.  W. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  Major  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  U.  G. 
Leslie,  C,  P. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  G. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col.  C. 
Lindsay,  Col.  R.  L. 
Long,  R.  P. 
Lopes,  H.  C. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  W. 
Lowther,  J. 
Mahon,  Viscount 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Malcolm,  J.  W. 
Manners,  Lord  G.  J. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Mayo,  Earl  of 
Moller,  Colonel 
Miles,  J.  W. 
Mitford,  W.  T. 
Montagu,  rt.hn.  Lord  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  C. 
Morgan,  hon.  Major 
Morgan,  0. 

Mowbray,  rt.  hn.  J.  R. 
Neeld,  Sir  J. 
Novillc-Grenvillo,  R. 
Newdcgate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
North,  Colonel 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S. 

H. 
O'Neill,  hon.  E. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Falk,  Sir  L. 
Parker,  Major  W. 


Parliammt—SutiKm        [COMMONS ) 
■Iten,  rt.  hop,  Col.  W.    Sykoi.  0, 


of  the  Eouit. 


>ul],  If. 

Bel,  rt.  bon.  Gen«nl 
BDOiuit,  ban.  G.  D. 
enj.Mir.'Gn.Lord  I). 

awell,  F.  S. 

id.  c.  s. 

epton.O.  W.  J. 
0l>erlM>n,  P.  F. 

■^      ■!,  Sir  C. 
crson,  E. 
cbreiber,  C. 
Dlatar- Booth,  O. 
ooorfleld,  J.  H. 

'  D-lbbetaon,  H.J. 

DB.  J.  E. 

aor.  a.  H. 
id>,  W.  B. 


lirling-MiMaU.SirW. 
lopford,  3.  G. 
tronge,  Sir  J.  M. 
luart,  Lieut.-Col.  W. 
tucley.  Sir  G.  S. 
ton,  II.  G. 
tun,  Utul.-Ool.  N. 
urteo.  G.  F. 
•urUtti,  11.  E. 


Tbotnpiion,  A.  G. 
Tliorold,  Sir  J.  U. 
ToUemacliD,  J. 
Torrens,  B. 
Treebr,  J.  W. 
Trevor,  Lord  A.  E.Uilt- 
Turner,  C. 
Turnor,  E. 
V>Dae,J. 
Verner.  E.  W. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Wsloott,  Admiral 
Walter,  Msjor  G.  G. 
WiklpolB,  n.  bOD.  S.  U. 
W.lrODd,  J.  W. 
Wfttih.hon.  A. 
Wnrrcn,  rt.  baa.  R.  R. 
Walerhouse.  S. 
Welby.  W.  E. 


Whin 


^  H. 


II,  Colonel 
Willlsmi.  F.  M. 
Wue,  n.  C. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wjld,  J. 

Wjndham,  bon.  H. 
Vyndbim,  hop.  P. 
WjDn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Wynn.  C,  W.  W. 
Wynne,  W.K.  M. 
Torke.  J,  R. 


Mr.  DISR&ELI :  Sir,  (he  rote  at  nhioh 
be  Committee  hna  now  arrived  lins  nitorecl 

relations   between    Her   Mnj.'Stv's  Go- 
niETit  and  tlie  prei^ent  H' 


s,  Ihe 


_   for  us  U 
I  [iropnne,  tvitli  tin 


Mn. 

GLADSTONE  : 

I    nntn 

ally,   in 

omnio 

n  ivith  oilier  Members  of  tli 

House, 

erfere 

erj  sincerely  nny 
ce  ivith  tlie  genr 

Jel'r'Il 

n  or  in- 
of  busi- 

lotion 
f  tlie 

but   I   cnnnot  possibly  object  to  tlie 
made  by  the  rcEpoiiBiblo  MinistcrB 
Crown  under  tbo  circuuislnneea  of 

1.  DISRAELI  tben  moved  tbat  tbe 
)bairmnn  report  Progrcs*. 

House  resumed. 

Commiitce  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
ipoD  Monday  neit. 

PAHLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF 

TUE  HOUSE. 

Ur.    GLADSTONE    said,    tbat    some 

inlf-hour  sinoe,   the  Prime    Minister  an- 

louncod  that  the  vole  of  the  Home  Iiftd 
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altered  the  illations  between  the  Eieea- 
tive  GoTernment  and  the  present  Houie 
of  Ciimmons,  placing  an  empbnsii  on  "  the 
present  House  of  Commons,"  and  propote4 
tbo  adjournment  of  tbo  House  until  Mop- 
dny.  Tbe  appeal  for  adjournment  he  ciiuid 
not  reeist ;  but  to  bis  perfect  nsloniibmeDl 
be  bad  roceited  a  meEsage  from  tbe  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Exchequer  lo  ihe  effect  that, 
although  Ibe  business  of  the  country  »n» 
to  be  suspended  until  Monday,  tbe  Com- 
iniltee  on  tbe  Irish  Cburcb  would  not  stand 
as  tbe  first  Order  for  tbat  Day,  but  that 
it  was  intended  lo  proceed  with  the  Com- 
mittee on  Wayn  and  Means.  He  (Ur, 
Gladstone)  ^ave  nnlice,  iberefore,  tliAl  lit 
should  move  on  Monday  next  (hkt  tha 
Standing  Order  wbicli  regulated  the  oriir 
of  proceeding  on  Monday  should  be  Rfr- 
pciided,  and  that  the  Order  of  t)i«  StJ 
for  the  Committee  upon  the  EstnblialiM 
Chnroh  of  Ireland  should  lake  its  place. 
He  would,  howerer,  ask  tbe  right  han. 
Gentleman,  whether  it  na»  his  intention  te 
allow  tbe  discusiion  upon  the  Irish  Cburth 
to  take  precedence  of  the  other  bu&ineu 
on  Moridiiy  ? 

The  chancellor  op  tbe  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  tbat  Ways  and  Mean*  hsd 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  in  the  orifintry 
way.  Tiio  House  could  on  MouJay  Jectdt 
aa  to  the  course  of  busincas.  Ho  uufed 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  till  Uonday. 

Mr.  I'AHDWELL  said,  that,  when  the 
nrr.iiigement  for  Coniniiltce  en  Ways  and 
Means,  as  llio  first  Order  on  Monday,  ou 
made,  it  was  understood  that  the  Resolu- 
tions of  the  rigiit  boil.  GcDilenmn  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lnneaebire  would  be  consi' 
dered  tbat  evening. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  asked  the  Chtn- 
cellor  of  the  E»cbequer,  whether  he  weold 
now  Bcsent  to  the  consideration  of  the  Be- 
solutions  in  Commilteo  being  tiio  fir^t  Oiilst 
of  the  Day  r 

TuE  CHANCELLOR  0 
I  QUER  observed  that  whei 
n  Monday,  it  would  be  c 
iglit   ho      " 


aiigoui 


t  he  de.''ircd. 


F  THE  EXCHE- 

n  tbe  House  met 

mpetcat  for  tha 

p  propose  tbe  ar- 


Mr.  AYRTON  Bskcd  bow  the  GoTem- 
ment  statement  could  come  off  on  Monday 
unless  tbe  "  Irish  Church  "  was  put  down 
OS  tbe  first  Order  ?  If  it  was  not  so  placed 
there  would  bo  a  breach  of  faith  on  tbe 
pait  of  tbe  Government. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  thought  Ibit 
any  settlement  of  the  course  of  babiiieit 
wot  immaterial  when  a  Rlntement  was  to 
bo  made  by  the  Freuiier  on  Uoudej. 
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Sm  JOHN  PAEINOTON  said,  tbe 
right  lion.  OentlemaD  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  had  exhibited  unnecea- 
aary  excitement.  There  had  been  no  en- 
gagement, and  the  request  made  of  the 
House  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  a  Tery  natural 
one  under  the  circumstances. 

Mb.  GHILDBRS  said,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  **  Irish  Gliurch  "  sliould  be 
placed  as  the  first  Order  for  Monday. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  aug- 
gested  that  the  House  were  only  losing 
time.  It  would  be  easy  on  Monday  after 
the  statement  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  to 
acttle  the  course  of  business. 

Mr.  WHITBEEAD  said,  he  had  not 
expeoted  to  find  the  Government  acting  in 
the  manner  they  were  doing. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  denied  that 
the  Government  had  done  anything  wrong 
in  the  matter. 

YisoouNT  GAL  WAY  said,  that  the  last 
man  who  ought  to  complain  of  the  time  of 
the  House  being  wasted  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Laneasliire. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

House,  at  rising,  to  adjourn  till  Monday 
next. 

SEA  FISHERIES   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Blaks,  Bill  to  amend  tbe 
Laws  relative  to  the  Coast  and  Deep  Sea  Fisheries 
of  Ireland,  ordettd  to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Blaki, 
Colonel  Ahkbslxt,  Lord  Clauds  John  Hamiltok, 
and  Mr.  Kavanaou. 
Bill  j^reMfi/tfcf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  101.] 

TAGRANT  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pxass,  Bill  to  amend  tbe 
Aet  for  punishing  idle  and  disorderly  Persons  and 
Rogues  and  Vagabonds  so  far  as  relates  to  the 
use  of  Instruments  of  Gaming,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr,  Pxasx,  Mr.  Akbotd,  and  Mr. 
Ldokll. 
Bill  preienUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  102.] 

House  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock' 

till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE   OF    LOKDS, 

IViday,  May  1,  1868, 

MINUTES.]— FoBUc  Bills— -S^cot^rf  Reading^ 
Marriages  (Frampton  Mansel)  *  (85).  , 

Commi<(««— Petty  Sessions  and  Lock-up  Houses  *  ' 

(71).  ! 

Report — Petty  Sessions  and  Lock-up  Ileuses  *  I 

(71).  I 

Third  BeadifUj^Ojnitr  and  Mussel  Fisheries  *  ■ 
(68),  and  pasted' 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— VICTOR! A— 
THE    APPROPRIATION   ACT. 

POSTPONEMENT  OP  MOTION. 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBUEY  Baid,  he 
hnd  to  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Ljfeden)  who  had  giTen  notice*- 

''To  call  the  Attention  of  the  House  to  the 
Correspondence  respecting  and  arising  from  the 
Non-enactment  of  the  Appropriation  Act  in  Vic«- 
toria  and  the  Recall  of  the  Goremor  of  the 
Colony," 

to  postpone  his  Motion  until  some  day  next 
week,  in  consequence  of  what  had  taken 
place  last  eTouing  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament. 

Lord  LYVEDEN  said,  that  although 
the  Motion  he  intended  to  submit  was  not 
of  a  party  character,  he  should  not  hesitate 
to  comply  with  the  noble  Earl's  request. 
He  should  therefore  postpone  it  till  Friday 
next.  But  at  the  same  time  he  must  express 
a  hope  that  the  noble  Duke  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  would  not  take 
any  action  relating  to  the  subject  before 
the  discussion. 

The  Duke  of  BUCKINQHAM  said,  he 
did  not  think  that  it  would  be  right  for 
him  to  give  any  engagement  in  reference 
to  the  course  which  he  might  think  fit  to 
take  should  any  circumstances  arise  which, 
in  his  opinion,  called  for  the  action  of  the 
Secretary  of  State;  but  he  could  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  it  was  not  likely  that 
anything  could  arise  before  the  discussion 
which  would  affect  the  question  in  one  way 
or  the  other.  The  last  mail  brought  nothing 
which  called  for  an  answer,  and  he  was  not 
aware  that  it  was  likely  that  there  would 
be  any  communication  from  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  Colony  before  the  time  when 
this  discussion  was  arranged  to  come  on. 
With  regard  to  the  question  itself,  he  would 
say  that  he  believed  there  was  not,  nor  ever 
had  been  any  difference  of  opinion  between 
the  Government  and  the  noble  Lord  with 
regard  to  the  impropriety  of  such  a  grant 
as  that  which  had  been  proposed;  nor  did 
he  believe  that  there  would  be  any  difiference 
of  opinion  in  their  Lordships'  House.  No 
doubt  there  might  be  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  course  which  should  be  pursued; 
and  upon  that  matter  it  was  quite  right  that 
there  should  be  discussion. 

HIS  ROYAL  HIGHNESS  THE  DUKE  OF 
EDINBURGH.— THE  QUEEN'S  ANSWER 
TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  STEWARD  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Tanker- 
tille)    reported     Her     Majcstj-'s     most 
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gracious  Answer  to  the  Address  of  Monday 
iast,  as  folio  wa : — 

**  I  receire  with  deep  satlsfaotioxi  your  sympa^ 
thising  addreu.  The  attempt  upon  the  life  of  my 
BOD,  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  has  I  feel  only  further 
aroused  the  loyalty  of  my  Australian  subjects,  so 
heartily  displayed  in  his  reception.  I  am  very 
sensible  of  the  Divine  protection  afforded  him,  and 
in  my  anxiety  still  trust  in  it ;  while  in  this  as  in 
all  trials  I  deriTO  consolation  and  support  from 
the  affectionate  attachment  of  my  Parliament  and 
People." 


THE  PUBLIC  OFFICES— NEW  INDIA  AND 
FOREIGN  OFFICES.— QUESTION. 

Lord  REDESDALB  moved  for— 

**  Return  of  the  Cost  of  msking  and  erecting  i 
Four  Statues  recently  placed  against  the  Pilasters  | 
at  the  South-west  Angle  of  the  India  Office,  and  { 
the  Cost  of  the  decoratire  Painting  of  the  Interiors 
of  the  India  and  Foreign  Offices:  And  to  ask,  Wbe-  ' 
ther  it  is  intended  to  allow  the  East  Front  of  the 
new  Offices  on  the  Sooth  Side  of  Downing  Street 
to  be  completed  on  a  Line  which  will  render  the 
Demolition  of  the  Front  of  the  present  Gorem- 
ment  Offices  in  Whitehall  necessary,  or  to  require 
it  to  be  so  constructed  as  to  form  a  handsome 
Eleration  in  oonneiion  with  those  Buildings  ? 


»»» 


The  noble  Lord  expressed  bis  regret  that 
the  Government  had  this  year  taken  so 
small  a  Vote  as  £10,000  to  proceed  with 
these  works,  and  added  thnt  it  was  of  great 
importance  that  the  building  should  be 
quickly  proceeded  with.  The  appearance 
of  the  waste  ground  there  at  present  greatly 
disfigured  the  locality.  With  respect  to 
the  statues  on  the  exterior,  those  in  the 
niches,  he  understood,  were  intended  to 
represent  GoTernors  General  ;  he  might 
possibly  have  made  out  one  or  two,  and 
perhaps  some  might  be  able  to  detect  a 
likeness;  but  he  could  not  consider  them 
particularly  ornamental.  The  statues  to 
which  his  notice  referred  appeared  to  be 
female  figures,  and  they  might  represent 
the  cities  of  India;  but  they  were  quite 
uncalled  for  and  far  from  being  orna- 
mental. It  would  have  been  much  better 
that  the  money  which  they  cost  should 
have  been  applied  in  completing  the  build- 
ing, which  he  thought  was  a  matter  of 
very  great  importance.  The  same  obser- 
vation applied  to  the  large  sum  of  money 
that  had  been  expended  on  the  interior 
decorations.  There  was  another  point  which 
appeared  to  have  been  very  little  attended 
to,  and  was  likely,  therefore,  to  lead  to  a 
very  unsatisfactory  result — he  alluded  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  buildings  were 
being  carried  out  in   connection  with  the 


existing  frontage  of  those  in  Whitehall. 
That  row  of  buildings  as  altered  by  the 
designs  of  Sir  Charles  Barry  presented  a 
very  handsome  elevation;  but  it  stood  on  a 
different  line  from  that  of  the  new  ofiices, 
and  it  would  require  skilful  arrangement  ^ 
to  connect  the  new  buildings  when  com- 
pleted with  those  already  erected.  It 
bad  been  contemplated  by  the  architect 
that  the  existing  buildings  should  be 
pulled  down  ;  but,  considering  the  time 
it  took  to  erect  buildings  for  public  offi- 
ces, it  was  extremely  desirable  that  those 
now  erected  should  be  rendered  available. 
Any  design  which  might  be  adopted  shoold 
be  carried  out  in  a  manner  to  secure  the 
ultimate  arrangement  of  these  buildings 
and  the  widening  of  Parliament  Street  ia 
the  most  efficient  manner.  Nothing  but  a 
design  having  for  its  object  to  connect  all 
the  buildings  already  erected  and  those 
abont  to  be  erected  would  lead  to  a  satis- 
factory result.  He  regretted  that  he  was 
frequently  obliged  to  call  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  this  subject,  and  he  also  felt 
sorry  that  all  the  land  necessary  for  the 
purposes  of  these  offices  had  not  been  par- 
chased  some  time  ago;  for  he  believed  that 
the  longer  the  purchase  was  delayed  the 
greater  would  be  the  sum  required  to  be 
paid. 

The  Earl  op  MALME3BURY  said, 
that,  on  one  point,  he  could  set  the  mind  of 
bis  noble  Friend  at  ease,  for  the  cost  of 
the  statues  to  which  he  referred  was  only 
£847.  and  the  cost  of  the  decorntife 
painting  of  the  interior  of  the  India  Office 
was  about  £190.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  lay  before  the  House  a  Eeturn 
showing  tho  expense  of  painting  and  deco- 
rating the  interiors  of  both  the  India  Office 
and  Foreign  Office.  A  general  Bchcmo 
was  in  contemplation  for  concentrating  the 
public  offices.  A  Report  on  the  subject, 
which  had  been  transmitted  to  the  Trea- 
sury, would  be  very  soon  laid  before  Fsr- 
liament,  when  the  whole  plan  would  be 
explained. 

LoBD  TAUNTON  desired  to  refer  to 
the  statues  recently  placed  in  Westminster 
Hall,  and  said,  that,  if  anything  could  tend 
to  vulgarise  that  noble  building,  it  would 
be  the  erection  of  such  statues  as  now 
stood  in  the  Hall.  A  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  had  suggested  the  ad- 
dition of  the  statue  of  Oliver  Cromwell  to 
the  statues  now  standing  there  ;  but,  in 
his  opinion,  the  best  thing  to  do  would  be 
fo  take  away  all  the  present  statues. 

Lord  REDESDALB  said,  thst,  if  the 


16B5 


Miniiimal 


(Mat  4,  1868) 


Statment  1688 


cost  of  tbe  four  etatnos  at  the  India  Offieo 
was  £800,  or  £200  for  each,  an  expendi- 
ture of  £8.000  would  be  required  for  the 
whole  number  of  forty  etatues  which  were 
intended  to  be  erected.  He  thought  it 
would  be  much  better  to  add  that  sum  of 
£8,000  to  the  amount  required  to  be  ex- 
pended for  the  commencement  of  the  new 
buildings.  The  statues  were  positively 
unsightly,  and,  in  respect  to  position,  eon< 
trary  to  every  principle  of  architecture. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES   BILL— (No.   48.) 

(the  Earl  of  Lichfield.) 

8EG0ND  READING  POSTPONED. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  LICHFIELD  stated  that 
he  had  agreed,  at  the  request  of  the  Qovern- 
ment,  to  postpone  the  Motion  for  Second 
Reading   until    next    week,    and    begged 
to  correct  a  misconception  respecting  the 
3rd  clause.     That  clause  would  in  no  way 
interfere  with  the  power  given  by  preTious 
Acts  of  Parliament  to  members  of  friendly 
Bocieties  to  insure  the  lives  of  their  own 
ohildren.    It  simply  prevented  the  children 
becoming  members  before  the  age  of  seven. 
In  reply  to  a  suggestion  from  a  noble  Lord 
on  the  other  side,  he  begged  to  say  that 
be  was  most  ready  to  consent  to  the  Bill 
being  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  ;  but 
npon  the  understanding  that  the  Commit- 
tee  should   confine  itself    strictly  to   the 
clauses  of  the  Bill.     He  also  begged  to 
announce  that  he  intended  to  move  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  of  the  insurances  of  friendly 
Booieties  in  general,  more  especially  with 
reference  to  burial  societies.     He  was  per- 
fectly persuaded  in  his  own  mind  that  no- 
thing short  of  a  Commission  would  bring 
before    the    public    what    was    going    on 
amongst  the  working  classes,  in  respect  to 
those  insurance  offices  and  companies.     In 
this  Bill,  he  only  dealt  with  the  class  of 
aocieties  now  registered  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament  as  friendly  societies;    but  he 
was  aware  that  a  great  deal  of  evil  exists 
in  acme  of  those  that  are  unregistered. 

Second   Reading   put  off  to   Tuesday 
next. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 
Ordered,  That  the  Name  of  the  Lord 
presenting  a  Petition    shall    be    written 
thereon. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'olook,  to 
Monday  next,  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
J^onday,  May  4,  1868. 


MINUTES.]— Pdbuo  Billb— Second  Reading^ 
Metropolis  Subways*  (73). 

Committee — Regulation  of  Railways  *  (84) ;  Mar- 
riages (Frampton  Mansel)*  (85). 

i^eport— Regulation  of  Railways  *  (84-88) ;  Mar- 
riaffes  (Frampton  Mansel)*  (85). 

7%tra  Reading  —  Petty  Sessions  and  Lock-np 
Houses  *  (71 ),  and  parted, 

MINISTERIAL  STATEMENT  —  DEFEAT 
OF  THE  GOVERNMENT  ON  THE  IRISH 
CHURCH  RESOLUTIONS. 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBURY:    My 
Lords,  jour  Lordships  will   naturally  be 
anxious  to  know  whnt  course  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  thought  it  right  to  take 
after  the  division  which  occurred   in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  on  Friday  morn- 
ing.     1    have,  therefore,  to  inform  your 
Lordships  that  on  Friday  afternoon  Her 
Majesty  was    most  graciously  pleased  to 
give  the  Prime  Minister  an  audience.     At 
that  audience  the  Prime  Minister  thought 
it  his  duty  to  begin  by  informing  Her  Ma- 
jesty of  what  had  taken  place  in  the  House 
of  Commons ;    and,  after  reminding  Her 
Majesty  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  late  Qovernment  was  formed  under  the 
Earl  of  Derby,  and   also  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which   the  present  Parlia- 
ment was  called  together,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister   stated    to   Her    Majesty   that   he 
thought   her  advisers  were,   by  constitu- 
tional precedent,  justified  in  asking  Her 
Majesty  for  a  dissolution  of  Parliament. 
But  he  added  that,  if  Her  Majesty  thought 
that,  under  the   present   exceptional  cir- 
cumstances of  public  affairs,  it  were  more 
desirable  for  the  country  that  Her  Majesty 
should  call  upon  other  servants  for  advice, 
her  present  Ministers  were  ready  to  tender 
their   resignations    to    Her  Majesty,  and 
they  did  actually  tender  them  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's   acceptance    if    Her    Majesty    so 
pleased.    Her  Majesty  said  that  she  would 
take  this  advice  and   statement  into  her 
consideration :    and    accordingly    on    the 
next   day   she   was  pleased    to  give   the 
Prime  Minister  another  audience.    At  that 
audience    Her    Majesty    was    graciously 
pleased  to  say  that  she  would  not  accept 
the  resignation  of  her  Ministers,  and  that 
she  was  ready  to  dissolve  Parliament  when- 
ever the  state  of  public  aff^airs  would  per- 
mit. 
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AfterwftrclB— 

Earl  GRET  :  My  Lords,  before  the 
Hoase  is  adjourned,  I  should  wish  to  make 
a  single  observation  upon  the  explanation 
Mre  have  just  heard  from  the  noble  Lord 
who  represents  her  Majesty's  Government 
in  this  House.  So  far  as  I  understand  it  I 
cannot  acquiesce  in  what  has  fallen  from 
that  noble  Lord.  It  would  seem  that  an 
almost  unprecedented  state  of  affairs  has 
come  upon  us,  and  ^without  venturing  to 
express  any  opinion  as  to  what  is  the 
present  state  of  public  opinion  throughout 
the  country— I  beg  to  say  that,  for  my 
own  part.  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  considered 
that  I  am  committed  to  anything  like  an 
acquiescence  in  the  propriety  of  the  course 
which  it  appesrs  is  about  to  be  pursued  by 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The  noble  Earl 
stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  on 
being  defeated  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament had,  according  to  constitutional  pre- 
cedent, a  right  to  ask  the  Crown  for  a  dis- 
solution of  Parliament.  I  must  beg  to  pro- 
test against  that  doctrine.  What  we  used 
in  former  times  to  hear  was  this — that, 
when  there  was  strong  reason  to  believe 
that  the  House  of  Commons  had  misrepre- 
sented the  feeling  of  the  country,  it  was 
open  to  Ministers  to  appeal  to  the  country 
in  order  to  ascertain  whether  that  feeling 
had  or  had  not  been  rightly  represented  by 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  that  unless 
there  existed  strong  grounds  for  believing 
that  such  a  difference  of  opinion  existed,  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons must  be  considered  to  be  that  of  the 
country.  The  noble  Earl  whom  I  see  sit- 
ting opposite  me  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  will 
remember  that  this  was  the  doctrine  which 
was  held  in  1831  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
solution of  Parliament  upon  the  question 
of  Reform  ;  and  that  the  then  head  of  the 
Government  never  concealed  his  opinion  that 
that  was  a  measure  which,  in  his  opinion, 
he  should  not  have  been  justified  in  recom- 
mending, had  he  not  felt  assured  that  the 
course  he  proposed  to  pursue  would  be 
ratified  by  the  decision  of  the  nation — in 
fact,  he  considered  that  he  would  only  be 
justified  in  taking  such  a  course  by  success. 
I  wish  to  moke  these  general  observations 
on  the  constitutional  principle,  as  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  mere  fact  of  the  Govern- 
ment being  defeated  is  in  itself  a  justifica- 
tion for  an  appeal  to  the  country. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
somewliat    misunderstood    the    statement 

The  Earl  of  Malmeshary 


which  my  noble  Friend  made  to  your  Lord- 
ships. My  noble  Friend  was  careful  to 
point  out  that  the  advice  tendered  to  the 
Crown  by  the  Prime  Minister  was  based, 
among  other  things,  by  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  present  Parliament  was 
elected.  If  your  Lordships  will  carry 
back  your  recollection  you  will  remember 
that  the  present  Parliament  was  elected  in 
1865,  at  the  time  when  the  late  Lord 
Palmerston  was  Prime  Minister.  Tour 
Lordships  will  agree  with  me  that,  without 
entering  into  any  argument  as  to  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  the  great  question  which  has 
lately  occupied  the  House  of  Commons, 
a  more  important  one  at  no  time  ever  en- 
gaged its  attention.  What  was  the  issue 
presented  to  the  country  at  the  time  the 
Parliament  of  1 865  was  elected  ?  Was  the 
country  at  that  time  asked  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  was  then  Prime  Minister  to  ex- 
press its  opinion  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Irish  Church  t  So 
far  from  that  being  the  case  only  a  short 
year  or  two  years  before  the  dissolution, 
Lord  Palmerston,  through  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  one  of  his  sub' 
ordinate  Ministers,  declared  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  so  far  as  he  was  concerned 
no  consent  to  any  measure  of  that  kind 
would  be  given.  I  speak,  my  Lords,  from 
recollection  of  the  words  which  I  myself 
heard  Sir  Robert  Peel,  when  Chief  Secre- 
tary of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  use,  when  he 
said  he  spoke  in  his  own  behalf  and  on  the 
part  of  the  first  Minister  of  the  Crown.  It 
was  under  these  circumstances  that  the 
country  was  asked  to  elect  new  representa- 
tives in  1865.  We  may  entertain  among 
ourselves  opinions  which  may  differ  as  to 
what  view  will  now  be  taken  by  the  country 
on  this  question  ;  but  in  this  all  will  agree, 
that,  under  such  circumstances,  the  Pftv- 
liament  which  was  elected  in  1865  is  not  a 
Parliament  from  which  the  opinion  of  the 
country  can  fairly  be  elicited  ;  and  that 
there  should  be  an  express  appeal  to  the 
country  on  an  issue  of  this  kind. 

Eabl  grey  :  I  must  confess  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  rather  added  to  my 
astonishment  than  diminished  it  by  what 
he  has  said. '  For  what  does  it  come  to  ? 
It  comes  to  this— that  the  country  is  to 
decide  upon  erery  particular  measure  ;  and 
that,  because  this  particular  measure  was 
not  under  consideration  when  the  present 
Parliament  was  elected,  therefore  it  is  not 
competent  to  the  present  Parliament  to 
deol  with  it.  The  very  same  thing  might 
have  been  said,  if  there  was  any  force  m 
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the  argument,  with  referenee  to  Reform. 
When  the  Parliament  of  1830  was  eleeted 
the  great  qaestion  which  was  afterwards 
brought  before  it  had  attracted  but  very 
slight  attention  ;  for  it  was  the  Bevolution 
in  France  which  first  laid  serious  ground 
for  public  opinion.  The  argument  used 
would  hsTO  applied  as  much  to  that  occa- 
sion as  to  the  present.  Further,  it  has 
always  been  held  that  what  the  country 
is  to  decide  open  is  the  confidence  to  be 
placed  in  certain  persons  as  their  represen- 
tatifes,  and  having  elected  these  persons, 
it  is  the  duty  of  such  representatives  to 
exercise  their  judgment  upon  the  measures 
brought  before  them.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons is  not  a  meeting  of  delegates,  but 
of  persons  authorised  to  exercise  their  own 
judgment  and  discretion  on  the  great  ques- 
tions which  concern  the  interests  of  the 
eountry.  To  say  that  Parliament  is  not 
competent  to  settle  a  question  because  it 
was  not  under  consideration  when  that 
Parliament  was  elected,  is,  in  point  of  fact, 
to  say  that  Parliament  is  a  more  assem- 
blage of  delegates,  who  can  only  express 
on  each  question  the  feeling  of  their  con- 
stituents, and  not  a  body  elected  to  exer- 
eise  their  deliberate  judgment  on  the 
questions  which  come  before  them.  Such 
a  doctrine  is  totally  at  variance  with  the 
opinion  of  our  greatest  statesmen,  and  it 
is  one  from  which  I,  for  one,  entirely  dis- 
sent. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  :  The  no- 
ble Earl  has  put  into  my  mouth  expres- 
sions which  I  never  used.  I  did  not  say 
that  Parliament  was  not  competent  to  deal 
with  the  question  ;  what  1  did  ssy  was 
that  a  vote  on  a  subject  of  great  national 
importance  arrived  at  by  a  Parliament 
elected  under  circumstances  which  1  en- 
deavoured to  describe,  offered  exactly  one 
of  those  occasions  on  which  the  Oovern- 
ment  of  the  Sofereign,  in  the  exercise  of 
their  constitutional  right  might  fairly  ten- 
der to  the  Sovereign  that  advice  which  on 
ihis  occasion  has  been  given. 

Thb  Duke  of  SOMERSET :  I  think, 
my  Lords,  it  must  be  admitted  that  this 
discussion  in  the  House  of  Lords  is  some- 
what anomalous.  We  are  now  waiting  to 
know  what  the  House  of  Commons  think 
of  the  present  state  of  affairs.  So  far  as 
I  can  understand,  the  Government  gives 
no  decisive  opinion  on  the  subject.  The 
Government  are  in  a  minority  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  under  such  circumstances 
the  usual  course  is  either  to  resign  or  to 
appeal  to  the  country.      I  am  perfectly 


aware  of  all  the  difficulties  of  the  case. 
The  Government  say  if  they  at  once  make 
an  appeal  to  the  country  it  will  involve 
the  necessity  of  a  second  dissolution  within 
a  very  short  period.  Do  Her  Majesty's 
Government  mean  to  appeal  to  tho  country 
at  once,  or  only  so  soon  as  tho  state  of  pub- 
lic business  will  allow  them  ?  Is  the  appeal 
to  be  put  off  until  nextFehruary  ?  becausei 
If  so.  Parliament  would  be  in  this  position^— 
We  have  two  Reform  Bills  before  us  which 
are  necessary  to  a  dissolution — is  the  Go- 
vernment in  a  position  to  carry  those 
measures  through  Parliament  ?  Or  is  it, 
on  the  other  hand,  intended  that,  as  soon 
as  the  money  necessary  to  carry  on  the 
business  of  tho  country  has  been  voted. 
Parliament  will  be  dissolved  ?  I  should 
like,  if  possible,  to  know  what  course  tho 
Government  means  to  adopt. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  :  I  can 
assure  the  noble  Duke  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  made  up  their  minds  very  dis- 
tinctly on  this  matter,  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  noble  Duke  was  absent 
when  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  made  his  statement  to  the  House. 
Had  the  noble  Duke  been  present  he  would 
not  have  made  the  remarks  he  has  jusi 
made.  I  can  only  recapitulate  to  the  noble 
Duke  imperfectly  what  my  noble  Friend 
stated  so  clearly  as  to  the  position  of 
affairs  at  this  moment.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister, on  the  part  of  his  Colleagues,  ten- 
dered to  his  Sovereign  the  resignation  of 
their  offices  on  Friday  afternoon.  Her 
Majesty  took  time  to  consider  the  matter, 
and  received  the  Prime  Minister  again  in 
audience  on  Saturday.  Her  Majesty  ex- 
pressed her  unwillingness  to  accept  the 
resignation  of  office  tendered  by  the  Prime 
Minister  ;  and  the  result  is  that  we  still 
occupy  the  same  position  we  did  before, 
and  intend  to  conduct  the  affairs  of  the 
country  so  long  as  we  are  able  to  do  so  ; 
and  in  the  event  of  any  difficulties  arising 
Her  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased  to 
state  that  she  would  make  no  objection 
to  a  dissolution  of  Parliament.  It,  of  course, 
will  depend  upon  the  state  of  affairs  whether 
that  dissolution  shall  be  a  dissolution  under 
the  existing  constituency,  or  whether  it 
shall  be  a  dissolution  under  the  new  con- 
stituency to  be  formed  under  the  Reform 
Acts ;  but  Her  Majesty  was  graciously 
pleased  to  state  that  she  would  make  no 
objection  to  either  course  being  adopted 
by  her  Advisers  whenever  they  should  see 
fit  to  tender  to  Her  Majesty  a  recommen- 
dation on  that  subject. 
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Lord  FEVERSHAM  :  My  Lords.  I 
must  oipresa  my  eAtisfaclian  tiint  Her 
Majaaty'e  Advisen  hare  not  resigned  their 
offioes;  for  1  oonnot  disguise  froiu  myself 
owing  te  tlie  cuurae  pursued  by  the 
Opposition  duriug  the  present  Sesiion,  a 
fair  ntid  rensonatilo  opportunity  of  carrying 
on  tlie  businesa  of  the  country  Ims  net  beeu 
nlFurded  to  the  Goveniment.  It  was  a 
most  extraordinary  circumstanoe  that  tlie 
very  firgt  niglit  the  present  Prime  Mitiitter 
weutdown  to  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment lit  aaiumo  the  reins  of  GoTernnient 
received  on 
both  lideH  with  laarks  of  cordinllty  and 
f  arnith— the  noble  Barl  {Bar!  Russell]  who 
s  not  now  in  his  place,  thouglit  it  beoom- 
iig  to  deliver  a  most  uncalled-for  and  hitter 
iilacic  upon  mj  right  hon.  Frieud.  Before 
.lie  GoYBrnmont  had  actually  been  nr- 
'onged,  or  Ihe  distribution  of  offices  set- 
tleJ,  the  iio1>le  Earl  came  dotra  and  made 
that  moat  unjustifiable  attack  on  the  Firat 
M.ii>iater  of  the  Croivn.  The  Ministerial 
party  no  Jouht  regret  very  much  the  loss 
wlilcli  the  country  must  sustain  by  the  re- 
if  the  nobie  Karl  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  i    but  it  was  clear  from  ihe  long 

id  distinguiabed  services  of  the  right  hon. 
Gcnilenian  (Mr.  Disraeli),  from  the  way 
n  which  ho  has  raised  himself  by  his  own 
ibililiei,  energy,  and  industry,  to  the  head 
oF  his  party  in  the  House  of  Commons,  lie 
must  naturally  succeed  to  the  ofKi;e  of  Firat 
Minister  when  (he  noble  Earl  resigned. 
The  least  which  the  Prime  Minister  might 
have  expected  from  Parliament  was  fair 
play,  and  that  lie  has  not  received.  After 
tlie  aduptiun  in  Inst  Session  of  the  inipor- 
}  of  Farliamentarj  Reform,  it 
(hat  the  necessary  business  of 
the  present  Session  was  to  complete  that 
great  work  by  passing  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  Reform  Bills,  supplemented  by  the 
Boundary  and  Bribery  Bills.  Surely  that 
.dilitiun  to  the  ordinary  vrork 
every  Session,  was  sufficient 
Session  of  a  moribund  Par- 
liament; and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Member  for  tiouih  Lancashire  (Mr. 
QIadstime),  without  notice,  oauie  forward 
with  thia  question  of  Ihe  Irish  Church, 
which  up  to  that  moment  had  never  been 
heard  of,  The  Parliament  and  country 
therefore,  taken  by  surprise.  I  must, 
Uowerer,  say  that  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Grey)  opposite,  and  another  noble  Earl 
nut  at  present  iu  his  place,  having  raised 
the  war-cry  on  tliat  queatien,  now,  when 
they  Eee  the  dlEGculties  and  the  crisis  irhich 
TAt  Duke  of  Richnoni 


hare  arisen,  make  every  excuse  far  ths 
course  they  pursued .  Then,  may  it  not  be 
said  that  nu  unfair  advantage  ho*  been 
taken  of  the  Miniatry  in  bringiug  furBard 
this  question  of  (he  Ii'ltk  Church  at  tlie 
present  peculiar  time,  wlien  it  is  so  difficult 
to  test  (he  sense  of  the  oountry  I  But  if 
I  know  auylhing  of  the  prooUeo  of  Parlia- 
ment, all  I  can  any  \a,  thai  an  Administra* 
(ion  placed  in  a  minority  iu  »  Parlisinent 
not  their  Ofn,  hare  the  undoubted  privitegd 
of  appealing  to  the  coiistituenciea.  Here, 
however,  is  a  question  brought  furnrard  at 
a  time  so  inopportune  that  it  is  must  diffi- 
cult to  deal  with  it  in  the  usual  way.  I 
am  rejoiued  that  the  Goverumeat  will  not 
yield  up  their  offices  in  eonaoii<iQnco  of  ibt 
unworthy  and  unjustiQable  attack  that  boi 
been  made  upon  liiom  ;  nnd  I  challcngt 
noble  Lords  on  the  Oppositixa  Benches  te 
say  whethur  the  Admiiiistratiun  of  (Ins 
cuun(ry  has  not  been  conducted  nidi  ability 
and  success.  I  challenge  them  tv  say 
whether  they  cau  find  fault  with  the  Ad- 
ministration of  tho  Goveruni«nt  in  aoy  af 
the  groat  DepnrLnieats  of  the  Stale  i  Ooo 
they  find  fault  with  the  adniinistration  of 
affairs  in  reference  to  Ireland  or  jo  respW 
to  the  domoBtie  ooncerni  af  this  country  t 
The  able  manner  in  which  the  forviga  af- 
fairs of  tlie  country  have  been  carried  oo 
merit  entire  commendation  ;  and  it  i«- 
dounds  to  the  credit  of  the  Oovemmetil 
tliat  they  hare  brought  tho  Abyasiniiti 
War  to  such  DsucccBsful  termination.  Un- 
der these  circumstances,  it  would  bo  highly 
inexpedient  and  unusual  if  Her  Majeelj'i 
Advisers  were  to  resign  tlieir  offices  witliCDt 
making  an  appeal  to  the  country  on  h 
great  a  quoation  as  this  of  the  Irish  Churabj 
and  I  believe  that  the  Protestant  feeling  of 
the  country  will  be  found  opposed  te  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church.  Heir' 
ever,  I  trust  that,  after  what  has  occurred, 
the  Opposition  will  tee  tho  error  of  their 
ways,  and  will  not  persist  in  that  recklsu 
and  extraordinary  course  they  have  puriaed 
on  this  qnestion.  Depend  upon  it,  il  will 
be  better  for  all  parlies  to  allow  the  ordi- 
nary business  of  the  Session  to  be  earned 
on,  and  to  complete  the  great  work  of  Ii^ 
furm  ;  for  iiolliing  can  be  more  imphrtsnl 
than  to  complete  that  great  constitatioaal 
change  upon  which  tlie  future  reproseiila- 
tiuu  of  the  people  is  to  be  based. 

llouH  adjourned  at  Sis  u'«>«et 

tm  T^-morrow,  bolf-pul 

Ten  e'do«t 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  4,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Niw  MniBBBS  Swobn  —  John 
Ramiay,  etquire,  for  Stirling  District  of 
Bargha  ;  Viioount  Ingestre, /or  Stamford;  Ed- 
ward Leigh  Pemberton  the  jounger,  etqnire, 
for  Kent  (Eaitern  DiTision). 

Wats  ahd  yimAxn—coniidered  in  CommiUee, 

Public  Bill — Ordtred^^Foor  Law  (Ireland) 
Amendment.* 

JFWvl  SMuitn^  — Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment <^[  103  J. 

TAXATION  OF  CHARITABLE    INSTITU- 
TIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HADEIELD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
aak  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What 
are  the  intentions  of  the  Goyemment  with 
respect  to  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  to 
exempt  Hospitals,  Sunday  Schools  (whe- 
ther annexed  to  places  of  worship  or  other- 
wise), and  other  schools  and  charitable 
institutions  generally  from  Poor's  and 
other  rates  ? 

Mb.  DISEAELI:  Sir,  the  Tote  at 
which  the  House  arrived  the  other  night 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chippenham  (Mr.  Gbldney)  has  very  much 
effected  the  position  of  the  question  with 
leepect  to  charities  ;  and  I  shall  be  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  if,  upon  a  subse- 

Jaent  occasion,  he  will  repeat  the  Question. 
n  the  meantime  I  will  endeavour  to  com- 
municate to  him  the  information  he  seeks 
M  soon  as  I  am  in  a  position  to  do  so. 

NAVY— RETIRED  OFFICERS. 
QUESnON. 

Caftaut  MACKINNON  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, If  any  measure  is  contemplated 
to  remedy  the  grievances  of  retired  OflScers 
ci  the  Navy,  especially  those  under  the 
bead  of  H.  I.  K.,  who  complain  of  un- 
joet  treatment ;  First,  in  compulsory  re- 
tirement; Secondly.  Refusing  to  admit 
them  to  the  benefits  of  other  retired 
Captains  and  Commanders  for  length  of 
■ervice  as  awarded  to  all  others  ? 

Mb.  CORRY  said,  in  reply,  the  hon. 
end  gallant  Member  was  mistaken  in  sup- 
posing that  the  retirement  of  the  Officers 
in  question  was  compulsory.  The  condi- 
tions offered  to  them  were  distinctly  speci- 
fied in  the  Orders  in  Council  which  con- 
stituted the  list,  and  the  Admiralty  had  no 
intention  of  altering  the  present  arrange- 
ment 


COUNTY   FINANCIAL  ARRANGEMENTS. 

QirssnoN 

Sib  WILLIAM  GALLWEY  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  When  he  pro- 
poses to  nominate  the  Select  Committee  on 
County  Financial  Arrangements  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
hoped  shortly  to  proceed  with  the  ar- 
rangements. 

DUKE  OF  EDINBURGH-. 

HER  MAJESTY'S  ANSWER  TO  THE 

ADDRESS. 

Answer  to  Address  [27th  April]  ro- 
ported,  as  follows : — 

I remvo^th  deep  eatie/action  your  eym* 
pathizing  Address, 

The  attempt  upon  the  life  of  My  Son,  the 

Duke  of  Edinburgh,  hoe,  I  feel  iure,  only 

further  aroueed  the  loyalty  of  My  Australian 

Subjeeti,  so  heartily  displayed  in  Sis  re^ 

oeption, 

I  am  very  sensible  of  the  Divine  Protee- 
tion  afforded  Him  ;  and  in  My  anxiety  still 
trust  in  it ;  while  in  this,  as  in  all  trials, 
I  derive  consolation  and  support  from  the 
affectionate  attachment  of  My  -  Parliament 
and  People, 

MINISTERIAL  STATEMENT— DEFEAT  OF 
THE  GOVERNMENT  ON  THE  IRISH 
CHURCH  RESOLUTIONS. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  after  the  division 
on  Thursday  night,  I  mentioned  that,  in 
our  opinion,  it  altered  the  relations  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  House, 
and  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  them 
to  consider  their  position ;  and  with  that 
view  I  asked  the  consent  of  the  House  to 
an  adjournment  for  some  few  days.  I  now 
ask  further  permission  from  the  House  to 
make  a  short  statement  on  the  subject,  to 
give  them  the  result  of  the  consideration 
of  our  position,  and  to  state  the  course 
which,  in  consequence,  we  think  it  our 
duty  to  pursue.  I  believe  I  am  trespass- 
ing on  the  strict  rules  of  the  House  in 
making  a  statement  of  this  kind  without 
a  Motion,  but  these  are  rare  occasions,  and 
I  am  sure  I  can  trust  to  the  indulgence  of 
the  House.  The  House  will  recollect  that 
when,  in  1866,  the  Earl  of  Derby  was 
summoned  by  the  Queen  to  take  the  ma- 
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Dagement  of  aETairii,  his  party  waa  in  n  very 
laidemble  minority  in  this  House,  which 
wag  elected  uuder  the  auspices  and  at  the 
appeal  of  his  political  opponents.  It  vros, 
therefore,  quite  open  then  to  the  Earl  of 
Derby,  in  the  spirit  of  the  ConHtitntion,  to 
recommcod  Her  Mujcsty  to  dissolve  this 
Parliament ;  and  it  is  possible  that,  con- 
sidering the  somewhat  distracted  state  of 
the  Liberal  party  at  that  manieDt  and  the 
general oniiety  which  prevailed  to  support  ' 
a  Governroeot  with  some  principle  of  co- 
that  the  appeal  might  not  have 
been  made  in  vnin.  But  the  Earl  of 
Derby  recollected  that  this  Parliament 
itself  v/ai  then  but  recently  elected,  and 
there  were  other  reasons  of  gravity  and 
principle,  which  induced  him  to  hope  that 
Ight  bo  able  to  carry  on  affuirs  with 
the  present  Parliament,  and  tricreforo  he 
wai»ed  what  has  been  considered  a  consti- 
tutional right  upon  that  oocasion.  The 
nest  year,  1867.  the  QoTernment  of  the 
Earl  of  Derby  found  itself  called  upon  to 
meet  one  of  the  most  difficult  and  impor- 
tant questions  of  modern  times — namely, 
the  Reform  of  this  House — one  which  had 
baffled  all  atatesrucn  and  had  broken  up  j 
and  discomfited  all  parties.  Nevertheless, 
the  Government  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  at- 
tempted, and  attempted  success  fill  ly,  to 
deal  with  that  question,  and  they  pMsed 
a  meaiuro  which  all  must  admit  to  have 
'en  large  in  its  conception  and  provisions, 
id  which,  I  believe,  has  given  very  ge- 
neral satisfaction  to  the  country.  At  the 
ose  of  the  year,  after  the  passing  of  such 
measure,  it  would  have  been  the  Karl  of 
urbv's  wish  to  adyiao  Her  Majesty  to 
saolve  this  Parliament — n  right  which 
he  had  waived  in  the  first  instance — and 
to  take  Iho  opinion  of  the  country  upon 
his  conduct  and  that  of  his  Colleagues  in 
carrying  this  largo  -measure  of  Reform, 
But  the  House  is  aware  that  the  Earl  of 
Derby  was  prevented  from  taking  that 
course,  because,  notwithstanJing  the  ef- 
forts of  the  Government  and  the  equal 
efforts  of  this  House,  there  were  certain 
Eupplemenbiry  measures  connected  with 
tlio  settlement  of  the  Reform  question 
which  it  was  really  impossible  to  pass  last 
year.  But  all  these  measurea,  in  principle, 
were  accepted,  and  adopted  last  year  ;  and, 
Bccordingly,  there  was  a  fair  proapect  that, 
under  these  oi  re  urn  stances,  the  Earl  of 
Derby  having  completed  the  measure  of 
Parliamentary  Reform,  and  carried  all  the 
other  measures  that  were  absolutely  necea- 
for  the  good  government  of  the  country, 
Mr.  Ditraiii 


might  have  had.  at  the  close  of  this  SeMioa< 
the  advantage  of  that  appeal  to  theconatiy 
which  he  believod  he  had  fairly  earned. 
The  Earl  of  Derby  having  waived,  what 
was  not  strictly  perhaps,  though  practically 
it  had  been  held  to  be,  the  const  itutioo*! 
right  of  a  Minister  upon  taking  office,  io 
advise  the  Crown  to  dissolve  a  Parliament 
elected  under  the  influence  of  hia  poii- 
tical  opponents  ;  having  waived  that  right 
at  the  end  of  1866;  and  the  course  ' 
circumstances  having  again  prevented  I 
from  availing  himself  of  that  right  at  the 
end  of  I8G7,— The  Earl  of  Derby,  I  say, 
lelt  that  ho  was  placed,  anintentionaUy, 
of  course,  by  any  one,  but  still  inevitably, 
iu  a  position  of  some  uafairtiesa,  and  re- 
gretted that  he  had  not  had  the  op* 
portunity  which,  I  think,  ull  must  adoiit 
he  might  legitimately  ttavo  expected  U 
enjoy. 

I  will  ask  the  House  to  permit  m* 
succinctly  to  inquire  whether,  ia  the  a<I- 
minietralion  of  the  country  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  and  dar- 
ing the  period  in  which  I  have  hid 
some  inSucnce  in  affairs,  anything  hu 
occurred  to  derogate  from  the  cEfect  whidi 
the  exercise  of  such  a  constitutional  right 
under  our  advice  might  have  been  oi- 
pcctod  to  produce?  Sir,  I  am  mo«t  ani- 
iouB,  on  this  occasion,  to  use  aa  exprenian  , 
which  can  for  a  moment  be  considered  is 
the  slightest  degree  coloured  ;  and  I  would 
speuli,  if  I  could,  on  an  occasion  so  criti- 
cal na  the  present,  with  iho  judicial  a^ 
curacy  of  the  Bench.  But  I  think  I  miy 
GHy,  speuking  in  the  hearing,  I  hope,  of 
fair,  though  I  know  of  vigilani  critics,  ihil 
during  the  period  we  have  bo  held  Offics 
the  conduct  of  our  administration  in  do 
important  branch  was  ever  impugned.  I 
think  I  may  even  go  further.  Not  oolj 
wos  the  conduct  of  no  important  branch  of 
our  administration  ever  impugned  during 
that  period,  but  our  adminiat ration  in 
every  bronch  was  supported  by  this  HnaM, 
ond  commended  even  by  our  opponeoU. 
I  will  take,  notably,  the  adminiatratian  of 
Ireland,  that  being  the  country  the  pro* 
posed  legislation  respecting  which  hit 
brought  about  the  present  political  criai. 
It  is  on  record  that  the  Leader  of  Hit 
Opposition,  Barl  Russell,  haa  on  moM 
than  one  occasion,  and  iu  the  most  marlvii 
manner,  expressed  his  entire  approbsUWi 
of  the  administration  of  Ireland  onder  ibt 
Marquess  of  Abercom.  He  has  eongta* 
tulated  the  Earl  of  Derby  on  possewinj 
such  0  Colleague  ;  and  he  itaa  publicly  ia 
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Ireland  announced  that,  under  the  Yico- 
royalty  of  Lord  Abercom,  the  Irish  enjoy 
an  impartial  administration  of  justice.     It 
\rill  be  remembered  that  the  administra- 
tion of  Ireland  has  been  conducted  under 
the  most    difficult    and    trying    circum- 
stances ;  and,  speaking  in  the  presence  of 
many  Irish  Members  of  great  ability,  of 
long    acquaintance    with    Parliamentary 
matters,  and  of  extreme  vigilance  as  to 
the  conduct  of  Ministers,  I  appeal  to  their 
recollection  whether,   during   the   whole 
period  of  our  administration,  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  Ireland   has   not 
always  been   spoken  of  with  respect  and 
sympathy  by    hon.    Members   opposite  ? 
That  administration    has    been   acknow- 
ledged by  many  of  those  hon.  Members  to 
have  been  a  firm  and  successful,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  a  lenient  and  merciful  ad- 
ministration.    If  we  look  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  our  own  home  affairs,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  had  to 
cope  with  that  dark  and  fell  conspiracy 
which  infested   Ireland,  without  the  ad- 
vantages which  the  Marquess  of  Abercorn 
possessed  in  the  suspension  of  tho  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  as  an  instrument  by  which  he 
might  baffle  the  intrigues  of  foreigners. 
Yet  I  think  it  has  been  generally  and 
generously  admitted  in  this  House,  and  I 
believe  also  in  the  country,  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend   met  these  difficult  circum- 
stances with  great  firmness,  with  unceas- 
ing vigilance,  and  with  complete  success. 
If  we  look  to  our  financial  measures,  not 
one  of  them  has  been  questioned  or  op- 
posed; and  I  must  acknowledge  that  those 
which  1  myself   brought    forward    were 
supported,  generously  supported,  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.     So  much 
for  our  Government  of  Ireland   and  for 
onr  administration  of  home  affairs  and  of 
finance.     I  now  como  to  the  greatest  De- 
partment of  the   State,  one,  which  per- 
haps, is  brought  less  prominently  before 
this  House  than  others— but  which,  after 
all,  more  than  any  other  aifects  the  pro- 
sperity of    this  country.     Upon  the  ju- 
dicious management  of  our  foreign  affairs 
depends  peace  or  war;  the  tranquil  pur- 
Buics  of  industry,  and  the  amount  of  taxa- 
tion which  must  be  levied  in  the  country. 
For  by  a  single  blunder  in  the  conduct 
of  our  foreign  affairs  the  most  provident  ar- 
rangement of  finances  ever  planned  may  in 
a  moment  be  cancelled  and  destroyed.    Just 
before  the  House  adjourned  for  the  holidays 
the  conduct  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  in  the  affairs  of  Turkey 
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was  attacked  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament with  some  acrimony.     The  con- 
duct of  my  noble  Friend  was  triumphantly 
defended  on  that  occasion,  and  by  whom  ? 
By  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position !     He  himself  had  been  Foreign 
Secretary,    was    cognizant,   therefore,    of 
the  merits  of  the   case;    and  he  vindi- 
cated in  a  complete  manner  and  gave  his 
entire   approval   to    the    management   of 
the  Turkish  question  by  my  noble  Friend. 
Allow  me  to  say  that  foreign  affairs,  al- 
though they  have  not  been  much  brought 
before  the   House,   have  been  in  a  very 
critical  state  during  almost  the  whole  time 
that  we  have  been  in  Office  ;  and  I  claim 
for  my  noble  Friend  that  by  his  judgment 
and  by  his  great  ability  he  has  kept  this 
counjiy  clear  from  very  perplexing  diffi- 
culties.    Well,  Sir,  what  happened  with 
regard   to   affairs  in    Turkey   really   has 
happened  with  regard  to  all  our  other  ex- 
ternal  relations  in    the  most  important 
parts  of   the    world   during    the   greater 
period  of  the  time  we  have  conducted  the 
Government  of  this  country.     They  have 
been  in  a  state  of  great  tension,  requiring 
perfect  temper,  calm  judgment,  concilia- 
tory manners,  and  a  clear  conception  of 
the  interests  of  this  country.  But  I  need  not 
dwell  upon  this  subject,  because  if  I  were 
to  call  witnesses  in  favour  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  our  foreign  affairs,  by  the  present 
Government,  they  would  be  found  on  the 
Benches  opposite;    for  those   affairs  have 
never  been  brought  under  the  considera- 
tion of  this  House  without  the  warmest 
and  roost  generous  attestations  of  the  judg- 
ment and  skill  of  my  noble  Friend,  notably 
in  the  case  of  a  prospect  of  a  collision  be- 
tween France  and  Prussia,  which  terrified 
the  civilized  world,  and,  notably,  also,  in 
the  management  of  our  relations  with  tho 
great  trans-Atlantic  Republic,  which  when 
we  acceded  to  office  were  in  a  state  far 
from  satisfactory  ;  but    which   I   can  say 
now  promise  to  realize  tho  best  expecta- 
tions which  statesmen  can  indulge  in.    In- 
deed, if  it  had  not  been  for  those  unfortu- 
nate   domestic   misunderstandings   which 
have  prevailed  and  have  diverted  the  at- 
tention   of    the   public   men   of  America 
from  other  duties,  we  have  had  on  more 
than  one  occasion  recently  a   very  pro- 
bable prospect  of  a  settlement  of  those 
questions  which  had  perplexed  our  prede- 
cessors, and  been  a  source  of  great  anx- 
iety.    Sir,  I  will  say,  also,  that  at  no 
period  within  my  recollection  has  the  in- 
fluence of  England  been  greater  q\\  \3cka 
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Cootiitent  of  Europe  than  it  !b  at  tbo  pro- 
sent  mooient  ;  and  that  not  by  busy, 
iDti!riu(>ddltnB — not  by  thrastiog  our  opi* 
nions  oa  other  Powers — but  by  a  convic- 
tion on  their  part  that  the  Govoraraent  of 
tlii*  country  Is  animnted  only  by  juBtice. 
by  a  Hincere  desire  to  maintain  peace,  and 
by  na  anxious  wish  to  conciliate  other 
Vowcra  by  u  fair  acd  not  obtrusiTe  sym- 
pathy. The  oonspquenoe  has  been  that, 
though  the  QovommoDt  was  estnbliAhed  on 
a  liberal  but  clear  basis  of  non-interftrenee, 
I  bolicvn  thnt  no  (jnvortiment,  during  the^ 
period  thnt  it  biiR  brm  in  power,  has  been 
opjdtod  to  more  frequently  by  all  the 
Gw'ut  Powers  of  Europe  for  its  friendly 
oHlccB  and  to  cicrciso  its  influence  than 
tho  present  one. 

How,  Sir,  in  the  management  of  our  fo- 
reign affairs  there  was  one  eubject  which 
ooeaaioned  ray  noble  Friend — avowedly  a 
lover  of  peace,  and,  as  all  know,  a  most  cau- 
tious Minister— the  utmost  anxiety.  That 
was  the  state  of  affairs  we  found  in  Abys- 
sinia, our  relations  with  which  country 
wuru  of  90  painful  and  perplexing  a  kind 
that  my  noble  Friend,  after  great  hesila- 
lion  and  deep  reflocLion,  felt  it  his  duty 
to  oatl  tho  attention  uf  the  Cabinet  *a  that 
atato  of  ufTairs,  aa  one  thnt  could  not 
Innj:;^  be  tolerated,  and  which  for  the 
cnrdit  or  this  country  ought  to  be  termi- 
nated. The  House  is  well  aware  of  what 
were  thu  consoquences  of  that  appeal  to  tho 
Cabinet  by  my  noble  Friend.  I  do  not 
arrogate  for  a  moment  to  ourselves  the 
merits  which  attach  to  admirable  tioops 
and  admirable  commanders ;  but  the  House 
knows  that  if  the  Expedition  had  failed  we 
must  have  home  the  rasponsibility  ;  and  I 
think  every  impartial  mind  will  admit 
that  in  its  management  there  were  some 
circumstances  for  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  claim  credit.  First  of 
all,  for  the  decision  that  the  Expedition 
should  be  underlaVen  \  secondly,  for  the 
selection  of  the  commander  ;  and,  thirdly, 
for  tho  energy  and  fertility  of  resource  with 
which  our  troops  were  suBtained  and  sup- 
ported. Though  that  Expedition  neces- 
sarily took  its  origin  from  the  Department 
over  which  my  noble  Friend  presides,  its 
management  fell  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  another  Department;  and  whatever  may  I 
be  the  fate  of  the  present  Ministry,  I  am 
sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  will  ever  be  remembered 
in  rofctenco  to  that  Expedition  by  the 
Hiiuse  of  Commons  with  respect  and  by  ' 
tho  country  with  confidence.  I  think  tha't  I 
Mr.  IU'raeU 


!  in  att«mpling  to  put  before  the  Haosa 
the  position  of  the  GoTcriiniBiit  I  Iwvc 
I  shown  that  if  we  were  entitled,  acoor- 
I  ding  to  tho  spirit  of  the  Coustitulion, 
when  we  acceded  to  Office,  to  advise  Hor 
Majesty  to  dissolve  Parliuoent,  and  if  «• 
were  further  entitled  to  take  such  ft  «t«f 
in  consequence  of  having  paMiod  tho  m- 
form  Bill,  there  is  nothing  in  oui  ftdiBicit- 
Iratioa  of  the  affairs  of  this  country,  undrt 
the  great  heads  to  which  I  hitve  ndvNted 
which  ought  to  det«r  ue  from  adopting. 
such  a  course,  or  ought  to  moko  oa  fear  u 
appeal  to  our  fellow-country mpD, 

Now,  Sir,  in  this  state  uf  affain  a  now 
question  arose  in  tho  House  of  Commom.  tt 
aroao  suddenly  at  a  few  days'  Qoticc.  t  ua 
not  imputing  ihut  as  any  blame  to  the  rifht 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  am  only  stating  fact*. 
I  da  not  wish  to  have  any  oontroTirtty 
on  an  occasion  like  this,  but  I  am  re- 
calling the  TeooUcotion  of  the  Uobm  U 
fads.  At  a  few  days'  notioe  tho  Houtc 
was  asked  to  consider  a  propositioD  oft 
startling  character,  which  wu,  in  &ct, 
no  less  than  the  disestablish  moat  of  the 
Church  in  a  portion  of  Her  Usjetty'f 
dominions.  It  so  huppcued,  aa  tho  Houm 
is  aware,  that  on  the  Motion  of  the  Leadtt 
of  the  Opposition  (Earl  RiueeU)  there  bd 
been  a  Itoyal  Commisaion  issued  by  th* 
present  QovvrnmcDt  to  ioquire  into  tht 
condition  of  that  Chur^  It  was  alM 
well  known  that  the  Commission  had  b«n 
intrusted  to  very  able  men,  and  that  ihej 
were  pursuing  their  labours  with  md- 
siderablo  energy  and  determination.  Il 
was  even  known  that  there  wa«  mon 
than  a  prospect  of  their  reporting  the  re- 
sult of  those  labours  to  Parliament  thii 
year.  Therefore,  considering  the  pecoiiit 
duties  which  devolved  upon  the  Govmi- 
ment — namely,  of  pawing  the  snpplfr 
mentary  Reform  Bills,  I  do  not  think  il  wM 
unreasonable  in  them  that  they  stould 
have  met  the  proposition  of  the  rigW 
hon.  Gentleman  by  referring  to  the  Boj»i 
Commission,  by  impressing  upon  the  Hoom 
the  expediency  of  waiting  until  the  Coid- 
misflion  had  reported,  and  then,  either  is 
this,  or  probably  in  the  next  Parlianjent. 
taking  that  course  which  the  wisdoD  c-i 
Parliomont,  with  the  information  from  Umt 
Commission  before  it.  ahould  authorin  a'"' 
induce  them  to  adopt.  Well,  Sir,  tl« 
House  was  not  of  that  opinion  ;  and,  thctr- 
fore  the  question  was  brought  hefon;  it.  1^ 
distinct  issue  whethertheOhnrchsbooldbi 
disestablished  in  IrchiDd.  Now.  Her  lb- 
jesty's  Miniaters  were  nolinij  OffOti  t* 
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that  polioj,  and  for  distinct  reasons  which 
I  will  give.  I  go  into  this  matter,  not  with  , 
a  wish  to  ohtrudo  any  arguments  on  the 
House  at  this  moment,  or  to  introduce  any 
matter  of  controyersy;  hut  merely  with 
the  wish  that  the  House  should  on  such 
an  occasion  clearly  and  distinctly  under- 
stand what  were  the  reasons  for  which 
we  opposed  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ifemher  for  South  Lan- 
cashire (Mr.  Gladstone).  We  opposed  the 
disestahlishment  of  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land, firstly,  because  we  considered  it  to  be 
a  retrograde  policy — that  it  was  calculated 
to  revive  and  continue  animosity,  and  that 
it  ran  counter  to  that  policy  of  conciliation 
of  classes  and  creeds  which  had  for  thirty- 
four  years  been  pursued  in  this  country, 
and  not  unsuccessfully.  Secondly,  wo  op- 
posed it  because  we  thought  it  endangered 
property.  Thirdly,  we  opposed  the  policy 
of  diseetablishment  because  it  disunited 
the  principle  of  religion  from  authority, 
and  by  so  doing,  in  our  opinion,  degraded 
and  weakened  authority.  And  fourthly, 
lastly,  and  chiefly,  we  opposed  it  because, 
if  that  principle  were  adopted,  we  could 
see  nothing  that  would  prevent  its  appli- 
cation to  England  sooner  or  later,  and  in 
our  opinion,  much  sooner  than  was  an- 
ticipated. The  consequences  of  the  appli- 
cation of  that  principle  to  England  would 
be  very  serious.  If  the  union  between 
Church  and  State  is  abolished,  the  Church 
most  either  become  an  imperium  in  tm- 
P^rio,  and  so  become  probably  more  power- 
ful than  the  State,  and  weaken  the  action 
of  Government,  or  it  must  break  into 
endless  sects  and  schisms,  which  would 
finally  be  absorbed  by  the  tradition  and 
discipline  of  the  Church  of  Home.  I 
■ajy  then,  that  equally,  in  either  alterna- 
tive,  the  Boyal  supremacy  must  be  de- 
stroyed.  The  Royal  supremacy  has  hitherto 
been  looked  upon  as  the  corner-stone  of 
the  Constitution.  It  is  universally  ad- 
mitted to  be  the  only  security  for  religious 
liberty ;  and,  in  our  opinion,  it  is  one  of  the 
main  guarantees  for  our  civil  rights.  These 
were  the  reasons  why  the  Government 
opposed  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  House,  however  by  a 
large  majority,  decided  in  favour  of  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
we  had  then  to  consider  whether  the  vote 
of  the  House  in  that  respect  militated 
against  the  constitutional  claim  to  which 
I  have  before  referred,  to  advise  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  dissolve  Parliament,  and  which, 
in   our  opinion,  was  not  weakened    by 


our  general  conduct  in  the  administration 
of  affairs.  There  were  three  reasons 
which  convinced  us  that  the  decision  of 
the  House  did  not  militate  against  tho 
assertion  of  such  a  privilege  on  our  part ; 
and  they  were  these : — In  the  first  place, 
it  was  evident  that  no  conclusive  legis- 
lation upon  the  Church  in  Ireland  could 
take  place  in  this  Parliament.  That  is 
acknowledged.  In  the  second  place,  it  was 
notorious  that  this  question  had  never 
been  hinted  at  on  the  hustings  when  this 
Parliament  was  elected.  And  thirdly — 
and  1  state  this  with  the  utmost  respect  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  an  unwill- 
ingness to  assert  an  opinion  which  is 
not  the  opinion  of  the  majority,  but  I  am 
bound  in  duty  to  my  Colleagues  to  express 
it  —  it  is  our  profound  conviction  that 
the  opinion  of  the  nation  does  not  agree 
on  this  subject  with  the  vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Now,  Sir,  before  I  advert,  as  I  will  do  in  a 
moment,  to  the  course  which  wo  feel  it  our 
duty  to  take  with  reference  to  that  vote 
on  Thursday  night,  I  would  ask  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  to  touch  upon  a 
subject  which,  indeed,  concerns  the  inte- 
rests of  the  House  itself.  We  have  been 
accused  —  and,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  not 
merely  out-of-doors— of  unworthily  cling- 
ing to  Office,  and  of  governing  this  coun- 
try by  a  minority.  Accustomed  as  I  am 
to  aspersion,  I  should  be  perfectly  willing 
to  let  these  taunts  pass  unnoticed,  but 
that  they  involve — in  my  mind  and  in 
the  opinion  of  my  Colleagues — a  public 
principle  of  importance.  Now,  Sir,  in 
the  first  place  I  would  observe  that  I 
know  of  nothing  in  my  conduct  in  this 
House,  since  I  have  sat  in  it,  or  in  tho 
conduct  of  any  of  the  Gentlemen  who 
on  former  occasions  have  been  my  Col- 
leagues in  the  Governments  of  Lord 
Derby,  which  at  all  justifies  this  taunt 
of  unworthily  clinging  to  Office.  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  in  1852,  when 
I  was  leading  this  House,  and  was  put 
in  a  minority  on  the  measures  which 
I  brought  forward,  I  was  openly  adjured, 
and  I  was  privately  solicited—  and  Lord 
Derby  experienced  the  same  appeals — not 
to  resign  our  trust.  We  were  assured,  then, 
by  the  highest  authorities,  by  Gentlemen 
who  were  our  rivals,  and  many  of  whom 
became  our  successors,  that  the  vote  they 
arrived  at  was  not  a  vote — being  a  finan- 
cial vote — which  authorized  our  resigna- 
tion of  Office:  and  tho  utmost  efforts  wero 
made  to  prevent  our  retirement,     "til^^^ 
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although  Lord  Derby's  opinion  on  that 

point  was  the  same  as  my  own,  he,  with 

characteristic  generosity — considering  that, 

as  I  sat  in  this  House,  I  had  borne  the 

burden  of  the  fight  on  the  subject — left  it 

to  me  to  decide.     And  I  never  hesitated 

for  a  moment  as    to  the  course  to  be 

adopted  ;  being  in  a  minority  in  our  own 

Parliament,  we  went  out  of  Office.  There 

was  no  unworthy  clinging  to  Office  under 

those  circumstances.  Well,  Sir,  what  hap- 
pened in  the  year  1859,  when  I  brought 

forward  the  first  Heform  Bill  which  I  in- 
troduced to  the  notice  of  Parliament  ?  We 

were  placed  in  a  minority  by  the  success 

of  the   Motion  of  the  noble  Lord   (Earl 

Bussell),  who  then  sat  below  the  Gangway 

on  the  opposite  side.      Lord  Palmerston 

was  then  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 

he  adjured  me  in  the  most  decided  and 

solemn  manner  neither  to  resign  nor  to 

dissolve  ;  and  he  privately  repeated  this. 

He  said — **  You  have  failed  on  a  question 

on  which  every  Ministry  has  failed — on 

which  every  party  and  every  public  man 

has  failed;    and  the  vote  we  arrived  at 

was  not  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence.  As 

far  as  I  am  concerned  " — ^and  he  was  the 

man  who  led  the  party,  and  who  became 

Minister  when  we  retired  from  Office — 

"  nothing  of  the  kind  was  intended."  But 
we  did  not  follow  the  advice  of  Lord 
Palmerston.  We  appealed  to  the  country, 
which  was  as  constitutional  a  course  as 
resigning,  and  our  conduct  showed  that 
on  that  occasion  there  was  no  unworthy 
clinging*  to  Office  on  our  part.  But  now 
it  is  said  we  are  governing  by  a  minority. 
Well,  Sir,  if  that  be  true,  the  imputation 
is  upon  the  House  of  Commons.  If  a 
body  of  men  have  for  nearly  two  years  con- 
ducted affairs  by  a  minority,  the  imputa- 
tion founded  upon  such  a  circumstance  re- 
coils upon  the  House,  and  not  upon  the 
Government.  The  fact  is,  there  is  no 
foundation  for  the  charge.  It  is  very  true 
that,  told  by  the  head,  we  have  never  had 
a  majority  of  pledged  partizans ;  but  there 
have  been  relations  of  courtesy  and  cordia- 
lity between  the  Government  and  the  great 
body  of  the  House,  and  we  were  allowed 
to  carry  on  affairs — as  I  have  shown  not 
unsuccessfully — because  the  majority  of 
the  House  did  think  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  it  was  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  country  that  we  should  con- 
tinue to  administer  affairs.  It  is  not  wise 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
analyze  with  too  dose  a  scrutiny  the  nu- 
merical elements  by  which  a  Ministry  is 
Mr,  Disraeli 


carried  on.    To  do  so  would  vitiate  the 
practical  qualities  for  which  this  House  is 
celebrated.     Allow  me  to  remind  you  of 
a  parallel  case.     When  Lord  John  Eussell 
was  first  made  Prime  Minister,  he  took 
Office  under  circumstances  very  similar  to 
those  under  which  we  acceded  to  power — 
the  Conservative  party  was  broken  then 
as  the  Liberal  party  was  broken  in  1 866. 
Lord  John  Kussell  took  Office  with  a  majo- 
rity of  100  sitting  opposite  to  him,  and  no 
single  Member  of  that  majority  ever  joined 
the  party  of  Lord  John  Hussell.     It  was 
perfectly  on  the  cards,  if  they  had  agreed 
on  some  particular  subject,  as  the  Opposi- 
tion have  recently  done,  that  Lord  John 
Bussell  should  have  been   thrown   in  a 
majority  any  night.  But  no  one  reproached 
Lord  John   Russell  for  carrying  on  the 
Government  with  a  minority,  and  he  car- 
ried on  the  Government  with  a  minority 
for  no  less  a  term  than  five  or  six  years ; 
and  he  did  it  for  the  advantage  of  the 
country  and  with  the  full  approbation  of 
Parliament,  being  morally  supported  by  a 
majority  as  we  have   been  morally  sup- 
ported by  a  majority.     It  is  advantageous 
for  the  House  that  they  should  have  clear 
conceptions  on  this  subject,  because  it  is 
not  for  the  honour  of  the  House  that  it 
should  be  said  that  any  body  of  men  who 
did  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the  majo- 
rity are  still  able  to  conduct  the  affairs  of 
the  House.     There  is  only  one  other  re- 
mark which  I  will  presume  to  make  upon 
this  subject.      The  same  noble   Lord  to 
whom  I  have  so  frequently  referred  in  the 
course  of  these  observations  has  recently 
written   several   pamphlets,  and   he   has 
written  one  in  which  he  has  made  free 
comments  —  which  I  shall  not  notice  — 
on  my  conduct,  and  has  also  given  me  ad- 
vice.    He  says  that,  in  the  situation  in 
which  I  am  placed,  I  ought  to  follow  the 
example  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  resign. 
Now,  Sir,  in  the  first  place,  allow  me  to 
remark  that  there  is  no  similarity  what- 
ever between  the  position  occupied  by  the 
present  Government  and  that  occupied  by 
the  Government  of  1835.  Sir  Robert  Peel 
was  defeated   three  times  on   the  Irish 
Church  during  the  five  months  he  sat  on 
this  Bench  as  Prime  Minister;  but  he  was 
defeated  four  times  also  on  very  important 
questions— one  being  not  less   important 
than  the  election  of  the  Speaker.     Prom 
the  very  first  day  that  he  assumed  this 
place  to  the  last  day  of  his  retaining  it,  he 
met  with  a  violent  and  unscrupulous  oppo- 
sition.    I  do  not  say  that  offensiyelvi  fori 
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no  doubt,  this  conduct  was  founded  on 
reasons  which  were  felt  to  be  Bu£Bcient. 
But  when  Sir  Bobert  Peel  resigned,  look 
at  the  language  which  he  used.  He  said — 
''I  will  not  continue  this  struggle,  be- 
cause I  can  no  longer  bear  defeat  in  a 
Parliament  which  was  elected  under  my 
auspices  and  on  my  own  appeal." 

Having  made  these  remarks,  I  will  now, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  revert 
to  the  vote  of  Thursday  night,  and  state 
to  the  House  the  course  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  under  these  circum- 
stances, feel  it  their  duty  to  t^ike.  After 
that  Vote,  I  lost  no  time  in  soliciting  Her 
Majesty  to  be  graciously  pleased  to  grant 
mo  an  audience,  and,  with  that  promptitude 
which  Her  Majesty  always  displays  when 
the  public  interest  is  at  stake,  she  granted 
that  audience  immediately,  so  that  I  had  the 
advantage  of  being  in  audience  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty on  the  afternoon  of  the  very  day  on 
which  the  vote  was  taken.  On  that  occa- 
sion I  placed ~ I  am  sure  fairly  and  com- 
pletely—before Her  Majesty  the  position 
of  the  Oovernroent  and  the  position  of  par- 
ties, and  the  position  of  the  country  with 
respect  to  them ;  and  I  told  Her  Majesty, 
with  her  permission,  that,  under  the  cir- 
cnmstances— with  which  from  my  previous 
narrative  the  House  is  perfectly  acquainted 
~-the  advice  which  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters would,  in  the  full  spirit  of  the  Con- 
stitution, ofifer  to  Her  Majesty  would  be 
that  Her  Majesty  should  dissolve  this  Par- 
liament, and  take  the  opinion  of  the  coun- 
try as  to  the  conduct  of  her  Ministers  and 
the  question  of  the  Irish  Church.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  with  the  full  concur- 
rence of  my  Colleagues,  I  represented  to 
Her  Majesty  that  there  were  important 
occasions  on  which  it  was  wise  that  the 
Sovereign  should  not  be  embarrassed  by 
personal  claims,  however  constitutional, 
Talid,  or  meritorious  ;  and  that  if  Her 
Majesty  were  of  opinion  that  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  could  be  more  satisfactorily 
tettled,  or  the  just  interests  of  the  country 
more  studied,  by  the  immediate  retire- 
ment of  the  present  Government  from 
Office,  we  were  prepared  to  quit  Her  Ma- 
jesty's service  immediately,  with  no  other 
feeling  but  that  which  every  Minister  who 
has  served  the  Queen  must  possess — 
namely,  of  gratitude  to  Her  Majesty  for 
the  warm  constitutional  support  which  she 
always  gives  to  her  Ministers,  and,  I  may 
add — as  it  is  a  truth  which  cannot  be  con- 
cealed— for  the  aid  and  assistance  which 
every  Minister  receives  from  a  Sovereign 


who  now  has  had  such  a  vast  experience 
of  public  affairs.  In  fact.  Sir,  I  ten- 
dered my  resignation  to  the  Queen.  Her 
Majesty  commanded  me  to  attend  her  in 
audience  on  the  next  day,  when  Her 
Majesty  was  pleased  to  express  her  plea- 
sure not  to  accept  the  resignation  of  her 
Ministry,  and  her  readiness  to  dissolve  this 
Parliament  so  soon  as  the  state  of  public 
business  would  permit.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  advised  Her  Majesty  that, 
although  the  present  constituency  was  no 
doubt  as  morally  competent  to  decide  upon 
the  question  of  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Church  as  the  representatives  of  the  con- 
stituency in  this  House,  still  it  was  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  that 
every  effort  should  be  made  with  a  view 
that  the  appeal,  if  possible,  should  be 
directed  to  the  new  constituency  which 
the  wisdom  of  Parliament  created  last 
yeai^  and  I  expressed  to  Her  Majesty 
that,  if  we  had  the  cordial  co-operation 
of  Parliament,  I  was  advised  by  those 
who  are  experienced  and  skilful  in  these 
matters  that  it  would  be  possible  to  make 
arrangements  by  which  the  dissolution 
would  take  place  in  the  autumn  of  this 
year. 

Before  I  conclude  I  wish  to  refer  to  some- 
thing which  peculiarly  concerns  the  Public 
Business,  but  which  happened  after  I  quit- 
ted the  House  on  Thursday  night.  I  am 
told  that,  unexpectedly,  a  scene  of  some 
warmth  occurred,  and  that  it  was  stated  by 
one  of  the  highest  authority  in  this  House, 
and  for  whom,  notwithstanding  our  con- 
stant  struggles,  I  personally  have  much  re- 
spect, that  I  did  not  treat  him  fairly  in  the 
arrangement  of  the  business  for  this  night 
— that  I  had  even  deceived  him.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  Ko,  no  !]  Well,  I  shall  take 
the  words  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man alleges  he  used,  for  I  am  sure  he  will 
only  say  that  which  is  strictly  true ;  but 
I  will  refer  now  to  more  important  matters. 
I  did  not  leave  the  House,  and  should  not 
have  left  the  House — though  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  understand  that  there  was  an 
exigent  reason  for  my  doing  so — unless  I 
had  thought  that  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemon  and  myself  there  wos  a  very 
clear  understanding  as  to  the  course  of 
business.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  at 
the  time  he  agreed  with  me  as  to  the 
duration  of  the  adjournment,  had  ex- 
pressed any  wish  respecting  the  day  for 
which  the  Eesolutions  should  bo  fixed  I 
would  have  met  him,  as  is  my  custom, 
without  any  difficulty.    But  he  did  not  al- 
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ludo  to  the  Bubject,  If  llie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlsmen  had  asked  me  for  Monday,  Jlonday 
ho  should  hoTe  had;  but  as  to  the  arrange- 
ment of  iLe  busineaa  of  the  House  by  me 
b^Dg  a  violation  of  any  pledge  or  under- 
etftnding,  I  liocestly  confesB  that  I  paJd 
very  litllo  attention  to  the  arrangement  of 
the  bosiness  for  this  Monday.  1  gave  for- 
mal and  ifidifferout  orders  when  I  left  the 
House,  and  I  thought  it  morB  than  pro- 
bable that  I  Bhould  never  appear  again  at 
this  table,  except  to  make  the  formal  ar- 
rangemeota  vbicb  the  public  busineBs  of 
the  country  required.  Nothing,  therefore, 
could  be  further  from  my  intention  than 
to  treat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
manner  in  which  he  seemed  to  convey  to 
the  HoHBO  I  treated  him.  Sir,  howerer 
bitter  may  be  our  political  disaoneione,  I 
trust  that  the  conduct  of  business  in  this 
House  will  alvrays  be  a  subject  of  perfect 
courtesy  and  the  most  impartial  fHirness. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  if  that  rule  is  not 
rigidly  adhered  to  a  popular  assembly  tike 
the  present  will  cease  to  be  an  assembly 
of  Gentlemen,  and  must  be  a  scene  of  rude 
anarchy.  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  B*bo1u- 
tions  upon  the  Iiish  Church — having  dis- 
approved the  first  Reeolutiou,  I,  of  course, 
disflpprove  the  second  and  the  third ;  but 
1  look  upon  these  two  Resolutions  fts 
eOTOUnries  of  the  first  Resolution;  and 
being  now  about  to  make  an  atiempt  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  the  country  with 
the  utmost  expedition,  I  certainly  have 
no  wish  whatever  to  enter  into  pro- 
tracted debales  and  formal  diTisiona  on  the 
second  and  third  Resolution.  I  shall 
offer  them  my  hearty  negative,  hut  I  shall 
take  the  course  which  I  have  indicated  ; 
and  BO  far  as  (be  right  hon.  Gentleman  ia 
concerned,  I  Bhall  bo  perfectly  rendy  to 
placo  at  hia  disposal  the  earliest  public  day 
that  is  at  mj  command.  But  with  regard 
to  the  Motion  which  the  right  hoa.  Gentle- 
man has  placed  upon  the  Paper,  I  could 
not  assent  to  such  a  Motion  with  any  self- 
respect.  Indeed,  if  I  anaented  to  it,  I 
do  not  think  I  should  bo  consulting  the 
genera!  interest  of  the  House  To  bucIi 
a  Motion  I  must  give  my  unquati&ed  as- 
sent. [Mr.  Gla»stonb  ;  You  mean  op- 
position.] Yes,  opposition.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  corrects  me  so  fairly  that 
I  hope  he  will  not  insist  on  the  course 
ho  has  indicated.  I  have  now  stated  to 
the  House  the  results  of  the  consideration 
of  iheir  position  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  I  have,  by  the  permission  of  the 
Queen,  without  reserve,  laid  before  Ihera 
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everything  that  has  transpired  sisM  the 
division  of  Thursday  night. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  appears  lo  me. 
Sir,  that  whether  the  coorse  adopted  bj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  tntrodaciog 
into  the  Btatcment  ho  has  niadf  so  macb 
matter  of  a  retrospective  nature  and  m 
much  uiattcr  of  an  argumentaliTe  cbaraclor 
he  a  iiorel  coarse  or  not,  it  is  attended 
nitli  this  incoDvcuienco — that  thnne  who 
have  travelled  over  the  ground  dung  with 
the  right  hon.  Genileman,  a,nd  who  arc  iiat 
able  to  take  the  same  view  of  the  matter! 
lie  has  touched  upon  as  necessarily  prt- 
senls  itself  to  his  mind,  cannot  pa«s  by  id 
absolute  silence  the  retrospcctiio  portions 
nf  liis  spcpolt.  Now,  with  respect  to  the 
panesyric  irhioh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lias  pronouaced  ujion  tl)4  conduct  of  mott 
of  the  Departments— not  nil  iho  Depart- 
ments, nor  all  tlie  great  Departa>enti— of 
the  State  uuder  the  present  Ad  minis  trillion, 
all  that  I  have  lo  say  is  that  I  think  soeh 
a  pauegyric  would  have  been  uiore  in  place 
upon  some  occasion  when  the  eils(ene«or 
the  general  conduct  of  the  QovernnteTit  wsi 
questioned  by  an  opponent  than  nhen  Ibt 
right  hou.  Gentleman  was  only  stiuiriBf  t» 
us  the  reasons  which  have  salialied  his  o«a 
mind  and  that  of  his  Colleagues  thai  h* 
woold  beat  perform  his  duty  lo  his  oonniry 
by  contmnance  in  Offie«.  I  am  ttmj  ifaal 
the  right  hon.  Gentleniaa's  statement  upon 
tliia  matter  asaumes  in  so  far  the  character 
uf  ft  challenge,  that,  while  1  freely  own  in 
respect  In  various  Departments  of  the  Stats 
that  I  see  no  reason  ^vhy  Parliament  shonU 
regard  the  conduct  of  public  affairs  by  them 
otherwiae  than  with  salisfaciion,  there  art 
other  Departments — and,  1  inuat  say,  the 
"hole  of  the  great  spending  Departmenti, 
the  military  and  tlio  naval  Departmenti, 
and  the  great  controlling  Department  of  tbe 
Treasury — with  respect  to  which  I,  for  one, 
cannot  express  anything  that  approaciiti 
to  BBiisfaction  or  approval,  and  mast  reserve 
ijiy  free  riglit  to  quedlion  both  the  piM 
conduct  and  the  present  intentions  of  tbi 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentlenw 
spoke  of  finance.  1  do  not  now  refer  (o 
finance,  Ho  will  understand  thnt  I  refer 
to  that  other  great  function  of  the  Treasury 
which  makes  it  the  main  security  oF  tfas 
country  for  moderating  the  public  etpendi- 
ture.  I  pass  on  from  that  subject,  and  I 
mu^t  notice  what  was  slated  by  the  riglit 
hon.  Genllcman  wiih  regard  lo  tbe  Iriili 
Church.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemsa  »«- 
cinctly,  but  iu  very  plausible  icrms,  ni 
over  llie  whole  of  the    argume&ls  irb><)i 
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have  gorerned  hioiBelf  and  his  Colleagues 
in  their  opposition  to  the  policy  recom- 
mended from  this  side  of  the  House  and 
adopted  upon  three  separate  occasions  hj  a 
large  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Certainly  I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cannot  complain  of  the  liberty 
which  is  afforded  to  him  by  the  House, 
because  he  says — and,  indeed,  lie  repeated 
the  statement  at  seferal  intervals  in  his 
speech — that  he  would  on  no  account  use 
angry  language,  that  he  would  entirely 
avoid  the  origin  of  controversy,  and  yet 
these  declarations  are  in  his  mind  suffi- 
ciently elastic  to  allow  of  his  describing  in 
the  same  speech  the  conduct  pursued 
within  the  memory  of  many  of  us  by  the 
party  which  now  occupies  these  Benches  as 
a  violent  and  unscrupulous  Opposition.  I 
shall  endeavour  to  follow  rather  the  pre- 
cept than  the  practice  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  will  only  say  that,  with 
regard  to  the  assertions  and  arguments 
that  he  has  used  upon  the  Irish  Church,  I 
do  not  think  that  anything  he  has  said 
will  tend  in  the  slightest  degree  to  weaken 
the  strong  convictions  or  the  fixed  inten- 
tions which  I  believe  prevail  on  this  subject; 
and  I  must  say  also,  that  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  an  act  of  gratuitous  and 
unnecessary  courtesy  when,  after  he  had 
drawn  the  frightful  picture  of  a  land  sur- 
rendered to  the  ravages  of  unlimited 
sectarianism,  and  had  pointed  out  that 
the  unfortunate  destiny  of  all  tlioso  di- 
vided parties  was  to  be  swallowed  up  in 
the  devouring  maw  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
— I  think  it  was  unnecessary  to  specify 
that  he  did  not  mean  by  the  expression  he 
used  any  ill  compliments  to  the  Chureh  of 
Rome.  Certainly  not,  Sir.  Unquestion- 
ably not.  Compliments  to  the  Church  of 
Rome  so  extravagaut  as  that,  I,  for  one, 
never  have  heard.  I  will  only  say  I  be- 
lieve they  would  surpass  alike  the  expecta- 
tions and  even  tho  capacity  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Sir  George  Bowyer).  I  think,  Sir, 
an  apology  to  those  unfortunate  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  and  the  Non- 
eonformist  bodies,  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
and  the  Presbyterians  not  established  in 
Scotland,  would  have  been  considerate  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause we  have  been  in  the  belief  that 
there  is  in  the  religion  that  we  profess 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  guarantee 
and  a  security,  and  we  regard  those  opi- 
nions that  threaten  us  with  absorption 
and  extinction  through  the  power  of  the 


Church  of  Rome  as  servile  and  debasing. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  we  were 
all  aware  that  the  Commissioners  on  the 
Irish  Church  are  working  with  consider- 
able energy.  He  may  be  aware  of  it ;  I 
certainly  was  not  at  the  time  when  this 
Motion  was  made,  although  I  have  heard 
a  great  deal  of  its  action  since.  While  I 
am  speaking  of  what  I  may  call  the  reve- 
lations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
must  refer  to  one  remarkable  in  its  cha- 
racter. It  was  that  in  the  month  of  De- 
cember, 1852,  as  I  nnderstond  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  almost  all  or  many  of  the 
leading  persons  who  were  at  that  Minis- 
terial crisis  opponents  of  the  Government, 
and  who  subsequently  became  Members  of 
the  succeeding  Administration,  made  re- 
presentations —  I  believe  he  said  to  the 
Earl  of  Derby  and  himself — to  the  effect 
that  they  ought  on  no  occasion  to  resign 
in  consequence  of  the  adverse  vote  at 
which  the  House  of  Commons  had  then 
arrived.  It  is  not  for  me  to  contradict 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  had  myself 
some  share  of  the  responsibility  for  the 
overthrow  of  that  Government.  I  do  not 
kno\V  in  what  category  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  considers  me  to  have  stood ; 
but  certainly  I  was  not  one  of  thoso  per- 
sons who  made  such  a  representation ; 
and  not  only  so,  but  being  on  the  most 
cordial  terms  of  political  and  personal 
friendship  with  almost  all  who  constituted 
the  succeeding  Cabinet,  I  can  only  say 
that  tho  declaration  I  have  received  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the  first  as- 
surence  that  has  ever  come  to  me — nay, 
the  first  inkling  of  such  intelligence  as 
that  representations  of  that  nature  were 
conveyed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
to  the  Earl  of  Derby.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  constitutional  pro- 
positions, or  rather  propositions  touching 
the  Constitution,  such  as  I  for  one  am  not 
able  to  pass  without  notice.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  treats  it  as  a  matter  of 
course  that  every  Administration,  or  at 
least  every  Administration  sitting  in  a 
Parliament  that  was  called  into  existence 
before  the  Ministry  itself,  is  entitled,  for 
no  other  cause  than  the  cause  of  its  own 
existence,  to  inflict  upon  the  country  a 
dissolution  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  distinctly  told  us  that  that  infliction 
was  the  measure  which  he  advised  Her 
Majesty  to  adopt  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion. I  have  said  to  "inflict"  upon  the 
country  a  dissolution,  because,  from  very 
old  date  and  by  high  Parliamentary  autho- 
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ritf,  thd  epithet  "pennl"  has  been  attuched 
to  disaoluiiouR  of  ihat  charnclcr.  Sir,  I 
qiietlion,  I  ohnllcnfte  Iho  iloctrinc  of  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentlcmnn.  I  must  tell  liini 
tliaE  if  he  wants  uutliorilies  to  support  hii 
if  ho  wnnts  precedeniB  lo  sustain 
it,  tlioBe  preoeilenlB  must  be  drawn  from 
tho  former  conduct  of  the  Earl  of  Derby 
nud  liimsclf.  Wbera  «ritl  the  rigbt  hon. 
Gentleman  find  a  ease,  until  Friday  last, 
in  the  whole  hiatory  of  this  counlry,  in 
which  a  Ministry,  twice  defeated  hy  ma- 
jaritiea  of  60  and  65,  advised  the  resort  to 
ft  dissolulicii  ?  There  is  no  such  cnse. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  as  if  this 
reaort  to  a  dlsaolution — an  ndicrse  or  penal 
diisoliition — were    an    everyday    practice-. 


Who 


!  the 


I    of  g 


The  case  of  1841  is  a  doubtful  precedent ; 
tho  Government  which  appealed  to  the 
country  did  so  with  a  majority  against  it 
of  a  single  vote.  It  was  tite  «anie  in  the 
famous  and  niemorablo  case  of  1784,  when, 
if  I  recollect  rightly.  Mr.  Pitt  appealed  to 
the  country  after  a  di>ision  in  which  190 
Merob'^rB  voted  for  him  and  191  against 
liim.  The  r>$;lit  hon,  Gentleman  Ims  named 
Sir  Robert  Peel  ;  but  he  will  not  leU  me 
that  the  opinion  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  was 
that  every  Ministry  was  juititied,  upon  the 
plea  that  the  Parliament  had  nut  been 
elected  tinder  what  the  ri^ht  lion,  Gealle- 
in  calls  ita  influence,  in  making  a  disso- 


conditi 


tion.  In  the  iirat  place,  1  deny  that  the 
question  whether  the  Parliament  waG 
elected  with  this  or  that  Government  in 
OffiL'e  is  u  cunsideralion  which,  according 
to  the  doctrine  of  our  Conslilullon,  enters 
into  the  ease  in  the  manner  and  in  the 
degree  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  represented  it  does.  The  right  hnn, 
Oentlcnian  seems  to  Bup[ioso  that  such  is 
the  influence  of  an  existing  Government 
that  it  must  necessarily  be  taken  for 
granted  that  the  effect  of  that  inaucnco  is 
powerfully  and  conclusively  felt  in  the  elec- 
tions. [Mr.  Disraeli  made  a  geslure  of 
dissent.}  Very  well,  if  the  right  hnn. 
Gcnlleinan  does  not  tako  that  for  granted 
he  only  enables  nie  iho  more  broadly  to 
question  his  proposition  and  to  ai]i  hiui  to 
show  me,  from  the  history  of  this  country, 
and  from  great  cDnslitulional  authorilics 
Other  than  Members  of  tho  Go>ernnients 
of  L.Md  Derby,  wiicre  thcdoctiine  is  laid 
down  ihnt,  irrespcclive  of  other  considera- 
tion*, an  Aduiinislralion  a«  an  eiisting 
Adniinistration  is  entitled  to  make  an  ap- 
peal to  the  country  a  condition  prcviou*  to 
2fr.  Qh4tt<in» 


ita  resignation  of  OlUce.  Sir  Robert  Peel 
in  1846 — beaten  by  a  small  majority,  and 
having  just  carried  a  measure  which  in- 
lureil  for  him  unrivalled  popularity —did 
nut  ihu«  appeal  lo  the  country.  1  cone*iie 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ts  the  per>in> 
who  is  bound  to  prove  liia  propoaitioo.  !!■ 
has  quoted  no  procedent  whatever.  fUr. 
Cosollt:  Lord  Pfllmenton  !u  1857.]  Tha 
hon.  Member  mnet  just  this  moment  hate 
come  into  the  Houjo.  I  have  myteli  been 
quoting  precedent*  where  Miniilera  harft 
appealed  to  the  country,  and  he  topposei 
me  to  he  affirming  the  proposition  which  I 
deny.  1  do  not  Iny  down  tho  doctrine  ibat 
any  Ministry  ha*  the  right  to  appeal  to  tb* 
counlry  before  resigning;  but  1  challeagt 
and  deny  the  doctrine  that  nil  Miulslcn 
have  the  right  to  appeal  10  tho  country, 
Lord  Pnlmeraton  appealed  to  tho  country 
in  1857  upon  a  most  important  quostion  o( 
public  policy.  [An  hen.  Ukhbch  ninde  * 
remark  which  did  not  reach  the  gallery.] 
Pardon  me,  we  must  Dot  cunfuie  tosellitr 
things  ca!0»lially  distinct.  The  right  bua. 
Gentleman  for  the  Crsl  lialf-huur  of  liii 
speech  never  referred  lo  the  question  of 
public  policy,  but  argued  that  from  ihi 
moment  Lord  Derby  oania  into  office  bi 
iiad  the  coDStitutionnl  right  to  n  distola- 
tioD.  which  constitution al  claim  he  tb« 
proceeded  to  ai^ue  wae  not  wMketied  bat 
strengthened  hy  the  good  conduct  of  tlis 
Government.  It  is  against  ihia  piopmiliDii 
of  the  right  hon.  GentlL'mun  that  I  am  no> 
venturing  lo  argue.  There  are  two  cnn- 
dilions,  as  it  appears  to  me,  which  are 
necoaaary  in  order  to  make  an  appeal  10 
the  country  by  a  Government  whose  eiiit- 
ence  is  menaced  a  legitimate  appeaL  The 
first  of  them  ia  that  there  should  beanad^ 
qunte  cause  of  public  policy  ;  and  ihc  ■econil 
of  them  ia  that  there  should  be  a  rational 
prospect  of  a  revcranl  of  the  vote  oF  the 
House  of  Commona.  I  have  not  >aid  one 
word  against  the  ndvicc  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  so  far  as  it  may  be  thoogKl 
it  can  be  founded  upon  one  of  those  t*o 
principlca.  At  the  same  lime,  1  am  not 
williag  now  to  conceal  my  opinion  that  tbt 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  waa  not  well  juitiGed 
in  that  advice.  Tho  right  hon.  Gcnllemaa 
and  his  Colleagues,  aa  I  have  ahown,  art 
too  much  given  to  this  prnciice  of  dlisolu- 
linn.  Dissolution  in  1S52,  dissolution  is 
1859,  dissolution  in  1868 — and  all  tbess 
lo  determine  the  question  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  hia  Friends  were  lu 
continue  in  office.  Dissolution  in  18j3— 
tho  people  gnvc  their  reply,  and  it  «u  a 
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negative  one  ;  diBBolution  in  1859 — the 
people  gave  their  reply,  and  it  waa  again 
a  negative  one  ;  and  I  entirely  quefttion 
this  title  of  Governments,  as  Governments, 
to  put  the  country  as  a  matter  of  course 
to  the  cost,  the  delay,  and  the  trouble  of 
a  dissolution  to  determine  the  question  of 
their  own  existence.  But  if  I  am  told,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  never  have  thought  of  referring 
to  the  country,  especially  for  the  third 
time  after  two  unfavourable  answers,  the 
mere  Ministerial  existence  of  himself  and 
bis  Colleagues,  but  that  he  did  think  he 
was  justified  in  referring  to  the  country  the 
great  question  of  the  Irish  Church,  then, 
Sir,  my  duty  is  to  regard  that  matter  from 
a  perfectly  distinct  point  of  view ;  and  I 
say  first  of  all  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  the  first  Minister  who  had 
declined  to  adopt,  as  a  suflicient  evidence 
of  the  judgment  of  the  country,  those 
majorities  of  60  and  65  which  have  been 
recorded  against  him.  Now,  that  is  a 
matter  of  history — that  is  a  matter  of  his- 
toricol  fact ;  and  it  is  open  to  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman,  or  any  other  Member 
of  this  House,  to  question  what  I  have 
said.  But  that  is  not  all.  We  are  now 
told  that  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
waa  what  was  to  be  referred  to  the 
constituencies.  Well,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  from  the  first  denied  that 
the  present  Parliament  or  the  present  con- 
stituencies ought  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  the  Irish  Church.  And  not  only  has 
be  denied  that,  but  it  is  admitted  on  all 
bands,  nay,  it  is  part  of  the  case  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  comes  to 
another  portion  of  the  argument,  that  when 
we  are  about  greatly  to  broaden  the  basis 
of  our  representative  institutions  it  is  fair 
and  right  that  the  ultimate  decision  of  the 
question  should  depend  on  the  representa- 
tives of  the  new  constituencies.  There- 
fore the  plea  that  this  was  to  be  a  refer- 
ence on  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
18  no  plea  at  all.  Suppose  that  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman's  ill-judged  advice  had 
been  accepted  by  Her  Majesty — as,  hap- 
pily, it  was  not  —  but  suppose  it  accepted 
by  Her  Majesty,  and  the  new  Parliament 
bad  met,  for  whnt  purpose  would  the  new 
Parliament  have  met  ?  Would  that  Par- 
liament have  disposed  of  the  question  of 
the  Irish  Church  ?  Certainly  not.  All 
that  the  new  Parliament  could  have  done 
would  be  to  have  deall  with  such  a  policy 
as  I  have  humbly  recommended,  and  shall 
•gain  humbly  recommend,  the  adoption  of 


a  Suspensory  Act.  That  is  the  utmoa 
the  new  Parliament  would  have  done,  and 
then  it  would  have  been  justly  confronted 
with  the  necessity  of  completing  the  work 
of  Reform,  and  adjourning  to  the  Parlia- 
ment of  the  paulo  post  futurum  the 
final  settlement  and  adjustment  of  the 
Irish  Church  question.  Therefore,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  only  question  for 
the  sake  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  fit  to  advise  Her  Majesty,  in 
the  face  of  great  public  inconvenience,  to 
dissolve  the  present  Parliament,  with  the 
certainty  of  another  dissolution  impending 
within  a  few  months — possibly  six  or  nine 
months  afterwards  —  the  only  question,  I 
say,  for  the  sake  of  which  he  gave  that 
advice  was  in  truth  the  question  of  his  own 
Ministerial  existence.  I  do  not  wish  to  be 
responsible  by  my  silence  for  allowing  the 
statement  of  that  advice  to  the  House  to 
pass  without  notice;  that  I,  for  one,  do  not 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
gave  it  was  acting  in  the  spirit  of  the  Con- 
stitution, and  I  am  heartily  and  thoroughly 
glad  that  that  advice,  though  tendered,  was 
not  accepted.  Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to 
the  position  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
I  need  not  detain  the  House.  The  plan 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  this.  Ho 
is  at  issue  with  the  House  of  Commons — 
with  what  he  on  Friday  morning  called 
"  the  present  "  House  of  Commons — upon 
the  subject  of  a  proposal  which  one  Minis- 
ter, the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  de- 
clares to  be  the  most  revolutionary  that 
has  been  made  during  I  forget  how  many 
centuries — I  forget  how  many,  and  I  do 
not  wish  by  any  mistake  of  mine  to  com- 
mit the  noble  Lord  —  and  with  respect  to 
which  the  Prime  Minister  told  us  that  its 
ultimate  consequences  will,  I  think,  be 
more  grave  than  those  of  a  foreign  con- 
quest. And  it  is  to  the  House  of  Commons 
standing  on  the  Hesolutions  so  described 
in  the*  language  of  the  Ministry,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  proposes  to  pro- 
ceed to  a  dissolution,  a  dissolution  not  im- 
mediate, according  to  the  course  of  histo- 
rical precedent,  but  postponed  for  a  time 
which  he  vaguely  designates  as  **  in  the 
autumn,"  but  which  may,  I  think,  pro- 
bably be  rather  in  the  winter,  and  during 
that  interval — and  I  think  I  have  spoken 
moderately  with  regard  to  it — ho  standing 
on  these  relations  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, proposes  to  carry  through  questions 
of  great  constitutional  importance.  And 
so  it  is  that  a  Government  professing  to 
represent  a  constitutional  party  interprets 
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nd  flppliee  l)ic  principles  of  our  Conatita 
on.  Sir,  haiiiig  described  tlio  posiiion 
cnnnot  aubacribo  to  tiie  propriety  or  nis' 
loin  of  [he  course  uf  the  rij^lit  )ion.  Geu 
lan  ;  huL  that  is  not  my  affair.  Thi 
of  the  light  liori,  Oonticman  ia  in  the 


I  ) 


nhls 


ni>a' 


!.  fat 


A,    1  Imvo  other  matter 
inda  and  whicli  ab- 


irbs  D\y  nirole  attention  and  anxiety.  We 
ave  not  had  perhaps  all  the  advaniogos  of 
le  rij>ht  hon.  Gcnlleman  in  the  ehoico  of 
ho  mode  in  nhich,  and  the  time  at  which 
e  should  declare  our  intetitiona  ;  but  our 
itsntians — and  nhen  I  eay  our  inteoliont 
Bpeak  of  the  inlenliona  of  thuse  niih 
.1  I  liave  been  able  to  commuiiicale,  or 
0  mindfl  1  [bink  I  m«y  venture  (o  in- 
cqtret  —  our  intentiana  liate  this  advon- 
age.  that  they  are  in  iheir  nature  clear, 
<lo,  and  decieife.  There  ia  one  quca- 
nl.icb  ia  paramoniit  to  every  other  — 
,he  question  of  the  rclationa,  the  Imperial 
'  ions,  between  England  and  Ireland, 
tnd  the  brniiali  of  that  qucatiou  nliJch  i 
lartiy  the  proceedings  of  Her  Miijeaty'B 
government,  partly  the  Btato  of  affairs, 
ind  partly,  if  you  like — for  I  do  not  shrink 
Vom  the  i'OBpon»ibillty  —  nur  proceedingii, 

0  Ihruat  into  the  foreground  is  (he  ques- 
tion of  the  Irish  Chnreh.  What  we  htiTe 
^eld  may  be  aummed  up  in  these  two  pro- 

iliona — that  it  was  tbo  duly  of  this 
use,  emphatically,  intelligibly,  and  wi(h- 
.  delay,  to  declare  ila  mind  upon  the 
lat  question  of  the  Irish  Church  Eatab- 
liabment  —  vrhcthcr  it  ought  or  ought  not 
)ntinue.  That  was  the  tirst  of  our  prO' 
Lii'ua.  Thus  far  no  have  proceeded. 
'The  lIouBO  has  declared  itself  with  an  cm- 
phnais  and  decision  which  on  our  part  leave 
luthing  to  be  deairad.  So  far,  therefore, 
IB  I  may  presume  to  judge,  we  have  all 
if  us  advanced  much  too  fnr  into  the  in- 
terior regions  of  this  question  to  loave  the 

1  open  to  oiiyonc  that  there  can  be  ad- 
tage  in  pustpouing  or  retreating  from  it 
'.  The  second  uf  our  propoaitions  baa 
u  fruin  the  first  that  the  alisirnct  Rcao- 

Intiuns  ought,  for  ronsons  which  when  the 
time  cornea  I  shall  be  prepared  to  slate, 
3  f'llloivcd  up,  so  far  aa  depends  upon 
the  majority  of  this  House  in  the  exercise 
'  .6  oonstitutional  power,  by  the  paasing 
forthwitii  of  a  Suapensory  Act,  which  shall 
Bve  the  effect  of  distinctly  declaring  i\'o 
lind  of  the  present  Parliament,  and  of 
reparing  the  way  for  the  action  of  the 
ext  Parliatnenl.  Well,  Sir.  there  ia  no- 
thing ill  the  statement  of  the  right  ban. 
Mr.  Olddtlone 


Gentleman  which,  aa  it  appsara  to  me, 
uiodifiea  in  any  degree  the  force  of  this 
conclusion.  Wo  are  prepared  to  go  for- 
ward with  the  Resolutions  that  lie  on  the 
table,  and  of  course  it  followa  that  we  an 
prepared  to  go  forward  with  the  ullrriei 
stops  depending  upon  the  carrying  out  of 
these  Resolutions.  Sir,  1  hare  no  co« 
nant  tu  make  nith  tlio  GoTeinment; 
have  no  queGtion  to  put.  Tb«  right  hn 
OcnlloQifln,  I  assure  him,  is  quite  tnialakco 
if  he  supposes  that  I  intended  oa  Friday 
morning  to  impute  to  liim  any  breach  of 
faith;  for  I  did  n«t  believe  tbut  lh«  ar- 
rangement of  hmincBS  of  mhich  1  cem- 
plained  had  been  made  by  liim,  or  if  1l 
bad  been  made  by  him  I  should  hare  bees 
very  lulh  to  use  words  for  wtiich  I  hod  n«t 
sufficient  evidence  or  warrant.  What  I 
said  I  was  perfectly  justified  in  conaiihr- 
ing  on  Friday  morning  waa  this,  that  on 
Friday  afternoon  we  were  in  a  condition, 
and  were  entitled,  with  the  porl'ect  under- 
stnnding  of  the  Heuae,  to  proirei^d  imtBt- 
dintely  after  one  Order  had  been  dispoMd 
of,  whioli  I  felt  confident  would  not  ttacd 
for  more  than  a  few  minutca  in  oor  ir 
with  the  second  and  tliird  Kesolniic 
That  being  so,  I  never  doubted  for  one 
stunt  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gcntlemia 
interposed,  and  said  to  us  at  any  early 
hour  on  the  morning  of  Friday  that  tw  ' 
proposed  to  adjourn  to  Monday,  it  was  witb 
.  the  inienliun  to  place  us  on  Monday  afwr- 
!  noon  in  the  same  position  in  which  we  stood 
'  at  that  time.  I  tliink  that  was  B  reason- 
able canslructiou,  and  my  request  a  rearcn- 
able  request.  The  Notice  which  I  gave  1 
gave  adviseilly.  and  with  the  purpose  of 
pressing  it  to  a  division,  in  case  1  shouU 
find  there  was  a  pubhc  exigency  to  jaalift 
such  a  course.  Now  let  me  consider,  nfitr 
this  explanation,  how  the  matter  slsodi. 
As  I  remember,  and  as  I  think  the  boo, 
Gentleman  himself  admits.  Lis  pledge  \t 
us  was  this— to  give  ua,  from  the  facditin 
at  his  command,  a  (air  opportunity  for  ths 
consideration  of  the  Resolutions.  So  1  ud- 
derstood  him  before,  and  so  1  underttanJ 
him  now.  With  regard  to  what  is  to  fol- 
low, ihnt  is  a  matter  which,  if  llie  lIuaM 
affirms  the  Resolutions,  the  House  will  M 
doubt  be  prepared  to  consider  wbeo  (hi 
timo  cornea.  1  ahould  not  bo  justified  io 
asking  from  the  right  h»n.  Gentlemon  *l 
this  moment — rind  I  do  not  think  It  wooM 
be  for  the  public  interest  that  at  thin  mo- 
ment I  should  endeavour  to  obtain  hm 
him  —  any  further  understanding.  Ai  I 
undoraland  ilia  q  lies  lion  bcinccu  the  Hgbl 
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hoD.  Gentleman  and  myself,  it  is  this : 
that  ho  does  not  wish  us  to  proceed  to- 
day with  the  Resolutions ;  hut  I  think  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  ho  would  gifo 
me  the  earliest  day  which^  with  a  reason- 
able regard  to  the  convenience  of  public 
affairs,  he  can.  I  have  no  doubt  that  will 
be  a  very  early  day;  and  certainly  those 
who  think  they  have  got  in  hand  matters 
of  Tory  substantial  and  profound  public 
interest  and  importance  ought  to  bo  ex- 
ceedingly loth  to  enter  into  conflicts  with 
the  GoTcrnment  on  questions  that  are 
merely  ferbal  or  slight.  I  have  only  to 
Bay  that  I  accept  the  offer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  will  not  make  the  Motion 
of  which  Notice  stands  in  my  name  for 
this  evening.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  havo  better  moans  than  perhaps  I 
have  of  judging  whether  the  discussion  on 
the  Resolutions  is  likely  to  occupy  any 
extended  time.  Whether  it  is  or  it  is  not, 
of  course  my  duty  remains  the  same.  I 
own  that  I  think  the  view  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  second  and  third 
Resolutions  are  corollaries  to  tho  first 
Resolution  is  a  sound  and  just  view  ;  and 
I  therefore  hope  they  may  speedily  receive 
the  assent  of  the  House  in  Committee. 
And  when  the  Resolutions  have  been  so 
assented  to,  of  course  it  is  obvious  that 
the  next  step,  and  a  very  important  step, 
will  rest  on  the  responsibility  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  becoming  in  me  to  anticipate  the 
time  and  the  manner  in  which  they  may 
be  likely  to  discharge  that  responsibility. 
All  that  I  feel  it  necessary  to  say  is  that, 
as  far  as  my  conviction,  and  as  far  also  as 
Biy  intentions  are  concerned,  our  duty 
appears  to  me  to  be  clear:  to  make  no 
immoderate  proposal,  to  discern  carefully 
the  limits,  within  which,  at  the  present 
time,  our  action  ought  to  be  con6ned;  but, 
having  to  the  best  of  our  judgment  and 
ability  defined  those  limits,  and  having 
been  supported  in  the  views,  which  we 
have  thus  far  taken,  by  the  voice  of  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  this  House,  to 
persevere  in  every  due  and  regular  step 
that  is  necessary  to  insure  the  progress 
and  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  of  which  we 
shall  have  to  speak  when  the  proper  time 
arrives,  for  the  purpose  of  suspending 
appointments  in  tho  Irish  Gburch. 

Mr.  GONOLLY  said,  that,  to  put  him- 
self in  order,  he  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  House.  He  was 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  not  agree 


with  him  that  the  precedent  set  by  Lord 
Palmerston  in  1857  was  strictly  applicable 
to  the  present  occasion.  But  those  who 
had  the  misfortune  to  come  from  Ireland 
and  to  represent  Irishmen  in  that  House 
felt,  as  they  thought  they  had  a  right  to 
feel,  a  deep  interest  in  the  present  ques- 
tion ;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  said  it 
was  not  in  their  power  to  appeal  against 
the  decision  of  Thursday  night,  he  must 
teirhim  that  the  abstract  Resolution  which 
had  been  affirmed  by  a  large  majority 
was  in  itself  a  great  injustice  to  the  cause 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  in 
hand,  and  sho  to  the  Irish  people.  He 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  to  bring  before  a  moribund  and 
self-condemned  Parliament  a  question  of 
such  vital  importance  to  the  Irish  Church 
was  not  in  itself  an  unstatesmanlike  act, 
and  whether  it  did  not  justify  those  who 
wished  to  maintain  that  Church  in  appeal- 
ing against  the  adverse  decision  to  which 
he  had  referred  ?  They  had  no  chance  in 
the  present  Parliament ;  and  therefore  he, 
for  one,  called  on  their  Leader  altogether 
to  reject  its  conclusions  on  that  question, 
nnd  appeal  to  the  justice  of  the  people  of 
England.  What  was  the  use  of  the  Re- 
form Bill  and  the  enlarged  constituencies 
if  they  were  to  be  tied  and  bound  to  tho 
decision  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
a  faction  at  his  back  ?  Those  who  stood 
by  the  institutions  they  had  inherited  from 
their  forefathers  would  not  give  them  up 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  enabled  for  that  occasion  to  re-unite 
his  scattered  band  of  adherents  to  oust  the 
present  Government.  lie  said  that  their 
trusty  Leader  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side,  at  all  events,  had  their  confidence  in 
the  course  he  had  taken.  If  there  was  a 
difficulty  in  the  present  stato  of  affairs,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
was  to  blame  for  it ;  because  he  had 
brought  forward  in  a  dying  Parliament  a 
question,  the  decision  upon  which  bound 
no  man  in  the  three  kingdoms.  That  de- 
cision was  null  and  void.  They  would  have 
none  of  it ;  they  appealed  against  it  to  the 
real  ond  enlarged  constituencies  ;  to  tho 
more  honest,  and,  as  ho  believed  it  would 
prove  to  be,  the  stronger  portion  of  the 
people  of  England.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Clare  (Sir  Column  0*Loghlen) 
had  analyzed  tho  Irish  vote  on  that 
Question  unfairly,  stating  that  56  Irish 
Members  had  voted  for  the  right  hon. 
Member  for   South   Lancashire,   and   45 
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itgaiitst  him,     But  if  they  looked  into  tho  j  House  ie  that  he  will  dtHolfe,  referrinE 
mntier  moro  carerullj  thoj  would  find  that  |  tho  quesiion  to  the  new  contlttoeneies.  n  ' 


45  Iri>.h  Hemhers 
minority  represented    very 
tho  iiiimber  uf  conslituentB  that  nos  rcpro- 
Bcnted  by  the  Iviah  Members  who  voted 
with   [lie   mnjurity.     Tlierefurc,  as  far  as 

the  Irish  vote  nfts  concerned,  it  yaa  su\i-  'occurred.  The  right  h~ 
stmitiallj  against,  and  not  in  favour  of,  |  proposal  to  refer  the  ~~ 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Routh  Lanca- 
thire,  nrho  for  factious  objects  nlouo,  and 
igh  his  greed  of  power,  liad  brought 
About  that  crisis.  The  questiuo  aS'cctcd 
not  merely  the  Irish  Church,  but  the  Act  of 
Union ;  for,  if  ilie  Article  referring  to  tlial 
Church    were    repealed,    whnt    tvuuld    th 


'Uperaliun   of   the 


otcd  in   the,  ho    thinks  with    the    c 
nrly    double     Kouse  that  may  be  dor 

'nter.     Now,  what  I  want  to  point  out 

the  House   is   that  ibis  is  o  most  falia- 

way  of  rcpreBcnliog  what  has  really 

■  ■      ■  Genilemsn's 

!r  to   the  old 

real,  bona  fidt  prtr- 

posal.     Whether  it  was  a  wise  one  or  aol 

I  nm  uot  going  to  say  ;    but   lo   say  tksl 


his  hand,  nuthoriEcd  by  Her  Majesty,  aal 

that  that  ia  the  result  of  the  diiisioa  tba 

night,    is  merely    trifling    wiili  ihc 


other  Articles  be  worth  ?     Thus  there  was  ;  House.      Why,  what  would 


tUnn  appeared  in  the  proposals  of  iho 
right  bon.  Gentleman. 

The   speaker  said,  it  was   out   of 
order  for  Iho  hon.  Gentleman  to  diacuii 
Irish  Church  Question,  or  to  refer  to 
past  debates. 

Mr,  CONOLLY  said,  ho  would  cheer- 
fully bow  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemnn's 
lecision  ;  but  ho  had  felt  himself  called 
ipun  to  stale  that  the  Irish  regarded  the 


lappencd 


ind   Question   proposed, 

1   wish,  Sir,  before  wo 
lubject,   to   bo   alluwcd    to 


recent  v 

Motion  made, 
That  this   Hot 
(if)'.  Coaolly.) 

I.    LOWE  : 
pass  from   this 

call  attention    a   little    more    ciost 

has  hitherto  been  done  to  (he  sintf 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  his  inter- 

with   Her    Majesty.      I  underfitood 

the  right  hon.   Gentleman  to  say— and   if 

I  niisrepreient  him  I  hope  ho  nill  he  kind 

enough  to  correct   me — that   he   advised 

"cr    Majesty    to    dissolve    Parliament    at 

ice  and  to  appeal    to  tho   old  conslitucn, 

ea  that  are  to  be  displaced  by  tho  Reform 

ct,  and  that  he  offered  Her  Majesty  as 

I  alternative  that  tho  Qovcrnmeiit  should 

isign.      "  In  fact,"  he  said,  "  we  tendered 

ir  resignations."     Her  Majesty,  however, 

I  I  understand  tho  ri^lit  bun.  Gentleman, 

ifnsed   both   thoee   iiropoailions.      She  re- 

fuB«d   to  dissolve  Parliament  at  once,   and 

iho  refused  to  accept  the  resignation  of 

he    Government.       Bnt,    having    refused 

lieso  two  things — I  do   not  quila  compre- 

icnd  how  it  came  about,  for  whether  the 

iiggostion    proceeded    from   Her  Majesty 

ir  from  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  is  loft 

n  ambiguity— somehow  or  other  it  came 

about  that  tho  proposition  which   the  right 

Qentleinan  is  entitled  to  make  to  the 

Mr.  Conoliy 


if  the  Irish  Church  question  had  never  be^n 
raised  and  there  had  been  no  divi«ion ! 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  with 
the  assistance  of  the  House,  liave  pasted 
his  measures  during  the  Session,  aaJ 
would,  as  we  all  understood,  hnva  di*' 
solved  as  soon  afterwards  as  possible,  to 
that  a  new  Parliament  might  meet  nt(t 
spring.  Well,  Sir,  (hero  hnve  hoen  twv 
adverse  divisions,  there  have  been  largt 
{  majorities  against  the  Governnieul,  yel 
what  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
nounce to  us  ^  That  he  is  going  1«  d« 
precisely  what  he  would  have  done  liaJ 
those  divieions  not  occarred.  1  took  noie 
<if  the  words  of  tho  hon.  Member  hr 
Donegal  (Mr.  Conollj).  The  House  smiled 
lid  he  treated 


lutla 


oid,  but  he  0 


only  following  his  Leader,  for  that 
cisely  what  thorlglit  hon.  Gentlem 


1    pre- 


Huuep, 

on  a  question  which  he  himself  charact(^ 
'tied  before  the  diiision  as  nf  the  last  im- 
portance, as  mere  air,  absolutely  makinj 
no  difference  whatever  in  the  course  wliieb 
tho  Government  meant  to  adopt.  The 
statement  about  a  dissolution  being  resolred 
upon  in  consequence  of  tho  division  is  s 
mere  blind  and  delusion  ;   for  (here   woclj 


aolut 


have  had 

no  weight  whatever  to  the  Councils  at 
llcr  Majesty's  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  treats  oa  as  pericul 
whose  decisions  are  absolutely  insignificaot, 
niiiking  no  difforenc       '  ... 

cieions  of  Her  Majc. 
ccpt  that  they  have 

Session,  and  given  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (he  trouble  of  a  trip  to  Osborne  and 
back,  and  of  coming  here  tu  mystify  lu 
with  Ihia  story  of  a  diiaoluti         ""  "  '" 


tbed^ 
a  day  of  tfas 


That  it 
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the  WAj  in  which  he  treats  the  House. 
Hoir  does  he  want  us  to  treat  him  ?  He 
says  "In  order  that  we  maj  carry  out  this 
we  count  upon  the  cordial  co-operation  of 
the  House."  Cordial  co-operation  ?  how 
has  it  heen  deserted  ?  What  has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  done  that  he  should  hafe 
a  right  to  count  on  our  cordial  co-operation 
in  anything?  He  tells  us  in  one  breath 
that  what  we  do  is  absolutely  null,  and 
asks  us  to  trust  a  GoYernment  not  only  in 
a  minority,  but  branded  with  the  want  of 
confidence  of  this  House,  to  carry  mea- 
sures re-modelling  the  Constitution  in  two 
of  the  three  members  of  the  United  King- 
dom. That  is  the  position  he  takes  up  ; 
but,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  says, 
it  is  more  for  his  consideration  than  ours  ; 
car  business  is  to  go  straight  on.  I  could 
not,  howefer,  forbear  from  pointing  out  to 
the  House  how  entirely  they  are  mystified 
if  they  suppose  that  any  change  whatever 
has  been  wrought  in  the  counsels  of  the 
GoTernment,  or  any  new  element  at  all 
introduced  into  those  counsels  by  the  Re- 
aolution  we  came  to.  We  are  asked,  not 
for  a  few  weeks,  while  the  necessary  busi- 
ness is  got  through,  and  while  preparations 
are  made  for  a  dissolution,  but  for  nine  or 
ten  months  at  the  very  least  to  place  the 
whole  Government  of  the  country  in  the 
hands  of  persons  who  neither  trust  Par- 
liament nor  are  trusted  by  it.  In  their 
hands  during  the  remainder  of  the  Session 
are  to  rest  these  important  measures — the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill,  the  Irish  Reform  Bill, 
the  Boundary  Bill,  the  Bribery  Bill,  and 
all  questions  of  finance  ;  while  during  the 
Recess  they  are  to  enjoy  in  the  same  way 
the  power  of  directing  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  country  and  military  affairs,  and  of 
exercising  all  patronage  and  everything 
else :  and  why  ?  Simply  on  account  of 
the  abstract  right  they  assume  to  have  a 
dissolution,  which  abstract  right  is  so  co- 
gent that  it  will  survive  for  nearly  a  year 
the  time  when  the  possibility  of  amicable 
action  between  them  and  the  House  has 
oome  to  an  end.  No  doubt,  if  the  Earl 
of  Derby,  true  to  his  principles  and  to  the 
declaiations  of  his  political  life,  had  on 
his  accession  to  Office  asked  for  a  dissolu- 
tion in  order  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
country,  nothing  could  have  been  more 
fair  and  just ;  but  when,  instead  of  ad- 
hering to  the  principles  of  their  party,  the 
Government  adopt  the  principles  of  the 
majority  opposed  to  them,  and  constitute 
themselves  the   servants  of   the   House, 


what  right  have  they  to  ask  an  appeal  to 
the  country,  against  a  House  whose  will 
they  dave  carried  out  ?  If  ever  the  right 
existed  it  was  certainly  forfeited  by  the 
transactions  of  last  year.  If  ever  there 
was  a  case  in  which  we  ought  to  insist  on 
the  rule  that  a  Parliamentary  majority  and 
not  a  minority  should  govern,  that  case  has 
arisen  at  the  present  time.  I  can  imagine 
nothing  tending  more  directly  to  put  an  end 
to  Parliamentary  government  as  hitherto 
existing  in  this  country  than  that  a  Go- 
vernment, defeated  in  April  under  such 
circumstances  as  these,  should  be  allowed, 
on  account  of  difficulties  of  their  own  crea- 
tion— for  they  arise  out  of  the  Reform 
Bill  — to  remain  in  Office  till  February, 
Marchi  or  April  next.  On  what  principle 
of  constitutional  government,  I  ask,  can 
such  a  thing  be  justified  ?  A  Government 
may  be  justified  in  not  going  out  imme- 
diately on  being  defeated,  while  preparing 
for  a  dissolution  ;  bat  to  remain  in  Office 
for  nearly  a  year  without  anybody's  confi- 
dence that  I  know  of  cannot  be  justified 
ou  any  constitutional  principles. 

Mr.  NBWDEGATB  wished,  as  an  In- 
dependent  Member,  to  remark  on  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  that  the  Irish  Church  question 
had  no  reference  to  the  question  of  a  dis- 
solution. The  Government  had  been 
taunted  with  being  a  warming-pan  Govern- 
ment, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
argued  that  the  Government,  having  ac- 
ceded to  Office  while  in  a  minority,  were 
bound  to  carry  out  the  will  of  the  majority. 
If  that  doctrine  were  to  prevail,  it  would 
give  him,  as  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  the 
power  of  forcing  through  Parliament — it 
might  be  in  defiance  of  the  opinion  of  the 
country — any  measure,  which  he  might  un- 
expectedly bring  forward,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Opposition,  and  therefore  without  re- 
sponsibility, using  the  Government  as  his 
agents.  Such  a  practice,  he  contended, 
would  be  a  flagrant  violation  of  the  Consti- 
tution. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
was  evidently  not  an  advocate  for  triennial 
Parliaments,  since  he  had  condemned  the 
Prime  Minister  for  having  appealed  to  Her 
Majesty  in  favour  of  a  dissolution  as  one 
of  the  alternatives  he  had  submitted.  Thus, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire virtually  proposed  to  suspend  the 
Constitution  for  so  long  as  the  present 
Government  remained  in  Office.  A  House 
which  had  deliberately  condemned  itself 
as  not  sufficiently  representing  the  people 
was  not  entitled  to  pass  any  other  measures 


1723      MlnUttrial  Slalemint—       [COMMOSSi      Defiat  oj (h»  Gotmtmmt      1T24 


than  those  nocessnrj  to  complete  our  re- 
pmentittive  a^stem.  Yet  during  thia  con- 
stitiitional  interregnum  tLe  right  lioo.  Oeii- 
tleiimii  had  uneipccteJIj  brought  rornard 
propoanl  lo  diKnlablieh  and  disendow  the 
Church  in  Ireland,  having  in  the  Seseion 
of  1866  walked  out  of  the  House,  and  re- 
fUBeil  to  countenance  thnt  proiiosal.  The 
right  hoii.  Gentleman's  com)ilniiit  wba  Hint 
tlio  head  of  the  Government,  acting  in  the 
.pirit  of  the  Constilulion,  on  finding  himaclf 
n  a  minority  on  this  question,  had  siiti- 
niilted  for  tho  decision  of  hia  Sovereign 
bellier  the  Government  should  resign,  or 
'hethei'  thia  groat  issue  ihould  be  referred 
)  the  aountry.  There  was  no  ground  of 
oompluiut  in  this  ;  unless  it  were  that  the 
Qovernment  did  not  iusiat  on  appealing  to 
to  tho  oonalituenoies,  nhich  the;  tliein- 
elvcs  had  oondemned,  and  fuiir-fifibs  of 
'hicli  had  hy  statute  been  deelaretl  not 
adequately  to  represent  the  national  con- 
victions anJ  will.  He  snv  no  feasible  or 
tilutional  eourae  except  ihnt  nbich  the 
Oovornment,  had  rccunimeDded  io  ller  Ma- 
jesty, ami  ha  trusted,  that  tho  Government 
luld  abstain  from  proposing  measures 
touobing  the  Constilutinn.  or  any  otbers 
'lan  those  necessary  for  coinplctiiig  the 
ipreeentalion  of  the  people.  And  as  soon 
I  those  nieaiures  had  paased,  utiil  the 
ordinary  requirements  of  the  public  eipeii- 
e  bad  been  provided,  the  Government 
bound  to  submit  to  the  nation  the 
great  issue  that  bad  been  rniicd  by  the 
right  ban.  Gentleman  upon  (be  Irish 
Church.  Anjotlicr  courie  would  bo  un- 
constitutional. He  coidd  not  but  think  that 
louree  pursued  by  (he  right  hon.  Gen- 
an  (Mr.  Gladstone)  implied  anything 
but  a  confidence  on  his  part  that  the  con- 
stituencies vrben  appealed  to  would  affirm 
the  decision  of  the  majority  of  (be  House 
of  Commons. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  understood 
tbo  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  have 
stated  that,  with  the  nssisiance  of  the 
House,  the  Government  would  be  nble  to 
take  a  dissoluliun  of  Parliament  in  (be 
autumn.  Now,  the  Reform  Act  of  1867 
iVDuld  not  conic  into  operation  among  the 
new  constituencies  until  .January  1,  1869, 
and  be  wished  to  know  whether  (he  right 
bon.  Gentleman  proposed  that  the  House 
should  assist  bim  by  amending  the  Reform 
Act  so  that  a  dissolution  might  take  place 
in  (he  autumn?  No  douht  many  new 
questions  would  be  raised  before  the  Revis- 
ing BBrristora  which  would  result  in  appeals 
(0  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas.  Many 
Mr.  Ktwdegate 


didicult  questions  might    aris^,  and    any 

course  aucb  as  the  right  hon.  GentWaa 
had  indieated  would  thus  be  prodoedn 
of  iirent  personal  inconvenienea. 

Mr.  AYRTON  sai<].  that.  ber>.rs  th* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ansxered  thai  ^ae»« 
tion,  he  should  be  gisd  if  lie  wouM  giia 
his  (the  Opposition]  side  of  the  Hunn 
some  better  and  clearer  explanation  of  tl>« 
position  in  which  the  Government  sioud, 
not  only  towards  that  Hotiac,  but  towards 
Her  Majesty  herself,  bcoansv  ho  bod  loft 
tbo  House  in  considerable  doubt  aa  is 
whether  public  affairs  were  now  (o  be  eat- 
lieit  on  under  hia  advice  and  respoDsibilil; 
as  a  Minister  of  (he  Cronn.  or  whether 
they  were  being  carried  on  under  the  »i- 
vice  and  responaibility  of  Har  Uajesty.  If 
ho  understood  the  right  bon.  GentlanMn 
correctly,  he  had  plsced  two  ftltematiH 
propositions  before  Her  Majesty  for  btr 
consideration  ;  but  when  two  propositioni 
wore  placed  before  (ho  Sovereign  it  was 
obvious  that  a  Minister  shifted  fram  bin- 
self  the  responsibility  of  taking  either  nM 
or  the  other,  and  put  the  entire  retpoi)' 
sibilitjr  on  the  Sovereign  to  wliou  bi 
gave  saeb  equivocal  supgcsliont  and  ad- 
vice. It  seemed  that  Her  Majesty  wu 
embarrassed  by  not  having  the  clear  ad- 
vice of  her  Minister;  and  it  was  not  VH? 
apparent  irLethcr  Her  Uajusty  suggoated 
(hat  Bomething  else  should  be  done,  or 
whether  her  Miniiler  aiiggesled  it  lo  lh» 
Sovereign.  If  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  put  three  courses  to  Tier 
Majesty,  and  left  with  ber  the  responsi- 
bility of  deciding  which  course  should  be 
adopted.  Tbnt  stale  of  things  ivas  a  very 
serious  perplexity  to  Gentlemen  on  hil 
side  of  the  House  ;  for  they  did  not  know 
whether  they  might  not  be  taking  a.  courw 
which  waa  not  only  contrary  to  the  views 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  to  ihs 
views  of  Her  Majesty  herself,  which  h*d 
been  brought  before  the  House  in  so  et- 
traordinary  a  manner.  The  matter  wu 
one  that  miglit  exercise  a  very  material 
influence  over  the  minds,  not  only  of  Uem- 
mers  of  that  House,  but  of  the  entire 
country.  According  to  one  por[ian  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement.  I^e  ap- 
peared to  be  a  suffering  Miaieter.  who  wu 
holding  Office  by  tho  wish  of  the  Queen, 
for  the  beueRt  of  (ho  people.  A  Miniittr 
in  that  position  carried  with  him  an  rnor- 
moua  amount  of  sympathy,  and  ihroDgh- 
nut  the  whole  country  aucb  a  soffciinj 
Minister  must  receive  an  assistaucc  ind 
support  which  would  not  be  kccorded  tu  > 
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Minister  who  held  Office  on  bit  own  ad? ioe 
and    responsibility  against   the   twice-re- 
peated judgment  of   the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    The  House  was  entitled  to  know 
whether  the  right  hen.  Oentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  sat  upon  that  Bench  upon  the 
undifided  responsibilitj    of    Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  without  anj  reference  to  the 
Tiews  and  opinions  of  the  Soreroign  her- 
lelf.     To   impose    upon    the   House   any 
other  state  of  affairs  was  unconstitutional, 
and   might  lead   to    the   most  disastrous 
consequences.     The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
not  only  left  the  House  in  this  ambiguity, 
but  in    the   name   of  the  Sofereign  he 
tendered  a  kind  of  bargain  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  a  bargain  of  the  most 
manrellous  character.     A  great  majority 
of  the   House,  after    protracted  debates, 
ba? ing  come  to  the  conclusion  that  a  cer- 
tain course  of  policy  was  necessary,  this 
majority  was  to  be  declared  merely  nomi- 
nal, and  its  conclusion  to  be  set  aside.  And 
what  was  to  be  the  consideration  for  such 
an  abdication  of  duty  on  that  side  of  the 
House  —  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ahoold  for  eight  or  nine  months  hare  at 
bis  disposal  the  whole  power  and  influence 
of    the    Executive   Oovernment   and  the 
|»atrooage  of  the  Crown  for  the  purpose  of 
defeating  the  policy  which  a  majority  of 
that  House  had  deliberately  adopted  ?  That 
was  a  most  extraordinary  bargain  to  pro- 
pose ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
bate  supposed  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Lanoashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  was  in  a  state  of  unusual  weak- 
neea,  if  he  imagined  he  would  entertain 
aaeh  a  proposition.     He  was  glad  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  have  nothing  to 
do  with  such  a  suggestion,  and    that  he 
bad  met  it  in  the  way  he  had  done  ;  for 
bia  duty  waa  to  go  steadily  forward  with 
tbe  policy  he  had  enunciated,  and  to  bring 
it  to  a  legitimate  conclusion  in  the  present 
Session.  He  thanked  his  right  hon.  Friend 
for  entirely  repudiating  the  offer  of  Her 
Majeaty*s  Ministers.    Such  a  course  would 
bave  been    impracticable,   and    unworthy 
tbe  acceptance  of    the    majority  of  the 
House.     The  duty  of  the  Opposition  was 
to  asaert  and   to  re-assert   that  essential 
policy  which  would  alone  secure  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland  ;  and  if  Ministers  de- 
aired  to  remain  in  their  places  they  must 
accept  it,  and  do  the  work  of  that  (the 
Opposition)   side  of  the    House.      There 
must  be  no  flinching  from  that ;  and  if  the 
Oovernment  declined  to  accept  the  situa- 
tion, then  they  must  proceed  upon  their 


own  undivided  responsibility,  and  not  shift 
or  cast  it  upon  the  august  Sovereign  whom 
they  ought  to  serve,  but  whom  in  reality 
they  did  not  serve  when  they  thus  brought 
Her  Majesty's  name  into  question. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  stated  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  propose  to  Parliament  some  legislation 
which  would  enable  a  dissolution  to  take 
place  in  the  autumn.  Now,  strictly  speak- 
ing, the  autumn  did  not  end  until  the  21st 
of  December,  and  as,  by  the  Act,  the  new 
registration  would  not  be  in  force  until  the 
1st  of  January.  1869,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman—not  to  fix  the 
day — but  to  state  at  about  wl^  time  he 
contemplated  going  to  the  country  to  a 
General  Election  ;  and,  further,  whether 
the  new  Parliament  would  be  called  to- 
gether as  soon  as  it  was  elected  ? 

Mr.  BOUVERIE:    Sir,  I  must  raise 
my  voice,  humble    though  it  be,  against 
the  continuance  of  the  present  most  mis- 
chievous, anomalous,  and  unconstitutional 
state  of  things.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
two  months  ago  announced  that   he  had 
been  authorized  by  Her  Majesty  to  assume 
the  first  place  in  the  Oovernment  of  this 
country,   and   as    First    Minister   of   the 
Crown  attempted   to  indicate   the   policy 
that  he  meant  to  pursue.    By  way  of  mak- 
ing it  clear,  he  said  that  policy  would '  be 
the  policy  of  the  Earl  of  Derby.    Consider- 
able doubts  were  entertained  at  the  time  as 
to  what  this  policy  of  the  Earl  of  Derby 
meant.     But  now,  I  apprehend,  we  have 
some  further  information  on  this  subject, 
because  the  Earl  of  Derby  has  recently 
indicated  his  policy  on  the  question  which 
is  now  before  Parliament,  and,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Go< 
vernment  have  exactly  followed  the  coun- 
sels of  the  Earl  of  Derby.     The  policy  of 
those  counsels  appears  to  be  to  try  and  set 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  at  logger- 
heads with  each  other,  and  to  put   this 
House  of  Commons  at  variance  with  the 
Crown.     Now,  it  is  a  most  essential  part 
of  the  working  of  our  Constitution  in  mo- 
dern times  that  this  House  should  be  in 
harmony  with  the  Crown.  In  ancient  times 
we  had  perpetual  quarrels  and  differences 
with  the  Crown,  and  for  more  than  100  jears 
those  quarrels  continued.  They  were  of  the 
most  portentous  character,  for  there  were 
two  rebellions,  three  revolutions,  and  one 
change  of  dynasty  before  we  got  the  sys- 
tem of  government  into  the  right  groove, 
and  established  that  mode  of  government 


and  III  IS41." 
Now,  nliel,  lot  me  ask,  i*  the  diffomM  I 
between  llint  courao  and  ihe  coiine  ohieli 
tlie  right  hon.  (icntlomnn  oppodte  infanni  i 
us  tile  Goveriimcnt  nre  guiiig  to  |iur>ua!  ' 
IIq  does  nol  tell  us  tliAt  ih«  buiiiieas  of  | 
tho  Scisiori  is  [u  be  nount!  up  im  mediate  I;,  I 
mid  tliBt  tiie  dissululi»ii  "ill  Inko  |>)nco  U 
onea,     He  ainipl;  *ity»,  "There  is  [o  boa 


iolutioi 


I     full 
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wliich    brouglit    tho  Crown  into  conslant  ,  tjio  P»oplo, 

harmony    «ilh   tho    House   of   Commons. 

Tb«t   mode   of   government   was   that  tho 

mojnrity  of  the  House  of  Commona  gave 

their  confidence  to  the   Gorornnient,  and 

tho  Goreinnient  represented    the    Crown. 

and   in   that  nay   there  was  a   permanent 

oeasntinn  of  nil  rnrianco  between  the  House 

of  Commons  and   the  Crown.      But.  if  the 

tiews  non   expressed    by   tlie   right    hon. 

Oenllenmn  opposite  are  to  be  followed  out, 

no  long;  lime  will  elapse  before   there  will 

be  n  renewal  of  those  differences  between 

Ihe    Crown   and   the   Honse  of    Commons 

which  all  who  tale  an  interest  in  the  good 

go»eriimenl    of    the    country    must    hnvo 

hoped  hailtceased    for  over.      The    right 

hon.    Gentleman  attempted    lo    lay  down 

&   most   sinrlling  doctrine,   on    which    my 

right  hon.  Friend  below  me  (Mr.  Gladstone) 

has  most  justly  animadverted— that  a  Mi- 

_'  were  entitled  (o  a  dissolution,  and 
;hat,  when  defeated  on  some  great  ques- 
tion, ihcy  might  keep  ihnt  right  of  dissolu- 
tion, na  it  were,  in  their  pocket  until  a 
oonf anient  season,  and  threaten  llie  House 
of  Cumnions  with  it.  Against  such  a  doe- 1 
I.  for  one.  protest.  For  100  years  ' 
after  the  TIevolutiou  it  was  an  admitted  , 
ftiinm  in  this  House  that  when  the  Govern-  ; 
nient  of  the  day  could  not  command  a  ; 
majority  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  i 
great  questions  of  policy  there  should  be  a 
change  of  Administration.  A  new  rule  ivaa, 
however,  introiliiced  at  tho  time  to  wliich  . 
my  right  hon.  Friend  below  mc  alluded-  , 
during  the  first  Government  of  Mr.  Pitt,  , 
-  1784— which  has  been  clearly  l.iid  down  : 
by  high  conslitutionnl  authorities.  1  will ' 
read  to  the    House  the    opinion    on  this  i 

it  of  one  whom  many  of  us  knew,  whom  ■ 

IB   of  us  loved,  and  whom.  I   am   sure. 

all  respected  —  I  mean  the  late  Sir 
George  Lewis.  He  says  in  his  book  on 
ho  Adminiitraiioni  of  Great  Britain — 

It  was  not.  in  tiicC,  dvfinitivslj  nnd  clesrljr  <>■■  i 
abUshpd  unLiI  tho  jnr  1TS4,  (lisl  wtiers  tfagre  ii 

conflict  bclwcoa  tho   psrsnnnl  opinioni  ol'  Ilio  ' 
loverei^-n  nai]  tliou  of  a  toajaril;!  ofibc  ili 
^ouimoni  tho  hitler  nnd  nol  the  farmer  is 
nil,  unlou,  indeed,*  a  diualution  and  a  now  elm- 
ion  ihauld  revene  the  deoisioii  of  the  provioui 
'arliamont." 

le  then  goes  on  to  quote  Ihe  opinion 
iF  EnrI  Russell,  than  whom  there  is  no 
letter  authority  DD  Coustitutiunnl  Law.  who 

Tbo  preoedent  of  1794.  Iherclbro  eitabliBhet 

vulo  of  oonducl,  that  if  the  Miniiteri  choien 
,  ha  Crann  da  not  panels  Iho  conndonca  of  tbo 
loiuo  of  Comnions  they  mtj  i.diiso  an  appeat  to 
Mr.  Jiemnrif 


the  constituencies  t 

on  the  queetion  at  issue  between   the  two 
sides  of  the  House,  and   to  returo   new  le- 
preaentatires,    and    beeaueo    that    upinlua    , 
cannot  now  be  ([ireii,  in  eonaequ«nte  uf  lbs    i 
now  constituencies  not   havifig   yet  been   ' 
called  intn  eiistence,  we  ahftll  continue  in    • 
OIRee  until  their  opinion  enn   bs  given,  anil 
ahall  carry  on  tho  affairs  of  tbo  oooniry.  in 
Bpite  of  an  adverse  majority  of  ih*  HnpH 
of   Commons."      This,    I   contend,  i«  as    I 
entirely    new    rule    which    (be   right   bon. 
Gentleman  seek*  to  establiah,  that  beeaas*    | 
some  difticuliy  exists  in  tho  way  of  a  ditsa- 
iulioii  ot  the  present  monieut  th«  Oovcrn- 
ment  are  nevertheless  to  remain  in  OSn 
under  all  the  circumstaneea  of   the  ea*s.    i 
and  to  exercise  all  the  power*  of  an  B(«ev-    ' 
live.      It   is.  in  short,   an   ndvsnoo  on  lbs 
doctrine  of  power  to  dissolre  greater  ihaa    ' 
has  been  made  since  the  Revolulton.  and 
which  the  House  would  do  well,  I  think,  to 
regard  with   tho   greatest  jealousy.     And 
wliat   is   the  precedent  to  which  (he  rigbt 
hon.    Geiiileman   referred    us,  with  bated 
breath,  when  dealing  with  this  point.     He 


tells 


'It  i 


id  much  has  been  said  on  l)ie  inconveni- 
ence which  results  from  such  a  stale  nt 
things,  but  we  have  a  great  authority  in 
our  favour — no  less  nn  authority  than  ihsl 
of  Earl  HuBsell,  who,  when  he  was  firtt 
Prime  Minister,  took  the  reins  of  office, 
although  in  a  minority,  and  held  them  (ur 
five  jonrs."  Now,  what,  1  would  nsk,  are 
tho  real  facts  oF  that  case  ?  Earl  Roisell 
became  Prime  Minister  when  Sir  Robert 
Peel  resigned  in  1846.  and  was  avowedlj 
supported  by  that  distinguished  Statesman 
and  his  Friends.  There  was  no  advcns 
division  against  Earl  RusseU*a  Governmeal 
during  tho  remainder  of  that  year,  and  I 
may  inform  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
it  is  a  constitutional  doctrine  (hat  a  Uioti- 
try  which  comes  into  OfGoe,  ntthouKh  in  a 
minority,  is  entitled  to  have  a  fair  trial. 
When  the  Administration  of  Mr.  Addlngloa 
succeeded  that  of  Mr.  FitI,  Hr.  Pilt,  si- 
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though  they  were  in  a  minoritj,  argued 
with  great  foree  that,  haying  heen  intrusted 
with  the  conduct  of  affairs  bj  the  Crown, 
it  was  but  right  that  a  fair  trial  should  be 
given  them.  I  roaj  add  that  in  the  case 
of  Earl  Russeirs  Gofemment  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  entirely  to  forget 
that  that  GoTcrnment  having  taken  Office 
in  1846,  there  was  the  very  next  year  a 
General  Election,  and  that  a  majority  was 
returned  by  which  it  was  supported  until 
1852.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  position 
into  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
driving  the  House  is  most  unsatisfactory 
and  mischievous.  All  the  machinery,  by 
means  of  which  our  business  is  conducted, 
is  turned  topsy-turvy  The  theory  of  our 
Parliamentary  government  is  a  very  simple 
one.  The  Government  propose  certain 
measures,  which  they  recommend  for  the 
adoption  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it 
18  the  duty  of  the  House  to  criticize  and 
control  the  Government.  In  that  way  the 
public  business  is  fairly  conducted,  and 
truth  is,  on  the  whole,  arrived  at.  But 
now  this  state  of  things  is  about  to  be  re- 
Tersed.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  must 
propose  measures  either  in  accordance  with 
their  own  principles  or  with  those  of  the 
Opposition.  If  the  former,  they  are  liable 
to  be  at  once  checkmated,  and  the  conduct 
of  business  is  not  likely  to  be  such  as  will 
be  conducive  to  the  welfare  of  the  people. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  with  a  view  to  secur- 
ing our  support,  they  do  not  resist  any 
measures  which  we  bring  forward,  then  we 
have  no  legitimate  Opposition  ;  the  proper 
eounterpoise  of  the  Constitution  is  lost ; 
there  is  no  fair  discussion,  and  measures 
pased  under  these  circumstances  are  likely 
to  prove  entirely  unsatisfactory.  It  is 
hopeless  to  expect  to  escape  from  this  di- 
lemma under  the  state  of  things  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  for  accept- 
ance ;  and  if  he  persists  in  the  course  which 
he  has  this  evening  shadowed  forth,  he  will 
add  nothing  to  the  credit  of  his  own  Go- 
Ternment,  while  he  will  create  great  mis- 
chief in  the  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  had  misrepresented  the 
oonstitutioiial  history  of  the  country,  in 
stating  that  from  that  history  no  precedent 
could  be  adduced  of  a  Minister,  who  having 
the  confidence  of  the  Crown,  but  being  in 
a  minority  in  that  House,  continued  to  hold 
office.  Now,  that  was  the  position  of  Mr. 
Pitt,  who  assumed  the  reins  of  government 
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on  the  18th  December,  1783,  not  by  any 
proceeding  of  his  own,  but  on  the  dismissal 
by  the  Sovereign  of  the  Coalition  Ministry. 
Between  that  time  and  the  dissolution 
which  took  place  in  March,  1784,  Mr.  Pitt 
was  in  a  minority  ten  or  twelve  times. 
He  afterwards  appealed  to  the  country  on 
the  ground  that  the  House  did  not  repre- 
sent  its  opinions.  He  held  Office  till  the 
country  had  become  aware  of  the  course 
intended  by  the  House,  and,  looking  at  the 
result,  he  was  justified  in  what  he  did. 
The  hon.  Member  proceeded,  amidst  con- 
tinued interruption,  to  compare  the  position 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  with  that  of  Mr.  Pitt, 
and  concluded  by  reminding  the  House  that 
Mr.  Pitt  persisted  in  his  course  until  he 
had  reduced  the  majority  of  the  Opposition 
to  1,  when  he  dissolved  Parliament,  and 
obtained  an  overwhelming  majority  from 
the  country. 

Mr.  bright  :  Mr.  Speaker,  notwith- 
standing the  reply  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire has  made  to  the  observations  of  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  the 
speeches  that  have  followed,  I  think  there 
are  still  some  things  that  may  with  ad- 
vantage be  said  before  this  debate  doses. 
I  believe  that  some  Members  of  the  House 
received  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  with  surprise,  and  that 
some  received  them  with  astonishment.  I 
am  not  sure  that  the  feeling  of  astonish' 
ment  will  not  prevail  throughout  the  coun- 
try, and  that  it  will  not  be  expressed  for 
many  years  to  come  by  those  who  look 
back  upon  the  transactions  of  this  period. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to  over- 
turn the  long-existing  usage  of  Parliament; 
he  asks  us  to  disregard  that  which  is  the 
first  principle  of  our  Parliamentary  action. 
I  am  not  stating  this  a  mere  matter  of  my 
opinion.  I  say  that,  apart  from  party  con- 
siderations, there  is  not  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  who  will  differ  from  me 
in  the  opinion  I  now  express.  He  asks 
us  to  do  this  to  maintain  in  Office  a  Minis- 
ter who  acceded  to  Office  by  arts  which,  in 
my  opinion,  were  not  the  most  worthy  in 
their  character,  and  who  has  maintained 
himself  in  Office  by  adopting — so  far  as  he 
has  adopted  any  policy — a  policy  utterly  at 
variance  with  everything  he  professed 
when  in  Opposition.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says — and  some  of  his  friends  say, 
and  I  suppose  think,  that  there  is  a  dispo- 
sition to  do  him  and  his  Administration 
some  injustice  —  [Mr.  Noel  was  under- 
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Hood  to  diisent.^  But  ■nine  of  those  on 
tlie  otiier  eido  talk  bb  if  we  were  doing 
tlio  right  hon.  Gcnilomsn  somo  injiiBlice. 
Now,  two  years  ngo  &  Oovernnient  lind 
1)«eii  !n  Office  eight  nioDlhB.  Tt  brought 
in  a  Itill  perfccll;  coneitlent  with  its  pnn~ 
ei|i1cB,  and  that  Bill  and  that  Goiernmcnt 
were  aMailed  b;  the  riglit  lion.  Gentleman 
ami  hia  Friends  witli  no  ordinary  virulence. 
Tlic  rciuU  was  lliot  the  Bill  was  rejected, 
and  Uio  Govcninieiit  wag  oTeriorned.  If 
an;  Govcrnraent  orer  had  a  right  to  dia- 
aol»o  Pnrlianient,  I  believe  that  Govern- 
liient  had  1  but,  acting  on  n  scrupuloua 
ferling,  which  I  ahonld  say  was  lomewliat 
too  Aonsitivc,  ihat  Oorernment  did  not 
disnake  Parliament ;  they  retired  from 
Office.  At  that  timo  I  belicre  lier  11a- 
jcity  the  Queen  wai  anxious  they  shoolJ 
r«taiii  Office,  and  gave  them  ber  foil  con- 
seiLl.  if  Ihej  thought  right,  to  dissolve  ttie 
Parliament ;  (hey  did  not  diasoUe  the  Par- 
linment,  hut  rctii-cd  from  Offit'e.  That 
bavlng  taken  plnee.  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlcinaii  treated  certain  Members  of  the 
House  nho  had  made  a  coiupaol  with  hlra 
in  a  manner  (bat  wan  not  ihongbt  by 
them  rery  fair  or  honourable.  The  Sea- 
aion  was  wound  up,  and  in  1867— the  year 
afterwards— the  right  hnn.  Gentleman  and 
his  Qovornment  met  Pntliament,  and  in  the 
courBe  of  that  Seision  repudiated  their 
allioB,  hoolcd  their  principles  out  of  the 
Iltiuse,  and  brongliC  forirard  niensnrcs 
whiilly  opposed  In  their  former  principles, 
and,  in  point  of  fact,  instead  of  any  lunger 
resisting  a  nioderato  proposition  sncli  as 
llmt  of  Iho  Government  of  Earl  Hussel), 
they  ihemseUes  advnnced  a  profiosiiion 
more  extcnaivc  than  that  which,  in  the  pnst 
year,  they  declared  to  bo  subversive  of 
every  ConservntiTC  institution  of  (he  coun- 
try. Now,  ]  will  take  care  not  to  exagge- 
rate anything.  I  oill  not  deKcribe  what 
look  place  during  that  Session— I  BhouKI 
raise  n  blush  on  the  cheeks  of  some  ban. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  I  woidd  not  do 
that.  But  I  pass  from  the  Scsxiou  of 
1867  lo  'the  aulumn  and  winter  of  that 
year,  and  during  llint  time,  aa  hon.   Gen- 

feetaiion  of  diicontent  in  Ireland  j  there 
was  great  alarm  through  every  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  j  there  were  tniopB  pour- 
ing into  Ireland  continually  ;  there  were 
CommiSBionB  apeeinlly  oppoiuled  to  try 
offenders  ;  thcie  were  State  trials  in 
abundunce — at  this  moment  there  are,  I 
believe,  about  lUO  men  undergoing  sen- 
tences !o  various  (orms  of  ponsl  aervilude 
Mr.  Mrij/ht  ' 


I  for  their  olTeReeg,  and,  more  than  ibat, 
j  some  men  tnfTereil  death  by  the  hands  of  !| 
I  the  executioner,  for  ofToncea  ariaing  fmoi 
eircumslaneca  springing  out  of  discontent 
in  Ireland.  Well,  now.  ihe  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  King's  Lynti  (the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affair*)  who  tial 
the  most  impartial  and  dispasaionaie  judg- 
ment, probably,  of  any  of  the  Menibert  ua 
that  (the  Treasury)  Bench,  artd  of  whom 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  haa  (o-nigbt 
spoken  in  terms  of  praise  which  I  will  not 
Bay  were  eingKeraicd — this  nobia  Lord 
said  in  the  ninter.  only  juat  before  tht 
nn^eting  of  Parliament,  that  the  queitiea 
of  Ireland  was  "  the  qucation  of  the  bnur." 
Well,  Sir,  what  happened  itheu  the  Eoun 
met  ?  Why,  ihia  happened  ;  a  nubte  Duke, 
I  boliere,  in  the  other  TIouso  of  Parlia- 
liamenl— ["Order."!— the  other  House 
of  Parliament  speak  of  na  frarly,  mI 
I  know  not  "hy  we  may  not  rtftt  t»  I 
them.  A  noble  Duke  said  that  tite  yolitj 
of  the  Oovernmcnt  with  regard  lo  Ireland 
nas  about  to  be  eiplained  in  thisHoiuei 
nod  it  waa  explained  on  ■  memorable  even- 
ing by  the  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  The  noble  Barl  on  ihal  oeea- 
sion,  OS  we  have  reason  to  remeniW, 
made  a  opeoch  extending  over  three  been 
and  twenty  minutes  by  tlie  clock.  He  «i-  ' 
plained  to  ai  tlieir  policy,  *nd  [  maiotaia  i 
Ibst  it  was  a  policy  of  evil.  The  right  hon, 
Oentleman  the  Prime  Minister  has  eiirei«d 
into  this  subject  at  greater  length  ibin 
I  shall,  but  I  phatl  make  one  observa- 
tion upon  it,  The  policy  which  he  i1i»- 
dowed  furtb  was  this:  that  he  would  pay 
Ihe  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Irelnnd- 
he  wnuld  endow  it ;  that  he  would  charter 
and  endow  a  Roman  Catholio  Univertitf; 
and  that  he  would  pay  an  increa<ed.  a  doo- 
Rtgiwn  Donum  to  the  Prethy- 


He 


nths 


Rstnblisbed  Church  in  Ireland  lo  teach 
Prolestnnlism,  but,  at  the  same  lime,  he 
WHS  willing  to  endow  a  University  whirh 
should  bring  up  (bo  young  men  of  the  laity 
of  Calhullo  Ireland  firniW  grounded  in  th* 
lenelB  of  ^>e  Roman  Catliolio  religion. 
Now  that  waa  a  policy  that  did  not  afas 
with  the  opinion  of  thia  Houae,  nor  did  it 
receive,  aa  far  aa  I  can  judge,  the  alighleal 
support  from  any  section  of  the  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  Well,  Sir,  what  fJi- 
lowed  naturally  from  that!  Why  this— 
the  right  hon.  Oenllumaa  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire,  speaking  as  the  organ— 
the  monlhpiece — and  the  Leader  of  ll>( 
majority  of  this  Ilouae,  brought  forward  < 
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eonnter  poliej,  and  a  policy  which  I  yen- 
tare  to  taj,  has  met,  to  a  degree  which 
many  hardly  anticipated,  the  approval  of 
this  House,  and  which  is  every  week  and 
every  day  receiving  testimonials  of  ap- 
proval throughout  the  country.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  first  did  not  know 
Tcry  well  how  to  meet  this.  The  course 
he  took  was  to  put  up — or  to  permit — the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn 
to  move  an  Amendment ;  and  that  Amend- 
ment, brought  forward  by  a  Minister  second 
only  to  the  Prime  Minister  in  importance 
waa  flatly  refused  by  the  House,  which  re- 
jected it  by  a  majority  of  no  less  than 
60  votes.  And  let  me  remind  the  House 
that  more  than  one-half  of  all  its  Mem- 
bers TOted  in  oppostion  to  the  Amend- 
ment. Well,  that  is  not  a  pleasant  thing 
for  a  Government,  though  an  adverse  vote 
10  not  necessarily  a  humiliation  to  a  Go- 
yemment.  But  I  say  that  it  is  a  great 
humiliation  to  a  Government  if  it  persist  in 
elinging  to  Office  after  a  vote  of  that  cha- 
racter. Well,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
oame  down  to  the  House  after  the  Recess, 
and  he  put  on  a  kind  of  no-meaning, 
nothing-intending  countenance,  and  pro- 
oeeded  with  the  business  of  the  evening  as 
if  he  positively  never  heard  that  there  had 
been  an  adverse  vote  against  his  Govern- 
ment ;  and  by-and-by,  having  got  into 
Committee,  the  first  Resolution  was  pro- 
posed, and  the  majority  of  60  had  swollen 
to  65.  Now  what  has  been  the  course — 
and  I  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — 
I  put  to  any  Member  of  the  Government— 
of  every  Minister  in  our  time — under  any 
eirenmstances,  I  will  not  say  like  these,  for 
there  have  been  no  circumstances  exactly 
like  these,  but  under  circumstances  ap- 
proaching to  them  ?  I  will  not  go  back 
further,  although  I  could,  than  the  Reform 
Bill,  and  I  say  take  the  Government  of 
Earl  Grey,  or  the  Government  of  Lord 
Melbourne,  or  that  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  or 
the  first  Government  of  Earl  Russell ;  that 
of  Lord  Aberdeen,  Lord  Palmerston's  Go- 
Temment,  or  the  second  Administration 
of  Earl  Russell,  and  taking  these  Govern- 
ments, tell  me  if  the  Minister  bts  not  taken 
as  his  rule  the  decision  of  Parliament,  'and 
when  he  has  lost  the  confidence  of  the  ma- 
jority of  tho  House,  as  shown  upon  any 
matter  of  importance,  he  has  in  accordance 
with  constitutional  practice  withdrawn  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  ?  I  should  like  to  ask 
why  we  are  to  depart  from  this  practice 
now  ?  I  should  have  been  very  glad  to 
have  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


Prime  Minister  give  a  fair  reason;  for  that 
would  have  made  it  unnecessary  for  us  on 
this  side  to  call  in  question  the  position 
which  he  has  assumed.  The  proposition 
is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  should  be  about  twelve  months 
more  in  Office.  Well,  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand the  proposition  for  a  dissolution  in 
the  autumn.  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
it  be  possible.  In  any  case  it  will  be  so 
near  the  winter  as  to  be  greatly  incon- 
venient, and  I  shall  be  somewhat  surprised 
if  it  can  be  accomplished.  I  want  to  ask 
some  one  to  tell  us  why  we  are  to  depart 
from  Parliamentary  usage,  and  from  the  ac- 
knowledged principles  of  our  constitutional 
practice,  for  the  sole  purpose — there  is  no 
other  purpose  whatever  that  has  ever  been 
indicated  in  connection  with  it — of  keeping 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
on  that  Bench.  Can  you  give  us  a  reason ; 
can  you  give  us  an  argument ;  can  you 
give  us  a  fact ;  can  you  even  gi?e  us  a 
decent  pretence  for  it  ?  Why,  Sir,  we  saw 
this  morning  in  a  journal,  which  has  a 
constant  small  {tawon  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
an  article  indicating  the  course  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  likely  to  pursue. 
There  was  not  the  word  "communicated*' 
at  the  head  of  the  artiele;  but  I  dare  say 
it  was  written  after  due  consultation.  What 
that  article  says  is  this: — *'  The  Ministry 
can  do  nothing" — that  is,  between  now 
and  the  General  Election — '*  and  the  suc- 
cession of  the  Opposition  to  power  immedi- 
ately after  the  General  Election  is  certain." 
Well,  now,  I  would  not  assert  anything  of 
the  kind,  although  the  general  opinion,  I 
believe,  in  the  House  and  in  the  country  is, 
that  it  is  highly  probable.  But  as  this 
comes  from  a  great  friend  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  probably  expresses  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Government.  [••Order!"]  When 
I  say  great  friend,  I  mean  the  friend  who 
serves  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  liia 
Friends  almost  every  morning  as  well  as  he 
can.  But,  Sir,  there  was  one  reason  given 
by  this  journal  for  what  it  advances  which 
must  create  some  amusement,  and  it  is 
that,  after  the  eight  or  nine  months  be- 
tween this  and  the  spring  of  next  year,  the 
Opposition  will  be  much  more  prepared,  it 
will  be  much  riper,  it  will  be  found  out 
who  are  the  proper  men  to  take  Office,  and 
that  of  the  score  at  least  of  Gentlemen 
who  expect  to  be  in  the  next  Cabinet,  the 
expectant  Prime  Minister  will  have  time  to 
make  a  suitable  selection;  and  that  in  the 
meanwhile  the  Government  which  is  now 
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in  Office,  being  absolutel;  ptmcHesa  as  a 
OoTcrnment  is  lo  tfthe  upon  itself  to  per- 
form the  duiiee  of  an  Oppnoitiuu.  The 
ri^lit  linn.  GcnilcmHn  the  Secretary  of 
Stnte  for  Inilitt  \a  one  of  llie  Jebatea— tbe 
debate,  I  tliinb,  befure  we  went  iiilo  Cnm- 
niitleo — told  ns — it  na«  about  midnight, 
but  atill  wo  lifltened  to  Iiim  with  attention 
— ihiit  llie  notion  of  tlie  partj  to  which  he 
belonged  noulJ  be  to  resist  the  Resolution* 
of  tba  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Member 
fur  South  Laucashira  step  by  step.  They 
would  reiist  going  into  Cummiliee,  and  if 
thoy  were  bcftten  ihoy  would  reaist  the 
First  ReHOliition,  anil  tho  Second  Reaulu- 
tion,  and  the  Third  Heaolution  ;  in  fact, 
thoy  would  lake  the  part  of  Opposilion, 
and,  while  mcogniiing  the  superior  power 
nnd  authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  ihnao  who  support  him,  iboy  would,  (o 
the  utmoat  of  their  power,  icsiit  that  au- 
thority. Now,  I  recoileet  Sir  Roliert  Peel 
onoa  addreiaing  a  Whig  Govi?rnmenC  in 
verjaorious  language.  He  told  ilicm  that 
if  they  could  cume  before  the  Hou«e  wiih 
tho  nnihnrity  of  an  nnited  Cabinet,  he 
thought  what  tbay  bad  to  recomoiend  might 
be  received  with  more  attention.  Is  there 
any  Gentleman  in  thia  House  now  who 
has  ever  seen  ainoe  he  sat  in  this  House  a 
Miniitry  that  wrs  bo  entirely  chaotic  with 
regard  to  a  question  of  great  public  policy 
like  that  nhich  is  before  us  as  is  the  pre- 
.  oi.o.  Why.  when  the  noble  Lord  the 
nber  for  King's  Lynn  mode  hia  speech. 
tlcmon  that  I  eec  opposite  nat  almost 
Mt  ;  but  when  tho  ri^iht  hon.  Genlle- 
nian  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  the  Home 
Department  rose  to  answer  the  Secretary 
of  Stale  for  Foreign  Affairs,  nnd  his  voice 
asounaed  ihrough  the  House  nich  tho  old 
Ing    of   P,  ■  ■       " 


'  the 


of  tho 


brightened,  the  gloom  left  thoni, 
ind  they  hecarao  as  eihilsraled  and  eioiled 
i9    1  have  seen   them  on  so  many  ocea- 
iona  when  they  have  been  in   the  wrong. 
Well,    Sir.    I    asy  that    if    you   take  the 
ipeechea    of    the    Foreign    Secretary  and 
.hose  of  Ihe   Home  Secretary,   the  Secrc- 
arj  for  Indie,  the  First  Comniisaioner  of 
Works,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
head  of  the  Gorernment,  yen  will  not 
ible  to  make  out  distinetly  what  would 
he  general  result,  the  net  resuh  of  all 
r  opinions  if  you  could  put  them  to- 
gether.    And  then  again,  if  you  were  to 
ake  ihe  opinions  of  niany  other  hou.  Gen- 
len  opposite  who  have  not  spoken,  you 
Id  iind  [hat  they  differ  loa  large  extent 
Mi:  Jiright 


from  all  the  propositions  shadowed  forth  by 
the  Government,  and  from  many  of  the 
iipiuions  oipresscd  nn  their  own  stdeol  the 
House  during  the  debate.  Well,  but  we 
are  adviaed  to  go  on  as  we  are,  because 
ma  shall  not  gut  the  Scotch  Reforni  Bill, 
and  tlie  Iriah  licform  Bill,  and  the  Bound- 
ary Bills  passed  if  we  do  not.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  perfectly  well 
that  he  cannot  pass  the  Scotch  Bill  as  it 
is.  A  majority  of  the  House  intends  to 
pass  a  Scotch  Bill  which  shall  accord  -iib 
tho  opinioBs  of  those  Members  of  the  House 
from  Scotland  nho  arc  in  favour  of  Re- 
form ;  and  I  may  say  the  tame  of  tbe  Irish 
Bill,  for  I  understand  that  the  Irish  Mem> 
bora  are  prepared  to  make,  or  have  made, 
certain  propositions  with  regard  (n  ibe  Bill, 
and  that  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  perhaps  with  an  entire  unaniniily, 
will  support  the  Amendment*  which  they 
are  prepared  lo  submit.  I  am  of  npioiun 
(hat  both  of  thoae  mcaanrca  would  be  rouch 
belter  carried  by  a  Government  really  ie 
favour  of  Reform — because  it  is  absurd  to 
Bay  that  ihe  Government  which  prepared 
these  two  Bills  were  in  favour  of  any  hunest 
measure  of  Reform  either  for  Scntlaod  or 
for  Ireland.  ["No!")  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  for  either  Scotland  or  Ireland  ahe 
are  not  Reforwera  have  no  right  and  no  rea- 
son to  oontradict  me.  I  did  not  tnolud*  tben 
in  my  stntcmont.  I  was  speaking  of  Gentle- 
men on  this  side  of  the  House  who  wish  for 
an  holiest,  or  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Prime  Minister  called  Isit 
year  "  a  sincere."  measure  of  Reform.  I 
heilicve  that  both  these  Bills  would  be  in- 
finitely  better  in  the  bands  of  a  Govern- 
ment reprenenling  a  majority  of  the  Home 
and  being  Reformers,  than  in  ihe  bands  of 
the  right  hen.  Gentleman  opposite,  lad 
tho  supporters  who  sit  behind  him.  Bat 
now  the  real  difficulty  which  the  course  of 
the  Ministry  is  bringing  us  into  is  one  of  a 
much  more  serious  character,  and  I  weald 
aik  the  attention  of  the  House — even  of 
ihoBB  who  do  not  agree  with  us — to  this. 
I  wish  lo  put  it  to  them  whether  the  poinl 
I  am  about  lo  raise  is  Dot  one  of  some  Jia- 
portanco,  I  will  assume  that  what  has 
been  aaid  by  the  newspaper  from  which  I 
ijuoted  is  true,  and  that  the  Government 
Dould  not  eipect  a  majority  after  the  next 
Ekclion.  The  passage  is  thia — "  Tho  see- 
cession  of  the  Opposition  to  power  tmmadi- 
atcly  after  the  neit  Election  is  ceruin.** 
Now,  I  assume  thnt  to  be  true.  I  do  net 
assert  it,  but  everybody  tbiuka  that  it  it 
true,  and  I  du  not  like  to  rnn  oounlet  to 
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general  opinion.  Now,  if  this  is  to  be  so, 
and  if  we,  as  the  majority  of  the  Honse, 
permit  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  to  remain  in  Office  during  the 
rest  of  this  Session,  I  undertake  to  say 
that  the  Irish  Church  question — I  speak 
now  of  the  Bill  which  is  to  finally  settle  it 
—cannot  even  be  grappled  with  by  the 
House  until  the  Session  of  1870  —  two 
years  from  the  present  time.  The  calcula- 
tion is  very  simple.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, unhappily,  as  he  would  think, 
should  be  turned  out  of  Office  in  the  spring 
of  next  year,  I  presume  that  some  Gentle- 
men who  sit  below  me  will  take  the  place 
of  himself  and  his  Colleagues.  When  they 
eome  into  Office  in  the  middle  of  the 
Session,  it  is  quite  obyious  that  they  can- 
not during  the  Session  undertake  the  set- 
tlement of  the  Irish  Church  question.  They 
eome  in  in  February,  or  March,  or  April. 
They  have  no  time,  with  the  business  of 
the  Session  on  their  hands  to  go  into  the 
necessary  inquiries,  and  discussions,  and  de- 
liberations, which  will  be  extensive  in  cha- 
racter, and  often  of  a  most  delicate  and  diffi- 
cult nature,  for  the  purpose  of  preparing  and 
submitting  to  the  House  a  comprehensive 
measure  for  the  settlement  of  this  great 
question.  [An  Hon.  Mekber  :  They  are 
going  to  do  it  now.]  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  mistaken.  What  they  are  going  to  do 
now  is  to  lay  a  foundation  for  what  is  to 
be  done  hereafter.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  heod  of  the  Government 
were  now  to  say  that  he  agrees  with  us  on 
the  question  of  Ireland,  and  on  this  Church 
question,  and  that  he  intended  at  the 
earliest  possible  period  to  introduce  this 
measure  to  carry  out  that  intention,  I 
should  not  blame  him  in  the  least  if  he 
said  he  would  require  an  autumn  and 
winter  Recess  to  prepare  a  measure  of  this 
magnitude  and  of  this  delicacy  to  submit 
to  the  House.  Any  Minister  would  require 
that  length  of  time  for  doing  so,  and  there- 
fore, if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire  at  any  time  dur- 
ing the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  were 
to  come  into  Office  according  to  the  predic- 
tion of  this  newspaper,  what  will  happen  ? 
That  he  cannot,  during  that  Session  of 
1869,  attempt  to  settle  this  question.  Fie 
will  require  the  autumn  and  winter  of  1869 
to  prepare  a  Bill,  and  therefore  the  final 
measure  on  the  Irish  Church  cannot  by  any 
possibility  be  introduced  to  the  House  bo- 
fore  the  Session  of  1870.  Now,  I  hope 
no  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  disagree 
with  mo  when  I  say  tliat,  if  this  matter  is 


to  be  done  at  all,  a  delay  of  this  kind  is 
not  only  very  unfortunate,  but  it  may  be 
perilous.  An  hon.  Baronet  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  the  Member  for  the  county, 
I  think,  of  Londonderry  (Sir  Frederick 
Heygate)  has  spoken  on  this  matter  with 
great  moderation,  and  in  a  manner,  I  am 
sure,  which  entitles  him  to  the  very  re- 
spectful attention  of  the  House.  That  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  thought  delay  upon 
this  matter  was  dangerous,  and  that  if  it  was 
to  be  done  it  was  very  desirable  that  it 
sljould  be  done  soon.  And  I  have  heard— 
I  am  not  speaking  of  what  has  been  said 
in  debate — but  I  have  heard,  on  that  side, 
as  well  as  this,  expressions  of  opinion  that 
if  Parliament  is  really  in  earnest  in  settling 
this  question,  every  other  thing  ought  as 
it  were  to  be  put  aside  for  the  moment  in 
order  that  the  attention  of  Parliament 
might  be  exclusively  turned  to  it,  that  the 
question  should  be  settled  finally,  as  speedily 
as  possible.  Now,  the  Session  of  1868 
has  been,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  so  far  very 
unfruitful  in  legislation.  It  will  hot  be 
unfruitful  on  this  Irish  Church  question  if 
the  Resolutions  from  this  side  of  the  House 
are  passed,  and  if  the  small  Bill  which  is 
to  be  founded  upon  them  should  also  pass. 
But  the  Session  of  1869  will  be  absolutely 
wasted,  as  regards  the  question  of  disestab- 
lishing the  Irish  Church,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  remain  in  Office  till  some 
period  in  that  Session,  and  then  should  be 
obliged  to  give  way  to  his  successor,  who 
might  be  disposed  to  settle  this  question, 
but  who  certainly  could  not  attempt  to  do 
that  until  the  Session  of  1870.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  did  not  go  into 
detail  as  to  his  views  ;  but  I  understood 
him  to  think  that  if  there  was  delay  there 
might  be  great  animosity  created  on  this 
matter;  that  its  settlement  might  involve  a 
penalty  in  the  amount  of  anger  and  animo- 
sity created  which  would  be  a  high  price 
to  pay  for  it.  But,  I  say,  if  you  delay  the 
matter  for  two  years  after  that  which  the 
House  has  now  done,  you  will  create  doubt 
and  uncertainty  and  suspicion  in  the  minds 
of  the  Irish  people,  for  whom  you  are  about 
to  legislate  ;  and  you  may  find  that  that 
satisfactory  opinion  in  Ireland  which  has 
been  growing  rapidly  from  the  moment 
when  the  opinion  of  the  House  was  ex- 
pressed on  this  subject,  may  be  changed, 
and  men  may  say  that  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, though  it  pretends  to  legislate 
wisely  for  Ireland,  doubts  and  hesitates 
and  delays,  and,  perhaps,  after  all,  may 
refuse  to  do  that  which  during  this  Session 


t  has  been  promising  to  the  Irish  , 
^Vull,  but  if  we  cliango  l)i«  Go?eriinieiit 
luw— Knd  t  &m  110  advocate  for  a  chnnge 
if  Ouvoriiiti 0)1 1  merely  fts  a  matter  oFclianse 
—  but  if  we  clinngo  tbo  Governmeat  now, 
nil!  proceed  >itli  this  moaauro  a»  far  as 
■ra  onn  in  its  [ireliiiiinary  ateps  tliii  SeBBioii, 
ind  with  the  final  meaiiire  neit  Sessidn, 
tU  that  ii  good  and  tlmt  is  growing  o(  good 
ill  ijio  Irish  mind  at  this  moment  over  the 
SuutI-  and  West  of  Ireland  will  bs  atrength- 
'iied  and  ooofirme'l,  and  every  step  ynti 
obe,  and  every  debate  jou  huld,  and  eve^ry 
lecisiou.  nliich  in  favourable  to  tbem  (o 
hich  you  couie,  will  brin^  »ome  of  the 
avering  thousands  and  thousands  of  the 
'iaii  poriplo  into  alliance  and  sympathy 
ith  the  Imperiul  Parliament  and  Gurern- 
.e»[.  Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Genlle- 
an  asks  us  to  giro  up  all  this  merely 
lat  he  may  reoinin  in  Office  — [-No. 
)!"]  — well,  I  inainiain  that  when  1 
iTo  finished  my  sentence  you  will  not 
)  nUe  to  deny  its  cmTectneai — that  he 
any  be  maintained  in  Office  until  after  llie 
lissoiution  of  Parliament.  My  right  bon. 
I'rieiid  behind  me  (Mr.  Bourerie)  and  some 
ither  Gentlemen  have  referred  to  that  que»- 
iOH  of  the  demand  of  Ministers  to  hate  a 
lissolution  of  Parliament.  I  think  it  Ib 
10  of  tiia  most  outrageous  proposilioDS, 
I  the  prineiple  on  which  it  la  demanded 
I  tlipir  side,  that  hns  ever  been  made  in 
0  Uouie  of  Commons  —  why  you  nre 
.king   the  Go,  ■     ■ 


iuts  have  had  > 
V   have   an   in 

ing  the  qucsli 
'         rely  ., 


oho  think 


mbcr  of  I 

:ir  opimi 
inga  they  should 
'ou  oro  not  noir  vie<n 
latesmen  or  as  pafrio 
isler  has  a  right  to  go  la  the 
isist  on  or  recommend  a  diasolution  mi 
)r  the  interests  of  the  Minister  or  ol 
'ullcaguca.  If  lie  can  recommend  a 
Kluiion  honestly,  with  the  view  of 
orting  the  character  of  the  IIous' 
■     ith  tlie    ' 


Bslly  the  opini, 
'    ;i  I  hold  s  •■ 


na  of  the  constitu- 
inistor  may  do  that 
jre  of  Office.  But 
iversQ  all  that  has 


»y  time  di 
R  you  are  naked  to 
90  done  in  past  times,  to  overilirow  every 
noiple  on  this  subject  which  other  Minii- 
s  have  acted  upon,  and  to  keep  Mioia- 
s  iu  Office  while  llio  Opposition  is  in 
iror.  I  certainly  boi  estiiunded  at  the 
irse  taken  by  many  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
)i(o.  They  cannot  be  satisiicd  with  what 
!  been  done  during  the  last  two  yeara 

-neither  laat  year  nor  this.     The  hon. 
Mr.  Blight 


Dgfiat  of  thf  Ooiftmm*nt 

Member  for  North  Warwlokshira  (Ur. 
Newdegate),  I  pereoive.  is  not  tBtis6«d. 
I  can  gee  even  el  this  illttanee  anxiety 
piuttired  u|>on  his  countenance.  Ue  it 
ready  to  auk  hioiiclf  what  neil,  and  neit. 
lie  knows  tliere  is  no  Goveroment,  and 
lie  knows  thero  is  no  Upposilion.  ilfl 
knows  that  in  ibnt  stale  of  thing*  lb< 
legialothin  of  Parhnment  become*  inoantis> 
tent  and  irregular,  and  tends  very  often, 
it  may  be,  to  aeriouB  evils.  Well,  now, 
1  do  not  think  it  is  a  sattafactory  atale  of 
tiling*  that  the  right  Lon.  Genileman  tlie 
Meiitbor  for  South  Lancashire  abould  «l 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  the  represenU- 
live  of  the  majority,  and  the  actual  Uinit- 
tcr  in  power,  nhlie  lion.  Gentlemen  oppe- 
aiie  hold  to  the  places  of  Govemmfiot,  and 
are  themseltes  quite  unable  to  carry  *nj 
measure.  They  cannot  reaist  these  Reso- 
lutions upon  the  Irish  Church;  they  cannsl 
curry  tlioir  Sculoh  Reform  Bill  ;  they  cvy 
not,  1  believe,  carry  their  Iriih  Refonn 
Bill.  1  know  not  that  th«re  ia  anylliiog 
connected  with  tho  GoTeromeiit  which  ibej 
can  carry  during  thi«  See*ion  of  lb« 
ahghtest  imporUnce,  except  the  passicg 
probably  of  that  very  unpleasant  thing  the 
addition  of  2(j.  to  the  income  tax.  But, 
Sir,  the  right  faon.  Gentlenian  anil  kit 
Friends,  if  I  may  quote  a  pliraie  which  1 
believe  ia  to  ba  found  in  Lord  Derby's 
(ranslation  of  a  great  poem,  are  to  eujay 
lliu  anihreainl  provender  which  is  set  be- 
fore those  who  hold  high  Office  iu  this 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  hu 
1  for  his  clsini 
iterests  of  him- 
t.  He  ha*  not 
'e  do  not  repre- 
whose  account 
thai.  If  there 
than  another,  it 
is  that  Genilemcn  on  this  side  of  the  Uouss 
have  been  compelled  rather  than  olherwiH 
by  their  constituents  during  the  last  mouth 
to  support  the  Eesolutious  of  the  right  huD. 
Gentleman.  And,  therefore,  on  that  ground, 
the  right  hon.  Geotlemsu  opposite  has  ne 
claim  whatever  to  ask  for  a  diiRulution.aad 
no  claim  whatever  to  sit  aa  Minister,  if  tbsl 
not  be  granted  to  him.  Lord 
nee — and  he  was  considered 
—that  England  would  neier 
ipt  by  A  Parliament.  1  ad- 
I  of  Commons  to  look  tKj 
a  steppings  and  its  coorM 
re  of  ihe  right  bun.  Qenlle- 
inn  at  the  liend  of  tho  GuvoTnincnt.  t  sH 
1  hit  oouiBe,  and  in  that  of  hi*  Cvliesguu, 


of  dissolution  eicept  the  ir; 
aelf  and  of  tho  Governmem 
aet  before  tho  House  that  w 
sent  (ho  consiitucncies  on 
wo  ait  here.    Nobody  denie 
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no  adherence  to  itny  reoognized  principle 
—no  regard  for  Parliamentary  practice, 
and  no  care  for  oonstitational  usage;  but 
a  resolution  that,  haying  acceded  to  Office, 
to  high  OfiSoe,  to  the  highest  Office  under 
the  Grown,  be  will  make  eyerj  exertion  to 
atiek  to  it  until  he  is  actually  driven  from 
it  by  some  decided  and  perhaps  some  of* 
fensiye  vote  of  the  House.  I  believe  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  course  is  not 
good  for  the  reputotion  of  himself  and  his 
Colleagues ;  that  it  is  very  adverse  to  the 
character  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
adverse  even  to  the  Conservative  theories 
whieh  they  entertain;  and  I  believe,  at  the 
same  time,  that  it  it  throughout  the  whole 
coantry  damaging  to  the  oharaoter  of  Par- 
liament. And  if  it  damages  the  character 
of  Parliament,  I  know  nothing  that  can 
possibly  happen  that  can  be  more  damag- 
ing to  the  interests  of  the  people  of  this 
kingdom. 

Mb.  KENDALL  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  assumption  thnt  there  were 
only  two  parties  in  that  House,  and,  as  an 
Independent  Member,  he  thanked  the  Prime 
Minister  for  the  advice  he  had  tendered  to 
Her  Majesty;  any  other  course  would  have 
been  a  betrayal  of  his  party.  He  contended 
that  when  the  present  Parliament  was 
elected,  the  constituencies  had  not  the 
alightest  idea  that  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church  would  be  mooted,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  had  therefore  an  undoubted 
right  to  appeal  to  the  present  constituent 
oiea.  He  did  not  see  how  they  could  get 
ont  of  that.  No  one  dreamt  of  it  when 
Members  were  last  at  the  hustings,  and 
all  he  could  say  was  that,  had  he  been 
Prime  Minister,  he  would  not  have  hesi- 
tated for  a  moment,  and  he  was  only 
aorry  that  the  dissolution  had  been  delayed 
ao  long. 

Sir  PATRICE  O'BRIEN  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  could 
be  fairly  and  temperately  dealt  with  while 
the  House  had  the  chain  of  an  impending 
dissolution  hanging  round  its  neck.  He 
had  merely  risen  for  the  purpose  of  express- 
ing an  opinion  which  was  shared  by  many 
others — that  if  they  were  to  be  visited  with 
a  dissolution  it  would  be  more  becoming 
and  more  constitutional  that  that  dissolu- 
tion should  be  at  once. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he 
wiahed  to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
on  the  subject  of  the  proposed  dissolution 
in  the  autumn.  A  great  number  of  im- 
portant and   delicato  questions  would  no 


doubt  arise  in  the  new  registrations,  quea- 
tions  with  which  the  Revising  Barristera 
had  never  before  had  to  deal,  and  on  which 
it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
should  be  taken.  Now,  that  Court  did  not 
sit  till  the  2nd  of  November,  the  term  waa 
not  over  till  the  end  of  November,  and  the 
registration  appeals  could  not  be  decided 
before  that,  even  if  they  were  not  pro- 
tracted till  the  sittings  after  term,  in  which 
case  there  could  not  be  a  dissolution  till 
December,  unless  it  was  intended  to  Co 
away  with  those  appeals.  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  take  that  very  unsatisfactory 
course  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  am  not  going 
to  tronble  the  House  at  any  length,  but 
one  or  two  observations  have  been  made 
which  I  must  notice.  Mainly,  I  shall 
speak  with  reference  to  what  has  fallen 
from  the  right  hon  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  and  others  with 
regard  to  the  audience  which  I  had  with 
Her  Majesty.  Now,  what  occured  with 
regard  to  a  dissolution  or  resignation  was 
simply  this — that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
advised  Her  Majesty  in  the  present  state 
of  public  affairs,  and  mainly  to  obtain  the 
opinion  of  the  country  upon  the  great 
question  at  issue,  to  dissolve  Her  Parlia- 
ment, but  at  the  same  time  they  stated 
that  if  that  course  were  embarrassing  to 
Her  Majesty  they  would  tender  their  resig- 
nations. Her  Majesty  did  not  accept  our 
resignations,  and  gave  her  unqualified 
assent  to  a  dissolution  of  Parliament 
without  the  least  reference  to  old  or  new 
constituencies.  It  was,  as  I  thought  I  had 
distinctly  shown  at  a  subsequent  period — 
and  speaking  with  reference  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  this  matter  of  dissolving  at  the  time 
most  convenient  to  the  public  interest— 
that  I  adverted  to  the  peculiar  and  unpre- 
cedented circumstances,  and  in  so  doing  I 
was  acting  under  the  representation  which 
was  made  to  me  shortly  before  I  went  to 
Osborne  by  a  Gentleman  well  known  and 
deeply  versed  in  these  matters.  By  relin- 
quishing, as  we  should  feel  bound  to  do, 
any  attempts  at  legislation  which  we  have 
made,  and  by  confining  ourselves  solely  to 
passing  the  Boundary  Bills  and  the  two 
Reform  Bills  for  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
we  were  informed  that  it  was  possible  to 
have  an  autumnal  dissolution,  and  by  an 
autumnal  dissolution  I  understand  a  disso- 
lution in  November.  These  statements 
were  made  by  Gentlemen  learned  in  the 
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av  and  thoroughly  oiperienced  in  mattere 
if  the  kind;  and  though  I  shall  not  at 
his  moment  queation  the  oorrcctneas  of 
he  rcmarka  of  the  hoa.  and  learned  Gen- 
lemau  who  has  juat  sot  down— and  I  will 
□ako  a  note  of  his  observations — I  muat 
lay  I  feel  confident,  on  account  of  the 
(uarter  from  which  I  received  my  infer- 
nation,  that  that  result  can  be  attained. 
This,  1  think,  is  all  it  is  necessary  for  me 
y  ut  present,  though,  of  course,  I 
hall  take  an  early  opportunity  of  laying 
1  the  House  fuller  information  re- 
pecting  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
ernnient  on  the  subject.     The  right  hon. 

itlemaQ  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
Mr.  BouTcrio)  was  very  severe  in  his  com- 
ucnts  on  the  position  of  the  Government, 
lut  I  am  totally  at  a  loss  to  understand 
rhat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted. 
)oes  he  want  an  immediate  dissolution  of 
'arliamcnt,  and,  if  lie  does,  is  he  prepared 
0  support  Her  Mnjesty's  Governmout  in 
ndesronring  to  obtain  it  ?  I  shall  bo 
ery  glad  to  hear  from  tho  right  hon. 
jCDtleman  what  his  intentions  are  upon 
hat  point.  With  a  view  to  an  eai'ly  dis- 
olutioo  in  connection  with  the  new  con- 
titueacies,  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
we  should  pass  the  Boundary  Bill. 
Fntil  it  is  passed  it  will  be  impoesible  for 
10  to  introduce,  aa  X  am  recommeaded  to 
0,  a  short  Bill  to  alter  the  days  at  present 
rranged  for  the  Registration.  Unless 
et  the  Boundary  Bill  passed  early 
une  it  will  be  impossible  to  take  steps 
hich  will,  as  I  am  informed,  secure  an 
arjy  dissolution.      The  hon.    Gentleman 

Member  for  Birmingham  {Mr.  Bright) 
made  a  speech  framed  upon  a  sys- 
which  he  first  introduced   into   the 

.66  of  Commons — which,  however,  has 
ot  jet  been  followed  by  any  other  Mem- 
;r,  and  which  I  trust  will  be  a  solitary 
•ecedent.  Thf  plan  of  the  hon.  Gcntle- 
an,  when  he  wishes  to  cast  odium  on 
is  opponents,  is  always  to  make  quotu- 
ons  from  somo  newspaper  which  habitu- 
ly  opposes  the  Government;  and,  having 
ine  that,  to  insinuate  that  they  hare 
len  written  by  members  of  the  Govern- 
ent.  I  must  say  that  the  first  time  the 
m.  Gentleman  had  recourse  to  that  de- 
CO  I  was  amused  by  its  airy  gaiety  and 
ippy  audacity  of  invention.  But  it  has 
come  so  habitual  to  him  that  ho  seems 
be  olwais  thinking  of  newspapers, 
d  to  believe  that  the  world  ia  go- 
imed  by  newspapers — which  is  the  real 
use  of  uU   tho  mistakes  of  his  career, 


because  he  always  aseumos  that  aovrt- 
pupers  are  public  opinion.  I  believe, 
however,  that  when  the  appeal,  ftom 
which  he  expects  certain  results,  is  made 
to  the  new  constituCDcies,  the  hon.  Gen> 
tleman  will  find  that  he  bag  b«ea  en- 
tirely misled  by  trusting  to  the  calcula- 
tions and  representations  of  newspapers, 
So  far  OS  the  Government  are  coDcemed, 
I  hope  that  in  future,  when  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman imputes  to  oa  the  ccmmunication 
of  articles  which  he  describes  as  the  mani- 
festoes of  our  opinions — I  hope  that  h« 
will  not  make  his  quotations  from  joumali 
which  habitually  oppose  Her  Majesty') 
OoTernment.  The  right  boo.  Gontlemon 
tho  Member  for  Csloe,  in  a  speech  whieh 
he  made  to  night,  and  which  was  charac- 
terized by  all  that  amenity  of  manner  aud 
suavity  of  demeanour  which  render  him 
such  a  favourite  with  the  House,  seemed 
to  throw  some  new  light  upon  certain 
I  eventa  in  this  Houee  ;  for  ho  told  n»  thet 
tho  vote  on  tho  llosolutions  on  the  IriA 
Church  was  not,  as  it  has  been  described 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  aad 
other  Gentlemen,  the  expression  of  a  pro- 
found conviction  and  statcsmaDlike  opinion 
on  a  most  important  subject,  but  that  it  wu 
in  reality  a  vote  of  Want  of  Con£d«QCV 
in  the  Government.  Now  I  say  that  if 
you  wish  to  pass  a  vote  of  Wont  of  Confi-  , 
dence  in  the  Government,  it  would  be 
more  satisfactory  to  the  country,  and  I  be- 
lieve, also,  to  the  majority  of  this  Hoiiw, 
that  it  should  bo  a  straightforward  vote. 
For  what  happens  when  we  have  thno 
sinister  votes  of  Want  of  Confidence — it 
iudeerl,  this  be  a  vote  of  Want  of  Confi- 
dence? 'WlieQ  the  Government  are  bwit«i 
by  a  considerable  majority,  then,  accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Calne,  it 
it  is  a  vote  of  Want  of  Confidence ;  bat, 
speaking  from  my  own  personal  experience 
alone — and  I  dare  say  my  Colleagues  and 
friends  could  testify  to  many  other  in- 
stances—I  may  say  that  I  have  received  a 
variety  of  communications  from  Gentle- 
men who  voted,  no  doubt,  from  conscience 
aud  conviction  on  the  Irish  Church  ques- 
tion, and  who  gave  that  largo  majority  to 
the  right,  hon  Gentleman  opposite,  and 
those  communications  state  that  they  did 
not  thereby  intend  in  any  way  whaterw 
lo  imply  a  general  want  of  confidence  in 
the  Grjvernment.  Tiierefore,  there  ought 
to  be  no  mistake  or  mtsuoderetaQdiogon 
such  n  subject.  If  you  wish  to  pass  a  vole 
of  Want  of  Confidcneoi  propose  a  vote  of 
Want  of  CoufidcQoo.   Let  the  case  be  foirlf 
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argnedi  let  the  House  gire  a  deliberate 
opinion  on  the  subject,  and  let  the  country 
judge.  But  if  rotes  like  those  which 
have  lately  been  given  in  this  House,  and 
which  I  believe  are  conscientious  votes,  on 
a  subject  of  the  greatest  importance,  are 
to  be  suddenly  transformed  and  metamor- 
phosed into  votes  of  Want  of  Confidence, 
we  shall  be  getting  into  a  habit  which 
cannot  increase  the  reputation  of  the  House 
for  candour,  or  enable  us  to  carry  on  our 
affairs  in  that  manner  which  I  think  has 
been  on  the  whole  satisfactory. 

Mb.  card  well  :  I  rise  Sir,  for  the 
purpose  of  asking  the  right  bon.  Qentleman 
to  state  with  perfect  clearness  a  point  on 
which  I  am  not  sure  we  have  entirely 
understood  him.  1  understand  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  to  say  he  has  been  in- 
formed by  some  person  of  legal  knowledge 
and  great  acquaintance  with  electioneering 
matters  that  it  would  be  impossible,  if  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  Reform  Bills  and  the 
Boundary  Bill  were  proceeded  with,  to 
take  measures  for  a  dissolution  in  Novem- 
ber. In  answer  to  that  an  objection  was 
raited  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Sir  Robert  Collier), 
which  he  believes  to  be  a  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  proceeding  in  that  matter.  I  un- 
derstand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  on  this  point  he  will^  consult  cither  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  or,  at  any  rate, 
logftl  gentlemen  on  whose  opinion  he  can 
positively  rely,  and  that,  on  an  early  occa- 
sion, he  will  state  to  the  House  the  preoise 
course  which  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  take. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Yes. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  was 
unable  to  see  the  great  importance  of  what 
was  termed  an  early  dissolution.  It  im- 
plied that  business  would  be  slurred  over. 
There  would  bo  an  untimely  ''  massacre  of 
innocents,"  and  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Re- 
form Bills  would  be  hurried  through.  Of 
course  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
must  go  before  the  new  constituencies  ;  but 
that  was  no  reason  why  the  present  House 
of  Commons  should  not  dispassionately  and 
thoroughly  settle  the  other  important  ques- 
tions now  under  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  remarked  that  no- 
thing had  been  said  about  the  Order  for  the 
resumption  of  the  Committee  on  the  Reso- 
lutions on  the  Irish  Church,  and  expressed 
a  hope  that  thoy  might  bo  proceeded  with 
on  Thursdsy. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  replied  that  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  should  certainly  have 
Thursday  if  an  earlier  day  cannot  bo 
obtained. 

Mb.  AYRTON  inquired  what  would  be 
the  course  of  the  business  of  the  evening? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  After  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  we  shall  go  on  with 
the  Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland) 
Bill.  With  regard  to  the  Boundary  Bill, 
representations  have  been  made  to  me  by 
hon.  Members  opposite.  I  believe  it  would 
be  very  inconvenient  to  them  to  have  the 
Boundary  Bill  to-night.  Therefore  I  will 
not  press  that ;  but  I  hope  we  shall  go  on 
with  the  representation  of  the  People  (Ire- 
land) Bill. 

Mb.  BRIGHT  :  At  what  hour  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  Not  after  eleven 
o'clock. 

Motion,  by  leave,  witMraum. 

WATS  AND  MEANS^COMMITTEE. 

Wats  and  Meaits— (^mncterei  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Moved,  That,  towards  raislDg  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  charged, 
collected,  and  paid  for  one  year,  commencing  on 
the  6th  day  of  April  1868,  for  and  in  respect  of 
all  Property,  Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned  or  de- 
scribed as  chargeable  in  the  Act  passed  in  the 
16th  and  17th  years  of  Iler  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter  84,  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  Duties 
on  Profits  arising  from  Property,  Professions, 
Trades,  and  Offices,  the  following  Rates  and  Du- 
ties (that  is  to  say)  : 

For  every  Twenty  shillings  of  the  annual  value 
or  amount  of  all  such  Property,  Profits,  and 
Gains  (except  those  chargeable  under  Sche- 
dule (B)  of  the  said  Act),  the  Rato  or  Duty 
of  Six  pence. 
And  for  and  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of 
Lands,  Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heri- 
tages chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of  the 
said  Act,  fbr  every  Twenty  shillings  of  the 
annual  value  thereof, 

In  England,  the  Rate  or  Duty  of  Three 

pence,  and 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  the 
Rate  or  Duty  of  Two  pence  farthing. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in  Section  8 
of  the  Act  26th  Victoria,  chapter  22,  for  the  ex- 
emption of  persons  whose  whole  Income  from 
every  source  is  under  £100  a-year,  and  relief  of 
those  whoso  Income  is  under  £200  a-year. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  saiii,  this  is  the 
most  proper  opportunity  for  those  who  are 
BO  disposed  to  offer  any  remarks  on  the 
finances  of  the  country.  I  should  have 
been  desirous,  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
present  Session,  to  have  dispensed,  if  it 
had  been  possible,  with  the  remarks  I  am 
about  to  offer ;  but  it  is  not,  and  I  am  the 
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iiore  ftbuilutel;  co<>i|>el1ed  to  mnke  ttiera 
I  oonaequence  of  a  conicrantion  tha  ollifr 
iglit  kfler  I  liad  left  tlio  Comniittse,  nlion 
Ditiinns  nppear  to  Iiats  been  eipreased  by 
tl'je  CliuncL-llor  of  the  Etchequer  »1iich 
apfimr  to  me  to  be  entirely  nt  rariance 
Willi  llie  pi-octico  anJ  ivith  the  unilerslniid- 
log  of  tlie  House  as  to  the  reh 


1  llio  E 


I   ■ 


.nd  In- 


dependent MetnberK. 

iBt  Bome  of  mj  Friomla  liave  done  nith 

ipect  to   the   expenditure    propoeed    bj 

the  presont  Guvernment  since  it  Msumcd 

Office,  and  to  state  whj  I  hnye  not  carried 

Further  the  objections  1  hnre  made  to  their 

m.      Upon   various   occaBiont    1    liave 

objecied  to  tlie  oxpenditure  praposed  by 

the  Quvernment,  during  the  last  Session 

sf  Parliament   in    particulnr.      When    tbe 

•n.  Moiiiber  for  Pontefrnct  (^f^.  Childeri) 

id  other  hon.  Members  bighlj  conipelent 

exBiuine  the   queatinn,   were  desirous  of 

Dhallenging  upon  an  important  point  the 

NnTttl  Estimates,  tie  found — conformably 

my   Pnrlianienlarj    eiperietice   upon 

yenv  were  such  as  made  it  scarcely 
possible  to  queition,  in  an  effective  man- 
Der,  the  system  of  expenditure  vhicb  tha 
GtiTernnient  proposed.     When  they,  upon 

'r  own  responsibility,  alale  that  certain 
.bli»hment«  are  necessary  for  the  de- 

!e  of  the  country  — when,  for  inslnnce, 
llicy  proposo  rapid  and  nhulcGnlc  arnm- 
nient,  and  large  additions  to  the  pay  of  the 
Army,  upou  the  ground  that,  in  their  judg- 
ment, the  inerenao  \s  necoBsnry  to  efficiency 
—  it  is  quite  obTioua  that  such  expenditure 
inn  be  effectually  challenged  only  by  those 
who  Bre  prepared  to  bear  (he  responsibility 
of  the  construclion  that  trill  be  put  upon 
their  resistance  to  tho  meaeurcs  of  the 
GoTernuient;  and  that  construction  is,  tlint 
they  propose  a  Vole  of  Want  of  Confidence. 
No  GoTernmert  could  be  worthy  of  its 
}lace,  if  it  permitted  its  Estimftles  to  be 
leriuusly  resisted  by  the  Opposition  ;  and 
tnportant  changes  can  be  made  only  under 
lircumstances  which  permit  of  tbe  raising 
sf  the  question  of  a  change  of  Gorern- 
nenl.  Last  year  it  was  impossible  to  rai^e 
Ibat  question  ;  su  absorbing  was  the  inte- 
■est  attaching  to  the  qiiestiou  of  Failiu- 
nentary  Reform  that  it  was  quite  imprac- 
icahle  to  raise  any  second  issue;  and, 
hercfore,  we  had  no  choice  but  to  leave 
he  Government  to  its  course,  or  else  to 
ncur  the  rcsponiibilily  of  doing  that  nhich 
ire  admitted,  after  the  downfall  of  the  pre- 
rious  Government,  could  nut  and  ought  not 


to  be  dons— namely,  to  takeout  of  ihahandi 
of  the  Government  the  aeitlcment  nf  tha 
question  of  Eeform.  Further,  nlihongh  it 
may  have  the  appearance  of  a  paradox.  1  b«' 
lieve  it  will  be  fouud  by  eiperieiice  tliat  wlien 
tlie  atlenlion  of  the  House  ia  abuirlwd  by 
line  great  question  it  ia  impossible  to  secure 
tho  adequate  consideration  of  anotbsr 
queition  of  6rBt-rate  itnporlvtco.  Undar 
these  eiroumatances  it  ia  ohvioua  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Government  for  expendi* 
ture  was  railed  to  the  highest  point ;  but 
to  my  Bsloniilinient,  the  dvctrinc  seems  U 
hnre'  been  laid  down  by  tho  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that,  when  ouce  the  Esti- 
mates have  been  accepted  by  Indv pendent 
Members,  the  House  la  responsible  for  tbim 
in  the  same  degree  as  the  Uimatoia  of  the 
Crown,  It  is  impossibia  loo  cmplialicolly 
to  pronounce  against  that  opinion  ;  it  it 
entirely  contrary  to  the  relation  in  which 
he  stands  to  the  House,  The  doelriaa  ii 
monstrous,  and  ia  unsupported  by  tbe  au- 
thority of  tbe  predecessors  of  the  rigid 
hon.  Gentleman,  whose  good  sense  will 
convince  btm  that  it  cannot  be  maiiitaintd. 
Tho  Government  have  nnliniited  oppw- 
tuiiTties  of  investigating  the  Entiuintes  for 
the  expenditure  til  rough  D  e  part  oieu  I*  under 
tbe  supposed  control  of  the  Treaaarj,  and 
how  is  it  possible  that  tliosa  who  have  ua 
such  power,  even  if  they  agree  to  Uie  Esti- 
mates, cnn  be  responsible  in  the  same  d«- 
gree  ns  llie  Quvernment?  If  eier  tbert 
were  circumstances  under  wliioli  a  Govern- 
nient  was  responsible  for  expenditure  tbey 
are  the  circumstances  before  us,  partly 
because  of  the  Eeform  Bill,  and  above  all, 
because  the  Opposition  did  not  prcis  ei- 
penditure  upon  the  Government.  Wbea 
we  were  in  Office  incessant  attacks  were 
made  upon  us  to  promote  expenditure,  aud 
our  proposals  for  reduction — for  instance, 
in  the  Vote  for  tbe  Yeomnnrj— were  rt- 
sistcd.  Ou  the  other  hand,  tho  preieot 
Administration  hns   experienced    no  sueli 

I  general  pressure,  ond  no  impediments  haie 
been  placed  in  the  way  of  ita  reducing  lbs 
expenditure.  I  say  this  advisedly  and  de- 
liberately, and  challenge  reference  to  iht 
Motions,  Questions,  and  Diviaiona  of  the 
last  ten  years.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  While],  referring  to  ■  stal*- 
ment  I  made  on  the  night  when  tbe  rigbl 

I  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Bx- 
cliequcr  submitted  bis  Fiuanciftl  Statement. 
appeared  to  think  that  ill  some  maauer  I 
had  overstated  my  case.  My  propMilios 
was  that,  if  it  bad  not  been  for  the  in- 
crease in  the  Estiuiatea  introUuecd  by  llx 
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present  OoTerament,  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  need  not  ha? e  been  placed  in  the 
painful  position  of  asking  as  to  add  2d. 
to  the  Income  Tax.     That  statement,  I 
think,  is  strictly  and  literally  correct ;  in 
point  of  fact  it  is  rather  an  ander-state- 
menl  than  an  over- statement.     There  has 
been  added  to  the  Estimates  £2,750,000, 
of  which   £1,930.000   was  required,  ac- 
cording to  the  figures  of  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  the  Abyssinian  War.     The 
gross  amount  required  for  the  Abyssinian 
War  was  £3,000,000,   and   £1.070.000 
having     been     provided     in     November, 
£1,930,000  constitutes  the  amount  now 
required  for  the  purposes  of  the  Abyssinian 
War.     That  being  so,  it  appears  to  me 
perfectly  plain  that  if,  instead  of  increasing 
the  Estimates  for  other  purposes  than  those 
of  the  Abyssinian  War  by,  in  round  num- 
bers, £1.000,000,  the  Government  had  so 
redaced  them  as.  to  bring  them  only  half- 
way towards  the  amount  of  our  Estimates, 
the  sum  required  for  the  Abyssinian  War 
might  have  been  provided  without  any  in- 
erease  iu  the  total  Estimates.     In  truth,  I 
have  under-stated  the  case,  because  1  have 
taken  for  my  standard  of  comparison  the 
Estimates  for  the  year  1866,  whereas  the 
House  is  entitled  to  assume  that  the  Esti- 
mates  subsequent  to  that  year  should  have 
undergone  still  further  reduction  in  place 
of  being  increased.   When  a  general  move- 
ment for  economy  was   made  under   the 
auspices  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
(Mr.  Baxter)  and  others,  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  were  ready  to 
pledge   themselves   to  the   principle   that 
there  ought  to  be  a  progressive  and  gra- 
dual reduction  in  the  Estimates  from  year 
to  year,  and,  indeed,  boasted  that  they  had 
foroed  that  principle  upon  us  ;  but  the  mo- 
ment they  get  the  control  over  the  public 
purse  that  control  seems  perfectly  worth- 
less, and  a  systematic  increase  of  expendi- 
ture is  made  with  regard  to  the  naval,  the 
military,  and  the  civil  Departments  of  the 
country.     I  repeat  that  that  increase  in  the 
expenditure  is  a  systematic  one — and  do 
not  let  the  House  think  that  the  increase 
we  see  now  shows  the  real  extent  of  that 
iDcreaso.     My  experience  has  taught  me 
that  these  rapid  augmentations  of  the  ex- 
penditure contain    the    seeds    of    further 
augmentations.   If  the  present  Government 
remain  long  in  Office  they  will  bequeath  to 
their  successors  a  progressive  augmenting 
expenditure.     Wo  left  to  our  eucceseors  a 

Jrogressively  diminishing  expenditure.  [Sir 
omr  Pakimgton:   That  is   not  correct.] 


Well,  DOW,  you  shall  have  it.     In  the  first 
place,  I  say  I  claim  no  credit  for  the  dimi- 
nution of  the  expenditure  which  we  effected. 
I  am  not  proud  of  it.     I  do  not  think  we 
did  much.     [Sir  John  Pakinoton  :  Hear, 
hear!]  The  right  hon.  Baronet  jeers  when  I 
say  that.   I  repeat  that  I  claim  no  praise  or 
credit  for  what  we  effected  in  that  respect, 
but   I   will   set  up  a  standard   by  which 
what  we  accomplished  may  be  tried,  and 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  judge 
whether  or  not  dispraise  and  discredit  do  not 
attach  to  those  who  sit  opposite  to  me  for  aug- 
menting the  expenditure,  instead  of  adopt- 
ing the  principle  we  had  followed  of  gradually 
and  progressively  diminishing  the  expendi- 
ture.    We  came  into  office  in  1859,  when 
we  found   that  the  Estimates  involved  a 
vast  increase  in  the  expenditure.     For  that 
the  Government  which  then  preceded  us 
were  not  to  blame;  the  Estimates  had  been 
in  a  manner  prepared  for  them,  and  were 
adopted  by  Parliament  and  the  whole  coun- 
try.     The  Estimates  of  that  year  were 
increased  by  a  large  sum,  which  was  re- 
quired for   the  China  War,  which  began 
either  a  few  days  before,  or  a  few  days 
after,  we  succeeded  to  Office.    The  expen- 
diture for  the  official  year  ending  March 
31st,  1860,  was  £69,523,000;    for  the 
year  1861.  £72,792,000,  that  being  the 
largest  expenditure  for  the  year  we  have 
had,  and  of  which  £4.000,000,  was  due 
to  the  China  War  ;  for  1862,  £71.374,000, 
including    £1,000,000    incurred    for  the 
expedition  to  Canada  and  British  North 
America  after  the  affair  of  the   Trent ; 
for     1863,     £69.302,000  ;      for     1864, 
£67,056,000  ;   for  1865,  £66,462,000 ; 
and  for  1866,  £65.914,000.     That  is  the 
last  year  of  expenditure  under  our  control, 
and  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
whether  I  have  not  made  out  my  statement 
that  we  left  to  our  successors  a  gradually 
and    progressively    diminishing    expendi- 
ture ?     We  may  have  been  but  poor  per- 
formers, but  it  seems  that  there  are  still 
poorer  performers  than  ourselves.    We  had 
thus  brought  the  expenditure  down  from 
£72,000,000  to  a  little  under  £66,000,000; 
but  the  real  reduction  in  the  expenditure 
was  even  greater  than  is  apparent  from  the 
figures,  in  consequence  of  an  alteration  we 
effected  in  the  accounts,  bringing  into  them 
sums  of   money  on  both   which    had   not 
previously  appeared  in  them  on  either  side. 
But  what  has  been  the  result  of  the  ope- 
ration of  the  present  Government?     We 
left  them  in  1866  with  a  diminishing  ex- 
penditure of  £65,914,000.     In  1867,  we 
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£6(J.750,000,  and  in  1868  to  £69,242,000. 
CKoIuaivc  of  the  eipendilure  incurred  in 
respect  of  tlis  Abjasinlun  Wnr.  I  be- 
lieve. I  am  accurate  in  saying  lliat  the 
£2,000,000  Vote  of  Credit  includes  the 
vrliole  AbjBflnian  expenditure  for  tlint  year. 
[Tlie  CuAHCELLOK  of  [he  ExcnE^DER :  I 
believe  that  i«  correct.]  Perhaps  there 
ma;  (uni  out  to  be  some  Hinell  accounts 
for  Buppliea  eenl  from  this  country  which 
uro  not  included  m  that  sum,  but  tliey 
cnnnot  amount  to  much.  On  the  Slat  of 
Uaroh,  1868,  llcr  Majesty's  Gorernment 
li&d  been  tireitty  inuatbs  in  Office,  and  in 
that  time  lliey  had  raised  ihe  expenditure 
from  £65,914.000  in  1866  to  ntiat  it  was 
in  1863  —  namely,  to  BomFlhing  over 
£69,000,000  ~  tliat  is  to  say,  they  liad 
contrived  to  throw  beck  the  eApenditure 
nf  the  country  three  years  during  a  tenure 
of  Office  of  tirenty  monthi.  Let  me  ask, 
does  anyone  in  this  House  beliero  ihnt 
that  increase  is  due  to  mere  casual  expen- 
diture >  The  ri-lit  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site says  that  the  additional  expenditure 
nai  all  required  to  secure  tlie  efficiency  of 
the  Array,  the  Natj,  and  the  Ci*il  Ser- 
vices. It  is  not  the  inoruase  in  the  efG- 
cieney  of  the  Army  that  has  carried  ufT 
tlie  palm  in  this  great,  rapid,  and  menacing 
expenditure.  If  thoae  in  office  do  not  mend 
their  trnys  n  "financial  crisis''  will  take 
place  in  this  House,  ivhich 
impossible 


and  increasing  oxpcnditui 
iho  Estimates  stand  for  the  cnsu 
They  amount  to  £70,428,000, 
of  £3.000.000  for  Abyssinia.  W 
the  Office  of  Cliniiccllor  of  tlio  1 
I   fouud    that   the  Revenue  of  tli 


to  I  themselres.      The  right   lion.  Cenileman 


will  say  that  the  expenditure  has  be«n 
rendered  necessory  in  order  to  secure  the 
fllficiency  of  the  services.  [_C!ietrt.]  Tes, 
(hat  cry  has  cost  the  country  »  great  ileal 
of  money,  and  it  may  cost  it  a  good  deal 
more.  [Sir  John  P*kisoton  i  The  ex- 
penditure in  ray  Department  will  hr:  mora 
thna  it  ii  now.]  The  right  bon.  Baronet 
has  just  made  an  important  announce- 
ment,  for  he  has  informed  ua  that  ihii 
efficiency  of  the  services  nill  cost  ai  loueb 
more.  [Sir  Joos  Pakinoton  :  1  will  ei- 
plain  my  statement  by-ond-by]  I  ahsll 
be  gind  if  the  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  destroy  the  effect  of  lEii 
oords  I  have,  1  believe  fairly,  quoted.  Th« 
elate  of  the  expenditure  ia  auch  as  wl 
should  deeply  deplore;  nnd  I  do  not  be*i- 
tatc  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tliU 
irrespective  of  party  and  of  support  I  should 
iiare  been  ready  distinctly  to  challenge  tht 
Government  on  (he  ayatem  that  is  oot 
being  carried  on  of  increasing  the  expfo- 
dituro  on  the  nnvnl,  military,  and  eiril 
services,  had  it  not  been  for  tho  grot 
absorbing  question  relating  to  the  ttaie  of 
Ireland.  Upon  that  subject  I  will  not  nsw 
dwell.  When  we  cama  into  Office  last  ■« 
had  to  contend  with  and  check  the  fern 
of  expenditure  which  had  seiied  upon  tiit 
country,  and  which  had  induced  P«r1i»-  ■ 
ment  to  spend  £6,000,000  or  £8,000.000 
upon  harbours  of  refuge.  We  did  ihii- 
for  the  Public  Business  (o  be  j  the  Liberal  party  did  this  —  while,  as  ir« 
hy  them  in  the  face  of  this  large  think,  we  perfectly  maintained  the  cS- 
"  t  how  do  I  ciency  of  the  public  service,  at  the  sami 
ig  year  ?  time  regularly  effecting  great  reJuciioM 
exclusive  I  through  five  or  six  years,  which  ne  hai 
en  I  held  the  prospect  of  continuinij — a  policy  atiicli 
xchequer  was  much  belter  than  absorbing  by  aM- 
to  tho  expenditure   all    the   i 


:d  nt  the  rate  of  about  £1,500.000    growth  of  the  li 


e  part  of  which  depejided 


e  of  the  country. 


!SOf 


Sin  JOHN  PAKINGTON:   1  am  inr« 

ieteut  endeavour  to  open  up    the  Committee  will  allow  me  to  offer  sonis 

ipts,  and  another  portion    fow  remarks  in  answer  to  the  speech  of  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman,  and    in   doing  se  I 

feel  deeply  sensible  how  efficient  an  adio- 

cate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ia  far  MS' 

nomy    in  the   public   service;    and    I  ms 

assure  him   I   give  hiui  full  credit  fur  the 

ctfurla  he  has  constantly  made  for  rcduciRJ 

the  national  expenditure,  except  so  far  u 

1  think  those  efforts  hare  not  been  coa- 

siatent  with  that  support  of  our  naiiotui 

ormameula  nhlch  he  will  himself  admit  to 

be  one  of  (he  5rsl  duties  of  every  Admiuii- 

lion  of  tho  Revenue  of  the  country. ,  tration.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  charged 

[Ironical  Ohetrs.]     Sarcastic  cheers  mayl  the  present  Administration  in  no  measiceJ 

ho  all  very  well,  but  the  figures  speak  for    tonus  with  syslomatiu  citravngancc.    Tint 

if/'.  GtadaloiiL-  ' 


upon  H 

hot  1  may 

call  minor  r^iforms.  Even 

during 

the  pust 

yenr,  as  the  right  hon. 

Gentle 

nan    has   i 

aformed   us,  the  Revenue 

of  the 

country  ha 

a  Increased   to   a  certain 

extent 

Now,  us 

£1,500,000    per  unnuui 

amounts     in    two 

years   to    £3,000,000, 

which 

is  tho  exact  amount  of  tho  increase 

on  (ho 

expendilu 

e  which    iler   Majesty's 

Goverr 

ment  have 

effected,   being,    1   sup- 

pose, 

ust  about 

wliat   tliey  believe  they 

can  sa 

ely  spend 

in  respect   of  tho  aug- 
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WM  the  snbBtanee  of  his  charge.  He  said 
that  the  reductioD  of  expenditure  by  the 
late  Goyernment  was  gradual  and  steady 
from  1860  to  1866,  and  he  proceeded  to 
say  that  the  present  GoTemment  were 
bound  in  duty  to  continue  that  diminu- 
tion. Then  he  proceeded  to  say,  what  I 
thought  rather  harsh  and  uncalled  for 
under  the  circumstances,  that  the  state  of 
our  present  expenditure  was  a  subject  of 
discredit  and  dispraise  to  the  present  Go* 
Temment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  did  not  mean 
to  use  the  words  in  any  offensi? e  sense.  I 
meant  they  were  not  entitled  to  credit  or 
praise. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  a  subject  of 
discredit  and  dispraise  to  the  present  Go- 
Temment.  I  think  1  have  some  reason  to 
complain  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
alluded  to  the  Department  under  my  su- 
perintendence. He  said  no  small  part  of 
the  discredit  rested  on  the  War  Depart- 
ment, I  must  say  it  would  have  been  fairer 
and  more  couBistent  with  the  usual  prac- 
tice of  the  House  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  some  intimation  of  his  in- 
tention to  bring  forward  this  subject •  I 
bad  not  the  slightest  idea  that  this  subject 
would  be  mooted  in  the  House  of  Commons 
this  evening  till  I  heard  of  it  by  mere  ac- 
cident half  an  hour  before  coming  down 
to  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intimated  in  the  course  of  some  former 
debate  that  he  might  draw  attention  to 
the  subject ;  but  then  three  Departments 
—the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Treasury 
were  involved.  I  hoped  that  if  he  bad  any 
exception  to  take  to  the  administration  of 
the  Department  with  which  1  am  con- 
nected, he  would  bring  it  forward  in  a 
straightforward  manner,  and  not,  as  he 
has  now  done,  without  the  ordinary  no- 
tice which  the  courtesy  of  the  House 
requires.  I  have  Papers  in  my  house  which 
I  could  have  brought  down  and  made  use 
of  in  answer  to  every  charge  he  might 
think  it  proper  to  bring  against  the  War 
Department,  but  to  which  I  was  utterly 
unable  to  turn  at  the  moment.  No  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  is  bound  to  know  what 
may  have  dropped  in  debate.  We  are  ac- 
eostomed  to  give  proper  notice  on  the 
Paper  whenever  any  public  Department  is 
to  be  called  in  question.  Some  of  the 
Papers  to  which  I  have  alluded  would  not 
only  have  enabled  me  to  meet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement,  but  would 
have  fully  justified  the  expressions  I  used 


a  short  time  ago  when  I  said  a  further  in- 
crease of  expenditure  had  become  indis- 
pensably neceesary.  I  do  not  shrink 
from  that  expression.  The  subject  was 
debated  in  this  House  year  after  year--* 
I  mean  the  subject  of  the  enormous  ex- 
penditure in  which  the  country  was  iuTolved 
by  the  policy,  not  of  the  present  or  any 
former  Conservative  Administration,  but  of 
the  Palmerston  Government— in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer — with  respect  to  the  fortifi- 
cations of  the  country.  The  Government 
of  Lord  Palmerston  resolved  on  a  great 
expenditure,  which  was  now  going  on,  for 
the  erection  of  fortifications  which  were  held 
to  be  indispensable  for  the  protection  of 
our  arsenals.  I  never  found  fault  with  the 
Government  for  adopting  that  policy.  I 
always  thought  Lord  Palmerston  was  right. 
But  that  is  not  the  point  now.  What  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  is  this  :  that  the 
arrangement  made  by  the  Government  of 
Lord  Palmerston  was  that,  for  the  expense 
of  erecting  such  fortifications,  a  loan  should 
be  raised,  but  that  the  cost  of  arming  the 
fortifications  should  be  borne  by  the  annual 
revenue  of  the  country,  as  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  show  the  Committee  that  this  accounts 
in  a  very  large  degree  for  the  increase 
in  the  Estimates,  and  will  be  the  cause 
of  a  still  larger  increase.  Fortifications 
unarmed  were  of  little  use,  and  what  did 
the  late  Government  do  towards  arming 
them  ?  For  several  years  they  did  no- 
thing. If  1  remember  rightly,  it  was 
in  1860  that  the  policy  of  these  fortifi- 
cations was  decided  on  ;  but  nothing  was 
done  in  that  direction  until  1865-6.  In 
one  respect  1  think  this  was  fortunate 
— although  I  cannot  give  the  late  Govern- 
ment the  credit  of  that,  because  they  could 
not  foresee  the  extraordinary  changes  that 
were  to  be  made  in  the  power  of  the  artil- 
lery of  the  country.  It  was  fortunate  they 
did  nothing,  because  it  is  very  probable 
that  if  they  had  proceeded  to  a  large  ex- 
penditure in  the  years  between  1860  and 
1865-6,  they  would  have  expended  their 
money  in  armaments  comparatively  of  no 
value.  In  1865-6  the  Government  did,  to 
a  small  extent,  commence  providing  arma- 
ments for  these  fortifications.  In  the  finan- 
cial years  1865,  1866,  and  1867,  107  guns 
were  provided  for  the  armament  of  these 
fortifications.  In  the  financial  year  1867-8, 
after  the  change  of  the  Government,  ninety- 
seven  guns  were  provided,  and  in  the  pre- 
sent year  no  fewer  than  ninety-nine  guns 
were  provided.    During  the  four  years  that 
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ha»e  elapsed  from  1 865  lo  the  presenl  jenr 
provision  hiti  been  msJe  for  the  manoffto- 
turn  of  366  gum  of  Inrge  calibre  for  the 
forlificAlioris.  According  to  the  calcula- 
tion of  eoieatiSc  men  competent  to  gitean 
0|)lnion  on  Ihc  Bubjecl,  it  will  be  neceisarj. 
In  order  to  arm  (he  forliGcntintia  whicli 
ue  heiag  conatructeJ,  to  |irorido  1,041 
ftdditionnl  guns  of  lorge  calibre — J2-inch, 
9'incl).  and  7-inch  guni,  and  also  2.500 
gnns  of  H  lighter  character.  The  right 
lion.  Genllemnn  snjs  that  if  a  chnn|;e  of 
Government  occurs,  the  futui-e  GoTemment 
must  efFoL-t  a  large  reduction  of  eipendi- 
tiiro.  Now,  an;  future  Qovernmeiit  muit 
and  ought  to  endeavour  to  effect  crery  eco- 
nom;  conelstent  with  the  efficiency  of 
the  publio  nervlee  ;  but  I  presume  that  the 
right  hoii.  Oeiilleiuau  will  not  be  prepared 
to  eonlond  that  ve  are  to  leave  the  forlifi- 
cationa  of  thii  country  »ithout  guns  in 
tlicni.  It  ii  the  duty  of  the  Qoternment  to 
arm  theaa  fortiRcations;  and  this  agsregate 
number  of  3,500  guns  of  large  and  amall 
cahbre,  indiapeitBable  na  they  are  fur  the 
■afety  ami  protection  of  the  country,  can- 
not be  marjufactiireil  under'nn  expenditure 
of  from  £4.000.000  to  £5.000,IJOO.  That 
in  a  plain  statement,  which  cannot  be  con- 
troveriFd,  and  which,  I  thinlt,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  acknowledge,  justieoa 
my  interruption  of  hira  jttat  now,  when  1 
gaid  that  a  further  eipenditure  would  be 
lieceBsarj.       1    chnllen; 


[  COMMONS  1 


CommiitM. 


1756 


the  81 


.   Gentlen 


^nUlhat 


iKde.  froi 


nghi 
se.  Hon. 
talk  of  in- 


Gcntlenien  oppoai 

crcaged  Estimatea.  as  il  It  were  an  optional 
matter  with  the  Ministry  to  have  large  or 
amall  e»limatea.  Now.  the  renl  question 
ia  not  whether  we  liitQ  large  or  small  Rati- 
males;  but  whether  we  are  to  do  our  duty 
in  providini;  for  the  necessary  wants  of  (he 
country.  1  had  just  time  to  turn,  not 
having  had  notice  of  this  attack,  to  a  pas- 
anee  in  a  late  Report  mndc  to  me  from  (he 
Ordnance  Select  Cntnmitiee,  the  liend  of 
which  is  one  of  the  most  able  and  eiperi- 


General  Left 


-I 


says- 


"  Much  of  the  eipenio  incurred  bj  ihs  Ord 
nnnce  Select  Conimidve  is  inherent  in  the  cosll, 
nature  or  the  malcrinl  now  emplajBd.  Down  t 
1B5S  wB  had  no  gun  In  uie  that  coat  muoh  nior 
£IOD  1  wfl  have  tbi>  jear  paid  about  £7,00 


tori 


Fo  guns 


Let  me  add  that  Iheae  two  guna  were 
ordered,  not  by  the  present,  but  by  ihe 
late  Government.  Il  is  all  very  well  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  grumble  and 
Sir  John  Faliagtm 


aecusattona;  but  wo  muit  either 
leave  off  providing  tlie  country  with  ar- 
tillery, or  submit  lo  increased  Eslimaic  : 
for  it  is  erident  that  the  eipendiluro  for 
artillery  of  ten  years  ago  is  not  applicable  h 
to  the  present  time.  Then  General  Lefraj 
adds,  going  atill  back  a  few  years— 


through.  iM 
gam  tasted 
£160." 


a  or  pottder  and  shot  rarvlf  cost  sboia 
rerr  ihot  Troni  n  9-)nch  gun  ctm*  at 
wi  in  the  1 3-iiiah  gun  aboot  tt  lit. 
LSi  of  projectiles  which  wo  ars  obligtd 
great  dMil  more.     The  ammuiuuM  i 
9d  to  teal  a  S-incli  gun  far  strtuglt 
les,  B  prooesi  tbal   muit   ba   (vm  . 
ita  over  jCLSOO.     Tornlog  bisek  U  I 
ti  late  M  isao,  I  find  il  east  abeM  1 


These  are  facts  to  which  I   speak  open   i 
oompcteot  authority,  and   they   ahow  ihsl   | 
jou   must  eidier   leave   off    aupjilying  lb*    ' 
oountry  witli  artillery,  or  you  mnal  haia 
incrcaaod  Estimates.     If  the  o»st  of  tatt- 
ing a  9-inch  gun  is  £1.300— [A /ou^AJ-    , 
it  is  very  easy  to  laugh  ;   bat  I  am  atalinf    ' 
all   lliis  on  tlie   highest   authority.     Tl>«    ' 
coat  of  testing  a  12-inch  gun  will  be  pm- 
portionately  larger — certainly   upwarili  ef 
£2,000.     In  (be  f«ee  of  luch  facts  \m 
can  you  wonder  that  a  Go*emineul  flndi 
increased  Estimates  inevitable  f    Then,  let    1 
me  remind  the  Committee  of  the  state  nf 
affairs  respecting  our  Emall-arma  when  tiie    | 
present  Gevflrnmeut  eame  into  Offiiw.    f  ba    - 
late  Government  bad  dune  neit  to  nothtog 
ill    providing   lliis  euuntry    with    bretcli- 
loading  rifles.      Previnus  to  the  change  ef 
GoTernroeot,  the    Into  Minister    for  W»r 
had   ordered   the    conversion    by   hand   of 
40,000  small-arms  into  breech-loaders,  al  a 
cost  of  £12  a  gun.     Of  theae  only  niDciesa 
or  twenty  were  finished.      When  niv  rijjlil 
hon.  Friend   the   Member   for   IIuntingiJuD 
(General  Peel)  took  Office,  he  pruceedsJ 
to  provide  the  British  army  with  the  iodis- 
pensable    breoch  lender  ;    but.   instead   ef 
iheir  being  converted  by  hand  at  an  *t- 
pense  of  £12  per  gun.  the  conversion  >■• 
effected   at  a  trifle  under   £1  a  gun,  sail 
several  liundred  thousand  were  eon'crtcd. 
Of  ciiurse,  in  confetjueiice  of  the  nunibir 
converted,  a  large  expense  was  ineorrad. 
and   llio   Estimates  were  increased.     No* 
[   will   pass   to  another    subject.       1   bat 
here   a    return    of    the    number    of  mm 
below  the  oBtabliahmcnt  of  the  Army  si 
the  close  of    several  finsDcial    years.    Is 
lSCO-1    the  difference    between    the  «/- 
fective     numbers    and     the    cslablisbiuaiii 
was  129   officers   and   men ;    In    the  leir 
following   929;    in   1862-3,  3,724;  i" 
18634,    5,606;    ia  1864-d.  5,946;  !■ 
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1865-6,  6.884;  In  1866-7, 1,358.  This 
was  a  state  of  things  which  conld  not  be 
allowed  to  eontinue.  It  arose  from  a  dif- 
fieoHj  in  obtaining  recrnits.  Under  the 
administration  of  the  noble  Marquess  op- 
posite (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  a 
Commission  was  appointed  on  the  subject 
of  recruiting,  which  reported  that  in- 
creased expenditure  must  be  incurred  in 
order  that  men  might  be  induced  to  enter 
the  army.  VLj  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (General  Peel)  merely  changed  the 
form  of  that  increased  expenditure;  the 
principle  hsd  been  laid  down  by  the  Com- 
mission of  the  noble  Lord.  My  right  hon. 
Friend,  with  the  full  sanction  of  the 
House,  and  without  any  objection  on  the 
part  of  the  late  Gofernment,  increased  the 
pay  of  the  soldier  by  2d,  per  day,  and 
thereby  added  £500,000  a-year  to  the 
Estimates.  Well,  that  was  a  great  ad- 
dition to  our  expenditure  ;  but  it  arose 
from  the  cause  which  makes  the  army  of 
England  the  most  expensire  army  in 
Europe.  There  is  no  doubt  of  that  fact — 
it  is  admitted  by  every  one  ;  but  the  rea- 
son should  not  be  forgotten.  It  is  the 
price  which  you  pay  for  an  army  recruited 
by  Toluntary  enlistment.  If  you  examine 
the  state  of  the  armies  of  France  and 
Prussia,  yon  will  find  that  their  cost,  man 
for  man,  is  not  half  of  the  cost  of  the  army  of 
England.  But  the  armies  of  these  countries 
are  recruited  by  means  which  we  should 
consider  a  yiolation  of  the  liberty  of  the 
aublect,  means  which  we  in  this  country 
eould  not  think  of  resorting  to  unless 
under  the  pressure  of  a  great  national 
emergency.  Therefore,  I  say  yonr  course 
as  regards  this  expenditure  is  clear.  If 
yon  like  to  change  the  system  of  recruit- 
ing for  the  British  army  and  adopt  eon- 
scription,  your  expenses  will  be  less ;  but 
if  you  ohoose  to  go  on  as  you  do  now — 
and,  for  my  parts  I  hope  we  shall  never 
ehange  the  system,  for  I  greatly  prefer 
tolnntafy  enlistment — then  you  must  pay 
the  cost.  It  was  found  by  my  right  hon. 
and  gsllant  Friend  (General  Peel),  and  all 
were  agreed  on  the  point,  that  the  pay 
given  to  the  British  army  was  not  sufiS- 
eient.  With  the  general  concurrence  of 
Parliament  my  right  hon.  Friend,  by  the 
ehange  which  he  wisely  made,  added 
JB500,000  to  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 
There  are  other  points  which,  if  1  had  had 
notice  of  the  attack  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  1  could 
bare  ej^plained.  I  have  touched  only  on 
f  nestions  which  affect  the  Department  with 


which  I  am  connected,  and  I  hope  I  have 
shown  the  Committee  that  there  are  rea- 
sons why  it  is  impossible,  under  existing 
circumstances,  to  maintain  the  military 
establishments  and  defences  of  the  country 
at  a  less  cost.  I  say,  you  may  economize 
in  other  respects  ;  but  no  one  will  dispute 
that  if  you  have  fortifications  you  must 
arm  them  ;  and  you  cannot  control  the 
enormous  increase  in  the  expense  of  all 
such  armaments  which  has  occurred  within 
the  last  few  years.  We  may  lament  the 
fact  that  our  expenditure  should  be  in- 
creased, but  I  fear  the  circumstances  are 
too  strong  for  us,  and  I  hold  that  the 
present  Government  are  not  open  to  the 
charge  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
of  having  wantonly  and  unnecessarily  in- 
creased the  expenditure  of  the  country. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  should  be 
speaking  within  the  recollection  of  the 
Committee  if  he  said  that  a  portion  of  the 
challenge  which  had  resulted  in  that  dis- 
cussion had  come  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  replying  to  some  obser- 
vations which  had  been  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire (Mr.  Gladstone)  on  the  introduction 
of  the  Budget.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  sat  down  was  absent  on  that 
occasion  from  a  cause  which  they  all  re- 
gretted. The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said 
that  he  was  not  bound  to  know  what  oc- 
curred in  the  debates  in  that  House.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Goschen)  took  it  that  every  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  was  bound  to  make  him- 
self acquainted  with  what  passed  there, 
especially  upon  matters  of  such  importance 
as  those  which  had  been  raised  in  the  dis- 
cussion to-night.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
asked  the  Committee  to  agree  to  a  Resolu- 
tion for  an  increase  in  the  Income  Tax,  and 
the  objection  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  had 
raised  on  the  occasion  of  the  introduction 
of  the  Budget  was  whether  that  increase 
of  the  Income  Tax  was  not  really  caused 
by  an  increase  of  expenditure.  He  took 
it  for  granted  that  in  every  general  dis- 
cussion of  finance  it  was  necessary  to  treat 
at  the  same  time  the  expenditure  itself  and 
the  means  by  which  it  was  proposed  that 
expenditure  should  be  met.  Every  indivi- 
dual, when  he  dealt  with  a  question  of  his 
own  income,  was  bound  to  look  to  both 
sides  of  the  account  ;  he  was  bound  to 
consider  how  new  expenditure  was  to  be 
met,  and  if  he  had  no  fresh  resources, 
then  he  ought  to  see  how  his  expenditure 
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WM  to  be  reduced,  So  i 
Budget  it  was  eiaential 
for  the  proposed  e^ipendituro  wai  neoos- 
Bnry,  and  how  ihe  tnintion  cousequeiit 
upon  it  was  to  be  raised,  or  whether  (lie 
taxation  might  not  bo  reduced  b;  curtailing 
the  eipoDiliture.  The  right  lion.  Baronot. 
howeror,  had  only  pointed  to  the  increase  [ 
of  oipendidire,  and  shown,  what  wa«  the  I 
truth,  that  ihe  cost  for  the  armaoieiitB  now  j 
was  inBnilelj  greater  than  it  used  to  be. 
Bot  if  ihej  were  to  admit  that  orerj  gon  ' 
julJ  cost  so  manj  hundred  pounds 


if  Tolunlanr  cnliitnont. 
ltd  like  to  know  how  much  of  niir 
Estiiuatos  wero  really  duo  to  the  kwp  and 
pay  of  Ihe  soldier.  He  coufested  that  the 
proopects  which  tbe  right  liou.  BaronDt 
hold  out  fur  the  future  were  not  terr  latit. 
factory,  and  if  £3.000.000  or  jE4,O0O.lJ00 
were  to  be  added  to  our  pteneni  Bitini*l««, 
he  was  Burpriied  that  the  Ohanc^llnr  of  tb« 
Exchequer,  in  bringing  fornari)  hii  tch«ni« 
of  (iuunce,  had  not  shown  how  that  eipeH' 
dilure  wn«  to  be  met.  Ho  congratulated 
ght  hon.  Oentlemao  ou  the  ooncluiioa 


than  befoie,  then  they  wuuld  probably  ihiiik  of  the  Abjssinian  War;  but  atill  li«  did  nal 
ibat  tiiey  should  nant  very  niuoh  fewer  i  see  nnjproipcci  of  the  baUaoea  ohieh  had 
guns.  If  we  wore  to  require  &»  many  I  been  reduced  since  the  prmeut  Gofetn* 
mounter  guns  M  euiall  guns,  then,  indeed,  i  ment  had  been  in  office  being  brought  n 
the  prospect  before  the  country  was  hnd.  to  the  old  point  nuder  the  financial  ad- 
But  the  right  hon.  Bnronot  had  nnt  pointed  |  miiiistrslion  of  the  right  hon.  GontlviStD. 
out  that  the  inccenso  in  the  EstimHtea  of  i  The  Estimates  of  the  presont  year  were 
the  last  two  ycara  was  due  in  any  appro*  |  regarded  as  eitraonlinary  Brlimatet,  anJ 
ciablo  degree  to  the  increased  outlay  upon  ]  reJuelions  in  next  year'*  Estimate*  were 
guns.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  hnd  said  i  looked  forward  to  ;  but  It  uufortnoatcly 
that  only  eigUty-fire  guas  had  been  pro-  I  appeared  that  tho  right  hon.  Barouet  ecuM 
vidcd  in  a  year  by  the  late  Government,  hold  out  no  hope  of  any  rAduoiion  ueil 
while  ninety-nine  had  been  provided  by  their  year.  On  the  cnutrary,  if  the  right  faoo. 
successors.  But  that  nns  only  a  difference  Baronet  should  think  it  his  duty  to  pulh 
of  fourteen  guas,  and  hov  could  it  affect  forward  tho  manufacture  of  guni  witb 
BO  materially  the  Estimates  of  the  last  two  increased  rapidity,  £1,000,000  or  more 
yean  ?  The  cost  of  these  fourteen  guns  might  be  added  to  next  year's  RstimalH. 
could  account  for  but  n  Buiall  portiun  of  (hat  He  noold  uot  say  one  nurd  ngninst  ibt 
difference  of  £1,250,000.  The  expense  policy  oF  this  Income  T«i.  if  lb*  ealciiW-  < 
for  the  3.000  guna  that  would  be  required  tions  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bx- 
for  (he  rorliBcations  nppercndy  would  full  '  chequer  were  correct,  and  the  tax  was  oolj 
npna  future  Ealimalea,  and  was  not  in  any  !  to  be  tentpornrj  ;  but  he  thought  it  «■ 
degreo  borne  by  the  Eatiraatos  of  the  last  i  Iremely  fortunate  that  (he  right  bon.  Gen- 
two  years.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  llenian  the  Member  for  South  Laneaibir* 
spoken  of  the  conversion  of  the  rifles.  Well,  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  raised  the  preseat 
''    '  in(eJ  fur  a  certain  increase  in  the  '  discusiiun,  and  had  elicited  what  wu  the 

state  of  the  War  Estimates,  for  without 
infortuation  ou  that  point  it  was  tmpnsiibis 
to  judge  fairly  of  the  plan  of  finance  bud 
berore  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKTNGTON  explsiaeJ 
that  the  two  guns  which  cost  £7,000  wen 
eiccp(iai>a]  guns  ;  and  though  guns  oere 
;ar  it  now  iuimeusely  deorer  than  they  wers 
yoar,  twenty  years  ago,  he  should  be  sorry  le 
have  it  supposed  that  the  price  paid  for 
those  two  represented  the  average  prieecf 


Pakingtos  :  Th 
now.]     As  far  a 


nr,  but  tho  year  afli 
;rent  as  ever.      [Sir  John 


he  had  been  a 


a  the 


■what 


"extraordinary"  one  year  became  "t 
nary"  in  the  next — when  any  special 
penditure  bod  been  incurred  one  yea 
would  bo  found  repeated 
instead  of  the  expenditure  being  reduced. 
Another  matter  lie  wished  to  poini 
that  notwithstanding  this  enormou 
diture  on  the  army  and  navy,  which  he."  Mr.  CORRT  :  Sir,  it  my  right  ban. 
was  afraid  would  be  increased  by  millions,  j  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  hsil 
nothing  was  over  found  ready.  If  (here  I  reason  to  question  tho  oourie  pursued  of 
was  to  bo  a  new  expedition  (hey  would  the  right  hon.  Geatleuian  tho  Member  fc 
hare  to  incur  an  extraordinary  expenditure  :  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Glads(anc],  still 
besides.  The  right  bon.  Baronet  had  said,  i  stronger  is  ray  own  ground  of  oon)pUii>l, 
what  vrai  perfectly  true,  that  the  Bri- 1  because  that  right  hon.  Gendcoisu  bsi 
tish  Army  must  always  cost  much  more  attacked  the  Estimates  for  which  1  so 
than  foreign  nrmies,  on  account  of  our  primarily  responsible  without  hxlog  besri 
Mr.  Gi/ichf.n  ! 
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a  word  in  explanation  of  them,  as  I  bare 
not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  making  my 
statement  to  the  House.  I  will  now,  how- 
ever, specify  some  causes  of  increased  ex- 
Eenditure  under  sereral  heads,  of  which  I 
afe  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
absolutely  ignorant.  In  Vote  No.  1  of  the 
Navy  Estimates,  although  there  is  a  re- 
duction of  about  2,500  men  as  compared 
with  last  year,  and  of  2,200  as  compared 
with  the  year  1866,  there  is  an  increase  in 
the  amount  to  be  yoted  for  wages.  This  in- 
crease has  arisen  from  different  causes. 
Under  yarious  Orders  in  Council  there  has 
been  an  increase  of  pay  to  medical  officers 
—which  increase  was  indispensable  in  order 
to  secure  the  services  of  competent  officers 
-~to  navigating  officers,  to  naval  instruc- 
tors, to  artificers  —  so  necessary  in  our  ar- 
mour-clad ships — and  to  the  Royal  Marines. 
The  last  item  alone  amounted  to  £68,000, 
and  the  total  increase  in  the  amount  of 
wages,  as  compared  with  1866-7,  was  little 
ehort  of  £130,000.  In  the  Vote  for  ?ic- 
tuals  there  is  also  an  increase  in  conse- 
quence of  the  increase  in  the  price  of  vic- 
tuals. For  that  the  Go?ernment  are  not 
responsible :  of  course,  they  could  not 
starve  the  men.  In  Vote  No.  II  (for 
Works  in  Dockyards),  there  is  a  decrease 
of  £78,000  as  compared  with  the  Esti- 
mate for  1866,  notwithstanding  that  the 
expenditure  on  the  four  great  works  at 
Chatham,  Portsmouth,  Malta,  and  Bermuda 
—ail  undertaken  by  the  late  Government, 
and  the  expenditure  which  is  regulated  by 
Act  of  Parliament — exceeds  the  amount 
taken  in  the  Estimates  of  1866-7  by 
£86.000.  In  Vote  No.  14,  a  sum  of 
JC50,000  is  taken  for  an  iron  armour-clad 
vessel  building  for  Victoria,  New  South 
Wales  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  a  cor- 
responding decrease  of  nearly  the  same 
amount  is  made  under  Vote  No.  17. 
There  is  a  decrease  of  £150,000  for  labour 
and  materials  in  the  dockyards  ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  there  is  an  increase  of 
£750,000  for  armour-clads  as  compared 
with  the  year  1866  ;  and  this  is  the  secret 
of  the  increase  in  the  Navy  Estimates  for 
the  present  year,  as  compared  with  the 
Estimates  for  1866-7,  which  were  prepared 
under  the  auspices  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  question  is,  was  the  Navy 
in  1866  in  a  satisfactory  condition  ?  I  do 
not  like  to  enter  into  comparisons  between 
onraelves  and  other  countries ;  and  yet  I 
think  it  would  be  false  delicacy  not  to 
refer  to  the  state  of  other  navies  as  well  as 
our  own«     The  late  Mr.  Cobden  had  the 

yOL,  CXCI.      [lEDU)  BSBIES.'] 


good  sense  to  say  that  our  navy  ought 
materially  to  exceed  the  navy  of  France 
in  strength.  From  the  information  I  have 
received  from  a  source  which  I  shall  not 
mention,  but  which  is  an  authentic  one, 
I  found  that,  whereas,  when  I  prepared 
my  Estimates,  the  armour-clad  navy  of 
England  comprised  twenty-two  first  and 
second-class  ships  afloat ;  that  of  France 
consisted  also  of  twenty-two  first  and  se- 
cond-class ships.  Of  the  smaller  classes 
of  armoured  ships  we  had  nine,  while 
France  had  thirteen.  Therefore  France 
had  four  more  iron-clad  ships  afloat  than 
we  had.  Then,  again,  in  respect  to  iron*clad 
ships  in  course  of  building,  we  had  six  and 
France  had  seven  ships  of  the  first  and 
second-class,  while  of  the  smaller  class 
France  had  four  and  we  had  none.  The 
general  result,  therefore,  of  the  comparison 
in  regard  to  armoured  ships  built  and  build- 
ing was,  that  England  had  thirty-seven 
and  France  forty-six.  The  House  will 
agree  with  me  in  thinking  that  that  is  not 
a  satisfactory  state  of  things.  Then  came 
another  question — namely,  that  of  the  re* 
serve  of  ships  in  the  ports.  I  am  not 
imputing  blame  to  the  late  Government, 
I  wish  only  to  state  facts ;  but  when  I 
entered  on  the  duties  of  my  present  Office 
the  reserve  of  ships  in  the  ports,  exclusive 
of  two  or  three  small  vessels  that  were 
fitting  for  reliefs  to  ships  about  to  be  paid 
off,  was  nil.  This  state  of  things  was  as 
abnormal  as  it  was  dangerous.  During  the 
Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  who  kept 
a  watchful  eye  over  the  expenditure  of  all 
the  Departments,  it  was  thought  necessary 
to  maintain  a  reserve  of  thirty  ships  of  the 
line,  some  of  them  ready  to  go  to  sea  at 
a  few  hours'  notice,  others  in  a  few  days, 
and  the  rest  in  a  fortnight.  Nor  was 
that  merely  a  Tory  policy;  for  in  1848, 
when  Lord  John  Russell  was  in  power,  a 
question  arose  whether  so  large  a  reserve 
was  necessary,  and  the  decision  was  that 
it  should  be  maintained.  Again,  in  1859, 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  when  the  Italian  War 
broke  out,  it  was  thought  necessary  to  in« 
crease  our  force  of  ships  in  commission  ; 
and  we  sent  out  from  the  dockyards  twenty- 
eight  ships  in  the  course  of  a  few  months, 
of  which  fifteen  were  line-of-batt!e  ships. 
Indeed,  there  can  be  no  safety  for  this 
country  in  a  time  of  emergency  unless  we 
maintain  a  sufficient  reserve  of  ships  in  the 
dockyards  ready  to  be  commissioned  if  re- 
quired.  Therefore,  in  the  Estimates  which 
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I  shall  propose  as  soon  as  I  haye  an  op- 
portunitjy  we  provide  for  a  considerable 
reserve  of  armour-clad  ships  in  our  ports. 
I  should  observe  that  ray  right  hoo.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  has  had 
to  incur  a  heavy  expenditure  in  providing 
guns  not  only  for  the  fortifications,  but  also 
for  the  navy  which  has  undergone  a  com- 
plete change  of  armament,  and  that  in  the 
naval  Department  the  cost  of  fitting  the 
ships  for  their  new  armament  has  been  a 
very  heavy  item  of  expenditure.  I  think, 
therefore,  I  have  shown  that  there  is  some 
reason  for  increased  expenditure;  and  with 
these  general  observations  I  shall  reserve 
further  explanations  till  I  come  to  propose 
the  Navy  Estimates  for  the  year. 

Mr.  SAMUDA  said,  that,  notwith- 
standing the  great  necessity  which  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  alleged  to 
exist  for  strengthening  the  navy,  the  work 
proposed  to  be  performed  in  the  dockyards 
was  reduced  from  24,000  to  14,000  tons, 
the  saving  to  be  effected  by  which  reduc- 
tion mifrht  be  roughly  calculated  at  nearly 
£500,000. 

Mr.  CORRY  explained  that  he  had 
spoken  principally  of  works  to  be  executed 
by  contract,  and  not  in  the  dockyards. 

Mr.  SAMUDA  said,  it  was  true  that 
£245,000  was  taken  in  the  Estimates  to 
be  expended  on  contract  ships  this  year 
beyond  the  sum  so  spent  last  year  ;  but  if 
he  took  from  the  saving  in  the  dockyards 
the  amount  proposed  to  be  spent  on  con- 
tract ships,  there  ought  to  be  a  reduction 
of  from  £200,000  to  £250,000  in  the 
Estimates;  instead  of  which  there  was  an 
increase  of  £200,000.  He  was  astonished 
to  hear  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  that  they  might  expect  to  pay  no  less 
a  sum  than  £4,000,000  for  guns  for  the 
fortifications,  and  he  maintained  that  the 
question  of  those  fortifications  demanded 
careful  revision.  He  was  surprised  to  hear 
that  no  less  than  £1,300  would  be  required 
for  testing  the  9-inch  gun,  and  £2,000  for 
the  12-inch  gun.  It  would  be  impossible 
in  time  of  emergency  to  furnish  an  adequate 
ffarrison  to  man  and  fight  those  guns.  He 
believed  the  best  policy  in  view  of  invasion 
would  be  the  carrying  of  our  defences  fur- 
ther inland,  so  as  to  increase  the  distance 
between  the  point  of  disembarkation  and  the 
place  of  attack.  It  was  a  matter  for  serious 
consideration  whether  a  number  of  arsenals 
and  dockyards  which  could  only  be  available 
in  time  of  peace  ought  to  be  maintained. 
Such  places  as  Pembroke,  Chatham,  and 
Woolwich  might  be  preserved,  but  Ports- 

Mr.  Carry 


mouth  and  Plymouth  would  be  rendered 
untenable  in  time  of  war  if  the  war  was  of 
a  severe  or  aggravated  character. 

Oeneral  PEEL:  Sir,  I  am  under  a 
disadvantage,  not  only  in  being  unprepared 
for  the  debate,  but  in  not  having  heard  that 
debate.  It  appears  to  me  that  speeches 
on  fortifications  have  no  reference  what- 
ever to  the  subject  before  us — namely,  the 
increase  of  the  annual  expenditure.  The 
present  Oovemment  have  no  responsibility 
whatever  with  regard  to  those  fortifica- 
tions. They  were  decided  upon  by  Lord 
Palmerston's  Government,  and  on  taking 
Office  I  distinctly  disclaimed  all  responsi- 
bility for  them.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
spoke  last  does  not  seem  to  be  aware  that 
though  the  sum  necessary  for  the  erection 
of  the  fortifications  was  proposed  to  be 
provided  by  money  raised  by  a  loan,  the 
armament  for  them  was  to  be  provided  for 
out  of  the  annual  Estimates.  The  origi- 
nal Estimate  for  that  armament  was 
£1,885,000;  but  when  I  came  into  OflBce 
in  1866,  only  £85,000  of  that  sum  had 
been  charged  in  the  Estimates.  The 
country  was  a  gainer  by  the  delay  ;  for 
otherwise  there  would  probably  have  been 
a  very  bad  gun  at  three  times  the  cost  that 
was  ultimately  incurred  :  but  it  is  not  fair 
to  turn  round  on  the  Government  and 
blame  them  for  an  increase  in  the  Estimates 
because  they  have  provided  thi8- armament. 
I  think  that  had  I  been  present  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  spoke, 
I  should  have  been  able  to  show  that  it 
was  not  only  very  unreasonable,  but  very 
unwise,  to  make  a  comparison  between  the 
expenditure  of  his  Government  and  of  the 
present  one.  When  I  came  into  Office  in 
1859  the  total  expenditure  for  which  I  was 
responsible  was£l  3,500,000,  but  the  expen- 
diture in  that  Department  went  on  increas- 
ing while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
ChancelloroftheExchequer  to  £16,000,000 
and  upwards ;  and  in  1866  our  arma- 
ments were  in  much  the  same  position  that 
they  had  been  in  1859.  When  I  came 
into  Office  we  had  not  a  single  rifled  gun. 
I  introduced  those  12-pounder  Armstrong 
guns  which  have,  I  hope  to  hear  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days,  been  so  very  effectual 
in  Abyssinia  ;  but  the  Government  of  the 
day,  though  urged  to  wait  for  some  further 
trials,  went  in  for  the  larger  Armstrong 
guns,  which  cost  upwards  of  £3,000,000, 
and  all  of  which  proved  a  failure.  As  to 
a  comparison  of  Estimates,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that    Estimates   are  only  an 
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approximate  caloalation  as  to  tho  eoit  of  referred  to  did  not  account  for  the  total 
contemplated  works.  If  you  construct  the  increase;  and  it  rested  with  the  Gofern- 
works  for  a  smaller  sum  than  tlie  Bstimate,  ment  to  sliow,  not  only  that  extra  ex* 
of  course  that  is  a  sa? ing  ;  but  if  jou  do  ,  penditure  was  necessary  in  those  items, 
not  construct  necessary  works  at  all,  there  '  but  that  retrenchment  was  impossible  in 
is  nosavinfr.     Now,  in  1865-6  there  was  a    others. 

safingof  £500,000  in  the  manufacturing  Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  h« 
department ;  but  that  saving  was  owing  to  attributed  the  present  excessive  cxpen* 
the  partial  suspension  of  operations  in  the  diture,  to  a  great  extent,  to  the  outlay 
Royal  carriage  and  other  factories,  through  incurred  in  fortifications.  The  misfortune 
the  pattern  of  wronght-iron  gun  carriages  was  that  Parliament  legislated  on  that 
not  having  been  determined  upon,  and  ,  subject  during  a  panic.  The  House  were 
through  other  changes  being  anticipated,  now  defraying  the  expense  of  that  legisla- 
Bot  because  such  expenditure  was  deferred,  '  tion  ;  and  it  was  very  hard  upon  a  Qovern- 
is  it  right  to  turn  round  on  the  Qovemment  ment  which  had  not  proposed  the  fortiBca- 
and  blame  them  for  the  outlay  which  was  tions  to  hare  to  incur  the  unpopularity  of 
ultimately  necessary  ?  Then  as  to  the  ;  the  Vote  for  arming  them.  According  to 
ioerease  of  pay,  that  followed  upon  the  [  the  evidence  of  Sir  Richard  Airey  befors 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Re-  j  the  Commission  on  Fortifications,  when 
eruiting ;  and  that  Commission  was  ap-  '  the  embrasures  in  the  fortifications  had 
pointed  because  you  could  not  get  enough  been  made,  there  was  not  one  gunner 
recruits.  For  my  own  part,  I  shall  always  \  in  the  service,  for  every  gun  it  was  proposed 
recollect  with  pride  the  part  I  took  in  pro-  to  mount  in  them.  As  to  the  fortifica* 
▼iding  better  weapons,  and  in  granting  the  ;  tions  themselves,  they  somewhat  resembled 
soldiers  increased  pay.  the   towers  which  were  seen   in  different 

The  Marquess  of'H ARTINQTON  said, '  parts  of  the  country,  and  which  were 
that,  not  having  heard  the  remarks  either  I  called  So  and  so*s  "  Folly.''  They  were 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  now  erected,  but  it  was  quite  worthy  of 
or  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  j  consideration  whether  tho  Government 
Pakington),  he  would  not  now  attempt  to  should  arm  them  with  guns  or  not. 
enter  into  the  discussion  ;  but  he  should  ,  Another  Government,  however,  having 
be  ready  on  another  occasion  to  discuss  built  the  forts,  tho  House  could  not  blame 
the  points  which  had  been  raised.  As  to  ,  the  present  Government  for  proposing  to 
the  large  increase  in  the  Votes  for  Army  put  arms  into  them. 
Porposes  having  arisen  from  the  necessity  Ma.  DALGLISH  said,  that  having  been 
of  supplying  large  guns  and  from  the  in-  ■  one  of  those  who  opposed  the  scheme  of 
creased  pay  of  the  troops,  he  maintained  .  these  fortifications,  he  was  gratified  to  find 
that  those  two  items  did  not  account  for  .  that  the  general  opinion  now  was  that  they 
the  whole,  or  nearly  the  whole,  of  that  in-  ,  were  a  mistake.  He  wished  the  Govern- 
crease.  He  always  contemplated  the  pro-  ment  would  consider  whether  it  would  not 
bability  of  a  large  additional  expenditure  i  be  better  to  delay  for  a  time  providing 
for  the  supply  of   heavy  guns   for  naval .  them  with  guns. 

purposes  and  for  arming  our  fortifications; '..  Mr.  LA  ING  observed  that  the  discus- 
bnt  it  was  hardly  fair  to  blame  the  late '  sion  had  hitherto  been  directed  rather  to 
GoTcmment  for  not  taking  action  in  the  the  army  and  navy  expenditure  than  to 
iDRtCer.  Their  principle  was  to  provide ;  the  question  of  Ways  and  Means.  The 
the  armament  for  the  ships  and  fortifica-  broad  situation  was  that,  aptrt  from  the 
tions  which  would  be  ready  within  the  year,  Abyssinisn  expenditure,  the  ordinary  Esti- 
and  this  was  the  most  prudent  course  that  mates  of  expenditure  had  been  increased 
coeld  have  been  pursued.  As  he  had  be-  by  £3,000.000  or  £4,000,000  during  the 
fore  remarked,  it  was  easy  to  find  good  ;  last  three  or  four  7«<^rs ;  and  that  not  onlj 
reasons  for  increasing  any  particular  Vote;  •  had  a  surplus  of  £2,500,000  disappeared, 
bvt  those  on  whom  the  responsibility  but  the  balances  had  been  reduced  bj 
retted  were  bound,  not  only  to  see  in  about  £1,000,000,  excluding  from  the 
what  way  money  could  be  usefully  ex-  reckoning  the  Abyssinian  outlay.  That 
pended,  but  in  what  way  it  could  be  use- 1  was  not  a  satisfactory  state  of  things, 
rally  saved.  He  did  not  say  that  it  would  There  were  reasons  apparent  to  every  one 
have  been  possible  for  the  late  Go?em-  why  it  would  not  be  fair  to  charge  this 
nent  to  practise  greater  economy  than  the  increased  expenditure  upon  the  present 
present,  but  the  two  items  which  had  been  !  GoTemment,  and  why  a  great  portion  of  it 
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was  inetitable.  This,  howefer,  was  no 
reason  wbj  they  should  persist  in  charging 
to  direct  taxation — in  other  words,  to  the 
income  tax — the  whole  of  the  increased 
taxation  that  had  become  necessary.  He 
had  always  been  in  faTour  of  the  income 
tax;  bat  there  was  danger,  at  a  moment 
when  they  were  about  to  enlarge  the  con- 
stituencies of  the  country,  in  establishing  a 
precedent  for  throwing  efery  unexpected 
or  inconrenient  amount  of  expenditure  upon 
direct  taxation  in  the  shape  of  the  income 
tax.  During  the  Crimean  War  a  certain 
balance  was  preserved  between  direct  and 
indirect  taxation.  He  quite  agreed  that  it 
was  not  desirable  to  alter  the  rate  of  tax- 
ation upon  articles  of  general  consumption, 
or  to  impose  taxes  affecting  our  commerce 
for  a  merely  temporary  object.  If»  how- 
CTor,  this  increased  scale  of  taxation  were 
to  be  maintained  in  future  years,  it  would 
be  dangerous  if  a  fair  proportion  were  not 
thrown  upon  other  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity besides  those  which  paid  income  tax. 
Another  point  to  which  he  wished  to  refer 
was  as  to  the  policy  of  raising  money  by 
taxation  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the 
National  Debt.  When  he  opposed  the 
Ooyernment  scheme  of  last  year  he  did  not 
suppose  that  his  predictions  would  meet 
with  so  speedy  a  Terifioation.  The  prac- 
tical effect  had  been  to  add  £1,000,000  a 
year  to  the  charge  of  the  country,  which 
had  been  withdrawn  from  the  balances, 
and  to  borrow  £1,000,000  at  a  higher  rate 
of  interest.  Where  was  the  difference 
between  such  a  scheme  and  Mr.  Pitt's 
sinking  fund  ?  To  convert  a  debt  into 
terminable  annuities  was  the  scheme  of  a 
sinking  fund  in  the  worst  of  all  forms. 
The  sound  principle  was  to  keep  the  ex- 
penditure down  to  the  lowest  point  con- 
sistent with  efficiency;  to  make  the  Esti- 
mates on  such  a  scale  as  would  ensure  a 
surplus  within  the  year,  and  then — adjust- 
ing the  burden  of  taxation  fairly  between 
direct  and  indirect  taxation — to  trust  to 
the  gradual  reduction  of  the  Debt  by 
means  of  the  accruing  surplus  of  the  year. 
Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that,  with  respect 
to  the  National  Debt,  the  short  answer  to 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Laing)  was,  that  for 
many  years  the  policy  of  the  House  of 
Commons  had  been  to  apply  a  very  con- 
aiderable  sum  to  the  reduction  of  the  debt 
by  means  of  terminable  annuities.  These 
had  to  a  great  extent  fallen  in,  and  the 
policy  of  last  year  was  no  new  policy,  but 
simply  an  endeavour  to  redress  the  balance 
between  permanent  and  terminable  annui- 
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ties  which  had  become  deranged  through 
that  falling  in.  Coming  to  the  question 
specially  before  the  House,  he  thought  the 
House  had  lost  sight  of  the  origin  of  the 
argument.  They  had  been  of  late  years 
so  accustomed  to  large  surpluses  —  the 
average  annual  balance  in  favour  of  the 
Exchequer  having  been  £2,750,000  — 
that  it  waa  difficult  to  appreciate  the  fact 
that  they  had  suddenly  dropped  into  the 
position  of  having  two  years'  successive 
deficits.  There  were,  in  fact,  three  de- 
ficits contemplated  in  the  Budget  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer— a  deficit  last 
year,  one  for  the  present  year,  and  the 
Abyssinian  deficit.  Omitting  the  expendi- 
ture on  account  of  the  Abyssinian  Expedi- 
tion altogether,  he  found  that  the  original 
Budget  expenditure  of  last  year  for  the 
various  services  was  £40,233,000,  which 
amount  was  increased  by  a  supplementary 
Estimate  to  £40,449,000.  The  Budget 
expenditure  for  the  present  year  under 
the  same  heads  was,  on  the  other  hand, 
£41,863,000,  from  which  was  to  be  de- 
ducted  the  difference  between  the  extra 
receipts  which  came  into  the  Treasury 
this  year  and  last  year  for  the  navy  and  the 
other  services,  leaving  as  a  net  result  above 
£41,050,000— which,  compared  with  the 
original  Estimate  of  last  year,  gave  an 
increase  in  the  Budget  of  the  present 
year  —  in  which  the  country  was  informed 
that  there  was  to  be  a  considerable  deficit 
—of  over  £800,000.  To  this  might  be 
added  the  difference  between  the  estimated 
sales  of  old  materials  in  the  two  years, 
which  was  against  the  present  Budget.  He, 
for  his  part,  had  always  insisted  that  this 
head  of  income  ought  not  to  be  mixed 
up  with  expenditure,  and  ought  not  to  be 
taken  into  consideration,  when  making  a 
comparison  of  the  Estimates  of  one  year 
with  those  of  another,  but  the  contrary 
view  had  been  strongly  maintained  by 
others  ;  and,  taking  it  to  be  the  right 
course  to  adopt,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
difference  between  the  Estimates  of  last, 
and  those  of  the  present  year,  was  no  less 
than  £1,034,000.  Now,  that  was  an  in- 
crease which  he  thought  justified  hon. 
Members  in  considering  whether  or  not  it 
was  not  absolutely  necessary  that  some 
rigorous  measures  should  be  adopted  to 
cut  down,  where  practicable,  some  portion 
of  the  public  expenditure.  It  had  been 
said  by  more  than  one  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite — that  the  proposed  increases  of 
expenditure  were  inevitable,  and  he  did  not 
dispute  that  from  year  to  year  it  was  found 
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to  be  abtolutelj  impouible  to  prefent  tlio  tract  work  oompare«i,  tho    reiuU  would 

inoreaso  of  Bome  items.     But  it  was  tbo  hafo   been   Terj  different.     There  wars 
part  of   a  wiee  adminiitrator,  when  ex- ,  other  questions  ccnnected   with  the  ex* 

penditore  was  inevitable  on  some  heads,  peoditure  for  the    navy  which  had  been 

to  see  whether  it   could   be  reduced  on  touched   upon   by  his  right  hon.    Friend 

others.     But  this  is  just  what  hardly  ap-  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ;  but  he 

pears  in  any  of  the  Estimates  of  the  pre-  should  not  advert  to  them  on  the  present 

sent  Government.     His  right  hon.  Friend  occasion,  inasmuch  as  an  opportunity  for 

opposite    (Sir   John    Pakington)    for  in-  doing  so  would  be  offered  when  the  Na? j 

stance,  stated  that  the  guns  cost  more  Estimates  came  on  for  discussion.     There 

than  they  used  to  do.     The  question  then  was  no  doubt  of  this,  that  the  Estimates 

arose,    whether    fewer   guns    might    not  bad    been    increased    in    two    years    bj 

bo  required?     [Sir  Jonir  Pakington:   I  £2,750,000,  and  this  was  not  a  satisfactory 

told  you  the  exact  number  of  guns  you  state  of  things. 

would  want.]     He  was  about  to  apply  tho  Sis   JOHN    PAKINGTON    said,    he 

principle  in  another  direction.    It  was  said  would  inquire  into  the  statement  with  re- 

that  the  maintenance  of  men  was  more  gard  to  the  testing  of  guns,  which  he  eon- 

eostly  than  it  used  to  be.     The  question  fessed  had  a  startling  appearance.     If  he 

then  came,  whether  they  could  not  dispense  had  been  fa? cured  with  longer  notice  he 

with  some  of  the  men^?     When  the  right  would  have  done  so  in  time  for  this  diMus- 

bon.  Baronet  was  at  the  Admiralty  last  sion. 

year  there  was  no  reduction  in  the  men.  The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 

This  year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  QUER :  I  think.  Sir,  I  may  safely  say  no 

at  the  Admiralty  made  a  considerable  re-  one  has  ever  heard  me  complain  of  this 

duction,  while  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  hav-  House  jealously  watching  any  increase  of 

ing  been  transferred  to  the  War  Office,  had  public  expenditure  ;    on   the  contrary,  I 

made  no  reduction  there.     The  probability  think   discussions  of  this  nature  greatly 

was  that  he  was  as  much  in  error  in  the  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Treasury  in 

one  case  as  he  was  in  the  other.     But  controlling  that  expenditure.      If  anyone 

a  plea  was  put  up  that  the  increased  ex-  will  turn  to  the  votes  I  have  p;iven  since  I 

penditure  was  due  to  warlike  stores.     To  have  been  a  Member  of  this  House  he  will 

make  quite  sure  that  the  comparison  was  find  they  have  always  been  given  in  favour 

just  he  had  compared  all  the  Votes  for  of  economy.     Bui  when   the  right  hon. 

this  purpose  in  recent  years,  and  he  found  Gentleman  the  If  ember  for  South  Lanea- 

that  the  Estimate  for  warlike  stores  was  shire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  came  down  to  tho 

this  year  £1,491,000,  as  compared  with  House  the  other  night,  and  charged  the 

£1,457.000  in  I860.  present  Government  with  extravagance.  I 

Sir  JOHN   PAKINGTON  :    A  great  thought  it  my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of 

deal  of  the  expenditure  was  laid  out,  not  the  Committee  to  certain  considerations  he 

in  the  manufacture  of  guns,  but  in  various  had  entirely  omitted.*  I  ventured  to  say  thai 

items    rendered   necessary  in    connection  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  responsible 

with  their  alteration.  for  the  expenditure  he  referred  to.      Thai 

Mb.  CIIILDERS  observed  that  it  was  position  I  re-affirm,  notwithstanding  thai 

for  this  reason  that  he  had  thrown  the  two  .  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  controverted 

items  together ;    and    in    the   aggregate  it  to  night.     There  is  no  question  that  % 

Vote   the   whole  increase  in  three  years  large  increase  of  expenditure  was  proposed 

was   only  £34,000.      Whether   the   Es-  last  year ;  and  I  say  that  the  right  hon. 

timates  had  been  worked  up  to  more  in  Gentleman  was  bound,  if  he  knew  of  sound 

one  year  than  the  other  was  another  ques-  reasons  for  objecting  to  that  increase,  noi 

lion.  He  could  not  think  that  every  12-inch  only  to  have  stated  his  objection,  but  to 

gun  cost  £2,000  to  prove  it.    He  beliered  have  taken  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 

that,  on  this  subject,  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  the  subject.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

man   had  not   correct  information  before  has  said  that  it  was  not  proper  at  that  time 

him.     As  to  the  navy,  the  expense  of  ar-  to  divert  the  House  from  the  graver  sub- 

mour-clads  had  been  dealt  with  unfairly,  ject  under  consideration  ;  but  that  I  con* 

for  comparisons  had  been  made  with  an  tend  is  not  a  sufficient  excuse,  for  the  right 

exeeptional  year,  which  furnished  no  cor-  boa.  Gentleman  was  not  only  a  Leader  of  a 

reci    idea    of    the    general    expenditure,  majority  of  the  House,  but  had  filled  a  very 

Had  the  years  1864  and  1865  been  iakcn  important  office,  which  he  had  lately  va- 

into  aoeountj  and  both  dockyard  and  con-  rated.     He  was  also  surrounded  by  hon* 
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Gentlemen  who  were  all  aa  thorouffhlj  in- 
formed  aa  the  Membera  of  the  eiiatmg  60- 
Ternment  on  the  queation  he  raised,  and 
WAS,  therefore,  competent  to  adviBe  the 
House.  But  what  happened  ?  The  right 
bon.  Qentleman  acceded  to  the  proposed 
expenditure.  No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  asaored  by  his  Friends,  who  had 
presided  o? er  the  Department  concerned, 
that  the  increased  expenditure  was  neces- 
aary.  I  said  the  other  night  that  it  was 
questionable  whether  cutting  down  expendi- 
ture was  alwajra  economy,  and  increasing 
expenditure  always  extra? agance ;  it  waa 
a  question  whether  the  unwise  parsimony 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  adminis- 
tration had  not  caused  the  increased  ex- 
penditure of  last  year.  I  challenged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  question  of 
arming  the  troops  ;  I  challenged  him  00 
the  question  of  providing  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  ships  for  the  relief  of  our  stations, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to-night  only 
repeats  his  generalities,  and '  altogether 
avoids  taking  up  my  challenge.  He  does 
not  at  all  refer  to  those  points  in  which  I 
aaid  an  increased  expenditure  had  been 
rendered  necessary.  The  Committee  will, 
therefore,  readily  agree  with  me  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  year  behind 
time,  and  that  he  is  not  right  in  saying 
that  the  expenditure  we  recommended  last 
year  was  not  fully  justified.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intimated  jthat  since  he 
left  the  Treasury  there  seemed  to  have 
been  no  controlling  power  there.  That 
statement  I  entirely  deny.  I  conaider  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Treasury  to  resist  any 
application  for  unnecessary  wasteful  ex- 
penditure, but  to  assent  to  any  increase  of 
expenditure  which  is  demanded  by  the 
exigencies  of  the  public  service.  The  Go- 
yernment  would  be  betraying  its  trust  if  it 
did  not  acquiesce  in  expenditure  shown  to 
be  necessary.  That  is  my  view  regarding 
control ;  and  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  these  increased  Estimates 
have  been  subjected  to  the  most  rigorous 
examination,  and  that  everything  has  been 
done  to  out  down  expenditure  to  the  lowest 
point  consistent  with  the  requirements  of 
the  public  service.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  spoken  of  our  expenditure  entail- 
ing further  charges  in  future  years.  I 
reply  that  the  present  Goyerumeut  is  in  a 
similar  position  as  regards  former  Govern- 
ments. What  was  the  Vote  which  recently 
occupied  the  House,  relating  to  Consular 
buildings  in  Japan  and  China.  Was  not  that 
a  legacy  from  Lord  Palmerston's  Govern- 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


ment  ?  The  policy  of  that  Government  was 
to  increase  our  trade  with  China  and  Japan, 
and  that  course  necessitated  the  placing  of 
agents  in  various  places.  We  have  been 
required  to  find  residences  for  those  agents, 
and  the  expenditure  was  made  on  the  re- 
commendation of  an  officer  sent  out  by  the 
late  Government.  Therefore  we  have  been 
obliged  to  propose  extraordinary  expendi- 
ture on  account  of  measures  originating 
with  our  immediate  predecessors  in  Office, 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  we 
have  no  legacies  left  from  the  late  Govern- 
ment.- 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  What  I  said  was 
that  the  legacies  left  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment tended  to  a  progressive  decrease  in 
expenditure. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  will  take  a  case.  The  lata 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Sir  George  Grey)  recommended  an 
increase  in  the  pay  of  the  police.  I 
apprehend  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
a  party  to  that  measure,  and  I  do  not  find 
fault  with  it.  In  fact,  the  pay  of  almost 
eyerybody  having  been  increaaed,  it  was 
found  the  police  force  could  not  be  properly 
recruited  without  raising  the  pay.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  George 
Grey)  sent  a  circular  to  all  the  counties, 
and  suggested  an  increase  in  the  pay  of  the 
police.  That  suggestion  has  been  very 
largely  acted  on,  and  as  the  Treasury  con- 
tributes 25  per  cent  of  the  constablary 
pay,  the  proposal  has  resulted  in  increased 
Imperial  expenditure.  Those  who  scrutinise 
the  Estimates  carefully  will  find  that  very 
little  of  the  increased  expenditure  of  the 
year  arises  from  new  schemes  ;  but  that  it 
is  almost  wholly  occasioned  by  the  con- 
tinuing of  measures  set  on  foot  by  the  late 
Government.  It  must  also  be  remembered 
that  the  House  is  continually  passing  mea- 
sures for  the  improvement  of  the  country, 
and  requiring  Qovernmet^  to  take  the 
superintendence  of  such  improvements.  In 
this  way  a  large  increase  of  expenditure  has 
been  rendered  necessary  within  the  last  two 
or  three  years  by  measures  which  have  re- 
ceived the  general  assent  of  the  House. 
There  has  been  legislation  for  increased 
education,  and  for  sanitary  improvements. 
We  have  to  pay  for  our  improved  civilisa- 
tion, and  for  the  greater  comfort  that  is 
now  enjoyed  by  all  classes  of  the  people. 
Hod.  Members,  therefore,  who  press  these 
proposals  forward  must  not  complain  if,' 
when  their  wishes  arc  complied  with,  the 
Executive  Government  comes  forward  with 
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new  demands  upon  the  tazpayer.  Thehon.  |  £1,000,000  to  meet  current  expenditure. 
Ilember  for  PontoFract  (Mr.  Cbildera)  took  i  This  8}-stera  of  cross  accountfl,  which  must 
credit  to  the  late  Government  because  its  be  ycry  intricate  and  costly,  was  due  to  the 
expenditure  had  been  generallj  below  the  ,  action  of  the  ri;;ht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Estimate.  Now  the  Secretary  for  War  has  '  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  who,  when 
alluded  to  the  numbers  of  the  men  recruited  '■  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  was  always 
for  the  army,  and,  although  the  right  bon.  taxing  his  brain  to  diseoTcr  some  financial 
Baronet  did  not  apply  it  in  that  way,  this  noTchy,  and  whose  latest  act  had  been  to 
one  item  accounts  for  almost  the  whole  of ,  tie  the  country  band  and  foot  for  twenty 
the  saTings  of  the  Eatimate  mentioned  by  j  years  to  this  scheme  of  a  sinking  fund, 
my  hon.  Friend.  The  pay  offered  by  the  '  to  create  which  it  was  necessary  to  impose 
late  Gofernment  was  not  sufficient  to  |  taxes  otherwise  needless  upon  the  country 
attract  men  to  the  standard,  and  the  num-  i  to  the  extent  of  £1,000,000  yearly, 
bers  required  for  the  serTice  could  not,  !  ^  j 
therefore,  be  obtained.  As  no  pay  was  re-  !  Amendment  proposed, 
quired  for  those  who  did  not  come  to  the!      Tolfmreout  all  the  words  after  the  words  "au. 

•«..,.u.^  u  «««  «..«  1^  ^^^u*«  «  ..»:«»  thoriied  to,  in  order  to  iDiert  the  words  "tos- 
standard,  it  was  easy  to  declare  a  aafing    j^„j  ,^  „„^^  ^^  ^^^     ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  Terminable 

bad  been  made,  and  that  is  the  way,  I  think.  -  Annuities  created  in  1600  till  the  year  1885  as 
in  which  nearly  the  whole  of  the  Taunted  '  may  amount  to  the  diiferenee  of  the  annual  pay- 
oafing  has  been  made.  What  has  been  the  '  Q^ent  made  on  their  account,  and  of  the  intereRt 

result  of  the  measure  proposed  by  the  late  \  t!^:^f^^^T/^^^  ^"^^  ^'  ''i!'!;,  n.!I  nTS'S 
Secretary    of    State    for'  War   (General    '^^^Xj^^^  say,  a  nun  of  £l,0ue.000, 

^r^i[:  *  p"«nj;'nnr  ""^    t^»«  E»/»«*V»»    -instead  thereof. 
of  about  £500,000  on  account  of  an  in- 
crease of  pay  of  2d.  per  day  to  the  sol- ';      Question  proposed,   '*  That  the  words 
dier,  and   Id.  per  day  for  re-enlistment.  \  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
We  hafe  had,  it  I  recollect  rightly,  26,000    proposed  Resolution.*' 
enlistments    of   ten  years  men.      If    we        _,       mf»/%^r«/N%T  .««^T*>.«^«r       .i    . 
bayc  increased  the  Estimates  and  added    ^  Mr.   THOMSON  11ANKE\    said,  ho 
to  the  expenditure  we  hate  something  to    ^op«^  *^»«  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer 
ahow  for  the  money;  and  wo  must  look  not .  ^o^^^  "<>*  ^^^V^  »  ^xo^ommX  which   would 
only  to  the  amount  of  tho  expenditure  to !  •"">"?*  ^^  »  "-eYcrsal  of  the  pohcy  agreed 

be  profided  for,  but  also  to  whether  that    "P^? 'V^S^npri  T  OR  n.  rn.  RXPHP 
ospenditure   is  justified    by  the  circum- ^Jm  CHANCELLOR  op  toe  EXCHE- 
atanees.     If  we  show  that  the  money  has    QULR  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
not  been  squandered  or  wasted,  but  has  pro-    P'^"  J"»  Amendment.     The   matter  had 
duccd  that  which  is  necessary  for  the  pro-    ,^««n  ^^^J  ^""jr  discussed  in  1666,  and  again 

last  year;  and  tho  House,  be  thought, 
would  exhibit  great  infirmity  of  purpose  if» 
because  of  a  temporary  pressure,  it  aban- 
doned a  course  of  action  which  had  been 


tection  and  for  the  safety  of  the  country. 
then  I  think  the  House  of  Commons  will 
not  blame  the  Go?erninent  simply  because 

tho  expenditure   has  increased.     At  this  ,  ,.,          ,             .            m.     «         ^ 

hour.  I  shall  not  trespass  further  on  the  deliberately  agreed  upon.  The  Amendment, 

attention  of  hon.  Members  ;  but  after  the  >f  «»"»^J'  ^^^^^  necessitate  the  passing  of 

long  debate  which  has  been  held  I  trust  no  »  "^^  ^c*  ^?  xegvX^i^  the  interest  payable 

di£Sculty  will  be  felt  in  assenting  to  the  ^^  *»»«  terminable  annuities. 
Uotion.                                                        I      Amendment,  by  leave,  wiikdraun^ 

Resolution  agreed  to.  Original  Question  put,  and  agre^  to. 

(2.)  Motion   made,  and    Queation  pro-  (3.)  Retolvtd,  That  the  principal  of  all  Exche- 

pgi^  quer  Bonds  which  may  bo  to  issued  shall  be  paid 

granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Commisiionert  of  ,  v  „     ,    ^  »rw  *  .w    •  .       .    r      u  l-    v 

Her  Maiest/s  Treasury  be  aatbonsed   to  raiie  il.)/?«o/w(^  That  the  interest  of  such  Lich^ 

any  sum  of  money,  not  eiceeding   One  Million  quw  Bonds  shall  be  payable  half-yearly,  and  shaU 

pounds  sterUnir,  by  an  issue  of  Exchequer  Bonds/,  he  charged  upon  and  usued  out  of  the  ConioUdatMl 

'^  Fund  ot  the  Lnited  Kinfdom,  or  the  growing 

Mn.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  called  atten-  prodoee  thereof. 

lion  to  the  fact  that  we  were  putting  by  '      „  j 

JB1,000.000  this  year  and  ef  ery  year  sue-  °^"»«  resumed. 

cessi?e1y  to  make  up  a  sinking  fund,  at  the  ,      Resolutions  to  be  reported  Tomorrow. 

oonie  time  that  wo  were  borrowing  another  Committee  to  sit  again  upon  WodiMtiaf' 


root  UW  (OELiSDj  AlIESOMENT  BILL. 
Bill  for  tb«  mnenJincnt  n(  tho  Lav  far  Ihere- 
lUr  of  Iha  Poor  in  Iratuid  b;  tubttiluling  mi 
Union  Hilling  for  tho  prCT»nl  •j»iem  of  milng  by 
Slsolontl  DiTlilan*,  vr^tred  to  be  brenght  In  b; 
Hr.  StrJMDt  BxmT  nad  Major  Ginir. 
BlU|n«Mnl«^ftndrMidthsflrMtiiii«.  [Bill  103.] 


^ 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
TuMdajt.  Uan  5,  1868. 


MmUTES.]-PnBLic   BiLLB— F.r»(   fl«oJinj— 

Marriago  Lair  (irctond)  Amondniffnt*  (BS). 
SlcBnd  Reading— Fricail J  SociMici  (43). 
^epori— Medical  Practilionon  (Coloniw)"  (79)- 
Thint  Rtadiag — Mviiagoi  (Frunpton  MuhI)  ' 


NEW  PEERS  INTRODUCED. 

The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Jolin  Trol 
lope,  Bat'otiet,  liaving  Lccn  created  Baron 
KoBtcTen  of  Cnsewick  in  the  Caunly  nf 
Lincoln — Wos  (in  the  usual  Manner)  intio- 
duceJ. 

Sir    Brook  ■Willinm    Dridge«.    Baronet, 
hnvinK   heen  ercatod  Baron   Filzwnller  of 
Woodhara  "Walter  in  tho  County  of  Ess. 
— Woa  {in  the  ubuoI  Manner)  introduood. 
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THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  BILL. 

{The  Earl  of  LichMd.) 

(so.   43.)      SECOND  READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  LICHFIELD,  in  moTing 
that  tho  Bill  he  noir  read  tlio  Bccond  time, 
said,  thnt  grent  niiEundt.'ra landing  nppcari'd 
to  have  prevailed  reapeoling  the  3rd  ctnuBo 
of  the  Bill,  petitionB  having  been  presented 
ngainet  it  from  many  societies,  one  of  them 
having  500.000  or  600,000  members,  and 
another  npwards  of  100,000  nieniherE.  It 
appeareJ  to  him  from  a  careful  peruani  of 
these  petitions  that  the  object  of  the  olaiiae 
had  been  purposely  misrepresented.     The 


■iety  t 
It  Buci: 
tho  collet 
duo  to  t 
trans  fern 
he  found 
while  hii 
often  fou 

the  furfe 
freqiientl. 


that  forfi 

Bill  iioxt 

dispute   I 
societies, 


1777  Friendly  {Mat  6,  1868)  Societm  BUI  1778 

▼erj  groat ;  but  it  was  fastly  increased  in  \  for  the  House  that,  in  a  considerable  num- 
tlie  case  of  burial  societies.  The  members  her  of  cases,  the  cipenditure  of  Friendly 
were  often  scattered  OTer  the  whole  coon-  Societies  amounted  to  considerably  more 
try,  anil  tho  redress  pro? ided  by  the  rules  ,  than  the  income ;  but  in  that  list  the  Liver 
ivas  Arbitration  in  the  place  where  the  .  Society  and  the  Victoria  Legal  did  not  ap- 
■ocicty's  business  was  carried  on  ;  and  '  pear.  HoweTcr,  from  inquiries  which  he 
where  a  society  had  branches  in  almost  ,  made,  he  found  that  the  income  of  the 
6Tery  town  it  was  often  necessary  to  go  to  .  Liver  was  £140,000  a  year,  the  manage- 
headqusrtcrs  in  order  to  obtain  redress,  i  ment  eipenses  £53.000,  and  the  funds  in 
The  Bin  proposed  that  redress  should  be  hand  £117,000.  That  Society*  which  was 
had  by  members  proceeding  against  the  ;  established  in  1850,  had  more  than  600,000 
collector  or  agent  in  the  place  where  the  ;  members.  He  would  call  their  Lordships' 
members  liyed.  There  was  a  clause  which  \  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  funds  in  hand 
prefentcd  a  society  enrolled  or  registered  !  were  considerably  less  than  one  year's  in- 
vnder  the  Friendly  Societies  Acts  from  j  come  ;  and  all  actuaries  concurred  in  stat- 
being  incorporated  under  the  Companies  |  ing  that  any  society  which  had  been  in 
Act,  1862.  At  present  members  fre-  •  existence  only  half  the  time  of  the  Society 
uently  found  that,  without  their  consent,  |  he  had  just  named,  and  had  not  a  reserved 
~  fund  of  more  than  one  year's  income,  must 

inevitably  be  insolvent  With  regard  to 
the  Victoria  Legal  Society,  he  found  that 
many  returns  called  for  with  respect  to 
that  Society  had  not  been  filled  up ;  but, 
according  to  the  last  annual  report  of  the 
Society,  it  appeared  that  the  last  year's 
income  was  £28,431.  The  expenses  and 
sums  paid  for  burials  were  placed  in  one 


the  Friendly  Society  to  which  they  belonged 
had  become  a  company,  and  they  thereby 
lost  all  the  privileges  to  which  they  would 
be  entitled  under  tho  Friendly  Society. 
He  would  now  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  petitions  which  had  been  pre- 
sented against  tho  Bill.  Their  Lordships 
were  aware  that  there  were  in  this  country 
numerous   Friendly    Societies,   admirably 


conducted,  and  doing  most  useful  work  ,  lump  sum  at  £24,140.  Thinking  that  there 
among  the  labouring  classes.  The  Odd  i  was  something  extraordinary  in  the  manner 
Fellows  and  the  Foresters  numbered  re-  |  in  which  the  accounts  were  made  out,  he 
apectively  400,000  and  200,000  members,  j  referred  them  to  two  persons  of  great  ez- 
Hc  desired  to  call  their  attention  to  the  i  perience,  who  confirmed  his  conviction  that 
manner  in  which  the  petitions  which  had  I  the  accounts  were  clearly  inaccurate ;  and 
been  presented  against  the  Bill  had  been  ,  an  actuary  of  great  experience  had  since 
got  up.  A  circular  had  been  issued  by  >  stated,  as  the  result  of  his  experience,  that 
the  President  of  the  Liver  Society,  which  |  there  was  an  inaccurate  statement  in  re- 
described  the  Bill  as  an  attempt  to  curtail,  >  spect  to  no  less  a  sum  than  £1,400.  The 
crush,  and  destroy  Friendly  Societies  and  !  funds  in  hand  belonging  to  that  Society 
working  men's  clubs,  and  to  place  them  I  amounted  at  the  present  moment  to  exactly 
entirely  under  the  control  of  a  paternal  j  half  a  year's  income.  That  Society  was 
Goveniment.  Another  circular  had  been  established  in  1843.  The  other  Society 
sent  out  by  the  secretary  of  a  different ,  petitioning  against  the  Bill  had  among  its 
•ociety,  urging  its  collectors  and  agents  to  honorary  representatives  a  Member  of  their 
get  up  petitions  signed  by  all  persons  Lordships'  House,  who  concurred  with  him 
above  fourteen  years  of  age,  on  the  allega-  in  thinking  that  the  expenditure  of  the 
tion  that  the  Government  were  attempting  Society  was  extrayagant.  These  three 
to  set  up  a  system  of  assurance  themselves,  Societies  not  only  petitioned  against  the 
and  to  rob  the  poor  by  taking  from  them  Bill,  but  prayed  to  be  heard  against  it — a 
the  management  of  their  own  affairs.  In  '  proceeding  which  simply  meant  that  etate- 
this  case  the  petitions  came  from  societies  '  ments  might  be  made  by  the  various  Col- 
in which  it  could  not  be  said  that  the  lectors  employed  by  the  Societies  as  to 
members  had  any  voice  in  the  manage- '  what  they  considered  the  importance  of  tho 
ment ;  they  were  managed  by  commit- '  business  carried  on  by  the  Societies.  One 
tees  composed  only  of  collectors  and  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  bearing  on  all 
agents  in  the  different  places  where  the  societies  alike,  was  to  tho  effect  that  in  all 
members  resided.  Three  societies  which  cases  where  a  person  was  admitted  a  mem- 
bad  presented  a  large  number  of  peti- '  her  a  policy  should  be  given  to  himi  and 
tiooe  against  the  Bill  were  the  Royal  Liver, '  also  a  copy  of  tho  mice.  He  foaod  that 
the  Victoria  Legal,  and  tho  United  Legal,  this  clause  also  had  been  petitioned  against; 
It  appeared  from  official  Uetums  printed   but  he  had  mentioned  the  matter  to  a  depo- 
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lation  whicb  he  bad  received  from  the  Odd 
Fellow*'  Society,  nnd  he  found  that  ther 
could  bo  no  practical  difficulty  in  giving 
■iicli  policies.  He  tliouglit  that  their  Lord-  . 
•Iiipa  would  >ee  that  it  "bs  the  right  of  | 
nieuiberi  of  these  looietiea  to  hnTe  eorao- 
thing  to  xhoiT  what  iheir  claim  really  whb 
upon  t)jo  socioly.  lie  know  that  it  fre- 
quently happened  that  persons  who  had 
latercBtod  themaelroa  for  complaining  mcm- 
bori  found  thai  theae  pereoua  had  nothing 
to  prove  what  their  olaim  upon  the  nociely 
WHS,  or  to  ahow  what  prococdiiiga  should 
he  iBheit.  The  next  point  provided  for  by  rules.  1 
tho  OiU  was  that  tlio  Auoual  Report,  or  the  evet 
General  Statement  of  the  Foods  and  Effects  |  the  maiv 
required  to  bo  made  to  tlie  Registrar  under  which  hj 
the  Friendly  Societies  Act  of  18S5.  should  Judge  a 
he  made  before  March,  instead  of  before  |  torest  ol 
June,  in  order  that  more  time  might  be  ho  h audi 
allowed  for  taking  proceedings,  in  the  event  i  society  t 
of  anjT  proceedings  appearing  ueooaiary  in  '■  of  that 
consequence  of  irregularities  in  the  ac-  that  all  I 
counts.  Tlio  Bill  also  required  a  detailed  .  coDfiiden 
atatoment  of  accounts  lo  be  made,  speoi-  jeot  of  j 
fying  the  sources  from  whieh  tho  inootue  |  among  I 
was  derived.  The  Bill  also  provided  for  an  ,  of  nliioh 
audit  of  aecouiilB.  He  was  perfectly  well  now  ask 
aware  that  great  difficulty  attached  to  any  |  Bill  the 
aetion  taken  with  the  object  of  providing  |  assented 
for  the  auditing  of  (be  accounts  of  ihoac  i  to  him  to 
aoctetiei ;  and  he  did  not  for  a  moment  j  Commitl 
mean  to  contend  tbat  tho  Goverument  |  rcpoat  n 
sliould  tal:e  upon  itself  so  great  a  reaponsi-  thut  lie  i 
hilily  aa  tho  duty  of  seeing  that  llieir  rules  portnnco 
were  siifficleni,  end  nscertnining  fiom  time  were  npf 
to  lime  lliat  lliey  were  solvent  mould  in- .  the  claut 
volve.  He  wns,  howoYcr,  of  opinion  that  ,  the  gont 
tiio  mere  publicity  which  would  bo  given  to '  in  nil  i 
the  state  of  their  affairs  by  means  of  the  ;  magnitu' 
audit  provided  for  by  the  clnuse,  under  the  ,  lerests  o 
authority  of  a  County  Couit  Judse,  would  iry.  ougl 
have  tho  best  possible  effect  in  the  wny  of  ,  vcdtigate 
warning  persona  nut  lu  joing  a  society  ^  useless  ( 
which  W3B  ahonn  to  be  ill  ati  unsatisfactory  ,  do  tbat  i 
position.  Ilo  came  in  tlie  next  place  to  i  nide  qui 
tno  clauses,  the  9tli  and  lOtb,  which  re- 1  into  onl, 
laled  to  affiliated  eocietiea,  such  aa  tlie  Odd  '■  having  [ 
Fcllowe  and  tlie  Foreitera.  Tlie  9lh  clause  ;  into  all  t 
had  been  riamed  expressly  for  the  purpose  I  order  to 
of  facilitating  the  opera tiona  of  thoee  inroriiiati 
societies,  hy  saving  them  Ibo  trouble  and  <  vain  in  a 
inconvenience  which  ivcro  the  conBCqucnce  I 
of  their  hein^  obliged  to  hace  the  rules  of  I 
their  different  brunches  nnd  lodges  through-  i 
out  the  country  ecpnrately  certified  ;  hut,  i 
as  be  understood  there  wob  some  objection  hiid  bee 
to  the  clause  on  liie  part  of  those  affiliated  i  their  Loi 
societies,  ho  should  offer  no  opposition  to  cmanatin 
ilB  being  withdrawn.  Tiio  10th  clause,  he  |  nhich  th 
TAf  £a)l  0/ Lichfield 
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which  he  was  preyenied  bj  the  forms  of 
the  House  from  presenting  at  that  stage. 
It  was  not  for  him,  without  nn  investiga- 
tion,  to  contradict  the  noble  Earl's  state- 
ments in  regard  to  those  societies.  No 
doubt  the  charges  for  agenej  and  manage- 
ment of  Fricndlj  Societies  were  often 
beavj ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was 
stated  by  the  parties,  that,  when  they 
came  to  carry  on  transactions  of  a  very 
minute  character,  receiving  pence  from 
persons  who  were  scattered  o?or  a  wide 
area,  a  ? ery  considerable  percentage  must 
be  expended  on  collection.  But  the  point 
to  which  he  wished  chiefly  to  call  the  noble 
Xarfs  attention  was  this — the  noble  Earl 
told  them  that  the  whole  question  of 
Friendly  Societies  required  a  fuller  inves- 
tigation than  it  could  have  before  a  Select 
Committee  of  that  House,  and  that  he 
boped  a  Royal  Commission,  for  whieh  he 
ioleoded  to  move  next  year,  would  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire-  into  the  whole  subject. 
There  were,  he  understood,  ten  Acts  of 
Parliament  already  in  existence  on  that 
subject;  and  he  should  therefore  like  to 
know  on  what  ground  the  noble  Earl  now 
proposed  to  add  an  eleventh  Act  to  them 
before  the  investigation  which  he  desired 
bad  taken  place  into  the  whole  question. 

The  Earl  of  MALMBSBURY  said, 
bo  thought  that  very  great  credit  was  due 
to  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Lichfield) 
for  the  interest  and  trouble  he  had  taken 
on  a  subject  of  vital  consequence,  he  might 
almost  say,  to  millions  of  persons  in  this 
•oantry.  No  one  was  more  anxious  than 
be  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  was  to  see 
10  important  a  question  placed  on  a  foot- 
ing satisfactory  to  the  Legislature  and  the 
olasses  who  generally  constituted  the  so- 
oioties.  Yet  he  could  not  help  being  struck, 
like  his  noble  Friend  who  had  last  spoken, 
by  an  apparent  contradiction  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  Mover,  who  had  said  that  a 
Yaat  amount  of  information  was  still  re- 
quired on  that  subject,  and  that  that  in- 
formation could  be  obtained  only  by  means 
of  a  Royal  Commission.  Now,  that  seemed 
to  be  a  good  reason  for  postponing,  until 
after  a  Royal  Commission  had  reported, 
legislation  on  a  subject,  relating  to  which, 
as  be  was  informed,  there  were  not  ten  or 
eleven,  but  twenty-four  Acts  on  the  Statute 
Book,  lie  would,  therefore,  suggest  that 
the  noble  Earl,  for  the  very  reason  he  him- 
aelf  bad  given,  that  having  made  a  very 
able  and  ample  statement  to  the  House, 
and  thereby  brought  the  subject  before  the 
public,   ho   should  wait  till  another  year, 


hoping  that  a  Commission  might  be  ap- 
pomted  to  investigate  the  whole  question  ; 
after  which  he  might  proceed  if  he  thought 
fit — and  nobody  would  be  more  able  to  do 
90  —  to  bring  the  matter  to  a  satisfactory 
issue. 

Motion  agned  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  aecord« 
ingly,  and  commitud  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tu€iday  the  19(A 
imlanU 

ENDOWED  GRAMMAR  SCHOOLS. 
QUESTIOX. 

Lord  TAUNTON  asked  the  Lord  Pre- 
sident, Whether  it  is  his  intention  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  provide  that  offices  given 
in  Grammar  Schools  shall  be  subject  to 
such  regulations  in  future  as  Parliament 
may  lay  down  ?  It  was  not  his  intention 
to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the  Report  on 
Middle  Class  Education  ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  impossible  for  anyone  to  have  read 
the  part  of  that  Report  whieh  related  to 
the  present  state  of  the  endowed  grammar 
schools  of  this  country,  which  were  about 
800  in  number,  without  seeing  that  tho 
time  had  fully  come  when,  if  Parliament 
intended  to  do  its  duty  by  the  education  of 
this  country,  it  ought  to  insist  upon  putting 
those  schools  on  a  very  different  footing 
from  that  on  which  they  now  stood.  There 
could  be  no  security  for  the  good  manage- 
ment of  these  institutions  unless  power  was 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  trustees  and 
visitors  to  dismiss  the  masters,  unless  thej 
showed  themselves  competent  to  attract 
scholars  and  to  eondoct  the  schools  in  a 
satisfactory  manner  ;  and  it  was  also  highly 
necessary  that  any  appointments  that 
might  be  made  to  the  masterships  of  gram- 
mar schools  should  be  subject  to  the  futuro 
action  of  Parliament.  Many  of  these 
masters  received  salaries  of  £300  and 
£400  a-year,  with  a  house,  and  they  were 
bound  to  receive  the  pupils  that  preaented 
themselves.  He  was  tar  from  bringing 
any  charge  against  the  whole  body  of 
masters,  but  many  of  them  had  very  few 
pupils,  and  some  were  without  a  single 
pupil,  and  pursued  a  course  which  was 
calculated  to  deter  pupils  from  coming  to 
their  schools.  One  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners reported  that  he  found  a  case 
in  which  the  ma»ter  of  an  endowed  school 
had  but  a  single  pupil,  whose  education 
was  by  no  means  what  might  have  been 
expected.  When  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner hinted  to  this  master  that  he  most 
have  mistaken  his  vocation,  and  that  it 
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was  desirable  he  should  retiroi  he  replied, 
"I  do  not  want  pnpils.  I  have  £300 
a-year,  and  I  will  not  retire  unless  on  my 
full  salary."  And  it  was  doubtful  whether 
anyone  could  turn  him  out.  The  circum- 
stances of  the  Session  were  not  such  as  to 
induce  the  Goyernment  to  bring  in  measures 
which  were  likely  to  be  much  controverted; 
but  it  was  important  that  such  a  measure 
should  be  passed  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  a  Bill  of  a  single  clause  would  be 
•ufficient. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
that  great  weight  and  importance  should 
be  attached  to  the  obseryations  of  the  noble 
Lord,  who  was  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion on  Endowed  Grammar  Schools.  These 
masters  enjoyed  a  kind  of  freehold  position, 
and  the  difficulty  of  legislation  to  meet  the 
oases  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord  was 
increased  by  the  necessity  of  compensating 
the  masters  whose  retirement  might  be 
thought  desirable.  He  quite  concurred  in 
the  opinion  thst  no  new  interests  should 
be  created  pending  legislation  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  had  been  in  communication 
with  bis  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary with  a  view  to  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  to  limit  the  interests  of  those  who 
might  be  appointed  to  offices  in  endowed 
grammar  schools,  so  that  Parliament 
might  be  left  free  to  deal  with  the  matter 
in  the  next  Session.  A  measure  would  be 
prepared  at  once,  and  it  would  be  his  duty 
to  lay  it  upon  their  Lordships'  table  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Lord  TAUNTON  suggested  that  the 
Bill  might  also  be  applicable  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  new  trustees. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
that  this  matter  would  be  considered  by 
the  legal  gentleman  entrusted  with  the 
preparation  of  the  Bill. 

lUBBIAOE  LAW  (uLELHTD)   AMENDIUEKI 

BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  amending  the  Laws  reipeotlng  the 
Solemnlxation  of  Marrisgei  in  Ireland — ^Was  ortf- 
itrUed  by  The  Marquess  of  CLANBrcABDi ;  read  1*. 
(No.  89.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock  to  Thursday  next, 

half-past  Ten  o'  dock. 


Lord  Taunton 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  5,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  — PuBUG  Bills— Orrftfirrf—Moni- 
oipal  Corporationf  (Metropolis)  ;  Corporation 
of  Loodon  * :  Stockbrokers  (Ireland).* 


IRELAND— CATTLE  PLAGUE. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he  will 
lay  before  the  House  the  detail  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  sum  lefied  over  Ireland 
to  meet  preliminary  expenses  in  anticipa- 
tion of  the  cattle  plague  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  accounts  were  nearly  completed,  and 
the  details  would  he  laid  on  the  Table  as 
soon  aa  possible.  A  small  sum  remained 
in  hand  which  had  not  been  expended. 

IRELAND  — DEATHS  FROM  SMALLPOX. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  would  now 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  about  to  give  instructions 
to  the  Constahnlary  in  the  case  of  deaths 
from  smallpox,  caused  by  inoculation,  to 
endeavour  to  procure  an  inquest  to  be  held, 
in  order,  if  possible,  to  obtain  a  conviction 
for  manslaughter,  or  for  an  offence  against 
the  Vaccination  Act  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO,  in  reply,  said, 
instructions  had  heen  given  to  the  Con- 
stabulary in  oases  where  deaths  occurred 
nnder  the  circumstances  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  to  cause  an  in- 
quest to  be  held.  Those  instructions,  how- 
ever were  confined  to  certain  localities, 
with  regard  to  which  information  had  been 
received.  But  if  it  were  desired  that  the 
instructions  should  be  made  general,  he 
had  DO  objecton  whatever  to  that  course. 

IRELAND— HABEAS  CORPUS  ACT. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether, 
considering  the  present  tranquil  state  of 
Ireland,  he  conceives  it  necessary  to  keep 
prisoners  arrested  under  the  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  any  longer  in 
confinement ;  and,  whether  he  will  state  to 
the  House  the  number  at  present  under 
confinement  under  the  abovo  Act  ? 
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The  Earl  of  MATO  :  Sir,  when  I 
moved  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the 
farther  extension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  there  were  ninety-six  persons  in  con- 
finement in  Ireland  under  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's warrant.  I  am  happj  to  be  able 
to  state  that  this  morning  there  were  only 
twenty* three  persons  in  confinement  under 
the  pro? isions  of  that  Act,  and,  of  those 
twenty-three,  orders  for  the  release  of  four- 
teen have  already  been  made,  on  condition 
either  that  they  leaye  the  country  or  gi? e 
Bolvent  bail.  As  the  House  will  see,  there 
is  reason  to  hope  that  before  long  any 
practical  consequences  of  the  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  in  Ireland  will 
hare  ceased. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
ACT,  ISer^COMPOUND-HOUSEHOLDERS. 

QUBSTIOK. 

Mb.  SCHREIBER  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
with  reference  to  his  Answer  of  tho  18th 
of  February  upon  the  same  subject.  When 
ha  will  state  what  recommendations  he  is 
prepared  to  make  for  the  enfranchisement 
of  ''  compound-householders  in  parishes 
not  within  existing  borough  boundaries, 
but  which  might  be  wholly  or  in  part 
added  to  boroughs,"  and  of  whom  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  report  that  **  they 
will  be  precluded  from  qualifying  as  ? oters 
in  the  year  1869,  unless  some  special  pro- 
▼ision  is  made  for  their  protection  ?"  He 
had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  a  former  occasion  to  admit  the  import- 
ance of  this  question,  and  to  state  that  it 
had  not  escaped  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
Ternment ;  but,  finding  no  reference  to  the 
matter  in  the  Boundary  Bill  as  laid  upon 
the  table,  he  felt  it  right  to  ask  this  ques- 
tion.    [••  Order  in 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  obsenratioos 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  are  quite  justified. 
It  was  considered  expedient  that  the  re- 
medy required  should  not  be  included  in 
the  Boundary  Bill  as  laid  upon  the  table; 
but  that,  when  the  Measure  had  gone 
through  Committee,  I  should,  if  necessary, 
propose  a  clause  upon  the  subject.  Of 
course,  it  is  quite  possible  that  the  matter 
may  have  pre? iously  received  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  upon  the  Bill. 

SCHOOL  AND  TRAINING  SHIPS. 

QUsanoN. 

Mb.  WHALLET  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  with 


reference  to  the  sale  of  such  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships  AS  are  not  now  required  for 
the  SerTice,  Whether  the  use  of  such  ships 
might  be  obtained  for  Schools  or  other 
public  purposes,  subject  to  such  conditions 
for  their  preserTation,  and  their  return 
when  required,  as  the  Admiralty  may  pre- 
scribe ? 

LOBD  HENRT  LENNOX  said,  in  re- 
ply,  that  the  Admiralty  had  already  in 
many  instances  gifen  ships  for  the  pur- 
poses specified  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  would  be  glad  to  do  so  where  this  was 
possible  and  compatible  with  the  public 
sernce.  At  the  same  time  he  must  point 
out  that,  in  many  cases,  the  societies  not 
only  asked  for  the  loan  of  ships,  but  re- 
quired that  these  should  be  refitted,  caulked, 
and  otherwise  repaired  at  very  large  cost, 
for  which  no  provision  could  be  made  in 
the  Na?al  Estimates. 

DEBATES  IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

QUESnOK. 

Mb.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Speaker,  Whether 
the  direct  allusions  made  that  evening  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
to  what  had  taken  place  in  the  House  of 
Lords  was  in  order  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  The  rule  of  the 
House  is,  that  allusion  to  debates  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  should  not  be 
made  in  this.  It  would  hafe  been  com- 
petent to  the  hon.  Member  to  haye  risen 
to  order,  if  he  had  thought  fit  this  even- 
ing ;  but  it  is  scarcely  possible  that,  under 
all  circumstances,  the  rule  can  be  construed 
in  an  absolutely  literal  manner.  When 
declarations  have  been  made  by  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  particularly  as  affecting  the 
position  of  this  House,  exceptions  hare 
been  made  to  the  strict  obser? ance  of  this 
particular  rule. 

BOUNDARY  BILL—QUESTION. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  When  the  Boundaries  Bill 
would  be  brought  on  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  had  expected  to  proceed 
with  the  Boundary  Bill  on  Thursday  ;  but, 
as  that  day  had  been  given  up  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  for  his  remaining  Resolutions, 
he  feared  he  should  not  be  able  to  do  so. 
He  would,  however,  proceed  with  it  on  the 
earliest  possible  day. 


Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINQTON 
said,  he  would  beg  to  ssk  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  any  regulations 
for  the  Army  Reserfe  or  Militia  Beserfe 
Forces  ha? e  been  made  under  the  **  Army 
Beserye  Act,  1867/'  and  the  ''Militia  Re- 
serfo  Act,  1867  ;"  whether  any  instruc- 
tions with  reference  to  the  latter  force 
have  been  issued  to  Commanding  Officers 
of  Militia  Regiments  now  called  out  for 
training ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  such 
regulations  and  instructions  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINOTON  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  regulations  had  been  made  under 
both  Acts.  Those  regulations  would  be 
issued  immediately,  and  laid,  on  the  table 
of  the  House. 

MINISTERIAL  STATEMENT— DEFEAT  OF 
THE  GOVERNMENT  ON  THE  IRISH 
CHURCH  RESOLUTIONS— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  put 
a  Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
which  will  require  some  eiplanation  ;  and 
I  will  therefore  commence  by  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House.  I  think  the 
justification  of  that  course  will  appear  from 
the  matter  which  I  have  to  state.  I  did 
not  expect,  when  I  closed  the  remarks 
which  I  had  to  make  to  the  House  yester- 
day afternoon,  on  the  subject  of  the  Minis- 
terial Explanations,  that  it  would  be  my 
duty  to  revert  to  that  matter  at  so  early  a 
date.  But  the  character  of  the  debate 
which  took  place  in  this  House  was  unex- 
pectedly altered  by  a  remarkable  declara- 
tion, withheld  from  us  by  the  Prime 
Minister  during  the  lengthened  speech 
which  he  addressed  to  us  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Sitting,  and  given  in  so 
enigmatical  a  manner  and  at  such  a  period 
that  neither  my  hon.  Friends  who  sit  about 
me,  nor  I  myself,  were  in  a  condition  to 
follow  him  or  to  comment  upon  that  speech. 
But  even  that  declaration,  enigmatical  as 
it  was,  does  not  constitute  the  whole,  or 
even  the  main  part,  of  the  subject  which  I 
wish  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
Government  and  the  House,  and  with  re- 
spect to  which  I  am  about  to  pnt  a  Question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government.  I  must  remind  the  House 
briefly  of  what  occurred  with  regard  to  an 
eisential  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's communication.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  us  at  the  commencement 
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had  tendered  to  the  Grown  was  to  dissolve 
the  present  Parliament ;  but  that  if,  for 
any  reason,   Her   Majesty 'saw  cause  to 
prefer  a  different  course,  and  to  ask  the 
advice  of  other  persons,   Her   Majesty's 
Government  would  place  their  resignation 
in  Her  Majesty's  hands.      Her  Majesty, 
said  the  right  hon.   Gentleman,  did  not 
accept   their   resignation,    and    she   was 
ready — I  am  quoting  now  what  I  believe 
to  have  been  his  words,  but  up  to  this 
time  I  have  only  given  the  substance  of 
them— ''she  was   ready  to   dissolve  this 
Parliament  as  soon  as  the  state  of  Public 
Business  would  permit."     I  myself,  Str- 
and,  I  believe,  the  whole  House  —  dis- 
tinctly understood  the  meaning  of  those 
words ;  and  I  testified,  and  others  did  so 
too  in  the  remarks  which  they  offered, 
that,  according  to   our  view,  the  advice 
offered  as  to  an  immediate  dissolution  had 
not  been  taken,  that  the  resignation  of  the 
Government  had  not  been  accepted,  and  that 
the  condition  in  which  we  stood  was  this— 
the  Government  proposed  to  carry  on  the 
Public  Business  until  after  the  completion 
of  those  portions  of  business  which  they  had 
declared  to  be  essential — namely,  business 
having  relation  to  the  subject  of  Reform — 
when  they  should  be  in  a  condition  to  ad- 
vise Her  Majesty  to  dissolve  the  present 
Parliament.     The  reference  to  such  a  dis- 
solution was  undoubtedly  not  open  to  ob- 
jection ;    although,  on   other  groands,  it 
was  my  duty  to  take  exception  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  and  other  Members  took  exception  to 
it  likewise  with  great  justice  upon  other 
points.  One  of  them,  in  particular,  mj  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Tower    Hamlets    (Mr,   Ayrton),    rightly 
charged  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by 
the  roodeof  his  communication  to  the  House, 
for  the  first  time^  I  believe,  in  recent  his- 
tory, certainly  within  the   recollection  of 
the  present  generation,  or,  as  far  as  I 
know,    within    any  other    recollection,— 
seemed  to  make  Her  Majesty  the  sug- 
gester  of  the  course  which  was  about  to 
be  pursued  by  the  Government,  instead  of 
the  acceptor  or  rejector  of  the  simple  and 
single  advice  tendered  by  them  to  her,  as 
has  been  the  ease  on  every  former  occa- 
sion.     However,    feeling    the    absorbing 
interest  and  importance  of  a  great  public 
question,  I  think  I  may  say  for  some,  if 
not  all  of  us,  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House,   that  we  were  desirous  to  pass 
by  topics    purely  political,  and  in  that 
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strain  the  debate  was  closed.  But,  at  the 
close  of  the  debate,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  ns,  in  that  enigmatio  manner 
which  is  so  peculiar  to  him,  a  most  im- 
portant addition,  which  was  likewise,  in 
fact,  an  alteration  of  the  speech  which  he 
had  made,  because  he  signified  that  Her 
Majesty  hsd  given  an  unqualified  assent 
to  a  dissolution  of  Parliament,  without 
reference  to  the  new  or  to  the  old  con- 
Btituencj.  Had  I  had  the  power  of  follow- 
iDg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  should 
have  asked  for  an  eiplanation  of  that 
statement.  I  own  it  excited  my  suspicion; 
I  thought  that  it  meant  more  than  the 
words  were  intended  at  the  moment  to 
eonvey,  and  that  it  was  a  sort  of  coyer  for 
future  and  ulterior  designs.  But  I  wish 
now  to  illustrate  that  which  occurred  at 
the  close  of  our  debate,  when  none  of  us 
who  had  entered  into  it  were  in  a  condition 
to  comment  on  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  when  the  House,  at 
the  approach  of  the  ineyitable  hour  of 
dinner,  had  sunk  to  low  water  mark.  The 
illustration  which  it  appears  to  hare  re- 
ceiTed  from  a  statement  made  elsewhere  is 
really  most  significant.  It  signifies  not  to 
me  in  what  other  place  this  statement 
was  made.  I  am  not  going  to  run  across 
either  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of  any  of  our 
rales — I  speak  of  statements  credibly  re- 
ported to  have  been  made,  it  matters  not 
in  what  place,  by  responsible  Advisers  of 
the  Crown ;  and  it  is  upon  this  statement 
that  I  wish  to  put  a  distinct  question  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government — a  question 
which,  I  trust,  will  lead,  either  upon  this 
or  upon  some  other  occasion,  if  it  should 
be  requisite,  to  an  answer  equally  clear 
and  distinct.  It  appears  that  one  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  (the  Barl  of  Malmesbury) 
made  a  declaration  elsewhere  which  was 
in  precise  concurrence  and  agreement,  so 
far  as  I  am  able  to  learn  or  to  comprehend 
it,  with  the  first  edition  of  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon«  Gentleman.  After  that 
had  been  done,  exception  was  taken  to  that 
statement  upon  grounds  essentially  similar 
to  part  of  the  objections  taken  in  this 
House,  and  a  question  appears  likewise  to 
have  been  put  asking  for  further  informa- 
tion from  the  Goremment.  In  answer  to 
that  question  the  Duke  of  Richmond  is 
reported  to  have  spoken,  and  to  have 
touched  upon  one  or  two  points  to  which 
in  my  remarks  I  have  referred.  In  the 
early  part  of  what  fell  from  him,  he  is 
reported  to  have  said — 
"  I  can  only  recapitulate  imperfbotly  what  my 


noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  stated  so 
clearly  as  to  the  position  of  afhirs  at  this  moment. 
The  Prime  Mioister,  on  the  part  of  bis  CoUeagaes, 
tendered  to  bis  Sovereijpa  the  resignation  of  thoir 
OflSces  on  Fridaj  afternoon.  Her  Majesty  took 
time  to  consider  the  matter,  and  reoeiveid  the 
Prime  Minister  again  in  audienoe  upon  Saturday." 
— [3  Bantard,  czci.  1690.] 

Now,  Sir,  I  submit  to  the  House  that  is  a 
statement  totally  different  from  the  one 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  ["  No, 
no!*']  That  is  a  statement  that  the 
Prime  Minister  went  down  to  Osborne 
and  tendered  the  resignation  of  the  Go- 
femment  to  the  Queen.  I  do  not  now  in- 
quire how  it  was,  and  why  it  was,  the 
Duke  of  Richmond  gare  that  form  to  his 
statement— I  have  no  doubt  in  perfect  in- 
tegrity— because  that  is  a  matter  which 
may  call  for  further  comment.  ['*  Oh,  oh!*'] 
No  doubt,  it  is  the  wish  of  the  hon.  Gen« 
tlemen  who  interrupt  me  that  no  such 
comment  should  be  made  ;  but  the  duties 
incumbent  on  Members  of  this  House  are 
not  to  be  discharged  otherwise  than  in 
accordance  with  our  deliberate  convictions 
and  sense  of  what  is  right.  Sir,  as  to  the 
statement  made,  what  I  want  to  point  out 
is  this,  if  I  have  not  made  myself  clear  :— 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  went 
down  to  Osborne  and  advised  a  dissolution, 
but  if  Her  Majesty  should  see  fit  not  to 
accept  that  advice  he  tendered  his  resig- 
nation. The  statement  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  yesterday  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tendered  his  resignation 
on  Friday.  The  noble  Duke  did  not  say  a 
word  about  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bar- 
ing advised  a  dissolution.  Thai  is  the  first 
discrepancy  I  wish  to  notice,  and  respect- 
ing which  I  wish  for  information.  I  want 
to  know  whether  this  statement  is  accurate 
and  correct.  But  I  pass  on  to  a  matter 
equally  unintelligible,  and  I  think  more 
weighty  and  more  important — in  truth  a 
matter  calling  for  the  gravest  attention  of 
this  House — ^I  will  not  say  now,  because 
that  may  depend  on  the  Answers  which 
may  be  given,  but  probably  hereafter.  The 
remainder  of  the  statement  is  as  follows:*- 
After  the  noble  Duke  announced  that  Her 
Majesty  had  declined  the  resignation,  and 
that  the  Government  would  continue  to 
conduct  the  public  affairs  as  long  as  they 
were  able  to  do  so,  he  is  reported  to  have 
gone  on  and  spoken  as  follows  :— 

**  And  in  the  event  of  any  difficulties  arising. 
Her  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased  to  state  that 
she  would  make  no  objection  to  a  dissolution  of 
Parliament."— [7M<I.] 

The  noble  Duke  then  appears  to  have  pro« 
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casJod  to  reiUrato  ihtit  important  lUte- 
nient.  I  tnair  *^y  1  ha^e  endeavoured  ai 
ooll  M  I  wna  able  to  Dicertain  wholhcr  the 
report  of  llie  noble  Duke't  obiarrationR  it 
correct.  With  that  object  1  liave  applied 
to  Olio  very  competent  nilneia,  and  t!i« 
•Tideneo  1  hafo  receiired  ii  IIiilI  it  i>  car' 
reel.  Well,  then  the  noblo  Duk«  ia  tc- 
juried  to  have  made  tlieeo  further  obsor- 
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"  II  of  eouFM  will  dep«nd  upao  thi 
affklra  whnlbur  that  diuolntioa  atull  be 
tiaii  unilrr  the  eiiating  onnititufDof,  or  whclhcr 
il  iluill  bo  k  ditululian  undir  tb«  new  oonitiCuf  ncjr 
ta  bo  formed  under  tha  RoforiD  Acts ;  but  I[er 
Higeitj  wai  graciautly  plaaicd  to  itata  that  *he 
would  make  no  objection  to  either  oour*a  being 
adopted  bj  her  AdviMr*  wbeneTer  thej  ihouM  lee  pose, 
fit  to  lender  to  tier  Msjaitf  n  rMommeDdatioo 
OB  tut  Kibjeot."— {3  Hannah  oici.  IflOO.] 
[  Cheers.  1  Now,  Sir.  in  tho  Grgt  plaoe,  I  hear 
ohe«ra  wnich  I  think  it  malptinl  to  note 
from  the  opposite  side,  a*  1  preaumo  they 
are  an  indication  of  tho  opinion  of  the  Iton. 
Qentlemeo  who  utler  them  that  the  aeoti' 
menti  otprcsflod  bj  the  noble  Duke  are 
right  and  conBtitnlional  aentiments.  J  am 
not  about  to  atk  the  right  hon.  Geiilleman, 
or  the  Government,  nhollier  Hor  Majesty 
did  sa;  she  would  make  no  objection  to  a 
disiolutioTi,  or  to  any  oilier  course  being 
adopted  by  her  Advisers  wlien  they  should 
think  &l.  Sir,  a  long  experience  of  ovor 
thirty  years  has  EalisHod  this  House  anil 
the  country  that  Her  Mnjesly  well  deserves 
— if  ever  nny  Sovereign  deserved — this  j 
simple  testimony,  that  she  Icnoivs  and  that . 
she  has  over  wnlltcd  in  IIje  lifica  and  path-  I 
wojB  of  ihe  Conalitulioii.  It  is  not  for  [ 
one  moment  lo  be  supposed  that  there  is 
the  sliglitcst  question  to  he  raised  on  that  i  ot  every 
subject.  1  gladly  echo  bnek  the  just  stale- '  bcTore  tl 
ment  of  the  rigiil  lion.  Gentleman  that  lo  |  thia  Ion' 
tlio  advantage  of  having  acquired  a  tho-  diaaolvn 
rough  knowledgo  of  the  principles  of  the  ,  diflicuiti 
Conaiitulion  Her  Majesty  possesses,  in  ad- ,  i>f  its  v 
dilion,  the  inestimablo  ndvnntago  of  what  Hnjestj 
he  pointedly,  and  not  unjustly,  doscribed 
"a  vast  cxpciienee  of  public  affairs,"  S 
my  question  is  not  aa  lo  what  haa  Ink 
place,  or  to  what  has  nut  taken  place.  I 
tiveen  the  Sovereign  un<l  lier  Ministers  ; 
is  simply  as  to  tlia  words  purporting 
have  been  spoken  by  these  Ministors  thei 
Bclsos.  These  are  words  respecting  whi 
I  wish  lo  know  whether  they  ore  avowed 
disavowed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I 
the  whole  Goveniraent.  Wo  have  hea 
enough,  indeed,  of  differences  in  t 
speeches  of  Members  of  the  Cabinet.  The  man  has 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  eiact  e 
JUi:  Gladttom 
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It  would  be  most  unjust  on  my  part  to 
press  for  an  answer  to  an  inquiry  which,  so 
far  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  concerned, 
may  be  a  hypothetical  inquiry.  I  hafe  no 
objection,  therefore,  to  his  taking  time  to 
ascertain  the  facts ;  but  I  ask  for  a  distinct 
and  intelligible  answer  to  these  Questions : 
First,  whether  language  of  this  kind  was 
used  by  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  now  one  of 
the  confidential  Advisers  of  the  Crown  ; 
secondly,  if  it  was  so  used,  whether  it  is 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern mnet  as 
signifying  the  relations  in  which  they  stand 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  position 
in  which  they  would  ask  the  House  of 
Commons  to  continue  to  discharge  its  func- 
tions in  the  execution  of  the  legislative 
business  of  the  country  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  would  first  observe 
that  I  had  myself  yesterday  no  wish  what- 
ever to  again  address  the  House;  but 
pointed  inquiries  were  made  to  me  on  par- 
ticular heads,  and  it  was  necessary  there- 
fore that  I  should  reply  to  them  ;  and  I 
bad  an  opportunity  of  replying  to  them 
subsequently  to  my  original  statement,  an 
hon.  Gentleman  having  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Flouse.  That  would  have  given 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Gladstone) — although  he  had  spoken  pre- 
viously— an  opportunity  of  speaking  again. 
Therefore  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  was  silent  and  reticent 
then  because  the  forms  of  the  House  would 
not  allow  of  his  noticing  my  observations 
really  has  no  foundation.  It  was  perfectly 
open  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make 
any  comments  whatever  on  any  discrepancy 
which  he  may  have  thought  lie  observed  in 
my  statements  as  to  the  audiences  gra- 
ciously accorded  to  me  by  Her  Majesty. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  silent. 
I  do  not  think  that  on  subjects  of  this 
kind  there  ought  to  be  any  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  two  sides  of  the  House. 
It  18  for  the  interest  and  the  honour  of 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  on  a  matter 
of  such  grave  import  there  should  be  no 
misunderstanding.  We  may  all  use  ex- 
pressions which  are  liable  to  misinterpreta- 
tion i  but  I  do  unequivocally  maintain  that 
there  was  not  the  slightest  difference  — 
certainly  not  the  slightest  intentional  dif- 
ference— between  my  original  and  my  sub- 
sequent statement  as  to  what  occurred  at 
the  audience  which  Her  Majesty  graciously 

YOL.   CXCL   [XHIBD  aXBDES.] 


aoeorded  to  me.  That  there  was  a  mis- 
understanding, however,  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  of  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  as  to  one  point  was  very  obvious 
to  me  as  the  discussion  went  on,  and  ac« 
cordingly  at  the  right  time  I  took  the  op- 
portunity of  correcting  that  misunderstand- 
ing. I  will  ogain  repeat  very  succinctly, 
but  Tory  accurately,  what  occurred  when, 
by  Her  Majesty's  gracious  permission,  I 
attended  Her  Mnjesty  at  Osborne.  After 
putting  Her  Majesty  in  possession  of  the 
views  entertained  by  the  Government  of 
their  position,  I  did  at  once,  considering 
the  present  state  of  affairs,  recommend  a  dis- 
solution of  Parliament,  not  only  in  justice 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  but  for  the 
sake  of  obtaining  the  decision  of  the  country 
on  the  great  question  at  stake.  I  under- 
stand that  this  is  the  statement  I  made 
last  night,  and  I  repeat  that  statement.  I 
did  also,  when  in  audience  of  Her  Majesty, 
add,  in  reference  to  the  first  and  inferior 
motive  of  that  advice— namely,  the  per- 
sonal claims  of  the  Ministers — that  if  Her 
Majesty  thought  a  more  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  question  at  issue  could  be  at- 
tained, or  that  the  best  interests  of  the 
country  would  be  better  considered  by  our 
immediately  retiring  from  Her  Majesty's 
service,  we  should  retire  only  with  that 
feeling  of  gratitude  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred.  The  advice  then 
which  I  gave,  with  the  full  consent  of  my 
Colleagues,  was,  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
an  immediate  dissolution— to  a  dissolution 
of  Parliament  "  as  soon  as  "-—according 
to  custom  and  the  constitutional  phrase — 
'*a8  soon  as  the  state  of  Public  Business 
would  permit."  That  was  the  statement 
which  I  made,  or  certainly  intended  to 
make,  to  the  House,  and  I  believe  that 
is  generally  recognised  as  the  statement 
which  I  made. 

Mr.  bright  :  As  I  do  not  wish  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  rise  in  order  to 
explain  again,  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether 
the  recommendation  made  to  Her  Majesty 
referred  to  a  dissolution  with  the  present 
constituency  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  What  I  complain  of. 
and  what  has  led  to  misapprehension,  is 
that  when  a  person  in  my  position  comes 
here  and  makes  what  he  intends  to  be 
a  clear  and  plain  statement  of  what  oc- 
curred, hon.  Gentlemen  rise  up  and  in- 
terpose matters  which  really  haye  nothing 
to  do  with  the  question — [**  Oh,  oh  I  "]— 
nothing  to  do  with  what  I  am  stating. 
I  have  stated  what  occurred  in  that  audi- 
3  U 
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enoe ;  but  wh^n  I  have  made  what  I 
think  was  a  Terj  clear  ttatement  on  that 
aubjeot  the  hon.  Gentleman  gets  np  and 
lajB,  <*  But  did  jou  refer  to  aomething 
else  ? "  I  repeat  my  statement  as  I 
made  it.  We  recommended  abiolutelj  and 
unequiyocally,  without  reference  to  any 
particular  circumstances,  that  Her  Majesty 
should  dissolve  Parliament  for  a  particular 
reason  ,as  soon  as  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness would  permit.  And  Her  Majesty, 
without  reference  to  any  point  such  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  mentions,  ultimately 
sanctioned  that  advice,  refusing  to  accept 
our  resignations,  and  expressing  her  readi- 
ness to  dissolve  Parliament  as  soon  as  the 
Public  Business  would  permit.  That  was 
the  statement  which  I  made  last  night.  I 
afterwards,  having  Her  Majesty's  permis- 
sion to  speak  frankly  to  the  House,  and 
wishing,  as  indeed,  it  was  my  duty,  to 
conceal  nothing,  but  simply  to  discharge 
my  duty  to  the  House,  made  a  statement 
in  reference  to  the  meaning  which  the 
House  might  wish  to  ascribe  to  the  phrase 
*'  when  the  state  of  Public  Business  will 
permit."  And  I  need  not  remind  the 
House  that  I  was  in  a  position  in  which  no 
Minister  was  ever  placed  before,  because 
the  circumstances  which  now  exist  never 
existed  before.  Therefore  it  was  my  duty 
to  lay  those  circumstances  before  Her  Ma- 
jesty ;  but  this  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
original  advice  given,  or  with  the  original 
decision  of  Her  Majesty.  I  had  to  state 
facts  which  are  perfectly  familiar  to  every 
Gentleman  in  this  House — that  there  is  an 
existing  constituency  and  a  newer  consti- 
tuency— which  matters  Her  Majesty  must 
have  been  well  acquainted  with^  although  I 
nevertheless  felt  I  ought  to  bring  them 
directly  under  Her  Majesty's  notice.  I 
did  hope  that  if  we  gave  up  all  the  Bills 
which  we  had  introduced  into  the  House, 
and  confined  our  attention  merely  to  the 
supplementary  measures  connected  with 
the  Reform  Act,  the  House  would  act  cor- 
dially with  the  Ministry,  so  that  we  might 
be  able  to  bring  affairs  to  so  expeditious  a 
conclusion  that  the  General  Election  might 
be  taken  by  an  appeal  to  the  new  consti- 
tuency. That  is  what  I  conveyed  to  the 
House  yesterday — that  was  the  observation 
which  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  make  to  Her 
Majesty,  and  I  could  not  have  appeared  in 
this  House  upon  the  subject  without  frankly 
communicating  the  fact  in  the  same  spirit 
to  the  House.  But  that  has  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  original  object  of  my 
f isit  to  Osborkie.     I  did  at  once,  in  oonse- 
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qnenoe  of  the  state  of  afiiairsi  and  in  conse- 
quence of  the  position  in  which  we  were 
placed,  recommend  a  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  as  I  have  already  stated  to 
the  House,  I  did,  on  behalf  of  myself  and 
my  Colleagues,  tender  our  resignations. 
Her  Majesty  refused  to  accept  our  resigna- 
tions, and  sanctioned  a  diuolution  of  Par- 
leament  as  soon  aa  the  state  of  Public 
Business  should  permit.  I  am  sorry  to 
have  been  under  the  necessity  of  going  at 
any  length  into  this  subject  on  the  present 
occasion;  but  after  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  I  should  put  the  matter 
clearly  before  the  House.  And  now.  Sir, 
I  think  that,  having  been  the  Minister  who 
was  in  audience  of  the  Queen,  my  state- 
ment on  this  subject  may  be  taken  as  the 
authentic  statement ;  and  if  a  statement  is 
made  in  ''another  place''  by  a  Minister 
who  is  my  Colleague,  and  which  may  be 
different  from  the  statement  I  have  made 
here— and  I  must  candidly  aay  I  was  en- 
tirely unaware,  until  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  the  House  this  evening,  that  any 
remarks  of  the  kind  had  been  made,  for  I 
have  had  no  opportunity  of  making  myself 
acquainted  with  them— but  if  any  of  my 
Colleagues  in  **  another  place  "  have  con- 
veyed a  different  impression  to  the  House 
in  which  they  sit,  it  appears  to  me  that— 
I  having  been  the  Minister  who  was  in  au- 
dience of  the  Sovereign,  and  who  came 
down  here  to  make  an  authentic  statement 
by  Her  Majesty's  command  and  permission 
— the  logical  consequence  would  be  that 
my  Colleague  in  "  another  place "  should 
be  called  upon  to  explain  the  differences 
between  the  statement  alleged  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  have  been  made  there 
and  the  statement  made  by  the  Chief 
Minister^  who  has  been  in  audience  of  the 
Queen,  and  who,  by  Her  Majesty's  com- 
mand and  permission,  came  down  to  the 
House  of  Commons  to  tell  the  whole  truth 
and  nothing  but  the  truth. 

Mb.  BOUVBRIE:  If  a  Member  of 
this  House  wished  to  ascertain  what  had 
been  stated  by  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  '*  another  place,"  the  proper 
course  to  take  would  be  to  ask  a  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  does  not  sit  in  the  other 
House,  and  consequently  has  no  opportu- 
nity of  questioning  the  Colleague  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  has,  however, 
a  legitimate  and  proper  opportunity  of 
questioning  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
here,  and  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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hM  complained  of  my  nght  bon.  Friend*! 
giTing  him  an  opportunity  of  giring  an 
explanation  in  this  House  I,  for  one,  am 
at  a  loss  to  nnderstand.  I  admit  there 
may  be  a  defect  of  understanding  on  my 
part ;  but  still  I  think  there  is  an  ambi- 
guity in  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  not  told  us  whether 
the  dissolution  which  he  recommended  to 
Her  Majesty,  and  which  her  Majesty  sano- 
tionedy  will  be  with  the  present  or  the  future 
constituency.  Now,  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, as  I  understand,  stated  in  "  another 
place  " — and  the  accuracy  of  the  report  is 
not  disputed— that  the  power  of  dissolution 
was  in  the  alternative,  and  the  important 
business  still  before  tins  House  is  to  be 
conducted  under  the  impression,  at  any 
rate  in  this  House,  that  if  the  Ministry  are 
defeated  a  second,  or  rather  a  fourth, 
time,  then,  at  last  a  dissolution  is  to  come. 
Those  who  have  been  at  a  public  school 
know  what ''  a  first  fault  "  is  ;  but  it  ap- 
pears that,  according  to  this  new  constitu- 
tional doctrine,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
according  to  the  explanation  of  the  Duke 
of  Bichmond,  has  gone  a  step  further  than 
he  enunciated  yesterday,  and  now  the  doc- 
trine seems  to  be  that,  if  the  Government 
suffer  a  tremendous  defeat  once,  or  twice, 
or  three  timea,  it  shall  count  for  nothing  ; 
but  that,  if  they  are  defeated  again,  there 
shall  certainly  be  a  dissolution  and  an 
appeal  to  the  existing  constituency.  Now, 
that  seems  far  worse  than  anything  which 
has  been  yet  proposed.  On  this  point  let 
me  appeal  to  the  good  sense  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  has  a  con- 
siderable knowledge  of  constitutional  prac- 
tice. How  is  it  possible  for  the  delibera- 
tions of  this  House  to  be  fairly  conducted, 
or  for  the  relations  between  the  House  and 
the  Crown  and  its  Ministers  to  be  properly 
maintained,  if  this  is  to  be  the  understand- 
ing? I  think  all  this  follows  from  the 
course  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
pursued.  I  insist  upon  it  that  it  is  a  sound 
doctrine  that,  under  such  circumstances  as 
exist  at  present,  Government  ought  either 
to  resign  or  dissolve ;  and,  in  the  latter 
erent,  they  ought  to  state  distinctly  and 
clearly  that  they  will  only  just  conclude 
the  business  already  in  hand,  appealing  to 
the  good  sense  of  the  House  to  assist  them 
in  doing  so.  Now,  if  you  are  determined, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intimated 
yesterday,  to  csrry  on  this  Parliament  till 
the  new  constituency  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  their  opinion,  eight 
or  nine  months  must  certainly  elapse— and 


possibly  eighteen  or  nineteen  months — be- 
fore we  can  have  a  dissolution,  because  the 
Scotch  and  Irish  Reform  Bills  now  stand 
in  the  position  which  the  English  Reform 
Bill  occupied  last  year ;  and,  if  we  are  to 
have  long  end  elaborate  discussions  in 
Committee  on  the  clauses  of  those  Bills,  it 
is  not  at  all  unlikely  that,  at  the  close  of 
the  discussions,  some  demand  may  be 
made  that  the  register  of  the  new  voters 
in  Scotland  and  Ireland  should  not  come 
into  operation  till  the  succeeding  year,  so 
that  a  further  lease  of  Office  will  be  given 
to  the  Government.  It  comes  to  this — the 
House  of  Commons  have  distinctly  ex- 
pressed this  want  of  confidence  by  an  over- 
powering vote.  [Criei  of  ••  Move  !  "]  I 
say  there  has  been  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  of  the  House  on  the  Irish 
ecclesiastical  policy  of  the  Government.  I 
contendi  and  without  dread  of  dispute,  that 
this  wos  not,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
alleged  yesterday,  an  unprovoked  and  un- 
necessary move  on  the  part  of  the  Opposi- 
tion ;  but  that  it  was  provoked  by  the 
Government  stating  and  inviting  an  opinion 
upon  their  Irish  Church  policy.  Then, 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  vote  to  which 
we  came  ?  It  was  that  we  had  no  confi- 
dence in  the  Irish  ecclesiastical  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ;  that  we  did 
not  approve  the  principle  of  levelling  up 
rather  than  the  principle  of  levelling  down; 
that  we  had  a  distinct  policy  which  was 
the  exact  contrary  of  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  that  in  this  most  material 
respect  we  had  not  the  slightest  confidence 
in  the  Government.  That  is  equivalent  to 
what  has  been  admitted  in  the  past  prac- 
tice and  history  of  this  House  to  be  sub- 
stantially a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence. 
It  is  idle,  after  a  Resolution  of  that  kind 
has  been  carried  by  such  a  majority,  to 
say — "  It  is  true  you  may  not  like  our 
Irish  Church  policy  ;  you  may  not  think  it 
right  to  endow  a  new  Roman  Catholic  Col- 
lege, nor  to  increase  the  Regium  Donum  ; 
but  look  how  unassailable  are  our  foreign 
administration,  our  Indian  government,  and 
our  financial  management,"  That  is  no 
answer  to  the  vote  of  this  House  that,  in 
respect  of  their  Irish  Church  policy,  the  Go- 
vernment does  not  possess  our  confidence. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  said,  that  the  state- 
meut  of  the  noble  Duke  in  '*  another  place  " 
was  perfectly  plain,  straightforward,  and 
was  expressed  in  language  not  so  cautious 
and  not  so  mystifying  as  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   The  statement  that  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  had  just  made  was  in  perfect 
accordance  with  the  narrative  of  the  nohle 
Duke  ;  but  he  must  confess  that,  after 
hearing  the  first  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  laboured  under  a  very 
different  impression  of  what  had  taken 
place  than  he  did  after  hearing  the  expla- 
nations of  this  evening.  What  he  under- 
stood this  evening  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  advised  a  dissolution  of 
this  House,  and  Her  Majesty  had  consented 
to  it,  and,  further,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  prepared  to  press  that  dis- 
solution, not  upon  any  necessary  measures 
for  completing  the  Reform  Bills,  but  only 
if,  upon  the  introduction  of  any  new  matter 
or  subject,  a  vote  equal  to  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence  were  carried.  If  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  —  and  it 
was  a  point  that  should  be  cleared  up — the 
House  was  at  perfect  liberty  to  alter  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  Reform  Bills  and  the 
Boundary  Bill  as  it  pleased.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  not  endorse  that  it  should 
enter  into  legislation  on  these  matters  with 
the  threat  of  dissolution  hanging  over  its 
head.  He  could  have  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stattnj^;  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  perfectly  willing  to  complete  the 
work  of  Reform  and  tiien  to  dissolvoi  that 
would  be  a  fair  and  just  proposition  ;  but 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  say 
be  had  the  power  in  his  pocket  to  dissolve 
the  House  if  it  altered  the  Scotch  or  Irish 
Reform  Bills,  or  rejected  the  Boundary 
Bill,  that  was  a  most  unconstitutional  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  any  Minister.  The 
declaration  of  the  noble  Duke  appeared  to 
have  been  amply  borne  ont  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  card  WELL:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  if  anybody  questions 
a  statement  that  has  been  made,  or  sup- 
posed to  have  been  made  by  one  of  his 
Colleagues,  the  logical  course  is  to  put  a 
question  to  that  Colleague  himself  It 
appears  to  me  that  when  we  want  to  know 
whether  the  language  of  a  Colleague  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the  language  of 
the  collective  Government,  acknowledged, 
approved,  and  avowed  by  the  Tight  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  and  when  we  speak  of 
transactions  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  not  his  Colleague,  took  a  part, 
whatever  the  logical  course  may  be,  the 
fair  and  straightforward  conrse  is  to  pro- 
pround  a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself,  and  if  there  is  no  mystery 
at  the  bottom  of  this  matter  there  will  be 
DO  difficulty  in  giving  a  simple  answer  to 
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the  question.  It  is  our  boonden  doty  to 
see  whether  there  is  any  mystery,  or  whe- 
ther there  is  plainness  and  straightforward- 
ness on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  Government.  In  the  reply 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  night  he 
used  these  words — 


"  Her  Majesty  did  not  accept  our  resignations, 
and  gave  her  nnqnalifled  assent  to  a  ditiolution  of 
Parliament,  withoat  the  least  reference  to  old  or 
new  constituencie8.''---[3  ffamardf  ozoi.  1743.] 

Now,  Sir,  in  those  words,  taken  by  them- 
selves, there  is  not  rising  to  the  surface, 
perhaps,  the  appearance  of  a  menace  or 
threat ;  but  these  words  do  not  stand  by 
themselves ;  they  are  explained  by  other 
words  which  have  been  used  by  a  person 
justified  in  speaking  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  refers  to  the 
same  transaction,  and  his  words  are  these — 

"  We  intend  to  conduct  the  aflkirs  of  the  country 
■0  long  as  we  are  able  to  do  so ;  and  in  the  event  of 
any  dilBculties  arising  Her  Majesty  was  graciously 
pleased  to  state  she  would  make  no  objection  to  a 
disiolution  of  Parliament.  Il,  of  course,  will  de- 
pend upon  the  state  of  affiiirs  whether  that  diwo- 
lution  shall  be  a  dissolution  under  the  ezistlDg 
constituency  or  whether  it  shall  be  a  dissolution 
under  the  new  constituency  to  be  formed  under  the 
Reform  Acts."— [3  Hamard,  czci.  1690.] 

Now,  Sir,  we  have  a  practical  object  in 
endeavouring  to  obtain  an  answer  to  this 
question.  As  long  as  I  have  been  in  Par- 
liament, or  have  read  anything  even  of  the 
rudiments  of  the  Constitution,  I  have 
believed  there  were  two  things  which  to 
violate  was  to  violate  the  essential  condition 
of  freedom  in  this  country  :  one  was  to  give 
the  Sovereign  the  appearance  of  express- 
ing an  opinion  to  Parliament,  and  the  other 
was  placing  Parliament  in  reality  or  in 
appearance  under  the  menace  or  threat  of 
dissolution.  Now,  Sir,  it  appears  to  roe 
upon  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman— it  is  not  yet  clear,  but  we  are 
giving  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  fair  and 
straightforward  opportunity  of  saying  whe- 
ther it  be  the  case— firstly,  that  he  tendered 
simple,  unqualified,  direct  advice  to  his 
Sovereign,  and  not  contingent  or  optional 
advice  ;  and  secondly,  he  ii  not  now  plac- 
ing us  under  the  menace  or  threat  of  a  dis- 
solution in  regard  to  the  future  conduct  of 
our  business  in  this  House.  That  was  the 
object  of  the  question  propounded  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  I  humbly  submit  to 
the  House  it  cannot  be  put  off  by  clever 
phrases  and  ingenious  evasions  in  debate  ; 
and  that  we  are  entitled  to  be  told  in  what 
character  we  are  about  to  legislate  during 
the  short  remainder  of  the  Sessioni-and 
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whether  we  are  the  free  representatiTes  of 
those  who  sent  ua  here  or  we  onlj  hold 
oar  places  at  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  :  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  citj 
of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gardwell),  has  put  an  in- 
telligible and  very  simple  question,  to 
which  the  Government  are  able  to  give  a 
▼cry  intelligible  and  simple  reply.  But 
the  question  as  it  was  originally  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  was  one  which  it  was  not  per- 
fectly easy  to  understand,  and  still  less 
easy  to  answer.  The  question  as  it  was 
put  had  reference  to  what  had  been  said  by 
roy  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
in  "another  place."  My  right  hon. Friend 
the  First  Minister  had  not  read  or  seen  the 
report  of  what  the  Duke  of  Riehmond  had 
said  ;  and  I  may  say  for  myself,  that  I 
also  had  not  seen  it ;  but  a  question  has 
now  been  put  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Cit?  of  Oxford  to  which  the  Go- 
vernment  have  not  the  smallest  difficulty 
in  giving  an  answer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks,  whether  it  is  to  be  under- 
stood  tliat  the  Government  hold  out  to  the 
House  any  menace  of  a  dissolution.  ["  No, 
no  !  *']  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  whether  that  was  not  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  were 
asked,  unless  I  misunderstood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  this  question,  whether  it 
was  to  he  understood,  in  the  account  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  had  given  of  his 
interview  with  Her  Majesty,  and  uf  Her 
Majesty's  expressions  of  approval  of  the 
recommendation  that  had  been  made  to 
her,  that  a  menace  was  held  out  to  this 
House  by  which  the  House  was  to  be  con- 
sidered to  proceed  to  wind-up  the  business 
which  now  lies  before  it  under  the  threat  of 
a  dissolution.  I  say  at  once,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  there  was  no  intention 
of  that  sort,  and  that  no  such  menace  was 
held  out. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  that,  having  listened 
attentively  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  yesterday,  he 
had  failed  to  understand  the  exact  situation 
of  affairs,  which,  therefore,  might  not  be 
so  well  understood  by  other  hon.  Members 
and  throughout  the  country  as  it  ought  to 
be*  He  had  been  enlightened  by  the 
statement  made  in  "another  place,"  and 
he  bad  listened  to  the  further  explanations 
that  had  now  been  made,  and  he  was  now 
more  confused  than  he  was  before  any  ex- 
planation was  given.     He  was  inclined  to 


to  think  this  confusion  arose  from  the  fnct 
that   the   Prime   Minister  had  gi?en  the 
House,  not  a  statement  of  what  took  place 
between  himself  and  his  Sovereign,  but  a 
short  summary  of  his  own  idea  of  the  com- 
munications which  passed  between  them. 
["  Oh  r']     He  must  repeat  that  assertion, 
and  adhere  to  it,  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  profess  to  give  an  ac- 
count of  the  communications  between  his 
Sovereign  and  himself ;  but  he  gave  only 
the  effect  of  it;  and  the  communications 
could  not  have  been  of  the  brief  nature  he 
had  described  to  the  House.     In  attempt- 
ing to  give  a  short  version  of  what  must 
have  taken  place  he  might  have  done  jus- 
tice to  himself  ;  but  it  was  not  so  clear  he 
had  done  full  justice  to  hit  Sovereign.     A 
very  painful  impression  would  be  created 
throughout  the  country,  and  more  especially 
in  Ireland,  when  the  full  nature  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement  of  the  result 
of  his  communication  with  his  Sovereign 
was  understood.     For  what  was  that  re- 
sult ?     Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell 
his  Sovereign  that  a  great  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons  had,  after  full  discus- 
sion, deliberately  resolved  upon  a  policy 
with  the  object  of  satisfying  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  that  it  was  necessary,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  great  majority  of  the  HousOt 
that  that  policy  should  be  immediately  car- 
ried into  effect  ?   Did  he  tell  his  Sovereign 
that  he  was  determined  to  resist  that  policy 
to  the  utmost,  and  would  use  all  the  power 
and  influence  of  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  setting  at  defiance  the  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  House  of  Commons  ?    Did 
be  ask  to  be  left  in  Office  for  that  purpose; 
and  was  it  for  that  purpose  his  Sovereign 
said  he  should  not  resign,  but  should  con- 
tinue to  administer  public   affairs  ?     The 
House  must  know  something  more  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  tendered  his  resignation! 
which   his  Sovereign  refused   to   accept? 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  advise  his 
Sovereign  to  accept  his  resignation  ?   Thia 
practice  of  tendering  a  resignation  was  un- 
intelligible unless  it  was  accompanied  by 
the  most  solemn  advice  to  the  Sovereign 
to  accept  it,  and  unless  all  the  argumenta 
were  used  which  were  necessary  to  induce 
the  Sovereign  to  accept  it.     ["  Oh,  oh!"1 
If  this  were  not  done,  how  eould  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  suggest  that  the  Sovereign 
was  keeping  him  in  Office  for  the  purpose 
of  resisting  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the 
House  of  Commons?     It  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  explain  the  whole  interview^ 
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and  not  the  effect  of  it,  wben  that  effect 
was  to  gife  a  character  to  a  Ministry  at 
the  expense  of  the  Sovereign.     Then,  in  a 
further  communication  with  the  Sovereign, 
language  was  used  of  a  most  equiTOoal  cha* 
racter.     This  was  when  a  su^sgestion  was 
made  that  Parliament  should  he  dissolved 
"  as  soon  as  the  state  of  Public  Business 
wonid  admit.*'     In  the  ordinary  sense  of 
those  words  they  meant  that  Parliament 
would  be  dissolved  within  a  fortnight.     If 
such  language  were  addressed  to  any  hon. 
Member  conversant  with  public  affairs,  and 
he  were  told  that  Parliament  was  to  be 
dissolved  as  soon  as  the  state  of  Public 
Business  would  admit,  he  would  at  once 
understand  that  there  would  be  a  dissolu- 
tion within   a  fortnight.      Was   that  the 
sense  in  which  this  recommendation  was 
made  to  Her  Majesty,  or  had  it  some  diffe- 
rent meaning  ?    If  so,  it  was  an  ambiguous 
piece  of  advice,  leading  to  no  satisfactory 
result.     Tbey  had  not.  as  it  appeafed  to 
him,  had  a  fair  and  frank  statement  of 
what  took  place  between  the  Sovereign 
and  the  First  Minister,  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  repeat  the  assertion  that  the  name 
of  the  Sovereign  had  been  used  towards 
the  House  in  a  manner  wholly  unjustifiable. 
What  was  the  proposition  that  had  been 
made  to  the  House  ?     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  asked   the  great  majority  of  the 
House  to  come  to  this  extraordinary  bar- 
gain, that  thoy  should  abdicate  their  func- 
tions during  the  residue  of  the  Session, 
and  refuse  to  proceed  with  the  Public  Busi- 
ness submitted  for  their  consideration,  and 
that  for  no  purpose  that  he  could  conceive, 
save  to  keep  the  present  Government  in 
Office.    He  wanted  to  know  whether,  when 
such  a  proposition  was  made,  the  House 
did  not  feel  itself  outraged  when  it  was 
asked  to  abdicate  all  its  functions,  forego 
all  its  privileges,  and  postpone  all  its  busi- 
ness, for  no  other  object  thun  to  gratify  the 
ambition  of  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown? 
Mb.  graves  :  I  would  not  have  risen 
at  the  present  moment  if  I  were  not  ac- 
actuated  by  a  strong  feeling,  which  I  believe 
to  be  shared  by  many  of  the  Independent 
Members  of  this  House,  and  I  hope  that 
they  will    not    hesitate  to  express  their 
opinion  upon  the  present  aspect  of  affairs. 
If  I  have  hitherto  remained  silent  on  the 
obstruction  to  the  business  of  this  House 
which  is  caused  by  these  discussions,  it  is 
not  because  the  questions  which  now  oc- 
cupy so  much  of  our  time  might  not  have 
been  as  well  dealt  with  at  the  close  of  the 
Session,  when  they  would  not  have  stood 

Mr.  Ayrton 


in  the  way  of  others,  but  because  I  felt 
that  any  appeal  to  either  side  of  the  House 
would  be  receired  as  useless.  But  if  I  have 
hitherto  remained  quiescent  in  this  state  of 
things,  that  is  no  reason  for  my  continuing 
to  do  so,  and  allow,  without  observation,  the 
ordinary  business  of  this  House  to  be  ob- 
structed night  after  night  as  it  has  hitherto 
been.     I,  for  one,  enter  my  protest  against 
this  state  of  affairs.     I  do  not  wish  to  use 
harsh  words.     I  would  rather  throw  oil  on 
the  troubled  waters.  But  I  think  it  deserves 
consideration,  whether  it  is  right  or  just  that 
questions,  however  grave  and  important  in 
themselves,  should  be  allowed  to  monopolixe 
the  whole  of  our  time,  espeeially  when  sud- 
denly interposed  ?    The  half  of  the  present 
Session  is  now  run,  and  we  have  Estimates 
that  are  still  to  be  approved  by  the  House; 
we  have  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Reform  Bills 
almost  untouched;  we  have  the  Boundary 
Bill  and  the  Bribery  Bill  to  consider;  we 
have  the  Education  and   the  Bankruptcy 
measure  to  discuss.    These  might  be  small 
matters  in  comparison  with  the  topics  of 
factious  party  warfare  ;  but  they  are  matters 
of  grave  consideration  for  the  country  at 
large,  and  I  urge  them  on  the  fair  and 
candid  consideration  of  the  House  at  large, 
and  not  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  the 
one  side  or  the  other.     We  have  these 
measures;  and,  what  is  more,  we  were  told 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  that  he  had  a  measure  prepared  for 
the  settlement  of  the  land  question  in  Ire- 
land, and  I,  who  know  something  of  that 
question,  tell  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  that  if  he  had  taken  up 
the   Irish   land   question   he    would    have 
earned  the  lasting  gratitude  of  Ireland,  and 
not  the  lasting  bitterness  which  will  fol- 
low his  attempt  to  overthrow  a  Church. 
These  are  the  reasons  which  have  induced 
me  to  bring  the  House  back  to  the  bosinest 
that  lies  before  it;  and  I  appeal  to  Indepen- 
dent Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
to  condemn  this  system  of  perpetual  party 
warfare.     I  do  not  wish  to  impute  motives, 
or  I  should   allude   to  the  lemblance  of 
wilful  obstruction.     The   business  of  the 
House  has  come  to  a  dead  lock,  and  un« 
less  those  Members  who  are  above  party 
feeling  will  step  in  and  interfere  in  a  bold 
and   decided    manner,    the    present  state 
of  things  will  be  anything  but  creditable 
to   us.      Men  come  here   from   different 
motives :   some  for  amusement,  somo  for 
occupation,  some  for  place.     But  there 
are  also  some  who   come  here   from   a 
simple  and  earnest  desire  to  do  their  duty, 
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and  to  Msist  id  oarryiag  out  the  praotioal 
legislation  of  I  lie  country,  and  to  do  this 
thej  make  great  saerificefi.  But  I  begin  to 
tliiok  that  auch  men  are  out  of  place  in  this 
House.  My  experience  has  certainly  not 
been  of  great  duration,  but  I  speak  of  the 
experience  of  the  last  few  Sessions,  and 
especially  so  far  as  the  experience  of  the 
present  year.  I  kno«r  I  need  not  appeal  to 
the  right  faon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire, because  he  has  committed  himself  to 
a  course  whieh,  however  unexpectedly  in- 
troduced to  this  House-* however  some 
may  regard  it  as  an  obstruction  to  prac- 
tical busioess— -still  he  pursues  it  with  an 
impetuosity  and  aa  impulsiveness  whieh 
would  render  any  appeal  to  him  a  mere 
waste  of  time.  Bnt  1  do  appeal  to  those 
Members  who  last  year  so  boldly  and  man- 
fully asserted  the  rights  of  prirate  judg- 
ment, and  who  by  their  independence  saved 
their  party  from  disgrace.  To  them  we  owe 
it  to  a  large  extent  that  we  have  a  Reform 
Bill— to  them  we  owe  it  that  that  Bill  was 
carried  tlirough  this  House — to  them,  who 
represent,  like  myself,  large  constituencies 
and  important  oommercial  interests — to 
them  I  make  my  appeal  to  stop  these  party 
contests  that  are  going  on  night  after  night. 
They  are  the  men  who  have  great  weight 
and  importance  in  this  House  ;  and  1  ask 
them  to  assist  in  bringing  the  House  back 
to  that  etate  in  which  it  will  be  possible  to 
transact  the  ordinary  and  necessary  busi- 
ness of  the  country. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  :  1  freely  grant  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool,  who  has 
just  reaumed  his  scat,  is  an  apt  type  of 
the  purity  and  placidity  of  this  House.  But 
when  he  says  that  he  is  about  to  pour  oil 
upon  this  debate,  I  most  say — and  wiih  his 
oommercial  knowledge  he  will  recognise  the 
article — that  there  is  an  oil  called  petroleum, 
which  has  anything  but  calming  effects  upon 
the  surface  on  which  it  is  poured.  When 
the  hon.  Gentleman  undertakes  to  lecture 
Members  on  this  (the  Opposition)  side  in 
good  round  words  upon  the  position  of 
affaira,  and  talks  of  the  stop  which  has 
been  put  to  private  business,  I  think  he 
might  have  taken  larger  views,  and  recol- 
lected that  there  are  questions  of  such 
great  public  import  that  a  Member, 
whether  private  or  having  held  an  official 
capacity,  is  quite  warranted  in  coming 
forward  and  expressing  his  opinion  upon 
them.  1  do  not  wish  to  lay  any  stress 
upon  ducal  declarations  in  *'  another  place." 
They  are  generally  confused,  and  fre- 
quently ungrammatieal.     If  I  wunt  an  ex- 


planation of  Ministerial  policy  I  do  not  go 
to  the  subordinates  of  the  Qovemmenti 
however  distinguished  by  title  ;  I  come  to 
the  great  man  himself-*-to  the  Minister 
who  sits  iu  this  House.  Well,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  last  night  explained  the 
course  he  pursued,  and  I  am  free  to  say 
that  I  am  not  disposed  to  quarrel  with  the 
decision  to  which  Her  Majesty's  Ministera 
have  come.  And  why  ?  Because  I  think 
that  a  question  so  large  in  its  import,  so 
vast  in  its  ultimate  effects  upon  Imperial 
policy — I  mean  the  question  of  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church — is  a  question 
whieh  may  be  well  referred  to  the  enlarged 
publio  opinion  of  the  new  constituencies. 
I  think  so  for  another  reason,  which  is  that 
the  present  constitution  of  this  House  is 
so  miserable,  and  many  of  its  Members  so 
weak  and  so  vacillating,  that  the  sooner 
they  are  got  rid  of  and  sent  about  their 
business  the  better  for  the  country.  But, 
Sir,  while  I  agree  with  the  decision  to 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
come,  I  must  say  I  condemn  the  means 
by  which  that  decision  has  been  arrived  at. 
Why,  Sir,  what  have  we  heard  to-night  ? 
We  have  heard  the  personal  claims  of 
Ministers  urged  as  a  reason  for  the  for- 
bearance of  the  House  ;  and,  curiously 
enough,  those  personal  claims  have  been 
put  before  the  peace  of  this  country.  What 
else  hare  we  heard  ?  For  the  first  time 
at  least  in  this  eentury  the  authority  of 
the  Grown  has  been  made  use  of  almost  as 
sympathising  with  the  difficulties  of  the 
Administration.  Nay,  more,  the  name  of 
the  Sovereign  has  been  for  the  first  time, 
I  would  almost  say,  besmirched  in  the 
arena  of  political  conflict.  Now  I  say  that 
this  is  a  most  unhappy  state  of  things,  not 
only  for  the  Crown  itself,  but  for  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  It  would  almost  seem  to 
me — listening  to  the  enunciations  made  in 
"another  place" — not  by  a  noble  Duke, 
but  a  man  who  uses  the  purest  English 
and  never  is  mistaken  in  his  meaning — 
that  there  is  a  mysterious  power  behind 
the  Throne  who  tenders  most  unconstitu- 
tional and  obnoxious  advice,  and  who,  not 
content  with  being  the  presiding  genius  of 
the  Government,  strives  to  control  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  this  Housp.  I  hope 
— without  adding  my  petroleum  to  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves) 
— the  House  will  resist  anything  of  that 
kind;  and  if  this  House  is  to  be  dissolved,  I, 
for  one,  think  the  sooner  the  better,  for,  how- 
ever inconvenient  it  may  bo  to  us,  it  is  better 
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ttint  great  public  tjueitiona  iliould  be 
rest,  otiee  »ii(l  for  over,  and  I  liope,  too,  that  i  like  my  1 
the  appnal  will  not  be  made,  na  I  boo  aigna  |  nie  [Mr. 
of  duiiig.  on  tbe  oM  liistorio  cry  of  "  Our  |  perplexed 
Frot««(ant  Queon  and  No  Poperyl"  ["Oli,  ,  iiiade  hf. 
ob  !  "]  Ym.  1  liATO  ii9cn  aigna  nf  that  i  ihnught  I 
in  ■peocbci  that  hnte  been  niado  on  the  Ifellmjf 
other  aido.  and  I  think  I  aoe  an  ban.  Qcn-  ,  Ilia  aecond 
tleman  oppoaito,  wbu  is  prohublj  preparinjt  liearing  b 
to  rolluir  ine,  whu  will  raiie  thni  ill  omened  '  not  undd 
erj  throi)([h  llio  oouiiiry.  Lot  ui  get  i  mj  right ' 
through  the  ntoetaary  buBineea  aa  eoon  a«  tract  an 
we  maji  and  I,  for  one,  inaeh  aa  I  ahould  hope  we  ■ 
dialike  a  tiait  to  mj  oon»tituent«,  and  not  — Did  Uie 
linking  for  place  in  another  OoTerDmeni,  Mojcttj  | 
but  looking  lo  the  vait  iutereata  of  this  tueneiea  4 
eountrj,  anil  putting  nir  "  peraonalclaiuii"  tlie  speed 
■iitiroir  on  one  side — whiah,  mark  joo,  wlieiher  | 
fl  not  alwnji  done  bj  other  people — I  for  an  appe^ 
one  an;,  tho  sooner  ihia  Houte  iBdiasolred,  stituencifll 
and  the  great  issue  put  before  the  countrj',  aoon  aa  t 
the  better  nill  it  be  for  the  Sovereign  of  allow.  V 
iheae  realms  and  the  Conalituiion  of  tbe  which  we< 
eountrj.  I  aia lenient 

COLONKi.  STUAET  KNOX  said,  he  did  |  tleman  t« 
not  know  whether  ho  was  the  penun  nl-  '  ihit  ha  \ 
laded  10  by  the  hoii.  Geotleman.  [Mr.  solve  Pm 
Osbornb:  No;  I  never  thmigbl  of  j'nu.]  unilerstooi 
At  nil  erenls,  what  he  would  snj  was,  tlie  re»ig< 
■■  Jnsliuo  ti>  nil.  nnd  no  surrender  of  the  ters  ;  thai 
rights  which  helung  to  us."  Hi»  object,  the  resign 
howerer,  in  rising,  was  lo  remiiid  the  right  an  unquat 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lt         ■■■■-- 


I  Tliu 


1  ho  c 


led  n 


hon,  nnd  gnllant  Friend   of 

tiee.  N(i>v,  ho  wished  to  nsk  the  ri^lit 
bmi.  Gciulenian,  whether  it'nns  only  the 
Lender  of  n  fnetious  Opposition,  niter  n 
meeting  of  tho  pnrtjr  at  liis  house,  ono  of 
tlio  wnuld-be  tenders  of  whom— the  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmainocli  (Mr.  BouTerie)— had 
Intel;  called  Diem  '■arnbhle."  ivho  thoii^'bt 
biitiBair  ciiiiiled  to  ask  questions  without 
notice;  for  it  was  evident  from  what  bad 
Dcenrred  that  (I10  right  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
luw  him  (Mr.  Diiraeli)  had  received  no 
nntiee  of  the  Question  that  Imd  been  nsked.  | 
HORSMAN;    I    hope.    Sir,    the' 
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tinf(t,  I  will  not  call  them  the  deliberations, ',  for  Liferpool  (Ifr.  GraToa)  had  aaid,  it  was 
oftheHoaae.  Then  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  '  brought  to  a  deadlock  bj  Her  Majettj't 
having  more  fullj  explained  what  was  con-  Ministert  who  clung  to  Office.  It  was  a 
Tejed  bjr  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  made  matter  of  complete  indifference  to  him  who 
werj  frequent,  unusually  frequent,  use  of  occupied  the  position  of  Prime  Minister , 
Her  Majesty's  name,  to  show  that  Her!  but  it  seemed  to  him  entirely  unconatitu- 
Majesty  had  given  her  Ministers  power  to  |  tional  to  hold  over  that  House  a  threat  of 
resort  to  dissolution  at  any  moment  or  for  i  dissolution,  which  was  to  occur  at  an  in* 
any  purpose  whenever  they  might  say  they  !  definite  time. 

had  a  difficulty  with  the  House  of  Com- 1  Sie  HENEf  EDWARDS  said,  he 
mons.  Now  the  points  on  which  I  wish  on  !  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
the  part  of  the  House  to  have  an  answer  '  (Mr.  Graves),  that  it  was  high  time  that 
from  tHb  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  these  :  the  private  Members  of  the  Hotise,  whe- 
«— First,  did  he  advise  Her  Majesty  to  dis-  I  ther  representing  large  or  small  constituen- 
■olve  or  appeal  to  the  present  conatituencies?  |  cies,  should  speak  out.  When  the  present 
The  second  question  is,  did  ho  advise  Her  ,  House  of  Commons  was  elected,  nothing 


Majesty  to  intrust  him  with  a  general 
power  of  dissolution  to  be  used  whenever 
he  thought  fit  to  advise  it ;  and  the  third 
is,  did  Her  Majesty  authorise  her  Ministers 
to  communicate  to  Parliament  that  we  were 
to  deliberate  subject  to  the  summary  exer- 
cise of  that  power  ?  These  are  all  pointa 
of  importance,  more  especially  as  I  gather 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, confirmed  and  strengthened  by  that 
of  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  that  powers 
have  been  granted  as  stated,  although  1 
do  not  believe  that  such  powers  were  for 
one  moment  thought  of  by  Her  Majesty.  It 
is  conveyed  to  us,  however,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  posaesses  those  powers, 
and  that  we  are  deliberating  under  a  threat 
of  their  summary  exerciao  at  any  moment 
that  we  happen  to  place  the  Government 


had  been  heard  of  the  disestabliahment  or 
diaendowmcnt  of  the  Irish  Church.  Re- 
form was  the  great  question  of  the  hour, 
and  it  had  remained  so  up  to  the  present 
time.  The  English  Bill  had  been  passed, 
and  the  Oovernment  now  asked  the  House 
to  complete  the  Scotch  and  Irish  measures 
and  the  Boundary  Bills  before  venturing 
upon  a  dissolution,  which  might  jeopardize 
its  completion.  On  the  new  question  of 
the  Iri^  Church,  the  country  had  as  yet 
had  no  opportunity  of  forming  an  opi- 
nion. On  what  grounds,  and  for  what 
objects  were  theso  discussions  continued 
then?  During  the  past  two  or  thrco 
days  they  had  been  maintained  by  some 
half-dozen  hungry  expectants  of  Office, 
and,  if  such  a  course  were  allowed  to 
continue,  the  electors  would  justly  com- 


in  difficulties.  1  say  wo  have  a  right  to  I  plain  that  the  whole  of  the  most  import 
know,  and  must  know,  whether  those  are  i  ant  business  of  tho  country  was  stopped, 
the  powers  which  the  Government  profess  1  merely  for  the  purpose  of  gratifying  tho 
to  have  ;  and  we  must  enforce  the  know-  ;  ambition  of  certain  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
ledge,  because  the  character  of  this  House  '  By  such  a  course,  however,  they  could 
and  its  independence  and  dignity  are  in-  probably  remind  their  representatives  that 
volvcd  in  the  answer.  |  ^^J  ^^^  returned  to  legislate   for    tho 

Ma.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  had  another '  good  of  the  country,  and  not  until  the 
Question  to  ask.  which  he  thought  the  "gbt  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
GovernmentshoulJ  answer— namely,  Whe-  '  thought  it  necessary  as  a  means  to  dis- 
ther,  if  the  Scotch  and  Iriah  Reform  Billa  ;  lodge  his  great  adversary  from  Office,  for 
were  paased,  a  measure  would  be  intro-  the  personal  interest  of  those  who  sought 
duoed  whereby  the  registration  under  those  to  obtain  seats  in  a  new  Cabinet.  It  ap- 
Bills  should  be  made  in  the  autumn  ?  TheP^^i^.to  him  that  such  an  exhibition 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  go  on  '  of  faction  was  never  before  made  by  an 
with  tho  Scotch  and  Iriah  Reform  Bills,  j  Opposition,  manifesUy  for  the  object  of 
and  immediately  after  to  proceed  to  appeal  •  displacing  one  Government,  and  re-instot- 
to  the  new  conatituencies.     He  would  ask,    ^^S  another. 

What,  then,  was  the  result  of  the  vote  of  Mr.  WHITBREAD  said  he  wished,  as 
last  Thursday,  which  waa  a  Vote  of  Want  a  humble  Member  of  the  Houae,  to  add 
of  Confidence?  It  appeared  to  him  that  his  protest  to  that  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
Her  Majesty*s  Govemmeni  hsd  entirely  behind  him  (Mr.  Bouveric),  wheu  he  do* 
disregarded  the  vote  of  Thursday  last ;  nounced  the  iuipropiiety  of  introducing  tho 
and  if  the  business  of  the  House  was  name  of  the  Sovereign  in  the  way  in  which 
brought  to  a  deadtoek,  as  the  hon.  Memlier    it  hud  been  done  by  the  Prime  Miui»tcr« 
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He  had  nerer  expected  to  hear  a  Minister 
come  down  to  the  House,  as  the  right  hon. 
Oenileman  had  last  evening,  and  shelter 
himself  behind  the  Throne.  He  alto 
wished  to  join  with  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud  (Mr.  Horsman),  and  insist  on 
direet  answers  to  the  questions  he  had  put. 
The  House  wished  to  know,  whether  the 
Prime  Minister  had  it  in  his  power  to  dis- 
aoUe  the  House  at  any  moment  ?  He  could 
not  understand,  nor  could  he  believe  that 
the  Sovereign  had  given  such  power  to  the 
right  hon  Gentleman.  He  therefore  wished 
to  hear  from  the  Prime  Minister,  whether 
the  prevailing  impression  was  founded  on 
the  truth  ;  and,  if  not,  to  hear  him  dis- 
tinctly  deny  that  the  Sovereign  had  given 
him  the  potrer  his  words  had  led  the  House 
to  believe  he  possessed  ?  On  the  other  hand, 
presuming  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
have  the  power  of  dissolution  in  his  pocket, 
he  wished  to  know  for  what  purpose  and 
on  what  account  it  was  to  be  used  ?  Was 
it  to  be  used  because  of  the  result  of  (he 
first  division  on  the  Irish  Church — the 
majority  of  60  ?  No  ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  prepared  to  let  that  vote 
pass  if  the  House  would  permit  him  to 
continue  sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
Was  the  House  to  be  dissolved  because  of 
the  second  yote,  when  the  majority  against 
the  Government  was  swelled  to  65  ?  No ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  content  to 
allow  these  votes  to  pass  if  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  remain  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  Was  the  power  to  be  used  if  the 
House  declared  for  the  second  and  third 
Resolutions  by  a  still  greater  majority? 
No ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
them  that  if  he  were  still  permitted  to  sit 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  he  would  regard 
those  Resolutions  as  the  natural  corollaries 
of  the  first.  Was  it  to  be  used  if  the 
House,  on  considering  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill,  decided  that  the  number  of  Scotch 
Members  should  be  increased  by  some  other 
means  than  by  adding  to  the  number  of  the 
House  ?  Upon  this  point  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  enlightened  the  House; 
but  information  on  the  subject  was  neces- 
sary; because  he,  in  common  with  others, 
wished  to  amend  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
Billsi  and  he  wished  to  know  whether,  they 
could  do  that  freely  and  independently,  or 
whether  they  would  deliberate  in  the  con- 
stant fear  of  dissolution  ?  Was  the  power 
to  be  used  after  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  had 
been  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  moulded  by  the  House  ?  Was 
it  to  be  used  if  the  Estimates  were  cut 

Mr.  Whithread 


down  f  Or  for  what  was  it  to  be  used  t 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  as  well  as 
possible  that  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  would  be  advanced  just  as  mnch 
this  year  with  him  in  Office  as  it  would  be 
if  he  were  in  Opposition.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  he  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  second  and  third  Resolutions, 
but  was  silent  on  the  declaration  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  proceed  with 
a  Bill  to  suspend  the  action  of  the  Crown 
regarding  the  patronage  of  th<  Irish 
Chureh.  Would  the  power  be  used  when 
that  Bill  was  passed  by  the  House  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  quite  well  that 
the  Irish  Church  qnestion  would  be  referred 
to  the  country,  whatever  Government  was 
in  Office,  as  soon  as  it  was  possible  to 
appeal  to  the  new  constituencies.  He 
knew  it  was  in  the  power  of  no  Govern- 
ment unduly  to  delay  appealing  to  those 
conetituenciei.  Then  for  what  did  he  sit 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  ?  What  principle 
did  he  maintain  by  persisting  in  retaining 
Office?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  there  to  oppose  the  action  of  the  Oppo- 
sition on  tlie  question  of  the  Irish  Chureh ; 
he  was  not  there  to  defend  his  own  view  of 
the  Scotch  or  Irish  Reform  Bills:  respecting 
all  these  matters  he  was  '*  in  the  bands  of 
the  House."  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  to  the  country  he  had  evidently  only 
one  available  cry,  and  that  waa  the  old  one 
of  "No  Surrender,"  with  the  clear  under- 
standing that  it  was  limited  strictly,  at  all 
times  and  under  all  circumstances,  to  the 
tenure  of  his  own  place. 

Mb.  LOWE  :  I  cannot  persuade  myself 
that  it  is  the  wish  of  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
this  House,  not  even  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Liverpool  and  Beverley  (Mr.  Graves  and 
Sir  Henry  Edwards),  that  this  discussion 
should  come  to  an  end  without  some  answer 
having  been  given  to  the  Questions  put  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  beginning  of 
the  evening  ;  and  it  is  only  aa  a  forlorn 
hope,  and  on  the  adventuresome  expedition 
of  trying  once  more  to  get  an  answer  to 
that  Question,  that  I  trouble  the  House  for 
one  moment.  I  do  not  offer  any  comment 
on  the  subject  now  ;  but  I  entreat  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  out  of  regard  for  their 
own  character,  out  of  regard  for  the  august 
name  which  has  been  dragged  into  this  de- 
bate, out  of  regard  for  the  character  of 
this  House  and  what  will  be  thought  of  us  , 
in  the  country,  not  to  have  it  said  that  a 
simple,  straightforward  Question  has  been 
put  to  the  Government  and  that  the  Go« 
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Termnoni  hasaToicled  answeriag  it.  ["  No, 
so !  "]      Is  it  not  80  ?     My  right  hon. 
Friend,  quoting  the  speech  of  the  Duke  of 
Eiebmond,   asked   the  First  Minister   of 
the  Crown  whether  he  disavowed  or  adop- 
ted that  speech.      That  was  a  Tery  simple 
question  ;  but  how  was  it  answered  ?    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  re*stated  what  he 
said  last  night  as  to  his  own  eommunica- 
tion  with   the  Crown  ;  but  my  right  hon. 
Friend  knew  his  duty  far  too  well  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  describe  to  the 
House  what  took  place  between  him  and 
the  Sovereign.      It  is  in  the  discretion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  to  decide  what  portion  of  his 
comnounication  with  Her  Majesty  it  is  con- 
sistent with  his  duty,  subject  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Royal  permission,  to  lay  before  this 
House.    He  was  not  asked  to  enlarge  upon 
his  own  Btatement ;  he  was  asked  whether 
be  avowed  or  disavowed  the  statement  of 
the  Duke  of  Richmond  ;    not  what  took 
place  between  him  and  Her  Majesty,  but 
as  to  the  accuracy  or  inaccuracy  of  the 
statement  made  by  a  Member  of  his  own 
Cabinet  in  **  another  place."  He  was  asked 
simply  to  say,  '*  Do  you  endorse  that  state- 
ment— aye  or  no?"      That  question  was 
in  the  first  place  evaded,  and  then  followed 
np  by  the  rejoinder,  "  You  had  better  ask 
the  Duke  of  Richmond  himself.*'     That  is 
the  whole  answer  given  by  the  first  Mini- 
ster of  the  Crown,  and  it  is  one  on  which 
I  think  I  need  not  dilate.     But  not  only 
has  the  question  been  evaded ;  another  has 
been  substituted  for  it,  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  followed  by  his  Se- 
cretary  of  State   for    India.      The  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  Oxford  (Mr. 
Card  well)  read  the  speed)  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  a  second  time,  and  added  some 
words  by  way  of  a  commentary,  in  which 
he  characterized  the  speech  as  a  menace. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  India  jumps  up  and  says,  **  The  ques- 
tion of  menace  is  easily  answered."     But 
that  was  not  the  question  put  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  ;  he  wanted  to  know  whether 
the  construction  put  on  the  speech  of  the 
Doke  of  Richmond  ^as  a  right  construction 
or  not ;  whether,  in  fact,  that  speech  was 
the  speech  of  the  Government ;  whether 
the  Government  stood  by  it  or  not.     Now, 
Sir,  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
allow  that  in  staling  the  case  I  have  done 
it  with  all  due  regard  for  the  amenities  of 
debate  ;  and  therefore,  if  I  enjoy  his  good 
opinion,   which  I   am   sure   I   must  have 
earned  by  the  manner  in  which  I  have  in- 


troduced the  subject,  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of  doing  what  I  presume  will  be  not  dis- 
agreeable to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  I 
will  read  over  the  words  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond,  and  again  ask  the  Government 
whether  the  Government  avows  them  or 
not.  Well,  Sir,  for  the  third  and  last  time 
of  asking,  the  Duke  of  Richmond  said— 

''The  result  U  that  we  still  occupy  the  same 
position  we  did  before,  and  intend  to  conduct  the 
ai&irs  of  the  country  so  long  as  we  are  able  to  do 
I  so  ;  and  in  the  event  of  any  difficulties  arising 
Her  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased  to  state  that 
the  would  make  no -objection  to  a  dissolution  of 
Parliament.  It,  of  course,  will  depend  upon  the 
state  of  a£Biirs  whether  that  dissolution  shall  be  a 
disaolotion  under  the  existing  constituency,  or 
whether  it  shall  be  a  dissolution  under  the  new 
constituency  to  be  formed  under  the  Reform  Act; 
but  Her  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased  to  state 
that  she  would  make  no  objection  to  either  course 
being  adopted  by  her  Advisers  whenever  they 
should  sea  fit  to  tender  to  Her  Majesty  a  reoom- 
mendation  on  that  subject.** — [8  ntLfucofxL  czol. 
1690.] 

I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  are  these 
words  the  words  of  the  OoTemment—- Aye 
or  No? 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  address  the  House 
for  the  second  time ;  but  under  the  cir- 
cumstances perhaps  they  will  allow  me  to 
do  so.  It  has  been  stated  that  the  name 
of  the  Sovereign  has  been  improperly  in- 
troduced into  these  debates — not  so  by  me. 
I  have  introduced  that  august  name  in  the 
spirit  of  our  Constitution,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  Her  Majesty,  and  I  know  well,  in  a 
manner  which  cannot  be  impugned.  A 
great  many*questions  have  been  addressed 
to  me,  varying  in  terms,  but  probably  hav- 
ing the  same  end,  and  when  they  have 
been  answered,  a  new  one  has  been  pro- 
posed, a  new  form  of  inquiry  has  been 
made,  and  then  we  have  been  charged  with 
not  replying.  Now,  I  do  not  approve  my- 
self the  mode  by  which  the  inquiry  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  is  made. 
It  consists  of  bringing  before  the  House*— 
without  any  notice  whatever— an  extract 
from  a  newspaper  report  of  observations 
alleged  to  have  been  made  by  one  of  my 
Colleagues  in  "  another  place, "  with  whom 
by  no  possibility  can  I  have  had  any  com- 
munication on  the  subject,  and  then  found- 
ing upon  that  extract  a  variety  of  inferences 
which  have  immediately  been  fixed  upon 
me,  as  if  I  had  committed  myself  to  every 
conclusion  which  every  speaker  has  thought 
it  right  to  make.  I  shall  not  address  my- 
self to  points  like  that,  but  to  the  great 
points  of  interest  to  the  House.  The  ad- 
vice (hat  I  gave  to  Her  Majesty  to  dissolve 
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tha  Pftriiament  was  conftiioJ  boIoIj  to  tlio 
queition  of  tlio  [risti  Cliiiroli,  And  if 
Aiij  other  difflculiy  srisea  in  ihe  conduct  of 
«iffair»,  upon  wliieli  it  occurred  to  me  and 
my  CollcngucB  that  iuch  advice  ahould  be 
f>iv«n  with  reference  to  ony  other  aubject, 
it  would  be  oar  dill;  then  again  to  repair 
to  Her  Majcatj  and  give  that  advice.  The 
content  of  Hor  Majestj  ia  eoletj  to  the 
Iitue  upon  vtbtcli  Uer  Majeatj'a  eoaaent 
oaa  required — namely,  the  question  of  the 
diaeatabliahment  of  the  Church  in  Ireland. 
That  ia  my  anawer,  and  I  hope  a  oompleto 
Kna<r«r  to  (hoae  tnrioua  furitis  of  questions 
which  have  been  urged  in  this  House. 
Then  the  ben.  Gentleman  (he  Uetiiber  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  aaya— '■  Yon  ac- 
copleil  iho  first  and  aecond  difiaiooa  upon 
tlio  quealiuH  of  the  Iriah  Church,  and  you 
are  no  longer  resisting  our  policy  upon  that 
quettiun."  I  beg  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
pardon.  I  am  not  going  lo  assent  nt  nil, 
eitlier  to  tho  second  or  the  ibird  Resolu- 
tion, 1  »aid  that  for  (he  sake  of  eipediiing 
Public  Business,  looking  on  thete  Roao- 
luiions  as  corollaries  of  tbe  lirat,  I  ahould 
not  annctiou  any  lengthened  dohalea  or  or- 
ganiicd  diiisious,  nt  the  same  time  that 
I  ahould  urge  against  them  my  most  de- 
oidcd  negative.  In  making  that  ndmia- 
aion,  for  the  sake  of  the  convoniunce  of  the 
&«uae  and  with  a  view  of  expediting  pub- 
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the  spirit  which  1  liavo  already  dcscriht 
not  lo  oppose  (ho  second  or  third  Resoli 
tions  in  an  peremptory  a  mniincr  as  I  should 
Otherwise  liavo  done— that  I  was  id  con- 
sequence pledged  in  any  wny  not  to  oppose 
(he  Bill  that  ho  is  about  lu  bring  fonvnrd. 
I  nni  Miro  (lie  right  hon.  Gentleman  >>ill 
not  fur  a  moment  pretend  that  he  con- 
cluded I  wna  not  going  to  oppose  bis  Bill, 
And  therefore  tlio  argument  of  the  bon. 
icdlord  ia  toinlly  illusory, 
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then,  to  the  lloiue  that  the  advice  which  I 
tendered  lo    Her   Majesty   respecting    the 
dissolution,  and   ilic  content  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  disaolve  Farlianieni,  referred  solely 
to  the  subject  uf  (he   disestablishment  of 
the    Church,    and   was    eonSned    solely   I 
that  suhject.      Then    1    am    taunted    nil 
this  inquiry — "  Why  did  you  not  imuicd 
Rieiy  dissolve   Parllamei.t"'"      Well,  Si 
everyone  must   know    that  ne  are  placf 
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■omo  further  eiplanation  from  the  First 
llinUter.  He  believed,  in  commoD  with 
many  other  Members  of  the  House*  that 
something  in  the  nature  of  an  in  terrorem 
influence  was  being  exercised  bj  the  Go- 
Temment  over  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  was  the  meaning  to  be  attached  to 
the  words  which  had  been  used  br  the 
First  Minister — *'  If.  in  the  transaction  of 
the  necessary  business,  any  difficulties 
should  arise,  &o,  ?  "  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  that,  in  the  event  of  a 
collision,  or  opposition  to  any  measure  ne- 
eeasary  to  complete  the  business  of  the 
Session,  tho  Government  would  use  the 
power — which  they  undoubtedly  possessed 
—of  dissolving  Parliament  ?  A  doubt 
•xisted  in  his  mind  whether  those  words 
were  not  intended  to  control  the  free  ao- 
tion  of  that  House,  and  he  for  one  de- 
precated any  such  attempt.  Having  ap« 
pealed  to  the  Government  for  an  expla- 
nation on  that  point,  he  would  now 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The 
House  had  unmistakably  evinced  its  feel- 
ing on  the  question  of  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church,  and  they  knew  that 
the  Government  had  obtained  permission 
from  Her  Majesty  to  dissolve  Parliament 
upon  that  question.  Was  it  any  use,  then, 
to  continue  to  battle  upon  this  ground  to 
tbe  obstruction  of  all  other  business? 
Bren  if  the  Resolutions  were  all  agreed  to, 
DO  man  in  his  senses  believed  that  it  would 
be  practicable  to  pass  a  Bill  founded  upon 
tbem  this  Session.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
said  he  intended  to  bring  in  a  Suspensory 
Bill.  But,  even  if  he  succeeded  in  passing 
it  through  the  House  of  Commons,  be  was 
hardl?  credulous  enouffh  to  believe  that  it 
would  succeed  in  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
therefore  asked  the  House  to  set  its  face 
•gainst  any  further  waste  of  time.  He 
luid  sat  in  that  House  for  seTcnteen  years, 
and  he  never  remembered,  and  he  did  not 
aoppoee  the  oldest  Member  could  recollect 
Ppblie  Business  in  such  a  state  of  arrear 
aa  at  present.  After  the  declaration  of 
tbe  Government,  and  knowing  that  a  dis- 
aolution  was  to  take  place  on  the  speeifie 
question  of  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church,  he  would  ask  the  House  to 
let  them  proceed  to  carry  through  the  abso- 
lately  necessary  business  uncontrolled  by 
Any  idea  of  menace  or  penalties.  Let  them 
proceed  as  quickly  as  possible  to  pass  the 
measures  necessarr  to  complete  the  *'  Re- 
form Programmci  '  and  then  the  country 
wottld  respond  to  the  appeal  made  to  it. 


Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  wished  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  that  last  year 
he  said,  in  reference  to  the  Reform  Bill, 
"  Pass  the  Bill,  and  then,  if  you  please, 
turn  out  the  Ministry  ;"  and  ho  now  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  keep  his  word. 

Mr.  WH ALLEY  expreisod  his  feeling 
that  the  circumstances  before  them,  which 
were  alleged  as  a  diffienlty,  were  in  reality 
the  reason  why  there  should  be  an  im- 
mediate dissolution  of  Parliament.  The 
?uestion  of  tho  disestablishment  of  the 
rish  Church  involved  the  English  Church 
as  well,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
now  an  opportunity  of  obtaining  an  ex- 
pression of  the  opinion  of  the  country  under 
the  present  constituencies  on  a  larger  scale 
than  any  Minister  had  enjoyed  on  any 
question  upon  record.  He  called  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  act  upon  the 
authority  he  had  received  from  Her  Msjesty, 
by  dissolving  Parliament  in  spite  of  all 
consequences  as  soon  as  the  immediate 
exigencies  of  Public  Business  could  be  pro- 
vided for,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  adopt  that  course  he  (Mr.  Whalley) 
should  be  prepared  to  support  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire  in  a 
Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence,  or  in  any 
other  course  he  might  pursue. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  to  make 
an  explanation  with  regard  to  an  observation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  who  found  fault  with  me, 
not  without  some  justice  as  far  as  the  letter 
of  the  matter  was  concerned,  for  some 
words  used  by  me  this  evening.  I  stated 
that  it  was  not  eompetent  for  me  to  speak 
last  night  after  I  had  addressed  the  House 
ouce.  That  was  not  true  in  tho  letter,  but 
it  was  true  in  the  spirit.  I  followed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  last  evening,  and  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  was  not  made 
till  after  1  had  spoken.  I  therefore  thought 
I  had  lost  my  opportunity  of  speaking 
again,  though,  of  course.  I  might  have 
spoken  again  on  the  question  of  adjourn- 
ment, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
did. 

Mr.  DARBT  GRIFFITH  said,  refer- 
ences  had  been  made  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  to  noble  Lords  speaking  in 
"  another  place  "  by  name,  and  there  had 
been  quotations  from  the  ipsisiima  verba 
of  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  and  the  Duke 
of  Richmond.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
that  was  justified  by  the  rules  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  desire  to  narrow  the  rules  of 
the  House  in  this  particular ;  but  he  should 
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be  glad  of  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker  upon 
tho  point,  in  order  that  they  might  arrive 
at  uniformity  of  conduct.  It  would  be  a 
f^veat  satisfaction  to  him  personally  if  the 
Speaker  declared  that  all  Members  of  the 
House  might  make  ase  of  similar  references 
wheneTcr  the  occasion  justified  it,  and  that 
such  privilege  should  not  bo  confined  to 
those  who  were  more  distinguished  only. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  rule  of  the 
House  was  that  allusion  to  debates  in  the' 
other  House  was  not  in  order ;  but  it  was 
hardly  possible  that  under  all  circumstances 
that  rule  could  be  absolutely  and  literally 
complied  with,  especially  when  declarations 
had  been  made  by  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
on  points  affecting  the  position  of  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  anxious  to 
state,  for  the  information  and  convenience 
of  the  House,  a  point  in  connection  with 
my  third  Resolution.  The  third  Resolution, 
in  point  of  form,  hangs  upon  the  second 
Resolution,  because  it  refers  to  *'  the  pur- 
pose aforesaid  "  — ^namely,  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  growth  of  new  vested  inte- 
rests and  restraining  the  operation  of  Com- 
missioners. I  propose,  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  in  order  that  the  Address 
upon  the  third  Resolutiou  may  contain  the 
whole  substance  of  the  Resolutions,  to 
insert  words  in  the  third  Resolution  which 
will  bring  in  that  part  of  the  substance  of 
the  second  Resolution  which  is  necessary 
fully  to  ez press  its  sense. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  I  should  like  to  see 
those  words  in  print. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Oh,  certainly  ; 
most  unquestionably.  Besides  putting  them 
in  print  I  wish  to  take  this  public  oppor- 
tunity of  drawing  attention  to  them.  They 
will  be  in  print  to-morrow  morning. 

Motioni  by  leave,  wiMraum. 

4 

ARMT— MILITART  EDUCATION. 
RBSOLUnON. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL,  in  rising  to 
move  an  Address  to  the  Crown,  on  the 
subject  of  Military  Education,  said,  he 
brought  forward  a  similar  Motion  two  years 
ago,  when,  in  a  House  of  284  Members,  it 
was  lost  by  20.  On  that  occasion  he  was 
supported  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  by  the  Secre- 
taries of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
and  for  India,  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  besides  other  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  On  the  other  hand, 
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he  had  to  deplore  the  opposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  more, 
he  hoped  and  believed,  from  a  natural  dis- 
inclination to  upset  the  determination  of  bis 
predecessors  than  from  any  abstract  love  for 
the  present  system  of  education  at  the  Mi- 
litary Colleges.  He  felt  sanguine,  however, 
that  on  a  full  consideration  of  the  whole 
question,  and  of  the  events  that  had  recently 
occurred  at  Sandhurst,  his  Motion  would 
receive  the  support  of  many  of  those  who 
had  previously  voted  against  it.  Very  few 
changes  of  importance  had  been  made  at 
Sandhurst  College  since  he  last  brought 
the  question  before  the  House,  and  matters 
bad  gone  on  from  bad  to  worse  there.  If 
half  of  what  was  stated  to  have  occurred 
at  Sandurst  last  autumn  was  true,  not  only 
was  there  a  great  want  of  respect  for  all 
discipline  there,  but  also  a  want  of  respect 
for  the  property  and  even  for  the  lives  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects.  On  the  28th 
October,  1867,  a  number  of  tho  cadets  of 
Sandhurst  College  entered  the  shop  of  a 
jeweller  of  the  Jewish  persuasion,  smashed 
everything  in  their  way,  and  attacked  and 
maltreated  the  jeweller  himself.  For  se- 
veral succeeding  nights  the  cadets  marched 
about  in  compact  bodies,  letting  off  fire- 
works and  creating  great  disturbances  and 
universal  alarm.  On  the  1st  November 
they  went  again  to  the  jeweller's  shop, 
smashed  the  fanlight  over  his  door,  and 
discharged  fireworks.  Next  day  they  en- 
deavoured unsuccessfully  to  latter  in  his 
shop  front,  and  did  considerable  damage ; 
and  on  other  occasions  they  seriously  in- 
jured a  woman,  set  fire  to  a  skittle  alley, 
and  were  guilty  of  exceedingly  riotous 
conduct.  On  one  of  the  days  in  question, 
which  fell  on  a  Sunday,  strong  measures 
were  taken  for.  the  preservation  of  disci- 
pline ;  but  the  cadets  in  the  evening  u- 
sembled  near  St.  Michael's  church  during 
the  performance  of  Divine  service,  and 
kept  up  a  hideous  noise,  eonsisting  of  cat- 
calls, yells,  shouting,  &c.  He  would  not 
pass  any  comment  upon  this  picture  of 
insubordination,  riot,  and  irreverence,  for 
it  spoke  for  itself ;  but  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  that  these  thingsmust 
nave  had  a  cause,  and  that  that  cause  was 
to  be  found  in  the  present  system  of  train- 
ing and  education  at  the  Military  Colleges. 
When  he  brought  the  question  before  the 
House  before,  he  dwelt  minutely  upon  the 
rigorous  treatment  of  the  cadets,  who  were 
not  boys,  but  young  men  of  eighteen  or  nine- 
teen-—but  the  fact  was  he  had  under-stated 
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the  ease.  The  want  of  disoipline  was  as 
much  due  to  injudicious  indulgence  as  to 
injudicious  rigour.  The  cadets  had  on- 
comfortable  dormitories  and  want  of  pri- 
Tacy  ;  they  were  subjected  to  an  irritating 
schoolboy  treatment,  and  beyond  all  that 
tbey  were  exposed,  by  the  very  action  of 
the  authorities  themself es,  to  every  species 
of  temptation.  Until  lately  not  only  had 
the  pnbliohouses  at  Sandhurst  been  thrown 
open  to  themi  but  a  canteen  had  been  estab- 
lished within  the  College  itself,  where  smok- 
ing, drinking,  and  billiard  playing  went  on; 
and  the  attractions  of  these  places,  as  com- 
pared with  the  bare  walls  and  sanded  floors 
of  their  dormitories,  led  to  a  spirit  of  lawless- 
ness which  rented  itself  sometimes  in  petty 
acts  of  wanton  mischief,  such  as  smashing 
Ismps  and  windows ;  and  at  other  times  into 
acts  of  more  serious  insubordination.  The 
large  and  increasing  class  of  cadets  who 
came  from  ^'cramming"  establishments»  and 
who,  possessing  more  money  than  brains, 
found  it  easier  to  spend  a  year  at  College 
and  purchase  a  commission  than  to  com- 
pete for  one  at  Chelsea,  exercised  a  pre^ 
judicial  influence ;  and  something  was  also 
doe  to  the  pernicious  distinction  between 
the  esecotive  officers  and  the  professors 
of  the  College— and  that  applied  to  both 
Colleges — by  which  the  power  of  punish- 
ment was  maintained  in  one  set  of  hands 
while  that  of  imparting  instruction  was 
placed  in  another.  And  that  brought  him 
to  what  waS|  after  all,  the  object  for  which 
these  Colleges  were  founded — namelyi  the 
nature  of  the  education  giren  them.  He 
admitted  that  the  education  giTcn  in  the 
Military  Colleges  was  good  in  some  points; 
but  the  question  was,  whether  it  might  not 
be  better.  The  right  hon*  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  than  whom  there  was 
no  better  judge  of  education,  objected 
daring  theKecess,  in  one  of  those  speeches 
which  all  must  admire,  eren  though  they 
did  not  concur  in  them,  to  the  unnractical 
character  of  our  Unirersity  and  public 
school  training.  Now,  the  same  remark 
would  apply  to  the  Military  Colleges  ;  yet 
the  military  profession  was  one  which  ur- 
gently required  a  practical  education.  Too 
many  subjects  had  to  be  got  up  in  too  short 
a  time,  thus  leading  to  cramming  combined 
with  the  most  absolute  ignorance  CTon  of 
the  elements  of  professional  education.  At 
Woolwich  a  cadet  had  to  perfect  himself 
in  two  years  and  a- half  in  at  least  a  doien 
subjects,  including  the  higher  mathematics 
and  natural  science,  but  he  was  not  taught 
riding  until  the  last  year  of  his  aoademioal 


course,  and  he  was  so  badly  instructed  in 
drill,  especially  sword  drill,  that  it  had  to 
be  learnt  OTcr  again  on  his  joining  the 
regiment.  At  Sandhurst,  almost  as  many 
subjects  had  to  be  mastered  in  eighteen  or 
—deducting  vacations — in  thirteen  months; 
and  it  used  to  be,  and  probably  was  still, 
proverbial  that  young  officers  coming  thence 
had  to  unlearn  all  their  drill.  Considering 
our  East  and  West  India  experiences,  it 
was  strange  that  young  officers  were  not 
instructed  in  military  law,  in  the  practice 
of  Courts- martial,  and  regimental  economy, 
which  included  a  knowledge  of  the  weight, 
price,  and  quality  of  the  soldier's  arms, 
necessaries,  and  accoutrements— subjects 
of  the  utmost  value  to  the  officer.  A  col- 
loquial knowledge  of  a  foreign  language 
was  also  exceedingly  useful  ;  but  exami- 
nations being  no  longer  titd  voce,  he  be« 
liered  it  was  not  to  be  acquired  at  Wool- 
wich or  Sandhurst ;  and  if  a  cadet  were  able 
to  string  two  sentences  together  in  a  fo- 
reign tongue,  it  was  to  be  attributed  more 
to  his  previous  training  than  to  collegiate 
instruction.  The  students  were  assem- 
bled thirty  or  forty  together  in  a  hall  and 
were  expected,  while  other  teaching  was 
going  on  around  them,  to  solve  the  most 
difficult  problems  in  mathematics  and  na- 
tural science — private  study  being  so  much 
discouraged  that  it  was  difficult  to  get 
permission  to  read  for  examinations  after 
the  lights  were  put  out.  The  consequence 
of  this  Procrustean  system,  if  he  might 
so  call  it,  was  that  no  cadet  really  had  his 
talents  turned  to  advantage.  Nobody 
took  care  to  ascertain  what  speciality  he 
was  fitted  for,  and  it  followed  that  many 
young  officers  of  great  parts  and  attain- 
ments were  completely  lost  to  the  State  so 
far  as  their  partioular  talents  were  con- 
cerned. He  would  next  refer  to  the  cost 
of  maintaining  the  Military  Colleges  — 
a  matter  which  the  educational  defects 
of  those  institutions  brought  out  only 
the  more  prominently.  Without  troubling 
the  House  with  an  array  of  figures, 
he  might  mention  the  fact  that,  exclu- 
sive of  all  the  expenses  paid  for  education 
and  maintenance  by  the  parents  and  guar- 
dians of  the  cadets,  the  two  Colleges 
at  Woolwich  and  Sandhurst  cost  over 
£35,000  a  year  to  the  SUte.  The  cost 
of  the  maintenance  of  an  individual  cadet 
at  Woolwich  was  £200  a  year,  or  30  or 
40  per  oent  higher  than  the  cost  of  the 
education  imparted  at  the  most  expensive 
of  our  public  schools,  such  as  Eton  and 
Harrow  i  60  or  80  per  cent  higher  than 
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what  was  paid  at  leas  costly  establishmentSy 
and,  as  lie  was  iDformed,  100  per  cent 
higher  than  the  expenses  of  edocatton  at 
the  French  College  at  St.  Cyr.  If  these 
figures  were  analyzed,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  education  of  the  cadet,  unlike 
that  of  the  public  school-boy,  cost  two-thirds 
of  the  whole  sum,  and  the  maintenance 
one-third;  and  the  cause  of  this  astounding 
result  would  appear  to  be  in  the  fact  that 
there  was  one  professor,  or  ezecutive 
oflScer  to  every  six  cadets,  a  number  that 
could  not  reasonably  be  increased,  if  the 
professors  were  all  dry  nurses  and  the 
cadets  all  children  in  leading  strings. 
There  was  a  time  when  things  were  very 
diflPerenty  for  about  twenty-five  or  thirty 
years  ago,  in  the  days  of  Sir  George 
Scoyell,  not  only  did  Sandhurst  pay  its 
own  expenses,  but  it  contributed  £1,000  a 
year  besides  to  the  Treasury.  He  might 
possibly  be  told  that  all  these  things  were 
thoroughly  inquired  into  in  1857  in  the 
days  of  Lord  Panmure.  That  was  per- 
fectly true  ;  but  he  would  ask,  what  atten- 
tion had  been  paid  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Commissioners  of  that  time,  confirmed  as 
it  was  by  the  Minister  of  the  day,  and 
sanctioned  by  Her  Majesty  ?  In  their 
Report  the  Commissioners  recommended 
among  other  things  the  amalgamation  of 
the  two  Colleges.  Then  followed  naturally 
the  question,  why  was  that  Report  not  at- 
tended to  ?  The  answer  was  to  be  found 
in  the  debate  which  took  place  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Monsell),  on  the  28tb  of  April,  1858. 
It  had,  he  believed,  been  erroneously  sup- 
posed that  the  House  of  Commons  on  that 
occasion  rejected  the  proposal  for  the 
amalgamation  of  the  two  Colleges.  Had 
they  done  so,  his  Motion  would  still  not 
have  been  aflfected  ;  but  an  examination 
into  that  debate  would,  he  thought,  show 
that  the  House  was  not  averse  to  the 
amalgamation  of  the  two  CollegeSi  but  to 
the  amalgamation  of  the  two  C(9leges  into 
the  College  of  Sandhurst  as  it  was  then 
constituted,  the  objection  arising  from  the 
fact  that  the  House  disapproved  the  system 
of  selection  which  prevailed  at  Sandhurst, 
while  it  approved  the  system  of  competi- 
tion which  prevailed  at  Woolwich.  In  any 
case,  the  lapse  of  time,  the  outbreaks 
which  had  since  occurred,  and  the  reluct- 
ance on  the  part  of  every  War  Minister  to 
deal  with  the  question,  on  account  of  the 
adverse  vote  supposed  to  have  been  arrived 
at  by  the  House  of  Commons,  were  in 
themselves  reasons  sufficient  why  a  fresh 
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inquiry  shonld  be  instituted.  In  his  Motion 
be  had  included  the  subject  of  military 
education,  because  he  thought  that  the 
inquiry  into  the  military  organization  and 
education  at  Sandhurst  ought  to  be  accom- 
panied by  an  inquiry  into  the  great  ques- 
tion of  the  previous  training  and  examina- 
tion of  all  candidates  for  the  army.  He 
hoped,  too.  that  the  public  schools  might 
be  induced  to  co-operate  in  this  matter, 
and  that  by  the  establishment  of  classes 
for  practical  military  education  they  might 
be  able  to  strike  a  blow  at  what  might  be 
termed ~ whether  viewed  in  a  physical, 
educational,  or  in  a  moral  point  of  vie«f — a 
a  most  factitious  system  of  education — 
he  meant  the  "cramming"  system.  He 
thought,  too,  that  it  would  be  a  very 
proper  subject  for  consideration  to  inquire 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  improve  in 
any  way  the  practical  education  of  our  Vo- 
lunteer and  Militia  officers.  It  would  also  be 
in  his  opinion  advisable  that  the  reason  for 
the  falling  off  of  the  candidates  for  school- 
masterships  at  the  Normal  Schools  at 
Chelsea  should  be  inquired  into,  as  well  as 
the  effect  which  the  recent  introduction 
of  recreations  and  amusements  for  the 
benefit  of  soldiers  had  exercised  upon 
drunkenness  in  the  army.  He  had  now 
completed  the  charges  which  be  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  bring  forward  against  the 
Military  Colleges  ;  he  had  endeavoured  to 
prove  that  their  discipline  was  bad,  their 
education  defective,  and  their  cost  extra- 
vagant. To  his  own  mind  the  remedy  was 
clear.  What  was  required  was,  in  the  first 
place,  a  searching  inquiry,  to  be  followed 
by  the  amalgamation  of  the  two  Colleges, 
as  recommended  by  the  Council  of  Military 
Education,  on  an  entirely  different  basis. 
If  he  was  right  in  anticipating  what  would 
be  the  probable  effect  of  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry,  be  might  hope  to  aee  the  day 
when  a  military  University  would  be 
founded  somewhat  upon  the  basis  of  that 
admirable  College  of  West  Point  which 
existed  in  the  United  States,  and  which 
had  been  the  mother  of  so  much  military 
talent  during  the  late  American  war, 
where  candidates  would  receive  a  really 
practical  education  in  military  matters,  and 
where  those  who  passed  would  receive  their 
commissions  quite  as  much  for  their  good 
conduct  as  for  their  proficiency  in  study. 
There  was  another  reason  why  it  was  es- 
pecially important  that  an  inquiry  should 
take  place  at  the  present  time.  The  system 
of  purchase  might  at  no  distant  date  be 
either  abolished  or  considerably  modified^ 
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4nd  in  that  event  it  wonld  be  of  the  greatest 
importance  ttiat  there  ahould  be  a  military 
University,  through  which  officers  should 
be  compelled  to  pass ;  due  provision,  of 
course,  being  made  for  a  certain  number 
of  promotions  from  the  ranlcs.  The  noble 
Lord  apologised  to  the  House  for  having 
brought  on  a  very  dry  subject  after  a  very 
exciting  one;  but  he  felt  assured  that,  al- 
though he  might  have  detained  hon.  Mem- 
bers a  long  time,  he  should  not  have  de- 
tained them  too  long  if  he  succeeded  in 
inducing  them  to  accept  his  Motion,  which 
he  thoroughly  believed  would  promote  the 
interestB  of  the  army  and  of  the  country. 
He  would  conclude  by  moving — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  a  Royal  Commitiion  oom- 
poMd  of  Military  and  Ci?ilian  Members  be  ap-' 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  Mili- 
tary Education  in  this  Country,  and  more  espe- 
eially  into  the  training  of  Candidates  for  Com- 
mtnions  in  the  Army,  and  into  the  Constitution, 
system  of  Education,  and  diBcipUoe  of  the  Royal 
Military  Academy  at  Woolwich,  and  of  the  Royal 
Military  College  at  Sandhurst,  as  well  as  into 
the  rules  and  regulations  under  which  Candidates 
are  admitted  into  those  Colleges." 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINQTON :  I  am 
afraid  my  experience  in  connection  with 
the  army  and  military  matters  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  justify  me  in  pronouncing  opi- 
nions to  which  any  value  can  be  attached 
on  the  various  questions  raised  by  the 
speech  and  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend  ; 
but  when  my  noble  Friend  gave  notice  of 
this  Motion  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  give  my 
most  careful  attention  to  the  consideration 
of  the  subject  ;  and  I  accordingly  con- 
sulted a  considerable  number  of  those 
military  men  of  long  experience  and  high 
authority  in  whose  judgment  I  felt  I  could 
confide.  The  result  of  my  reflection  and 
inquiry  has  been  that  I  consider  it  my 
duty  to  accede  to  my  noble  Friend's  Mo- 
tion. I  am  quite  sure  that  every  Gentle- 
man now  present  will  feel  that  no  apology 
was  necessary  on  the  part  of  my  noble 
Friend  for  bringing  forward  a  subject  to 
which  he  has  given  great  attention,  and 
which  he  has  now  introduced  to  the  House 
in  a  speech  of  great  clearness ;  and,  al- 
though he  terms  the  subject  a  very  dry 
one,  I  must  differ  more  from  him  on  that 
point  than  on  the  merits  of  the  Motion, 
for,  whatever  our  individual  opinions  on  it 
may  be,  everyone  must  acknowledge  that 
it  relates  to  a  subject  bearing  in  the  most 
direct  and  important  manner  on  the  inte- 
rests of  the  army.  Such  inquiries  as  I 
have  been  able  to  make  convince  me  that 
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among  military  men  generally  there  is  a 
very  strong  feeling  that  the  state  of  mili- 
tary education  in  this  country  is  not  alto- 
gether satisfactory.  I  cannot  myself  pre- 
sume to  give  any  opinion  which  would  be 
worth  considering  as  to  whether  it  be 
desirable  that  our  army  should  be  made 
more  a  professional  army  than  it  is  at  pre- 
sent. It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  there 
are  very  strong  grounds  for  believing  that 
our  army  would  be  improved  and  our  offi- 
cers rendered  more  efficient  and  more  com- 
petent to  discharge  their  duties  if  the  army 
were  made  a  more  professional  army  than 
it  now  is,  and  this  is  also  the  opinion  of 
many  officers-  who  have  given  the  most 
careful  consideration  to  the  matter.  It  is 
essential,  in  order  to  attain  that  object,, 
that  the  early  training  of  our  officers 
should  be  more  systematic  and  complete 
than  at  present ;  and  here  let  me  remind 
the  House  that  this  is  by  no  means  a  new 
question.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  dealt 
with,  and  nearly  completed,  by  the  late 
Lord  Herbert  in  .1860  and  1861,  when  he 
was  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  Lord 
Herbert  was  desirous  that,  as  regards  the 
Line,  the  Cavalry,  and  the  Guards,  all 
candidates  for  commissions  should  pass 
through  Sandhurst,  and  that  from  500  to 
600  cadets  should  be  taught  there.  This 
proposal  of  Lord  Herbert  was  carried  out 
so  far  that  it  obtained  the  approval  of  the 
Treasury ;  and,  in  the  Estimates  for 
1861-2,  a  sum  of  £15,000  was  actually 
introduced,  and  voted,  I  believe,  by  the 
House,  for  erecting  suitable  buildings  for 
the  accommodation  of  500  cndets ;  and  in 
the  following  financial  year,  1862-3,  though 
the  number  of  cadets  was  then  estimated 
at  400  only,  a  Vote  of  £12,700  was  placed 
in  the  Estimates  for  carrying  out  the 
arrangements  for  extending  the  establish- 
ment at  Sandhurst,  fiut  this  intention  to 
create  a  great  military  College  was  aban- 
doned in  consequence  of  an  objection  which 
was  raised  on  the  part  of  our  great  Eng- 
lish Universities.  At  least,  I  have  been 
told  that  that  was  the  reason  why  the  idea 
dropped  after  having  been  so  far  carried 
into  execution  ;  but  I  am  not  disposed  to 
think  that  such  objection  on  the  part  of 
the  Universities  ought  to  be  entertained 
or  persevered  in.  If  my  noble  Friend's 
Motion  should  result  in  the  recommenda- 
tions which  are  likely  to  be  made  by  the 
Commission,  I  should  regret  that  the  ob- 
jections raised  by  the  Universities  should  be 
allowed  to  interfere  with  the  plan  proposed. 
I  can  only  consider  the  interference  of  the 
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Unirenities  as  praetically  misebieTonSy  for 
the  result  of  it  has  been  to  bring  to 
Sandhurst — ^the  priTilege,  I  may  remark, 
does  not  apply  to  Woolwieh — ^young  men 
of  an  age  which  makes  them  utterly  unfit 
for  anything  like  education  in  a  seminary 
of  that  kind ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  the 
maintenance  of  discipline  has  been  ren- 
dered extremely  difficult.  And  here  lot 
me  call  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
moment  to  one  very  serious  defect  in  our 
present  system,  in  consequence  of  the  ages 
at  which  young  men  enter  the  institutions 
at  Woolwich  and  Sandhurst,  and  in  conse- 
qoence  also  of  the  reserration  to  which  I 
have  referred  in  farour  of  the  UniTcrsities. 
The  subject  was  under  serious  considera- 
tion by  myself,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  in  January  last,  when 
— at  the  request  of  his  Royal  Highness — 
I  attended  a  meeting  at  the  Horse  Guards. 
The  Commander  in  Chief  was  himself  pre- 
sent at  that  meeting,  which  was  also  at- 
tended by  the  Council  of  Military  Educa- 
tion. The  age  of  the  students  in  the  Col- 
leges was  taken  into  our  serious  considera- 
tion, and  we  came  to  a  determination  to 
make  an  important  alteration  in  this  re- 
spect. At  present  young  men  cannot  enter 
Sandhurst  or  Woolwich  before  they  are 
sixteen  years  old,  nor  remain  there  after 
they  are  nineteen.  We  agreed  that  it  was 
desirable  to  reduce  the  period  of  instruction 
to  two  years,  and  to  admit  students  from 
the  fifteenth  to  the  seventeenth  years  of 
their  age.  The  House  must,  however, 
bear  in  mind  that  young  men  are  at  pre- 
sent allowed  to  enter  the  institution  at 
Sandhurst  when  they  are  as  much  as 
twenty-one  years  of  nge,  and  to  remain 
there,  if  intended  for  the  cavalry,  until 
they  are  twenty-three.  The  result  is,  that 
very  few  young  men  avail  themselves  of 
the  opportunity  afforded  them  by  this  sys- 
tem. Toung  men  are  allowed  to  come  to 
Sandhurst  from  the  Universities  at  twenty- 
three  years  of  age,  and  the  result  is  that 
they  cannot  obtain  their  commissions  and 
commence  their  military  career  until  they 
are  twenty-five  years  of  age.  It  therefore 
appears  to  me  that  the  ages  at  which  cadets 
are  permitted  to  enter  these  Colleges  should 
be  reduced,  so  that  the  young  men  may 
commence  their  military  career  and  train- 
ing at  an  earlier  age.  This  reduction  in 
the  ages  of  the  cadets  entering  the  Col- 
leges was  discussed  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Council  of  Military  Education,  held  at  the 
Horse  Guards  in  January  last ;  but  in  con- 
sequence of  the   intention  of  my  noble 
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Friend  to  move  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Commission  being  communicated  to 
us,  it  was  resolved,  with  the  concurrence 
of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  not  to  make  any  absolute  orders 
that  cadets  must  enter  the  Colleges  at  an 
earlier  age  than  was  now  permitted  until 
after  the  subject  had  been  considered  by 
that  Commission.  Let  me  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  result  of  ad- 
mitting young  men  to  Woolwich  at  the 
ages — ^namely,  from  sixteen  to  nineteen — 
to  which  I  have  already  adverted.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  Paper  giving  the  ages  of  the 
cadets  who  were  at  Woolwich  on  the  Ist 
of  the  present  month,  from  which  I  find 
the  average  age  of  the  whole  number  of 
cadets  at  that  establishment  to  be  nineteen 
years  and  two  mcmths  ;  that  of  the  young 
men  in  the  first  class  being  as  high  ai 
twenty,  while  the  age  of  the  oldest  cadet 
in  the  first  class  was  twenty  one  years 
and  eight  months,  rendering  it  impossible 
that  he  could  obtain  his  commission  until 
he  was  twenty-two  or  twenty-three  years 
of  age,  whereas  cadets  should  commeDce 
their  military  career  at  eighteen  years  of 
age.  My  noble  Friend,  towards  the  close 
of  his  speech,  touched  upon  a  subject  which 
I  think  is  one  worthy  the  consideration  of 
the  Royal  Commission  about  to  be  ap* 
pointed — namely,  the  system  of  what  is 
commonly  and  familiarly  called  '*  cram- 
ming,'* from  which  great  evils  have  re- 
sulted. There  is,  however,  a  subject  of 
extreme  importance  and  delicacy  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  did  not  allude,  but  which 
it  may  be  thought  may  well  form  one  of 
the  points  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Commission.  I  must  confess  that  I  have 
never  been  a  very  lealous  convert  to  the 
system  of  competitive  examination;  and  I 
am  disposed  to  think  that  those  who  be- 
lieved firmly  in  that  system  have  had  their 
faith  in  it  a  good  deal  shaken  in  conse- 
quence of  circumstances  jn  connection  with 
it  that  have  recently  transpired.  I  have 
been  informed  on  unquestionable  authority 
•—and  I  can  assure  the  House  that  I  make 
the  statement  with  great  pain  and  regret, 
and  I  should,  therefore,  be  extremely 
sorry  were  I  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
over-state  the  ease — that  one  of  the  ef- 
fects of  the  system  of  competitive  examina- 
tion has  been  to  lead  to  painful  and  serious 
irregularities  and  demoralisation  at  the 
cramming  schools.  1  quite  believe  there 
are  many  of  those  establishments  which 
are  conducted  with  every  propriety  and 
with  every  respectability  ;  but  these  terms 
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of  praiae  do  not,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  apply 
to  all  of  them.  At  some  of  those  estab- 
lishments— and  I  fear  at  not  a  few — the 
principle  acted  upon  is  this:  "You,  the 
pupil,  must  give  me,  the  teacher,  so  many 
hours  in  the  day  " — which  generally  is  a 
large  demand  upon  the  time  of  the  oadet, 
usually  some  nine  or  ten  hours  in  the  day 
—"and  when  those  hours  are  oyer  you 
may  go  where  and  do  what  you  like."  I 
am  informed  upon  authority  I  cannot  doubt 
that  this  is  the  system  in  force  in  too  many 
of  these  establishments.  Indeed,  among 
my  own  prirate  acquaintance,  I  know  of  a 
few  cases  in  which  young  men,  or  boys, 
tent  to  these  schools  have  come  to  their 
parents  and  entreated  to  be  remo? ed  from 
them,  on  the  ground  of  the  irregularities 
and  demoralisation  that  prevailed  there. 
It  is  a  most  serious  question  that  any  sys- 
tem should  be  allowed  to  exist  under  which 
the  youth  of  this  country,  the  sons  of  our 
gentry,  cannot  be  trained  to  this  noble  pro- 
fession without  being  tainted  and  demoral- 
ised at  these  ill 'Conducted  establishments. 
So  strongly  was  I  impressed  by  the  state- 
ments made  to  me  upon  this  subject  that, 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  of  Military 
Education  that  was  held  at  the  Horse 
Guards  in  January  last,  I  thought  it  to  be 
my  duty  to  suggest  that  they  should  take 
the  matter  into  their  consideration  with  the 
view  of  putting  an  end  to  this  unfortunate 
state  of  affairs.  A  Committee  (of  which 
the  Rer.  Canon  Moseley  was  a  Member]  of 
that  Council  was  appointed  to  consider  the 
subject  and  to  make  a  Report  upon  it,  and 
in  the  Report  they  made  they  recommended 
that  a  system  of  inspection  of  these  schools 
should  be  established  ;  but,  after  giving 
the  subject  very  careful  consideration,  con- 
siderable doubt  exists  as  to  whether  we  shall 
be  able  to  carry  that  recommendation  into 
effect.  Had  it  been  clear  that  we  could 
have  introduced  such  a  system  with  effect 
I  should  not  have  now  mentioned  the  sub- 
ject. I  think,  however,  that  the  House  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  existing  state  of 
things  is  a  most  painful  one,  and  is  worthy 
any  amount  of  inquiry  to  see  if  it  cannot 
possibly  be  put  a  stop  to.  If  establishments 
of  this  kind  must  exist,  and  cadets  must 
attend  them  as  an  indispensable  step  to 
military  service,  they  ought  to  be  placed 
under  such  regulations  as  would  remove 
the  dangers  to  which  I  have  thought  it 
right  thus  briefly  to  advert.  My  noble 
Friend  gave  many  reasons  for  embracing 
so  many  topics  in  his  Commission.  I  do 
not  ask  him  to  alter  the  terms  of  his  Mo- 


tion ;  but  I  hope  that  when  the  Commission 
is  appointed  they  will  not  extend  their  in« 
quiries  beyond  what  is  absolutely  required 
for  a  full  elucidation  of  the  subject.  I 
regard  the  objects  of  this  Commission  as  of 
great  importance,  and  as  being  intimately 
connected  with  the  efficiency  of  the  army, 
and  with  the  proper  training  of  our  youth 
who  are  educating  themselves  for  that  noblo 
profession.  I  also  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  thinking  that  the  question  whether 
the  institutions  at  Woolwich  and  at  Sand- 
hurst might  not  be  beneficially  amalgamated 
is  one  worthy  the  serious  consideration  of 
the  Commission,  to  the  appointment  of  which 
I  have  now  great  pleasure  in  giving  my 
assent. 

Mr.  MONSELL  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  with  refereno.e  to  the  somewhat  dis- 
paraging remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  system  of  competitive  exa- 
mination at  Woolwich.  Experience  proved 
that  system  to  be  a  complete  success  both 
intellectually  and  morally.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  War  had  spoken 
of  the  cramming  establishments,  as  if  the 
system  of  cramming  and  the  demoralization 
consequent  upon  its  adoption  were  naturally 
connected  with  the  system  of  competitive 
examination.  Taking  into  consideration 
the  number  of  cadets  that  had  formerly  to 
be  sent  away  from  the  Woolwich  establish- 
ment on  account  of  the  immorality  that  pre- 
Tailed  there,  and  the  entreaties  which  were 
often  formerly  made  by  some  of  those  cadets 
whose  minds  had  remained  uncontaminated 
to  be  taken  away  from  that  sink  of  vice, 
he  thought  the  improvement  which  had 
been  introduced  into  that  establishment  by 
the  adoption  of  the  system  of  competitive 
examination  was  enormous.  With  regard 
to  the  proposed  amalgamation  of  Sand- 
hurst and  Woolwich,  in  a  former  debate 
difficulties  were  suggested  that  still  ex- 
isted with  as  much  force  as  ever.  It  was 
clear  that  if  they  were  amalgamated, 
by  far  the  greater  proportion  of  pupils 
would  be  destined  for  the  Line,  and  not  for 
the  scientific  corps  ;  and  the  necessary  and 
natural  result  would  be  that  education  would 
be  conducted  with  regard  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  non-scientific  rather  than  the 
scientific  corps.  On  the  question  of  reducing 
the  age  at  which  pupils  were  admitted,  he 
would  urge  them  to  look  at  the  practice  in 
other  countries.  There  was  in  France  an 
institution  corresponding  to  that  suggested 
by  the  noble  Lord,  for  the  general  educa- 
tion of  cadets,  and  yet,  although  pupils 
wore  admitted  to  the  Ecole  Polytechnique 
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from  the  ages  of  sixteen  to  twenty,  there 
were  hardly  any  admissions  under  seven- 
teen,  and  very  few  between  seventeen  and 
eighteen,  and  the  majority  were  between 
the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty.  It  would 
be  almost  impossible  for  Artillery  and 
Engineer  officers  to  receifo  a  proper  scien- 
tific education,  supposing  the  course  to  be 
two  years,  if  they  were  to  enter  at  an 
earlier  age.  It  seemed  to  him  it  would 
proTent  the  possibility  of  the  scientific 
corps  receiving  the  education  necessary  to 
fit  them  for  the  proper  discharge  of  their 
duties  if  the  age  were  reduced.  As  to  the 
results  of  the  competitive  system  he  was 
assured  on  the  highest  authority,  that  no- 
thing could  be  more  marked  than  the  in- 
creased application  and  industry  which  had 
followed  its  introduction.  Formerly  young 
men  who  studied  were  laughed  at,  but  now 
study  was  the  rule.  Again,  the  standard 
of  scientific  acquirements  was  higher  for 
cadets  entering  the  Royal  Military  Aca- 
demy than  it  was  formerly,  for  the  com- 
mission examinations.  So  far  from  the 
gentleman-like  tone  being  impaired  bj 
the  competitive  system,  he  was  assured 
it  was  exactly  the  reverse,  and  that  the 
conduct  of  the  cadets  was  exemplary. 
In  every  particular-- knowledge,  conduct, 
and  ability — the  new  system  answered  per- 
fectly. A  large  number  of  those  who  en- 
tered Sandhurst  had  failed  at  Woolwich  ; 
and  there  was  a  remarkable  instance  of 
two  young  men  who  failed  at  Woolwich 
attaining  the  top  of  the  list  in  the  com- 
petitive examination  for  direct  commissions. 
The  present  condition  of  the  Royal  Military 
Academy  was  on  the  whole  satisfactory, 
although  improvements  might  be  made, 
and  the  expenditure  was,  perhaps,  exces- 
sive. There  were  two  staffs  of  military 
officers  receiving  high  pay,  with  very  little 
to  do,  and  there  were  too  many  of  the  tra- 
ditions maintained,  of  rules  suited,  perhaps, 
to  school  bojs,  but  not  suited  for  young  men. 
He  sincerely  trusted  there  would  be  no 
tampering  with  the  competitive  system, 
which  worked  so  well,  for  no  movement 
could  be  more  retrograde  than  an  attempt 
to  interfere  with  it. 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  he  had 
been  rather  misunderstood.  Speaking 
generally  as  to  the  competitive  system  he 
did  not  wish  to  say  it  had  produced  bad 
effects  at  Woolwich;  on  the  contrary,  as 
far  as  he  had  heard,  he  accepted  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
results  at  Woolwich  were  quite  as  good  as 
they  had  been  before  its  introduction. 

Mr,  Monsell 


Colonel  NORTH,  referring  to  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  on  his  Motion  many  years 
a^o,  said,  there  was  hardly  a  distinguished 
officer  of  the  Royal  Artillery  and  En- 
gineers examined  who  did  not  express  the 
opinion  that  the  ages  for  admission  into  the 
Engineer  and  Artillery  corps  should  be 
lowered,  and  that  the  educational  test 
should  be  lowered  also.  The  question  was 
put  whether  the  test  now  required  from 
the  officers  was  necessary  for  the  daily 
performance  of  their  duties,  and  the  answer 
was  that  it  was  not.  With  regard  to  the 
entrance  of  officers  into  regiments  of  the 
Line,  many  of  them  began  their  duties  as 
subalterns  when  they  ought  to  be  captains. 
He  was  delighted  his  noble  Friend  bad 
succeeded  in  his  object,  because  the  state  of 
Sandhurst  College  had  been  most  extra- 
ordinary, boys  of  fourteen  being  in  the  same 
category  with  young  men  of  seventeen  and 
eighteen  ;  and  there  must  be  great  diffi- 
culty in  framing  rules  suitable  to  these  two 
classes.  He  hoped  the  Royal  Commission 
would  be  able  to  take  these  points  into 
consideration,  and  that  some  steps  would 
be  adopted  by  which  such  proceedings  as 
his  noble  Friend  had  adverted  to  would  no 
longer  prevail. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  congratulated  the  noble 

Lord  on  his  success,  which  rendered  it 
unnecessary  for  him  to  detain  the  House 
with  many  observations.  He  wished,  how- 
ever, to  draw  two  morals  from  the  course 
of  investigation  which  had  been  pursued 
on  this  subject.  One  was  the  great  im- 
portance of  perseverance.  They  were 
always  told  in  making  such  a  Motion  that 
further  inquiry  was  unnecessary,  every- 
thing was  already  known,  and  it  was  idle, 
futile,  to  seek  further  inquiry.  This  sub- 
ject had  gone  through  these  stages,  just 
as  that  of  recruiting  had  done.  Another 
little  moral  related  to  the  question  how  far 
the  Government  or  the  House  of  Commons 
were  accountable  for  economy  and  effi- 
ciency in  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 
It  had  been  roundly  stated  that  the  House 
of  Commons,  having  assented  to  the  Es- 
timates proposed  by  the  Government,  were 
fully  as  much  accountable  for  the  public 
expenditure  as  the  Government  who  pro- 
posed them;  and  if  there  was  anything  to 
blame  in  the  expenditure,  it  rested  quite 
as  much  with  the  House  of  Commons  as 
with  the  Government.  He  entirely  dis- 
sented from  the  doctrine.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  the  House  of  Commons  in  detail 
to  enforce  economy  in  the  public  expendi- 
ture.    Even  with  regard  to  those  military 
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schools  DOW  to  be  inquired  into  by  a  Royal 
Commission,  he  had  stated  more  than  once 
that  he  belioTed  the  expenditure  to  be 
eztraragant  and  unnecessary,  and  he  un- 
dertook to  demonstrate  the  fact.  So  long 
ago  as  1862  he  had  called  attention  to 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  extravagant 
expense  of  the  military  schools  of  the 
country,  founded  on  a  comparison  of  Wool- 
wich and  Sandhurst  with  the  Ecole  Poly- 
technique  and  the  Ecole  Speciale  Mili- 
taire,  their  correlatives ;  the  expenditure 
at  Woolwich  being  £160  per  annum  for 
each  cadet,  while  in  France  it  was  only 
£115  ;  and  the  teaching  and  superintend- 
ence, which  in  England  was  £85,  cost  in 
France  only  £40  each.  At  Sandhurst  the 
expense  of  living  was  £70 ;  at  the  Ecole 
Speciale  Militaire,  £50  ;  while  teaching 
and  superintendence  cost  in  England  £70, 
and  in  France  £34.  The  Secretary  for 
War  said  inquiry  was  tinnecessary  ;  but 
next  year  he  went  a  little  farther,  and 
ventured,  having  made  careful  inquiries 
throughout  the  country,  and  comparing  the 
cost  of  teaching  in  military  schools  with 
the  teaching  in  civil  schools,  to  show  that 
the  teaching  power  in  military  schools 
everywhere  was  extravagant.  The  num- 
ber of  pupils  at  Woolwich  was  180.  and 
the  number  of  teachers  35.  There  was 
great  excess  here,  particularly  in  mathe- 
matics, there  being  not  less  than  seven 
teachers  in  that  department.  Of  course, 
they  were  met  with  the  usual  ofiBcial  stereo- 
typed answers  to  such  criticisms.  The 
noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  was  not 
very  able  to  answer  ;  but  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Huntingdon  (General 
Peel)  came  to  the  rescue,  and  stated  that 
the  subject  had  been  exhaustively  con- 
sidered by  the  Commission  appointed  in 
1857,  which  had  reported  when  he  was 
Secretary  of  State.  He  attributed  the 
ignorance  which  prevailed  on  this  subject 
to  the  fact  that  the  Library  contained  no 
copies  of  that  Beport,  and  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  as  the  re- 
sult of  that  appeal,  placed  two  copies  in 
the  Library.  He  devoted  considerable 
time  in  reading  that  Report,  and,  strange 
to  say,  the  Royal  Commissioners  corrobo- 
rated most  of  the  statements  that  had 
been  made  in  that  House,  and  made 
recommendations  similar  to  those  that 
had  been  suggested  by  hon.  Members 
in  the  various  debates  that  had  taken 
place  upon  the  subject.  What  steps, 
theui  had  been  taken  since  1857  to  carry 


out  that  Report  ?  With  regard  to  the 
cost  of  education,  this  Commission  re- 
ported that  £100  per  annum  ought  to 
cover  the  expense  of  a  pupil  at  any  mili- 
tary College.  Did  not  that  show  that  £160 
was  excessive  ?  And  so  with  regard  to 
the  teaching  staff.  The  Commission  re- 
ported that  it  was  excessive.  He  then 
referred  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  that  the  age  of  admission  should  be 
altered  from  sixteen  to  eighteen,  to  fifteen 
to  seventeen,  and  observed  that  an  earlier 
age  should  not  be  named  for  entering  the 
College,  but  that  they  should  diminish  the 
time  at  which  these  cadets  might  reason- 
ably hope  for  promotion.  In  conclusion, 
he  said  that  it  was  futile  to  throw  upon 
the  House  of  Commons  the  responsibility 
of  increased  Estimates  ;  the  responsibility 
rested  with  the  Qovernment,  which  alone 
possessed  the  requisite  knowledge  of  de- 
tails. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB,  in 
reference  to  remarks  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  addressed  the  House, 
said,  he  certainly  did  not  understand  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  propose  a  reference 
to  the  Committee  of  matters  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE,  referring  to  the 
late  Sir  George  Wetherall,  said,  that  officer 
seemed  to  have  been  placed  at  the  head  of 
Sandhurst,  not  because  he  was  known  to 
possess  abilities  as  a  teacher,  but  in  order 
to  reward  him  as  a  military  man.  But  if 
it  was  intended  to  reward  or  honour  a 
man  it  should  be  done  directly,  and  not  by 
placing  him  in  a  position  for  which  he  was 
not  specially  qualified.  He  found  that 
Sandhurst  cost  £36,731  a  year,  and  there 
were  taught  300  cadets.  He  would  ask  any 
man  accustomed  to  teaching,  whether  that 
was  not  a  very  large  sum  to  pay.  Again, 
Woolwich  cost  £38,581  for  teaching  200 
cadets.  At  Sandhurst,  300  cadets  had 
162  professors,  teachers,  and  servants  to 
look  after  them ;  and,  at  Woolwich,  for 
200  cadets,  there  were  149  professors, 
teachers,  and  servants  to  discharge  similar 
duties.  And  yet  it  appeared  from  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  that  these 
young  men,  notwithstanding  all  this  look- 
ing after,  were  in  the  habit  of  going  out 
to  smoke,  drink,  and  play  billiards.  The 
House  could  understand  from  that  how  it 
was  that  riots  had  occurred.  One  might 
expect  that  all  these  professors  would  be 
able  to  keep  the  young  men  in  better 
order.    There  was  one  question  which  he 
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nished  to  ask,  and  that  was,  whether  those 
two  institutions  could  not  be  put  together 
and  one  large  establishment  formed,  so 
that  the  expense  of  two  sets  of  professors, 
instructors,  teachers,  and  serTants  for  500 
young  men  might  be  saved  to  the  eountry  ? 
General  PERCY  HERBERT   wished 
to  saj  a  word  with   respect  to  the  can- 
teen established  at  Sandhurst,  which  had 
been  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord.    That 
canteen  was  opened  for    the   purpose  of 
supplying  coffee,  beer,  and  other  things  by 
way  of  luncheon  and  ordinary  refreshment, 
but  not  spirits,  to  the  cadets  out  of  hours, 
and  the  object  was  to  keep  them  from  the 
temptation  of  the  public-house.     Billiard 
tables  were  established  like  racket-courts, 
with  the  view  of  giving  the  young  men 
amusement  and  keeping  them  from  low 
houses,  where  evil  associates  were  likely 
to  be  picked  up.     He  wished  to  express 
his  satisfaction  at  the  success  of  his  noble 
Friend's  Motion,  and  at  the  spirit  in  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  intended  to  meet  it 
by  recommending  Her  Majesty  to  issue  a 
Royal  Commission.     The  state  of  Sand- 
hurst and  Woolwich  ever  since  he  had  any 
knowledge  of  them  had  been  Tory  unsatis- 
factory, and  that  was  owing  to  a  matter 
which  had  not  been  mentioned  during  the 
discussion.     The  fact  was  the  young  men 
were,  for  the  most  part,  put  four  or  Bto  to- 
gether into  rooms;  there  was  not  much 
more   moral  supervision  over  them  than 
over  soldiers  in  a  barrack  ;  and  they  were 
not  looked  after  in  the  way  that  boya  were 
at  Eton,  Harrow,  or  any  other  of  our  public 
schools.     That  was  a  great  defect.     The 
professors,  who  were  many  of  them  very 
able  men,  when  they  had  finished   their 
lessons,  had  nothing  further  to  do  with  the 
cadet ;  and,  though  the  officers  who  were 
placed  over   them   did  undoubtedly   look 
after  the  young  men  according  to  their 
view  of  their  duty,  and  a  natural  view  it 
was,   yet  the  mural  influence  which  was 
found  so  salutary,  and  which  tutors  exer- 
cised oyer   boys    at  public  schools,    was 
wanting.     Military  men  for  the  most  part 
were  not  suited  to  be  schoolmasters,  be- 
cause the  business  of  the  schoolmaster  was 
one  to  which  they  had  not  been  brought 
up  ;  but,  though  absolutely  necessary  as 
teachers  of  technical  matters,  such  as  mili- 
tary history  and  fortification,  ho  must  give 
his  candid  opinion  that,  as  far  as  the  tone 
of  moral   conduct  went,  they   made   very 
bad    schooImaBters.      His    noble    Friend 
wanted  to  establish   a   University   which 
erery  one  who  went  into  the  army  should 

Ifr.  Alderman  Lush 


be  bound  to  enter.  No  doubt,  there  were 
arguments  in  favour  of  a  higher  profes- 
sional education;  but,  while  he  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  see  a  University  estab- 
lished where  persons  might  go  to  take  a 
degre.e  in  military  science,  he  did  not  wish 
to  force  young  men  three  or  four  years 
beforehand  to  make  up  their  minds  to  enter 
the  army.  In  his  opinion  they  could  not 
get  better  officers  than  were  to  be  had 
from  oar  public  schools. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBERS  pointed  out  that 
the  inquiry  which  had  been  promised  was 
of  a  small  and  limited   nature,  and  ex- 

f>res8ed  his  regret  that  it  was  not  to  be 
arger  and  wider.  Speaking  from  bis  ex- 
perience at  the  military  College  of  Sand- 
hurst, he  must  express  his  opinion  that  the 
education  of  officers  with  respect  to  general 
attainments  was  now  placed  on  too  high  a 
standard.  That  standard  would  not  secure 
for  the  country,  actire,  courageous,  and 
able  regimental  officers  in  the  general  ser- 
vice. His  dread  was  that  many  most  ex- 
cellent young  men,  most  competent  to  be 
regimental  officers,  would  be  excluded  from 
the  army  by  reason  of  the  competitive 
examination.  At  a  former  period  men  who 
could  not  at  the  present  day  have  passed 
the  competitiTO  examination  distinguished 
themseWes  in  the  Peninsular  War,  some 
of  them  attaining  the  highest  rank,  fight- 
ing well,  proving  excellent  regimental  offi- 
cers, and  maintaining  in  most  difficult  times 
the  honour  of  the  British  flag.  It  was  not 
alone  a  knowledge  of  mathematics,  or  of 
history,  or  of  many  other  things  he  might 
mention,  that  was  required  by  a  military 
officer.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought  that 
a  man  might  have  his  mind  orer-crammed 
with  general  knowledge,  and  be  thereby 
less  fitted  for  the  performance  of  his  duties 
than  would  otherwise  be  the  case.  He 
had  himself  been  educated  at  Sandhurst, 
and  much  did  he  owe  to  the  education  he 
received  there  ;  but  he  remembered  that 
at  that  time  of  day  the  students  were 
taught  how  to  load  and  manage  a  gun, 
but  they  were  not  allowed  to  use  powder. 
Some  time  after  that  they  were  instructed 
in  riding,  which  was  doubtless  a  very  ne- 
cessary part  of  their  training,  but  this  was 
not  done  while  he  was  in  the  school.  The 
grand  object  should  be  to  investigate  the 
question  as  to  what  education  was  respec- 
tively required  for  regimental  officers,  for 
Engineer  and  Artillery  officers,  for  staff 
officers  and  commanders  of  high  rank ; 
and  nothing  could  be  more  mischievous 
than  that  a  young  man  should,  after  a 
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competitire  examination,  enter  the  army  as 
an  ensign  or  lieutenant,  with  the  fancy 
that  he  knew  better  than  ererybody  who 
happened  to  be  abof  e  him.  For  his  own 
part  he  thooght  it  would  be  much  better  to 
unite  the  two  establishments  of  Sandhurst 
and  Woolwich.  It  should  be  understood 
that  when  this  Commission  was  appointed, 
its  duties  should  not  be  limited  to  a  mere 
inquiry  into  what  took  place  at  the  Colleges 
of  Woolwich  or  Sandhurst ;  but  that  the 
whole  system  of  army  education,  including 
competititive  examinations  and  appoint- 
ments to  first  and  second  commissions, 
should  be  thoroughly  in? estigated,  and  the 
effect  of  the  competitife  examinations 
should  be  inquired  into,  so  that  the  Com- 
missioners might  report  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  whether  they  would  con- 
tinue the  system  of  competitive  examina- 
tions, which  he  granted  might  give  them 
good  officers,  but  which  might  exclude  the 
Tory  beat  of  officers. 

Colonel  STKESr  referred  to  the  expe- 
rience of  the  East  India  Company,  in  con- 
nection with  their  great  institution  at  Ad- 
diseombe,  as  illustrating  how  scientific  edu- 
cation for  the  Engineers  and  Artillery 
might  be  combined  with  instruction  for 
regimental  positions.  Addiscombe  had  sent 
out  very  many  distinguished  Artillery  officers 
and  Engineers  to  India,  and  among  them 
was  Sir  Robert  Napier,  now  commanding 
the  ormy  in  Abyssinia,  who  went  out  very 
young.  Some  of  the  most  distinguished 
Engineers  that  we  had  in  India  obtained 
their  swords  of  merit  by  the  time  they 
were  seTcnteen.  He  regretted  to  hear  an 
bon.  Gentleman  complain  that  men  went 
into  the  army  too  young.  It  was  desirable 
that  those  who  were  intended  for  service 
in  any  country  like  India  should  go  out  at 
on  early  age,  in  order  that  they  might  get 
aeelimatixed,  and  might  hold  on.  He  him- 
self had  gone  out  at  fourteen,  he  was  under 
fire  at  fifteen,' and  he  attributed  his  present 
adyanced  age  and  health  to  youthful  ac- 
climatization. He  was  glad  to  hear  that 
the  Commission  was  sanctioned,  and  if  it 
were  properly  carried  out,  and  dne  inquiry 
made  as  to  the  working  of  Addiscombe,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  result  would  be  the 
combination  of  the  two  establishments  at 
Woolwich  and  Sandhurst,  not  only  with 
great  efficiency,  but  also  with  great  eco- 
nomy. 

Mb.  ACL  and  submitted  that  if  there 
was  one  point  more  than  another  which 
required  attention  in  connection  with  this 
question,  it  was  the  great  secret  of  know- 


ing how  (o  teach.  He  earnestly  hoped  that 
the  Government,  in  framing  the  terms  of 
the  Commission,  would  leave  it  open  to 
the  Commission  to  consider,  and  would 
almost  direct  their  attention  to,  the  ques- 
tion ~how  could  the  drill  instructors  of  the 
English  army  bo  taught  the  art  of  teach- 
ing  ?  If  England  meant  to  go  on  paying 
for  auxiliary  forces,  180,000  Volunteers, 
besides  Yeomanry  and  Militia,  it  behoved 
the  Secretary  at  War  to  consider  whether 
the  officers  of  some  300,000  or  400,000 
men  ought  to  be  intrusted  with  the  duty 
of  teaching  their  brother  civilians  without, 
at  least,  having  had  an  opportunity  of  going 
to  some  institution  where  they  might  be 
taught  —  first,  the  facts  they  ought  to 
know;  secondly,  the  principles  on  which 
those  facts  rested ;  and,  lastly,  how  to  im- 
part them  to  civilians,  who  had  very  little 
time,  and  were  not  now  properly  taught 
by  the  drill  instructors.  Some  of  the  in- 
structors were  very  able,  hut  they  were 
only  a  very  few  amongst  the  many. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hen.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Devonport  (Mr.  Chambers)  that 
under  the  present  system  the  minds  of 
officers  were  emasculated  by  over  educa- 
tion. He  hoped  that  the  Commission  to 
be  appointed  would  include  this  subject  in 
their  inquiries  —  that  they  would  consider 
why  the  two  institutions  alluded  to  were 
required  at  all,  and  on  what  grounds  young 
men  did  not  enter  the  army  at  as  early  an 
age  as  they  entered  the  navy. 

Motion  agrad  to. 

Resolved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majeity,  praying  that  a  Royal  Commisflion 
composed  of  Military  and  Civilian  Members  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  Mi- 
liury  Education  in  this  Country,  and  more  espe- 
cially into  the  training  of  Candidates  for  Commis- 
sions in  the  Army,  and  into  the  constitution,  sys* 
tern  of  Education,  and  discipline  of  the  Royal 
Military  Academy  at  Woolwich,  and  of  the  Royal 
Military  College  at  Sandhurst,  as  well  as  into  the 
rules  and  regulations  under  which  Candidates  are 
admitted  into  those  Colleges. — (Lord  Euttacs 
Cecil.) 

EAST  INDIA  CIVIL  SERVICE. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  rising  to  more  a 
Resolution  relatiTo  to  Examinations  for 
the  East  India  Civil  Senrice,  said,  that 
Her  Majesty,  in  her  Proolamation  to  the 
People  of  India  in  1858,  whioh  had  been 
looked  upon  as  the  charter  of  their  liber- 
tiesi  declared  it  to  be  her  will  and  pleasure 
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that  all  her  subjectSi  of  whaterer  raee  or 
oreed,  should  be  fairly  and  impartiallj  ad- 
mitted into  her  seryioe,  if  they  were  quali- 
fied by  education,  ability,  and  integrity. 
He  should  be  able  to  prove  that  if  some 
Bcheme  like  that  he  intended  to  propose 
was  not  carried  out  that  promise  would  not 
he  faithfully  fulfilled.  Under  the  present 
system  of  admission  to  the  Civil  Servioe,  a 
preliminary  examination  was  necessary  in 
London,  to  decide  on  the  candidate's  in- 
tellectual and  moral  fitness ;  and  on  suc- 
ceeding in  this  he  was  required  to  spend 
two  years  in  this  country,  taking  minutes 
of  the  proceedings  of  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  in  other  ways  preparing  himself  for 
his  duties.  It  was  no  doubt  true  that  the 
Natives  of  India  might  compete  in  these 
examinations ;  but,  as  they  could  only  do 
80  by  coming  to  London,  at  great  expense, 
and  then  might  be  unsuccessful,  to  say 
that  the  examinations  were  practically 
open  to  them  was  an  idle  mockery.  In 
fact,  though  the  system  had  continued  for 
many  years,  only  one  Native  had  entered 
into  the  competition.  His  proposal  was 
that  there  should  be  examinations  at 
Calcutta,  Madras,  and  Bombay;  that  there 
should  be  the  same  papers  and  the  same 
tests  as  in  London;  and  that  the  success- 
ful candidates,  whether  English  or  Native, 
should  spend  two  years  in  this  country. 
To  this  he  had  reason  to  believe,  from 
memorials  be  had  received  from  Calcutta 
and  Bombay,  the  Natives  would  not  object, 
though  they  naturally  objected  to  coming 
over  to  England  in  the  first  instance  with- 
out any  guarantee  of  success.  Their  two 
years'  residence  here  might  be  turned  to 
good  account;  for  conversation  with  many 
of  the  leading  members  of  his  own  Univer- 
sity enabled  him  to  say  that  at  Cambridge, 
as  also,  doubtless  at  Oxford,  they  would 
he  welcomed  and  encouraged  to  spend  the 
two  years  there,  and  they  would  thus  be 
brought  in  contact  with  the  best  of  our 
English  youth.  There  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  carrying  out  this  plan  ;  for  the 
examination  papers  might  bo  sent  under 
seal  to  India,  and,  the  examination  being 
fixed  for  the  same  day  as  in  London,  the 
candidates'  papers  might  be  sent  home 
under  seal,  and  inspected  by  the  same 
examiners,  the  names  of  the  successful 
candidates  at  all  four  examinations  being 
arranged  in  the  order  of  merit.  This 
would  be  analogous  to  the  plan  pursued 
with  the  Middle  Class  Examinations,  Cam- 
bridge University  having  a  centre  at 
Trinidad,  and  the  examination  there  being 
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conducted  as  fairly  as  at  London  or  Liver- 
pool. An  objection  might,  indeed,  be 
taken  on  account  of  part  of  the  examina- 
tions being  vivd  voeet  but  some  of  the  best 
scholars  from  English  Universities  held 
professorships  in  India,  and  were  perfectly 
competent  to  conduct  vivd  voce  examina- 
tions. The  Secretary  for  India,  while  not 
resisting  the  claim  of  the  Natives  to  a 
larger  share  in  the  government  of  the 
country,  preferred  a  compromise,  which 
was  embodied  in  an  Amendment  to  be 
moved  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
•^namely,  that  a  certain  proportion  of 
the  appointments  should  be  reserved  for 
Natives  who  were  properly  qualified.  The 
plan,  however,  unless  the  proportion  were 
absolutely  fixed,  would  vary  with  the 
changing  opinions  of  each  Governor  Gene- 
ral or  Secretary  of  State,  and  it  would 
not  satisfy  the  just  demands  of  the  people 
of  India.  Even  in  the  Uncovenanted  Ser- 
vice there  was  only  one  Native.  Some 
favoured  the  plan  of  permitting  a  given 
proportion  of  the  Civil  Service  to  consist 
of  Natives;  but  if  it  were  decided  that 
one-third  or  one-fifth  should  be  Native,  it 
might  happen  that  the  quota  could  not  be 
supplied  in  consequence  of  the  inefficiency 
of  the  candidates.  But  under  any  cir- 
cumstances the  admission  of  Natives  on  the 
present  terms  would  be  very  trying  to 
them,  because  they  would  always  occupy 
an  inferior  position ;  for  Englishmen,  who 
were  prone  to  feel  proud  of  their 
race,  would  say  to  the  Natives  that  had 
they  been  obliged  to  undergo  the  same 
test  that  they  as  Englishmen  had  been 
subjected  to,  they  never  would  have  been 
admitted  to  the  Civil  Service,  and  tbey 
would  therefore  take  care  to  keep  the  Native 
civil  servants  always  down.  The  people 
of  India  were  ready  to  undergo  whatever 
intellectual  test  it  was  deemed  wise  to  im- 
pose ;  all  they  asked  for  was  to  be  sub- 
jected to  precisely  the  same  trial  as  the 
English.  He  had  seen  letters  from  Natives 
of  India  stating  that,  if  they  could  only 
obtain  this  privilege  of  perfect  equality, 
and  the  result  should  show  that  not  one 
Native  could  prove  himself  equal  to  his 
English  competitor,  they  would  then  have 
no  longer  any  ground  for  complaint.  He 
made  no  prediction  as  to  the  number  of 
Natives  that  would  be  successful  in  the 
examinations  ;  but  he  believed  that  it  would 
be  an  intellectual  rivalry  which  would  be- 
nefit the  people  of  England  as  well  as  of 
India.  He  felt  confident,  however,  that  a 
large  number  of  Natives  would  be  success- 
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fal ;  and  he  based  hU  eonfidence  on  the 
fact  that  they  were  a  Btudions  people  and 
showed  an  extraordinary  seal  for  a  high 
edueation.  Intelleetually,  he  was  eonTineed 
the  Natiyes  were  not  inferior  to  the  Eng- 
glish.  A  Tery  eminent  friend  of  his,  who 
had  been  twelve  years  tutor  at  Cambridge, 
and  who  had  also  been  tator  at  Calcutta, 
said  that  he  noTer  had  another  class  for 
high  intellectual  character  saoh  as  he  had 
at  Calcutta.  The  Secretary  for  India 
might  say  that  something  beside  intellect 
was  needed,  and  insist  upon  moral  qualities 
as  well.  He  answered  that  moral  qualities 
should  also  be  insisted  on  when  Englishmen 
were  chosen  to  assist  in  the  gOTcrnment  of 
those  whom  they  looked  upon  as  a  subject 
race.  Sir  Bartle  Frere  had  said  that  those 
Natirea  who  had  receiyed  a  good  educa- 
tion were  always  foremost  in  their  adfoeacy 
of  the  Imperial  Gofcrnment.  He  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  saw  no  objection,  howcTer,  to 
requiring  that  Native  candidates  should 
pass  two  years  in  some  recognized  English 
educational  establishment  where  their  moral 
character  might  be  studied.  It  should  be 
said,  in  defence  of  the  Natives,  that  to 
make  them  fill  inferior  offices  at  a  mean 
rate  of  pay  was  not  the  way  to  cultivate 
integrity  among  them.  Even  a  Native 
Judge  who  had  power  to  decide  cases  in- 
Tolving  sums  up  to  £500  received  no  more 
than  one-fifth  of  the  lowest  European  Judge 
in  India.  Sir  Thomas  Munro  had  testified 
to  the  assiduity  of  the  Natives  ;  he  had 
spoken  of  them  as  better  men  of  business 
than  Europeans,  and  more  fitted  to  fill 
offices  under  Government,  because  they 
were  acquainted  with  the  manners  and  cus- 
toms of  the  people  ;  and,  with  reference  to 
their  alleged  inferiority  of  character,  he 
had  asked,  what  would  be  the  eflfect  on 
English  character  if  we,  having  been  sub- 
jected, were  debarred  from  all  but  the 
meanest  Offices  of  State  ?  our  civiliiation 
and  our  literature  would  be  destroyed,  no- 
thing would  save  us  from  debasement.  It 
was  an  indisputable  fact  that  many  Natives 
competent  to  govern  a  province  were  ful- 
filling the  humblest  duties  at  salaries  less 
than  was  received  by  the  youngest  member 
of  the  Indian  Civil  Service.  Lord  Metcalfe 
had  well  said  that  the  bane  of  our  system 
was  that  the  advantages  were  reaped  by 
one  class  and  the  work  was  done  by  ano- 
ther. The  great  reason  why  the  people 
of  India  were  not  more  contented  with  our 
rule  was,  not  that  we  had  not  given  them 
material  prosperity,  but  that  we  had  ex- 
cluded them  from  sociali  municipali  and 


political  offices.  The  great  defect  of  our 
lodian  system  had  been  its  rigid  centrali- 
zation. It  was  obvious  that  those  who  had 
been  brought  up  upon  the  spot  must  be 
better  able  to  understand  the  wants  of  the 
people,  to  enter  into  their  feelings,  and  to 
appreciate  their  prejudices,  than  those  who 
were  completely  strangers  to  them.  Sir 
Bartle  Frere,  in  one  of  his  despatches, 
said  he  had  been  much  struck  with  the 
fact  that  the  ablest  exponents  of  English 
policy,  and  our  best  coadjutors  in  adapting 
that  policy  to  the  wants  of  the  various  na- 
tions occupying  Indian  soil,  were  to  be 
found  among  the  Natives  who  had  received 
a  high-class  English  education.  It  was  too 
often  forgotten  in  that  House  that  India 
was  really  not  one  nation,  but  it  was  com- 
posed of  many  nations,  and  therefore  a 
system  of  strict  centralization  was  pecu- 
liarly ill-adapted  to  that  country.  What 
was  particularly  wanted  in  India  was  that 
that  there  should  be  in  the  public  service 
persons  who  understood  the  particular 
manners,  customs,  and  prejudices  of  the 
varied  and  distinct  nations  of  which  it  was 
composed.  By  carrying  out  the  proposal 
embodied  in  his  Resolution  they  would  re- 
dress the  grievance  complained  of,  inas- 
much as  they  would  throw  open  the  ap- 
pointments in  the  public  service  in  that 
country  to  all  those  Natives  who  were  in- 
tellectually and  morally  qualified  to  fill 
them.  Directly  they  educated  a  man  they 
made  him  ambitious  to  take  part  in  the 
government  of  the  country,  and,  therefore, 
it  became  more  hard  each  day  on  the  peo- 
ple of  India  to  quench  the  ambition  which 
by  these  educational  efforts  we  had  called 
forth.  It  was  very  hard,  again,^  that  the 
children  of  English  officers  or  civilians  re- 
sident in  India  should  not  have  the  same 
facilities  for  obtaining  admission  to  service 
under  the  Crown  as  were  possessed  by  the 
families  of  officers  or  civilians  resident  in 
England.  This  consideration  would  be- 
come of  even  greater  importance  if,  with 
increased  facilities  for  locomotion,  and  with 
means  of  sending  children  to  the  hills  every 
year,  it  became  possible  to  rear  the  fami- 
lies of  Europeans  in  India  itself.  The 
course  which  he  advocated  was  based  upon 
justice;  and  he  was  perfectly  certain,  that 
if  adopted,  it  would  have  a  most  beneficial 
effect  upon  public  opinion  throughout  our 
Indian  territory.  It  had  been  well  said 
of  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty's  Eastern 
Empire — that  in  their  prosperity  was  our 
strength,  in  their  contentment  our  security, 
and  their  gratitude  would  be  our  best  re- 
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ward.    The  hon.  Member  eoncloded  by 
moring  his  Resolution. 
Mr.  M'LAREN  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  mado»  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  this  Ilouie,  whilst  eordiallj  spproTlng 
of  the  lystem  of  open  competition  for  appoint- 
ments in  the  East  India  Cifil  Service,  is  of  opi- 
nion that  the  people  of  India  have  not  a  fair  chance 
of  competing  for  these  appointments  as  long  as 
the  examinations  are  held  nowhere  bot  in  London ; 
this  House  would  therefore  deem  it  desirable  that» 
simaltaneouslj  with  the  examination  in  London, 
the  same  examination  should  be  held  in  Calcutta, 
Bombay  and  Madras." — (ifr.  Fawee(t) 

Mr.  TREVBLYAN  :  Sir,  I  gather  from 
ibe  speech  of  roj  hon.  Friend,  with  the 
spirit  of  which  I  cordially  agree,  that  he 
has  two  principal  objects  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  Resolation.  First,  he  wishes, 
by  placing  the  Natires  of  India  in  intellec- 
tual competition  with  our  own  countrymen, 
to  Tindicate  their  claims  to  mental  supe- 
riority, and  thereby  to  diminish  the  tone  of 
disparagement  and  contempt  which  is  too 
often  adopted  with  regard  to  them ;  and, 
secondly,  he  aims  at  giring  them  a  fair 
share  in  the  administration  of  their  own 
conntry.  Now,  Sir,  if  the  House  will  lend 
me  its  attention,  and  I  promise  not  to  de- 
tain it  long,  I  hope  to  be  able  to  show  that 
the  first  of  these  objects,  so  far  from  being 
furthered  by  the  course  which  my  hon. 
Friend  calls  on  yon  to  adopt,  will,  on  the 
contrary,  suffer  from  it  a  great  and,  what 
is  more,  an  irremediable  check  ;  and  that 
the  second  will  be  attained  in  a  much 
more  sure  and  satisfactory  manner,  by  the 
course  indicated  in  the  Amendment  which 
I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper,  and  which 
the  OoT^rnment  has  since  embodied  in 
a  Bill :  a  Bill  to  which,  as  a  humble  but 
sincere  well-wisher  to  India,  I  beg  to 
giye  my  cordial  approval.  Sir,  I  deplore 
equally  with  my  hon.  Friend,  the  manner 
in  which  European  settlers  and  planters, 
and,  in  too  many  cases,  the  younger  officers 
of  our  army  allow  themselTes '  to  speak  of 
their  Indian  fellow-subjects.  As  a  proof 
of  sincerity  on  this  point,  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  perhaps  not  think  it  impertinent  in  me 
to  state  that  I  once  wrote  a  book,  whose 
only  merit  consisted  in  its  being  a  protest 
against  the  high-handed,  overbearing,  and 
unjust  way  in  which  many  Englishmen 
spoke  of  and  dealt  with  the  population 
whom  it  was  their  special  national  mission 
to  govern  and  to  elevate  ;  a  protest  which 
called  down  on  me  the  vigorous  denuncia- 
tions of  the  Anglo-Indian  Press.  But, 
Sir,  the  policy  of  my  hon.  Friend^  instead 
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of  extinguishing  those  feelings  of  dislike 
and  depreciation  would  only  serve  to  em- 
bitter and  perpetuate  them  ;  and  the  pro- 
cess by  which  this  unfortunate  result  would 
come  about  is  obvious  and  certain.  What 
is  this  Covenanted  Civil  Service  ?  What 
is  its  special  object,  and  what  is  the  public 
reason  for  its  existence  ?  It  is  the  ap- 
pointed channel  through  which  the  know- 
ledge, the  ability,  the  higher  morality  of 
the  United  Kingdom  is  applied  to  the 
administration  of  India,  and  not  of  the 
United  Kingdom  only,  but  of  Canada, 
Australia,  and  the  other  British  colonies. 
In  order  to  ascertain  who  are  the  best  and 
ablest  among  our  young  men,  we  hold  yearly 
a  searching  competitive  examination;  and, 
in  order  to  attract  the  greatest  possible 
number  of  such  young  men,  we  hold  out  to 
the  successful  candidates  the  certainty  of 
a  highly  paid  and  most  influential,  and 
interesting  public  career.  To  bring  to 
bear  upon  India  the  highest  governing 
powers  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the 
whole  British  Empire,  is,  therefore,  the 
object  of  the  Covenanted  Civil  Service, 
and  the  justiBcstion  for  its  existence.  And 
hon.  Gentlemen  must  remember  that  it 
needs  such  a  justiication,  for  this  Civil 
Service  is  guarded  by  monopoly,  and  fenced 
round  with  privileges.  It  is  exclusive  to 
such  a  degree,  that  the  Government  are 
bound  to  continue  in  (heir  service,  and  to 
promote  according  to  the  ordinary  routine, 
every  civil  servant  who  is  sent  out  under 
covenant,  unless  he  commits  some  act  of 
gross  misconduct;  and  they  are  also  re- 
strained from  looking  abroad  for  persons  of 
experience  and  ability,  and  are  bound  to 
confine  themselves  to  members  of  this  pri- 
vileged class,  unless  circumstances  should 
occur  of  such  a  special  and  exceptional 
character,  that  practically  they  never  have 
occurred,  and  the  monopoly  of  the  Cove- 
nanted Civil  Service  remains  to  this  day 
uninfringed  and  absolute.  The  civil  ser- 
vants sent  out  to  India  are  untried  young 
men,  and,  owing  to  moral  and  physicsl 
defects  which  cannot  be  absolutely  tested 
in  on  examination,  a  proportion  of  them 
are  certain  to  turn  out  unfit  for  the  highly 
difficult  and  important  administrative  ca« 
reer  to  which  they  have  been  designated  ; 
and  yet  the  conditions  on  which  they  en* 
tered  the  service  must  be  observed.  The 
Government  must  fulfill  its  side  of  the  con- 
tract. Good  or  bad  they  must  be  promoted  m 
their  turn,  or  in  something  like  their  turn. 
Posts  worth  their  acceptance  have  to  be 
found  for  them.    Men  are  made  Judges 
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who  are  notoriously  deficient  in  disorimioa- 
tion,  and  are  appointed  to  gorem  provinces 
as  large  as  an  English  county,  though 
they  have  never  learned  to  govern  them- 
selves. And  yet»  for  the  honour  of  our 
nation,  it  must  he  said  that  the  number  of 
bad  bargains  is  surprisingly  small ;  and 
the  reason  is  evident.  Success  in  the 
competitive  examination  is  a  guarantee 
that  an  English  civil  servant  possesses  in- 
dustry, and  intellectual  ability,  and  an 
Englishman  who  is  industrious  and  clever 
is  very  seldom  deficient  in  the  moral  quali- 
ties of  force,  energy,  honesty,  and  courage; 
qualities  which  are  absolutely  essential  to 
all  who  aspire  to  be  enrolled  among  the 
governing  caste  of  an  Oriental  people. 
Bat  it  is  far  otherwise  with  Hindoos.  The 
Natives  of  Bengal  are  remarkable  for  ex- 
treme quickness  and  cleverness  ;  but,  as 
compared  with  Europeans,  are  singularly 
deficient  in  the  bolder  and  hardier  virtues 
— in  pluck,  self-reliance,  and  veracity— 
the  three  great  national  attributes  by  which 
we  gained,  and  by  which  we  retain  our 
hold  upon  British  India.  In  such  a  compe- 
tition as  is  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
tbey  would  be  eminently  successful ;  for 
remarkable  as  is  their  capacity,  it  is  not 
so  peculiar  as  the  premature  ripeness  of 
their  intellect.  Their  turn  for  mathematics 
is  extraordinary.  A  Cambridge  contem* 
porary  of  my  own,  who  was  professor  at 
tiie  Calcutta  University,  a  distinguished 
wrangler,  assured  me  that  the  young  men 
whom  he  was  engaged  in  instructing,  rushed 
through  his  course  of  subjects  at  such 
headlong  speed  that  ho  began  to  be  afraid 
lest,  at  the  end  of  six  months,  he  should 
have  nothing  left  to  teach  them.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  if  you  adopt  my  hon.  Friend's 
Resolution  ;  if  you  open  these  doors  at 
Calcutta,  Madras,  and  Bombay,  the  Na- 
tives would  come  in  by  shoals,  and  just 
reflect  a  moment  on  what  you  will  be  do- 
ing. The  Hindoos  are  strong  in  intellect, 
and  confessedly  weak  in  morale.  You 
submit  them  to  an  intellectual  teat,  which 
the  great  number  are  pretty  sure  to  pass. 
Tott  dispense  with  the  moral  test,  by  which 
the  great  number  are  pretty  sure  to  fail. 
Tou  will  have  the  service  full  of  bad  bar- 
gains. And  why  ?  Why,  Sir,  because  in 
old  Haileybury  days,  when  the  service  was 
close,  and  there  was  no  competitive  test,  a 
bad  bargain  meant  a  man  who  was  a  fool. 
In  these  days,  when  there  is  a  competitive 
test,  when  every  successful  candidate  must 
have,  at  the  least,  some  book  learning,  a 
bad  bargain  means  a  man  who  is  a  muff. 


And,  Sir,  if  5  per  cent  of  the  English 
competition  wallahs  are  found  wanting  in 
the  vigorous  and  manly  virtues,  indispen* 
sable  to  the  members  of  a  ruling  caste, 
what  will  be  the  percentage  among  the 
Hindoo  competition  wallahs  r  Why,  many 
times  as  great.  Sir  ;  and  everyone,  who 
thinks  for  a  moment,  will  see  that  it  must 
be  so,  and  no  one  more  clearly  than  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  who,  in  discussions  of  this 
nature,  has  the  immense,  and  almost 
unique  advantage  of  being  equally  versed 
in  practical  education  and  practical  politics. 
Of  course,  where  you  find  one  young  Eng- 
lish civil  servant  unequal  to  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  his  oareer,  you  will  find 
ten  or  twenty  Natives  ;  for  the  very  plain 
reason  that  we,  as  a  race,  are  far  superior 
to  them  in  force  of  character.  We  know 
that  it  is  so  by  observation  ;  by  their  own 
confession  ;  by  the  overwhelming  testimony 
of  fact.  If  it  be  not  the  case— if  the 
average  of  what  I  may  call  the  governing 
qualities  is  as  high  among  the  Hindoos  as 
among  the  English,  how  did  we  ever  get 
to  India,  and  how  do  we  contrive  to  stay 
there  ?  AVe  are  there  because  nine  Eng- 
lishmen out  of  ten  are  born  to  rule,  and 
ninety<nine  out  of  100  Hindoos  are  bom 
to  be  governed;  because  we  are  manly,  and 
they  are  effeminate  ;  because — but  instead 
of  giving  reasons  to  ourselves  why  we  are 
in  India  an  Imperial  race,  ask  the  first 
Native,  and  what  is  he  sure  to  tell  you  ? 
He  is  sure  to  say — and  I  appeal  for  con- 
firmation to  every  old  civil  servant  in  the 
House— that  the  secret  of  our  power  in 
India  is  not  so  much  our  valour,  not  so 
much  our  enterprize,  as  that  we,  as  a  na- 
tion, speak  the  truth,  and  never  take  bribes. 
And,  therefore,  Sir,  if,  in  an  evi(  day  for 
our  rule  in  India,  you  listen  to  the  advice  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  you  will  fill  the  service  with 
men  who  will  succeed  in  the  examination, 
and  altogether  break  down  in  practical  life. 
The  Indian  career  is  of  such  a  nature  that 
the  youngest  civilian  has  constant  demands 
upon  his  stock  of  determination  and  self- 
reliance.  Contingencies  are  frequently  oc- 
curring when  he  is  looked  to  to  put  down 
a  dangerous  outbreak  ;  to  coerce  or  cajole 
a  refractory  potentate  ;  to  arbitrate  be- 
tween religious  sects  inflamed  against  each 
other  by  mutual  injuries.  On  such  an 
occasion  the  great  majority  of  these  un- 
happy Hindoo  competitition  wallahs  would 
succumb  to  the  difficulties  of  their  situation, 
and  then  what  would  become  of  the  philan- 
thropic motives  of  my  hon.  Friend  ?  Would 
this  be  a  state  of  the  ease  likely  to  in- 
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duce  English  plantera  and  subalterns  to 
moderate  their  tone  towards  the  Natifes 
of  India  ?  No,  Sir !  On  the  contrary, 
they  would  imagine  that  everything  harsh 
and  unkind  which  they  were  accustomed 
to  say  and  believe  had  received  an  addi- 
tional justification.  Their  taunts  and  sar- 
casm would  acquire  fresh  point,  and  they 
would  believe  that  they  had  now  good 
ground  to  upbraid  the  Hindoos  for  infe- 
riority of  character,  whereas,  up  to  that 
time,  they  had  only  abused  them  on  specu- 
lation. 

But,   Sir,   if   we    reject    the    proposi- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  we  are  bound  in 
honour  as  a  nation  to  substitute  for  it  some 
machinery  by  which  Native  Indian  talent 
may  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  adminis- 
tration  of  India,     I  say,  in  honour  as  a 
nation,  because  in  the  87th  section  of  the 
Charter  Act  of  1833  we  solemnly  pledged 
ourselves  to  open  all  employments  to  Na- 
tives, without  distinction  of  caste,  sect,  or 
religion.     And  how  have  we  redeemed  this 
pledge  ?  We  have  extended  the  line  some- 
what as  regards  the  subordinate  class  of 
employments  to  which  Natives  are  eligible. 
If  this  had  not  been  done  the  business  of 
the  country  could  not  have  been  carried  on, 
and  public  affairs  must  have  fallen  into 
utter  confusion;    and,  at  the  same  time, 
we  have  appointed  Natives  to  the  honorary 
unpaid  situation  of  Legislative  Councillori 
and  to  a  very  small  number  of  Judgeships 
of  the  High  Courts — two  or  three  for  the 
whole  of  India.    But  as  regards  the  great 
bulk  of  judicial  revenue  and  other  offices 
the  monopoly  of  the  Covenanted  Service 
has  not  only  been  practically  maintained, 
but  has  been  confirmed,  and  has  had  a  new 
legal  sanction  given  to  it  by  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Act  of  1861,  whereby  all  the  situations 
previously  held  by  the  Civil  Service  have 
been  scheduled  and  declared  to  be  tenable 
only  by  members  of  that  ServicOi  as  well 
as  all  similar  offices  which  may  be  created 
hereafter.     That  is  the  manner  in  which 
we  fulfil  our  solemn  national  engagements. 
We  ordain  that  the  entire  people  of  a  great 
country,  who  from  time  immemorial  had 
governed  themselves,  and  managed  their 
own  affairs,   should   be  entirely  excluded 
from  their  own  administration,  except  as 
regards  those    subordinate    offices   which 
could  not  be  filled  by  members  of  the  Co- 
venanted Civil  Service,  without  involving 
intolerable  expense  and  certain  inefficiency, 
and  a  very  small  number  of  high  situations 
most  of  which  were  unpaid.     And  hon. 
Members  must  observe  that,  by  declaring 
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the  Natives  eligible  for  the  high  situations 
of  Legislative  Councillor  and  Judge  of  the 
High  Court,  we  have  admitted  their  fitness 
for  the  large  class  of  situations  which  lie 
between  the  Judgeships  of  the  High  Court 
and  the  principal  Sudder  Ameenships  and 
other  subordinate  posts   which   they  are 
permitted  to  fill ;  and  yet  we  take  no  steps 
to  give  practical  effect  to  this  inevitable 
inference.     We  ignore  this  fact ;  and  give 
another  proof,  if  another  proof  were  wanted, 
that  injustice  always  involves  inconsistency. 
This  injustice  must  be  redressed  ;  and  the 
means  of  redressing  it  are  fortunately  at 
hand.     In  every  Presidency  there  are  two, 
three,  or  four  Natives  of  tried  character, 
ability,  and  official  experience.  These  men 
are  well  known  to  the  authorities  of  the 
district  in  which  they  reside,  and  the  au- 
thorities would  gladly  employ  them  in  the 
most  elevated  and  responsible  situations  if 
the  law  did  not  place  an  obstacle  in  the 
way.   In  the  Regulation  Provinces  ~ that  is 
to  say,  speaking  roughly,  in  three-fourths 
of  British  India,  all  the  Governor  General 
can  do  for  Natives  who  have  earned  their 
promotion  is  to  refer  them  back  to  the 
competitive  entrance  examination.     What 
mockery  this  is !     I  appeal  to  those  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  who  do  not  love  the  mo- 
dern system  of  competition,  to  put  off  men 
who  have  earned  an  honourable  public  re- 
putation, by  twenty  or  thirty  years'  practical 
service,  by  directing  their  attention  to  a 
competitive  examination  in  English  poetry 
and  pure  mathematics,  held  in  a  class  room 
6,000  miles  across  the  sea.     There  are 
plenty  of  Natives,  Sir,  fit  for  any  public  em- 
ployment, however  weighty  and  dignified. 
I  need  not  remind  the  House  of  the  names 
of  those  great  ministers  of  Native  Powers 
— Sarlar  Jung,  Madhava  Rao,  DinkerBao, 
and  Jung  Bahadoor,  the  famous  Mayor  of 
the  Palace  of  Nepaul.    And  just  as  all  the 
Indian  world  knows  the  fame  of  these  emi- 
nent men,  so  the  public  opinion  of  every 
province  can  point  to  Natives  intellectually 
and  morally  not  one  whit  inferior  to  the 
best   among    our   own  countrymen.     In 
Madras,  for  instance,  when  there  was  a 
question  of  a  complicated  operation  con- 
nected with  the  annual  assessment,  it  was 
universally  allowed   that,  throughout  the 
whole  Covenanted  and  Uncovenanted  Ser- 
vice, there  was  no  one  so  fitted  for  the  job 
as  a  Native  employie  called  Ramiah.    And 
how  was  this  man  rewarded?    The  Go- 
vernment gave  him   the  best  post  they 
legally  could:  that  is  to  say,  they  made 
him  a  sort  of  subordinate  adviser  to  the 
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Bevenne  authoritiet  of  the  Presidency. 
Now,  would  the  position  of  such  a  man  be 
bettered  by  my  lion.  Friend's  proposition  ? 
When  you  have  such  a  man  ready  to  hand 
it  is  a  farce  to  examine  him  in  geologyi 
and  to  ask  him  what  play  the  quotation 
**  When  Oreek  meets  Oreek"  comes  from. 
The  evils  which  the  system  of  competition 
is  intended  to  remedy  are  two.  First, 
the  ignorance  of  those  who  are  possessed 
of  patroDage,  as  to  the  merits  of  the  can- 
didates for  that  patronage  ;  and  nexti  the 
tendency  in  all  human  beings  to  nepotism 
and  faToaritism.  But  in  the  case  before 
us  neither  of  these  dangers  exists.  The 
resident  authorities  who  have  the  patron- 
age are  well  informed  as  to  the  merits  and 
serricea  of  their  Native  subordinates;  and 
there  is  no  temptation  to  jobbery,  for  in 
the  eyes  of  an  Englishman,  as  far  as  fa- 
Tonritism  is  concerned,  one  Native  is  much 
the  same  as  another.  And  therefore.  Sir, 
the  House  might  safely  adopt  my  Amend- 
ment, which  could  be  carried  into  practical 
effect  by  the  least  possible  degree  of  change 
in  the  law.  The  3rd  and  4th  clauses  of 
the  Civil  Service  Act  allow  the  Authority 
in  India  to  appoint  any  person  to  any  office 
whatsoever,  under  special  circumstances; 
provided  he  has  resided  at  least  seven  years 
in  India.  Now,  all  that  is  really  required 
is,  that  the  provisions  of  these  sections 
should  be  relieved  from  their  exceptional 
character ;  and  that  it  should  be  declared, 
on  the  authority  of  this  House,  that  the 
selection  for  vacant  appointments  of  quali- 
fied persons  on  the  spot  is  to  be  considered 
as  regular  and  normal  a  mode  of  recruiting 
the  Civil  Service,  as  nominating  young 
men  to  it  from  this  country  according  to  the 
result  of  a  competitive  examination.  Thus 
we  should  have  two  permanent  sources  of 
supply  for  the  India  Civil  Service :  one 
would  be  derived,  as  at  present,  from  the 
competition  at  home  of  the  youth  of  the 
whole  Empire  ;  the  other,  from  a  careful 
selection  made  in  India  itself  of  persons 
distinguished  in  the  Uncovenanted  Service 
and  at  the  Native  Bar.  We  should  take  a 
signal  step  towards  raising  the  character 
and  educating  the  intellect  of  the  Natives, 
and  so  gradually  rendering  them  fit  to 
govern  themselves.  And  for  what  other 
purpose  are  we  in  India  at  all  ?  No  pur- 
pose, at  any  rate,  which  we  can  confess 
before  Europe  and  before  the  tribunal  of 
history.  We  should  imitate  what  was 
wisest  in  the  policy  of  old  Rome,  as  ex- 
pressed by  Gibbon  in  a  most  eloquent 
passage.    But  we  need  not  go  so  far  back. 


nor  to  such  a  distance  from  the  country 
whose  future  we  are  discussing.  There 
are  examples  nearer  India.  Akbar,  the 
greatest  of  the  great  Mahomedan  Empe- 
rors, opened  the  field  of  employment  and 
distinction,  in  the  most  liberal  manner  to 
Hindoos — the  conquered  and  subject  race ; 
and  his  fame  and  power  were  equally  bril- 
liant and  durable.  Aurengzebe  pursued  a 
different  course.  He  sent  orders  to  all 
governors  and  persons  in  authority  to  em- 
ploy no  more  Hindoos,  but  to  confer  the 
higher  offices  on  Mahomedans  only :  and 
from  that  day  the  Mogul  Empire  began  to 
go  to  pieeps,  as  must  be  the  fate  of  all 
empires  which  rest  on  force,  not  on  affec- 
tion ;  on  national  monopoly  of  rule  and 
honour,  not  on  open  and  entire  confidence 
between  the  governors  and  the  governed. 
He  would  beg  leave  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  words  *'  open  oompeti- 
tion  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  "  as  regards  the  appointment  of  untried 
young  men  to  the  East  India  Civil  Servioe,  is  of 
opinion  that  natiyes  of  India  who  have  proved  in 
the  Uncovenanted  Service  or  otherwise  their  su- 
perior fitness  for  situations  at  present  held  exclu- 
sively by  Members  in  the  CoTcnanted  Servioa 
should  be  appointed  to  them  without  undergoing 
a  competing  ezamination,"--^3fr.  Trevelyan,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

CoLONBL  STEES  said,  that  annually  a 
number  of  Native  young  men  of  the  highest 
intellectual  and  mental  calibre  took  degrees 
in  India  by  passing  similar  examinations 
to  those  which  were  necessary  to  the  con- 
ferring of  the  same  degrees  in  this  country. 
And  yet  men  who  exhibited  such  capacity 
and  attained  those  degrees  were  excluded 
from  the  Civil  Service  of  India  unless  they 
passed  examinations  in  this  country  which 
were  by  no  means  so  hard  as  those  they 
had  already  gone  through.  This  was  the 
practice,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  Vote 
for  the  Education  of  the  Natives  of  India 
amounted  to  £904,190,  or  more  than  was 
at  present  expended  in  the  same  direction 
on  the  people  of  this  country.  He  certainly 
thought  that  those  Natives  who  obtained 
such  degrees  as  those  of  B.A.,  M.A.,  and 
M.D.  ought  to  be  permitted  at  once  to  enter 
the  Civil  Service  and  not  be  compelled  to 
come  to  England  for  the  purpose  of  under- 
going a  fresh  examination.  Certainly  it 
would  be  advantageous  to  Indian  aspirants 
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to  pan  Bomo  time  in  Bngland,  m  it  wpnld 
enlarge  their  ?iew8  and  gife  an  improved 
tone  to  their  minda,  and  joang  Indiana 
might  be  induced  to  eome  to  Europe  if 
acbolarahipa  ahonld  be  established  in  this 
country  for  those  who  looked  to  rise  in  the 
aenriee  of  the  GoTemment.  These  soholar- 
ahipa  would  enable  young  Indians  to  ob- 
tain adrantagea  which  they  conld  not  pro- 
cure in  their  native  country.  The  support 
whiph  we  receiTcd  from  the  Nepaulese 
troops  in  the  suppression  of  the  mutiny  in 
1857,  we  owed  to  the  visit  which  Jung 
Bahadoor  had  paid  to  England.  He  (Colonel 
Syket)  was  enabled  to  learn,  from  his 
friendship  with  Jung  Bahadoor,  that  when 
the  Bengal  mutiny  broke  oat,  delegatea 
were  sent  by  the  mutineers  to  the  Nepaul 
Court  inviting  co-operation  against  the 
English.  A  great  meeting  of  the  Court 
nobles  and  chiefs  of  the  army  was  held, 
and  the  general  sentiment  was  in  favour  of 
joining  the  mutineers ;  but  Jung  Bahadoor 
rose  and  said  he  too  would  have  concurred 
in  the  opinions  expressed,  had  he  not  paid 
a  visit  to  England ;  but  he  saw  there  such 
industry,  such  energy,  and  such  indomi- 
table perseverance  in  conquering  diflS- 
cnlties,  that  although  the  mutineers  might 
at  first  succeed  and  drive  the  English  to 
the  coast,  they  would  be  involved  in  the 
end  in  defeat  and  ruin.  Happily  hia  ad- 
vice prevailed,  and  the  Nepaulese  army 
joiued  the  English,  and  Jung  Bahadoor 's 
prediction  was  verified.  On  the  whole, 
therefore,  he  (Colonel  Sykes]  would  en- 
courage Natives  to  finish  their  studies  in 
England. 

Mb.  FAWCBTT  explained  that  it  waa 
part  of  his  scheme  that  successful  competi- 
tors should  reside  two  years  in  England. 

CoLOirsL  STKES  said,  he  was  also 
opposed  to  the  Amendment,  believing  that 
it  would  be  worse  than  of  no  service  to  the 
Natives ;  but  he  believed  the  time  was  ar- 
riving, and  educated  people  were  accumu- 
lating so  fast  in  India,  and  the  self-respect 
and  importance  of  the  Native  population 
were  extending  so  rapidly,  that  some  suit- 
able and  dignified  positions  must  be  ob- 
tained for  them  in  our  service,  in  order  to 
ensure  their  attachment,  instead  of  exciting 
their  jealousy  and  resentment. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  that  having  for  two 
years  been  brought,  in  his  capacity  of 
Examiner,  into  contact  with  the  candidates 
for  the  Indian  Civil  Service,  he  wished  to 
make  some  brief  remarks  on  the  subject 
before  the  House.  The  question  of  com- 
petitive examinations  was  indirectly  raised 
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by  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  and  he  was  obliged 
to  confess  that  his  experience  led  him  to 
doubt  very  much  the  efficiency  of  that 
system,  and  to  doubt  whether  it  was  better 
than  the  old  system  of  patronage.  It  was 
far  from  a  good  method  of  providing  for 
the  Civil  Service  of  India.  He  had  had 
a  good  deal  to  do  with  the  people  of  India; 
and  the  feeling  among  them  undoubtedly 
waa  that  the  clasa  of  men  now  sent  out  to 
represent  this  country  were  inferior  to  the 
men  sent  out  under  the  old  system,  and 
could  not  acquire  in  tho  same  degree  the 
respect  of  the  Natives.  The  civil  servants 
were  now  degenerating  into  a  lower  class 
of  society,  and  there  was  rising  up  in  the 
different  Presidencies  a  new  claas  of  inde- 
pendent Englishmen,  especially  at  the  Bar, 
who  looked  down  on  the  Civil  Service.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton  had 
said  that  he  intended  by  his  Motion  to 
provide  that  those  who  were  appointed  to 
the  Civil  Service  by  the  competition  by 
examination  in  Calcutta  should  reside  two 
years  in  England.  If  the  Motion  ex- 
pressed  that,  he  should  view  it  in  a  dif- 
ferent light — not  on  the  ground  put  for- 
ward by  his  hon.  Friend  who  si^t  near  him 
(Mr.  Trevelyan),  that  the  candidates  would 
be  more  impressed  with  the  irresistible 
power  of  this  country,  but  because  they 
would  have  learnt  the  principles  and  mo- 
rality of  this  country.  As  to  the  mere 
question  of  learning,  however,  it  might 
happen  that  the  English  competitors  would 
be  placed  at  a  disadvantage  as  compared 
with  young  Indians  of  the  same  age,  who, 
though  less  fit  to  discharge  the  responsible 
duties  imposed  upon  them,  would  have 
greater  facilities  for  preparing  themselves 
for  an  examination.  If  he  were  to  chose 
between  the  Motion  and  the  Amendment, 
he  should  prefer  the  latter;  because  it  was 
based  on  the  principle  that  our  great  ob- 
ject waa  not  so  much  to  secure  men  who 
were  able  to  pass  a  good  examination  in 
languages  and  mathematics  as  men  im- 
bued with  the  spirit  and  tone  of  this 
country. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
it  was  not  without  some  regret  that  be  felt 
himself  obliged  to  oppose  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton, 
for  in  the  object  aimed  at  he  was  disposed 
to  agree  very  much  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, as  he  naturally  desired  to  promote, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  employment  of  Na* 
tives  of  India  in  the  Civil  Service  and  go- 
vernment of  that  country.    He  was  con« 
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leions  that  the  offer  now  made  to  the  Na- 
tives of  India — that  they  shoald  present 
tbemseWes  at  the  competitire  examinations 
in  this  oonntrj — was  at  all  OTonts  at  pre- 
sent little  more  than  a  nominal  opening 
for  Natires,  though  he  hoped,  that  hj-and- 
by,  it  would  beeome  something  more.  At 
present,  howerer,  it  was  only  with  great 
difficulty  that  NatiToa  could  pass  such  an 
examination.  Although  he  was  unable  to 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton »  he  should  be  extremely  glad  to 
adopt  a  system  by  which  competition  might 
be  adopted  in  the  first  cities  of  India.  This 
matter  was  brought,  under  his  attention 
some  time  ago  by  a  deputation  which  waited 
npoD  him — he  believed  in  July  or  August 
last— at  the  India  Office.  He  listened  to 
their  statements,  and  promised  to  consult 
the  Governor  General  and  other  persons  of 
authority  on  the  subject.  He  did  so,  and 
one  or  two  objections  of  a  subordinate  cha- 
racter had  been  suggested,  such  as  the 
difficulties  of  a  mechanical  kind  as  to  the 
mode  of  carrying  the  examination  into 
effect ;  but  he  believed,  from  representa- 
tions he  had  had  from  the  Civil  Service 
Bxaminers,  that  those  objections  might  be 
very  readily  got  over.  He  believed  that 
examinations  npon  paper  might  be  con- 
ducted  in  the  way  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  hut  with  regard  to  Vfvd  voee 
examinations,  it  would  be  difficult  to  find 
a  proper  standard  of  comparison.  The  diffi- 
culty would  be  to  compare  the  vitd  voce 
examinations  conducted  in  one  place  with 
those  eonducted  in  another.  He  attached 
great  weight  to  these  tnvd  voce  examina- 
tions, as  they  showed  that  the  candidate 
was  able  to  make  use  of  the  knowledge  he 
had  acquired  on  the  spur  of  the  moment, 
when  unexpected  questions  were  put  to 
him.  Another  objection  to  the  proposal 
would  be  that  the  examinations  should  be 
held  in  many  more  centres  than  the  two 
or  three  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member,  if 
they  were  intended  to  be  accessible  to  cer- 
tain classes  of  the  Natives.  A  further  ob- 
jection that  might  be  suggested  was,  that 
if  the  proposal  were  adopted,  it  might  at 
some  future  period  he  urged  that  the  na- 
ture of  the  examination  was  of  a  character 
not  suitable  to  the  people  of  India,  and 
considerable  pressure  might  be  brought  to 
bear  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  stan- 
dard of  examination  altered,  under  the 
pretence  of  adapting  it  to  the  capabilities 
of  the  Natives — an  alteration  that  would 
be  much  to  be  lamented,  as  the  service  as 
now  constituted  was  one  of  which  England 


had  every  right  to  be  proud.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate) 
had  made  some  observations  upon  what  he 
called  the  deterioration  of  the  Civil  Ser« 
vice  in  India  under  the  system  of  competi« 
tive  examinations ;  but  it  was  doubtful 
whether,  upon  a  full  and  impartial  inquiry, 
any  grounds  existed  for  that  complaint. 
It  was  quite  true  that  when  a  change  of 
system  occurred,  the  minds  of  the  Natives 
were  prejudiced  against  those  who  irero 
appointed  under  the  new  system,  and  were 
disposed  to  look  jealously  upon  them  ;  but, 
from  recent  information,  he  had  reason  to 
believe  that  that  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
Natives  had  passed  away,  and  that  the 
merits  of  the  new  comers  as  a  body  had 
been  acknowledged  by  them.  The  present 
system  was  still  going  on,  and  those  ap- 
pointed under  the  competitive  examination 
system  had  scarcely  yet  risen  to  the  higher 
posts  in  the  Service ;  but,  within  his  own 
knowledge,  two  of  those  gentlemen  who 
were  now  in  this  country,  and  who  were 
among  the  first  of  those  who  were  ap- 
pointed under  that  system,  were  as  pro* 
mising  and  as  distinguished  young  men 
as  were  to  be  found  in  the  service  of  the 
country.  On  the  whole,  he  had  reason 
to  believe  that  the  system  answered  ex- 
ceedingly well,  and  was  likely  to  prove 
of  the  greatest  advantage  to  the  ser- 
vice. Another  danger  he  should  appre- 
hend from  the  adoption  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's proposal  was  this  :— It  was  not  im- 
probable that  a  large  number  of  Natives 
who  might  succeed  in  passing  the  competi- 
tive examination,  and  who  might  be  per- 
fectly fit  for  the  lower  posts  of  the  service, 
would  be  totally  unfit  for  its  higher  and 
more  responsible  posts,  and  the  Government 
of  India  might  hold  it  contrary  to  their 
duty  to  promote  those  persons  to  those  po- 
sitions— a  course  that  would  be  likely  to 
promote  jealousy  and  heart-burnings  among 
the  Natives,  who  might  consider  that  they 
were  not  fairly  treated  by  being  excluded 
from  the  more  important  positions  in  the 
service.  In  such  an  event  the  Government 
of  India  would  probably  feel  called  upon  to 
obtain  the  required  strength  of  will  and  of 
mind  by  having  recourse  to  the  Uneoven- 
anted  European  Civil  Service,  instead  of  to 
the  Covenanted  Civil  Service.  He  was 
exceedingly  jealous  of  the  Uncovenanted 
Service  being  employed  in  posts  that  should 
be  filled  by  the  Covenanted  Service ;  be- 
cause although  there  wore,  doubtless,  many 
posts  that  might  with  propriety  be  bestowed 
upon  those  who  had  not  passed  through 
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tbe  test  of  oompetitiTe  examination,  ttill 
there  should  he  great  jealousy  in  admitting 
persons  into  the  service  through  any  other 
door  tlian  that  furnished  hy  examination, 
otherwise  oonsiderahle  pressure  would  he 
brought  to  hear  upon  those  who  had  the 
patronage  of  those  appointments.  Erery 
one  oonversant  with  the  suhject  must  feel 
that  the  great  safety  of  the  service  in  India 
lay  in  recruiting  as  far  as  possible  the  Eu- 
ropean branch  of  the  service  from  the  Co- 
venanted Service.  These  were  the  reasons 
which  induced  him  to  pause  and  hesitate 
before  he  could  sanction  any  such  propo- 
sal as  that  suggested  hy  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  and  these  reasons  were  confirmed  hy 
the  views  of  those  who  were  well  qualified 
to  speak  upon  the  subject,  being  those  who 
were  practically  engaged  in  carrying  on 
the  Government  of  India — men  who  were 
favourable  to  the  employment  of  Natives 
in  India,  whose  sympathies  were  in  their 
favour,  and  who  were  desirous  of  making 
the  Native  Indian  our  friend — and  they 
were  of  opinion  that  the  adoption  of  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be  a 
measure  fraught  with  much  inconvenience 
and  even  serious  danger.  He  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  what  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  raiionaU  of  the  competitive 
examination  system.  He  had  always  been 
an  advocate  for  that  system  as  a  mode  of 
obtaining  young  men  for  the  Civil  Service 
both  for  this  country  and  for  India.  While 
that  system  did  not  necessarily  secure  that 
all  those  who  passed  through  the  examina- 
tion were  the  fittest  for  discharging  the 
duties  of  Government  clerks  and  those 
which  fell  upon  our  civil  servants,  still  upon 
the  whole  it  wss  the  fairest  way  of  ascer- 
taining, who  among  a  large  number  of 
young  men,  bad  established,  by  their  pre- 
vious good  conduct  and  application,  a  cha- 
racter for  industry  and  ability,  which  was 
strong  evidence  to  show  that  at  least  they 
formed  a  fair  average  of  the  class  from 
which  they  were  taken.  But  then  the 
question  arose,  whether  the  average  of  the 
class  of  Native  Indians  from  which  the 
selection  would  have  to  be  made  was  pos- 
sessed of  the  necesssry  ruling  and  govern- 
ing qoalijfcies  to  the  extent  those  qualities 
were  possessed  by  the  corresponding  class 
in  this  country — whether  the  Native  In- 
dians were  possessed  of  the  fibre  required 
in  men  who  were  to  be  intrusted  with  poli- 
tical power  and  authority  ?  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  these  men  were  selected 
to  fill  very  important  posts.  They  might 
be  well  fitted  to  fill  the  lower  posts,  but 
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those  who  filled  the  higher  posts  of  the 
serviee  were  frequently  placed  in  situations 
where  great  responsibility  fell  upon  them, 
and  where  men  were  required  who  were  not 
only  truly  trustworthy  as  to  integrity,  but 
who  in  trying  positions  would  not  he  afraid 
to  act,  and  who  could  stand  alone.  They 
must  have  the  vigour  to  control  those  who 
were  under  their  authority,  whether  of  the 
same  race  or  another,  because  there  would 
always  be  a  considerable  number  of  En- 
glishmen and  Europeans  with  whom  su- 
perior officials  would  have  to  deal.  Without 
casting  any  reflection  upon  the  Native  cha- 
racter as  a  whole,  he  much  doubted  whether 
an  average  Natif  e  was  able  to  stand  alone 
and  to  control  the  Englishmen  under  his 
jurisdiction.  Therefore  the  competitive 
system,  applied  in  an  unfettered  way,  was 
not  suitable  for  providing  the  class  of  men 
wanted.  He  was  afraid  the  effect  of  it 
would  be  to  bring  in  a  large  number  of 
individuals  of  intellectual  ability  who  would 
not  have  the  strengtli  required  for  admini- 
stration. It  was  urged  that  we  should  do 
all  we  could  to  benefit  the  people  of  India. 
Everybody  admitted  that ;  but  who  were 
the  people  of  India,  and  for  whose  benefit 
were  we  to  to  rule  ?  If  they  adopted  the 
theory  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton, 
it  would  only  be  that  class  or  section  of 
the  people  of  India  who  would  carry  off 
these  appointments — a  very  small  section 
of  the  community.  It  should  be  carefully 
remembered  that  we  had  to  provide  for 
the  government  of  150,000.000  of  people, 
amongst  whom  only  a  small  class  could  be 
described  as  intellectual.  Our  duty,  there- 
fore, primarily  was  to  provide  the  best 
possible  machinery  for  the  good  govern- 
ment of  the  whole  mass,  rather  than  for 
a  small  portion.  Even  were  the  system 
of  competitive  examination  advocated  by 
the  hon.  Member  introduced,  what  would 
be  the  result  t  The  Bengalese  and  other 
sects  of  the  less  vigorous  but  more  edu- 
cated races  of  India  would  be  the  class 
chiefly  benefited.  They  would  carry  off 
the  prizes  in  an  examination  of  a  purely 
intellectual  character  ;  but  they  were  just 
the  men  who  would  conspicuously  fail  if 
you  placed  them  in  positions  of  difficulty, 
or  set  them  to  rule  over  the  more  vigorous 
races  that  we  had  under  our  sway.  They 
would  be  employed  without  the  advantages 
of  Englishmen,  without  the  prestige  of  the 
English  race,  and  without  the  energy  of 
the  English  character  ;  and  we  could  not 
rely  upon  their  being  treated  with  that 
esteem  which  in  the  East  is  attached  to 
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persons  distinguished  by  birth  find  family 
connection.  Under  these  circumstances, 
we  ought  to  be  cautious  how  vre  tlirow  open 
the  door  by  competitive  examinations.  This 
opinion  was  coincided  in  by  many  of  those 
most  favourable  to  the  employment  of  Na- 
tives, including  Sir  John  Lawrence,  Sir 
Bartle  Frere,  and  Sir  Herbert  Edwards; 
and  the  latter,  in  a  paper  lately  read  before 
the  East  India  Association,  spoke  with 
great  he»itation  as  to  the  morale  and  in- 
tegrity of  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of 
India.  Attached  to  the  pamphlet  in  which 
this  was  published  wore  a  number  of  let- 
ters, all  purporting  to  be  in  favour  of  the 
employment  of  Natives  ;  but  thero  was 
scarcely  one  writer  who  boldly  stated  his 
opinion  that  the  Natives,  as  a  class,  were 
to  be  relied  on  for  the  moral  qualities  re- 
qnired  in  rulers.  He  was  afraid  that  any 
kind  of  test  that  could  be  applied  in  the 
shape  of  testimoninls  and  inquiries  as  to 
character  would  be  feeble  security.  An- 
other reason  for  pausing  was,  that  if  once 
they  entered  into  the  system,  they  would 
be  obliged  to  go  on  with  it,  no  matter  what 
might  be  the  difficulties  into  which  it  might 
throw  them.  He  would  not  close  the  door 
for  ever  against  examinations;  but  there 
were  other  measures  more  suitable  to  the 
emergency  which  would  do  much  towards 
introducing  Natives  freely.  The  first  was 
that  of  Bcholnrships;  aud  if  young  men 
could  be  assisted  to  present  themselves  for 
examination  in  this  country,  and  to  receive 
a  certain  education  here,  much  would  be 
flone  to  imbue  them  with  English  feelings; 
and  even  if  they  failed  on  examination, 
they  would  not  have  had  their  time  thrown 
away,  because  they  would  have  learnt  much 
that  would  be  useful  to  them.  There  was 
every  diaposition  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  assist  those  who  gained  scho- 
larships, and  it  was  proposed  to  pay  their 
passages  out  and  home.  It  was  suggested 
that,  if  the  system  succeeded,  further  scho- 
larships might  be  created  by  the  Govern- 
ment; and,  by  degrees,  young  men  might 
be  brought  oyer  and  passed  through  the 
mill  with  competitors  upon  equal  terms. 
This  would  provide  a  test  of  moral  quali- 
ties, for  it  would  show  courage,  vigour, 
and  self-reliance  for  a  young  man  to  expa- 
triate himself,  and  it  would  indicate  that 
he  was  above  the  average  in  moral  strength 
and  fibre.  There  was  another  measure 
substantially  the  same  as  that  embodied  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tynemauth  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  who,  how- 
ever, did  not  draw  a  sufiiciently  sharp  dis- 
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tinction  between  the  Covenanted  and  TJnco- 
venanted  Civil  Sorvice.  That  diatinction 
was  a  matter  of  great  importance.  At 
present  there  were  about  870  covenanted 
civil  servants  in  India,  with  salaries  ranging 
from  about  £360  to  upwards  of  £5.000, 
few  having  more  than  that.  The  Uncc 
venanted  servants,  leaving  the  lowest  ap- 
pointments out  of  consideration,  and  in- 
cluding those  whn^e  salaries  ranged  from 
£250  to  £1,000  and  £1,500  (a  few 
reaching  £2,000),  numbered  2.336.  The 
avernge  of  the  snlaries  of  the  Covenanted 
servants  was  £1,800.  and  that  of  the  Un- 
coveiianted  servants  £520.  [Colonel  Stkes 
remarked  that  Europeans  held  the  highest 
paid  positions.]  Not  exclusively,  for  there 
were  fifteen  Nntives  receiving  salaries  of 
upwards  of  £1,000,  and  several  receiving 
upwards  of  £500.  Unque»tionnbly  the 
number  of  Natives  admitted  into  the  Ser- 
vice was  miserably  small,  and  that  the 
Government  was  endeavouring  to  remedy 
as  soon  as  possible.  Last  year  he  had 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral  to  the  fact  in  a  despatch,  and  had  asked 
his  opinion  as  to  the  possibility  of  finding 
a  better  opening  for  the  employment  of 
Native  talent.  The  Governor  General  re- 
plied that  steps  were  being  taken  to  intro- 
duce a  larger  proportion  of  Natives  in  the 
non-Regulation  Provinces.  To  that  he  re- 
plied it  would  not  be  necessary  to  confine 
the  measure  to  the  non- Regulation  Pro- 
vinces, but  that  it  should  likewise  be  car- 
ried out  in  the  Regulation  Provinces.  With 
regard  to  the  judicial  service.  Sir  John 
Lawrence  thought  that,  while  it  might  be 
dangerous  to  throw  it  open  widely  to  Na- 
tives, much  might  be  done  to  employ  Na- 
tives in  it.  His  intention  was  to  insert  in 
his  India  Bill  a  clause  giving  the  Govern- 
ment power  to  introduce  Natives  of  India 
into  appointments  held  by  the  Covennnted 
Service,  if  they  were  proved  fit  for  them ; 
and  that  would  be  a  better  mode  of  selec- 
tion than  the  system  of  competitive  exami- 
nations. At  all  events,  it  would  be  safe; 
and  if  it  proved  inefficient  they  might  re- 
sort to  other  measures  in  order  to  give  it 
extension.  It  was  the  earnest  and  sincere 
desire  of  the  Government  both  here  and  in 
India  to  introduce  the  Natives  into  impor- 
tant positions  in  the  service.  It  would  be 
for  the  benefit  of  our  rule,  it  would  bo  of 
iuiportance  for  India  itself,  that  the  Na- 
tives should  be  educated  to  govern  them- 
selves and  their  own  affairs.  They  be- 
lieved that  an  immense  improvement  was 
going  on  among  the  Natives,  and  would  be 
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gradually  prodaetWe  of  beneficial  chaoge; 
but  it  was  most  Importaut  that  nothiug 
rash  orhastv  should  be  done.  He  believed 
that  the  step  taken  would  gif  e  considerable 
impulse  to  that  improvement,  and  to  the 
real  interests  of  Native  agency,  far  beyond 
anything  that  had  hitherto  been  done.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  having  introduced  a 
clause  to  give  effect  to  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment,  it  would  not  be  thought  ne- 
cessary to  press  either  the  Motion  or  the 
Amendment  to  a  division  in  order  to  commit 
the  House  to  any  positive  view.  lie  was 
very  glad  this  discussion  had  taken  place. 
They  were  taking  action  on  the  subject 
both  in  their  correspondence  with  India, 
and  in  the  measure  they  were  submitting 
to  Parliament,  and  he  hoped  the  feeling  of 
the  House  had  been  sufficiently  manifested 
without  taking  a  division. 

Mr.  FAWGETT  said,  that  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be 
would  not  divide  the  House  on  his  Motion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  seem  to 
impugn  his  Motion,  hut  simply  wished  to 
try  something  else  first.  He  should  be 
doing  an  injustice  to  the  question  by  now 
dividing,  and  he  would  have  the  opportunity 
of  expressing  his  opinion  when  the  Bill  to 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  had 
referred  was  before  the  House.  He  should 
support  a  scheme  to  enable  the  Natives  to 
take  a  part  in  the  government  of  their 
country.  The  Amendment,  indeed,  was 
not  antagonistic  to  his  proposal.  It  was 
simply  to  enable  officers  to  pass  from  the 
Uncovenanted  to  the  Covenanted  service 
without  coming  to  England  to  pass  an 
examination.  At  the  same  time  he  thought 
that  the  people  of  India  would  not  be  satis- 
fied at  their  being  obliged  to  spend  so 
many  years  in  the  Uncovenanted  Service  be- 
fore they  could  enter  the  Covenanted,  when, 
if  they  came  to  England  and  passed  the  exa- 
mination, they  could  enter  at  once.  All  that 
the  proposition  of  the  Government  meant 
was  to  admit  persons  that  the  Governor 
General  thought  fit  to  enter  the  Covenanted 
Service,  and  he  thought  that  that  would  not 
be  quite  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  India. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leaTOi  icttA- 
drawn. 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (METRO- 
POLIS) BILL.— LEAVE.' 
Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL,  in  moving  for 
leave  to  introduce  two  Bills,  one  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  for  the  establishment 
of  Municipal  Corporations  in  the  Metropolis, 
and  the  other  for  the  creation  of  a  Corpora- 
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tion  of  London,  observed  that  both  were 
substantially  the  same  as  those  which  the 
House  permitted  him  last  year  to  lay  on 
the  table.    The  alterations  were  extremely 
slight.    He  was  quite  aware  that  no  private 
Member  could  expect  to  carry  through  sueh 
measures.     In  order  that  they  might  suc- 
ceed Government  must  take  them  up;  but 
the  Government  bad  not  shown  any  dispo- 
sition to  take  up  the  subject,  and  in  the 
present  year,  considering  all  the  cireum- 
stancea  of  the  case*  he  could  not  blame 
them.     No  Government  waa  likely  to  em- 
barrass  itself  with  such  a  subject  until 
much  discussion  had  taken  place,  and  pub* 
lie  opinion  had  been  called  forth  to  give 
them  a  sufficient  degree  of  support.    The 
introduction  of  the  Bills  had  already  pro- 
duced considerable  effect.    This  was  shown 
by  the  number  of  petitions,  which  were 
almost  all  in  favour  of  the  Bills.     The 
opposition  to  the  Bills  had  chiefly  proceeded 
from  persons  connected  with  the  preseot 
local  administrative  bodies,  who  were  not 
likely  to  be  wholly  unprejudiced  on  the 
subject  of   their    own  mode  of  adminis- 
tration.    The  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill 
last  Session  had  paved  the  way  for  such 
legislation.     One  marked  feature  of  the 
political  movement,  of  which  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Act  was  a  part,  is  a  demand  on 
the  part  of  the  people,  he  would  not  say  for 
more  government,  but  for  more  administra- 
tion.    It  is  not  only  sanitary  measures, 
properly  so  called,  but  control   over  the 
dwellings  provided  for  the  working  classes, 
and  a  hundred  similar  arrangements,  which 
are  now  required  at  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment ;  and  the  effecting  of  these  things 
has  been  again  and  again  prevented  by  the 
want  of    any   auffioient    local    authority. 
When  much  has  to  be  done  for  society, 
it  cannot  be  all  done  by  the  central  Go« 
vemment,  and  there  was  in  this  country 
great  jealousy  of  intmsting  too  much  to 
that  authority.     It  was  a  national  principle 
that  a  great   part  of  our  adminiatration 
should   be  local,    and   the    constitutional 
mode  of  giving  local  government  to  different 
parts  of  the  country,  especially  to  towns, 
was  by   means  of  municipalities.      Now, 
London  had  only  the  benefit  of  a  munici- 
pality  in  that  which   was  originally   the 
whole  of  its  extent — the  City  proper.  With 
that  exception  the    local    government   of 
the  metropolis  was  a  parish  government. 
What  other  town  in  the  kingdom  would  be 
satisfied  with  a  parish  administration  ex- 
tending over  the  greater  portion  of  its  area } 
The  government  of  London  by  means  of 
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festries  had  endnred  long  enoagh.      To 
show    the    magnitude    of    the    questions 
which  were  involved  in  the  local  admiius- 
tratlon  of  the  metropolis,  he  might  men- 
tion that  in  the   year    1840  London  was 
rated  upon  an  annual  value  of  £6,000,000 
sterling.     In    1861    the    annual  value  of 
property  had  risen  to  jS  12.500,000,  and 
in  1866  to  nearly  £14,500,000.    The  ex- 
penditure  of  the  metropolis  was  growing, 
and  now  amounted  to  nearly  £3,000,000 
a  year.      The    Metropolitan    Board    had 
during  the  twelve  years  of  its  existence 
raised  hy  rates  £2,182,000,  and  by  loans 
£5,581,000.     The  vestries  collectively  ex- 
pended  £2,784,000  per  annum,  while  to 
show  the  quantity  of  legislation  required 
to  deal  with  local  questions  arising  within 
the  metropolis,  Lord  Brougham,   bo  long 
ago  as  1837,  stated  that  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  parish  of  Marylebone  alone,  passed 
since  the  year  1795,  filled   a  volume  of 
480  pages,  being  much   greater  in  size, 
he  would  not  say  than  the  Code  Napoleon, 
but  certainly  than  the   Code  Givil,     Par- 
liament had  attempted,  and  did  attempt, 
to  provide  for  this  local  legislation ;    but 
Parliament  could  not  possibly  do  it,  and 
it  only  oontinued  the  attempt  because  there 
were  no  local  authorities  in  whom  Parlia- 
ment or  the  country  sufficiently  confided  to 
turn  o?er  to  them  this  important  business. 
What  had  oeourred  with  reference  to  the 
Dwellings  of  Artisans  and  Labourers  Bill, 
introduced  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Finabury  (Mr.  M'CuUagh  Torrens)  was 
an  illustration  of  the  want  of  some  more 
satisfaetory  anthorities    than    at    present 
existed  in  the  metropolis.  As  originally  in- 
troduced, the  powers  conferred  by  that  Bill 
were  entrusted  to  the  yestries;  but  the  Se- 
lect Cbnamittee  would  not  trust  the  vestries, 
and  gave  the  powers  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.    The  Metropolitan  Board 
itself  was,  however,  regarded  with  great 
distrust ;  and  he  had  received  many  letters 
urging   him    to  oppose  that  part  of  the 
measure  which  empowered  that  Board  to 
levy  any  rates  in  addition  to  those  which 
they  were  already  authorised  to  raise.     If 
there  were  municipalities  in  the  different 
metropolitan  boroughs,  with  a  general  cen- 
tral municipality,  there  would  be  authori- 
ties upon  whom  Parliament  could  confer 
the  many  powers  of  local  administration 
and  looal  regulation  which   at   present  it 
was  necessary  to  provide  for  by  separate 
Acts.    The  difference  between  London  and 
other  cities,  arising  mainly  from  the  great 
sise  of  the  metropolis,  was,  that  while  for 


provincial  eities  a  single  corporation  suf- 
ficed, in  London  it  was  necessary  to  have  a 
double  system.  There  would  in  London 
be  too  much  for  a  single  body  to  do ;  and 
any  single  body  vhioh  was  so  constituted 
as  to  be  able  to  do  the  work,  would  be  so 
powerful  that  it  would  excite  the  jealousy 
of  the  other  civil  authorities  of  the  coun- 
try. What  was  proposed  by  the  Bill  which 
he  had  been  requested  to  introduce,  but  of 
which  he  was  not  the  author,  although  he 
approved  of  all  its  provisions,  was,  that 
there  should  be  for  oil  the  Parliamentary 
boroughs  of  which  the  metropolis  was 
composed,  separate  municipalities  grouped 
round  the  City  municipality,  which  would 
be  the  type  of  all ;  that  these  municipali- 
ties should  discharge  nil  such  duties  as  did 
not  require  that  the  whole  of  London 
should  be  taken  into  consideration  at  once ; 
and  that  in  addition  there  should  be  a  cen- 
tral municipality,  which  should  deal  wiiU 
those  questions  in  the  decision  of  which  the 
interests  and  wants  of  the  whole  metropolis 
were  involved.  The  first  of  these  proposals 
was  strongly  recommended  by  the  Gommis* 
sion  which  was  presided  over  by  the  late 
Sir  Qeorge  Lewis.  But  there  was  also  a 
necessity  for  a  general  municipal  govern- 
ment of  the  metropolis,  and  this  necessity 
was  so  strongly  felt  that,  without  intending 
to  create  a  municipality.  Parliament  had 
created  one  in  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  The  purpose  for  which  that  Board 
had  been  called  into  existence — namely, 
the  Main  Drainage — was  now  nearly  com- 
pleted. But  the  necessity  for  a  general 
government  was  such  that,  almost  as  soon 
as  the  Board  was  created,  other  new  and 
important  duties  began  to  be  intrusted  to 
it.  But  when  Parliament  was  creating 
this  body,  was  it  aware  that  it  was  estab- 
lishing a  municipal  body  for  the  whole  of 
London  ?  Did  it  take  that  large  subject 
into  consideration,  and  examine  whether 
this  was  the  best  way  of  providing  for  the 
municipal  government  of  a  great  capital  ? 
Certainly  not.  The  Board  was  created  for 
a  limited  and  temporary  purpose,  and  it  had 
gradually  become  a  central  municipality, 
without  due  consideration  whether  it  had 
been  constituted  in  the  way  best  calculated 
to  perform  the  duties  of  such.  He  did 
not  propose  to  supersede  this  body,  but  to 
leave  it  standing,  and  also  to  leave  stand- 
ing the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London; 
but  to  make  such  changes  in  its  constitu- 
tion as  would  render  it  an  adequate  muni- 
cipal constitution  for  the  whole  metropo* 
lis.     The  first  Bill  proposed  to  give  muni- 
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cipal  institations  to  Uie  different  Parlia- 
mentary boroughs  in  London  ;  and  the 
second,  to  create  a  central  body  into  which 
the  Board  of  Works  would  be  absorbed  : 
to  constitute  this  central  body  in  such  a 
way  as  Parliament  might  think  best,  and 
to  define  its  duties  and  powers,  marking 
them  off  from  those  of  the  municipal  bodies. 
He  would  conclude  with  a  saying  of  Lord 
Coke — that  no  good  measure  of  legislation 
was  efer  proposed  from  which,  in  the  end, 
•ome  amount  of  good  did  not  result. 
Though  in  the  present  Session  he  could 
not  hope  to  carry  the  Bills,  and  though 
great  modifications  might  be  made  in  them 
before  they  were  carried,  still  he  was 
doing  that  from  which,  according  to  Lord 
Coke's  maxim,  good  must  eTentually  re- 
sult. The  hon.  Gentleman  moved  for  leave 
to  introdnce  the  first  Bill. 

Sib  JAMES  FBRGUSSON,  en  the 
part  of  tlie  Secretary  of  State,  had  to  say 
that  the  Government  would  offer  no  op- 
position to  the  introduction  of  the  Bills, 
considering  that  they  would  conduce  to  the 
ultimate  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
question  if  marked,  as  he  was  sure  they 
would  be,  by  that  careful  consideration  of 
the  subject  which  all  would  expect  at  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  GRORGE  BOWTER  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  make  to  the  creation  of 
municipnl  bodies  for  those  pnrts  of  the 
metropolis  which  are  now  without  them 
*-such  as  Westminster  and  Chelsea  ; 
but  the  great  difficulty  would  be  with  the 
central  body,  and  how  that  difficulty  was 
to  be  overcome  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Stuart  Mill)  had  not  satisfactorily  ex- 
plained. How  he  was  to  reconcile  the 
powers  of  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London  with  those  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  or  in  what  manner  both 
bodies  were  to  be  amalgamated,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  omitted  to  say.  The  City 
of  London  was  one  of  the  most  ancient 
institutions  of  the  country,  and  claimed 
exclusive  jurisdiction  within  its  own  limits; 
and  the  City  was  the  only  representative 
body  in  this  great  metropolis.  Supposing 
a  Princess  of  Wales  or  the  Sultan  were 
coming  into  London,  the  City,  headed  by 
the  Lord  Mayor,  was  the  only  body  to  re- 
ceive them.  Before  the  Bill  proceeded 
further  a  considerably  larger  amount  of 
iu formation  would  be  required  by  the 
House  than  the  general  philosophical  prin- 
ciples which  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster had  laid  before  them. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Mr.  7.  Stuart  Mill 


Bill  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  Mani- 
oipal  Corporations  within  the  Metropolis,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mill,  Mr.  Thomas 
IIuGHBs,  Mr.  ToMURS,  Mr.  Buxtov,  and  Mr. 

LiTABD. 

OOBPOBATTON  OF  IX>NDOV  BTLL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mill,  Bill  for  the  ereetion  of 
a  Corpomtion  of  London,  crdered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Mill,  Mr.  Tbomas  Huobxs,  Hr. 
TouLiNi,  Mr.  BuxTov,  and  Mr.  Latakd. 

STOCKBROKERS   (iBEULNd)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pim,  Bill  to  amend  the  Act 
passed  in  the  Session  of  Parliament  held  in  Ire- 
land in  the  thirty-ninth  year  of  the  reign  of  His 
Majesty  King  George  the  Third,  intituled  **  An 
Act  for  the  better  Regulation  of  Stockbrokers," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Pnc  and  Sir 
BiM/jJCir  Guixxxss. 

Hoase  odjonmed  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Wedneiday^  May  6,  1868. 
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[May  4]  reported. 
Public   Bills  —  Ordered  —  Consolidated   Fund 

(£1,000.000).» 
Firtt  Reading^SUMVhroVen  (Ireland)  *  [104]. 
Second  iSMuitn^— Mines  Asasssmcnt  [Hj;  Di- 

Torce  and   Matrimonial  Caosss  Court  [50] ; 

Cotton  Statistics  [96]. 
Contidered  at  aiMna«d— Artisans'  and  Labourers' 

Dwellings  [88]. 

MINES  ASSESSMENT  BILL-{BtLL  U.] 
(M*.  Percy  Wyndham,  Mr,  Cavendiih  BentintJt, 

Mr,  Senderton,') 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time 
said,  its  object  was  to  secure  a  more  equit- 
able distribution  of  local  taxation  than  ex- 
isted at  present.  The  Bill  before  the  House 
imposes  further  taxation ;  but  until  pro- 
perty now  exempted  from  taxation  is  made 
to  bear  a  fair  share  of  the  burdens  of  the 
country,  the  people  would  object  to  any 
increase  of  those  burdens.  The  natural 
objection  to  taxes  of  every  description  was 
augmented,  and  the  opposition  to  any  pro- 
posed increase  of  local  taxation  was  made 
more  earnest  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
equality with  which  the  rates  were  imposed. 
It  had  been  objected  that  the  Preamble  of 
the  Bill  did  not  correctly  recite  the  present 
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state  of  the  law  with  regard  to  the  rating 
of  mines,  but  he  contended  that  it  did,  and 
that  it  was  those  who  objected  to  it  who 
were  in  error.  At  the  close  of  the  last 
century,  by  a  decision  of  Lord  Mansfield, 
all  mines  except  coal  mines  were  held  to 
be  free  from  local  taxation ;  but  accord- 
ing to  a  recent  decision  if  the  lord  of 
the  mine  receives  his  royalty  in  any 
way  in  kind  he  is  rateable  because  he 
is  to  that  extent  an  occupier.  This  was 
a  contradictory  law,  easily  evaded,  and 
its  effect  was,  that  property  to  the  ex- 
tent of  £6,400,000  a  year  did  not  pay 
anything  towards  the  rates  of  the  country. 
The  exemption  did  not  extend  to  Ireland 
or  Scotland,  and  this  made  the  anomaly 
the  greater.  Very  little  would  be  needed 
to  show  how  unjust  to  the  ordinary  rate- 
payer was  this  exemption  of  certain  mines 
from  liability  to  contribute  to  parish  ex- 
penditure. A  mine  in  full  work  in  any 
district  drew  into  its  neighbourhood  a  large 
number  of  workmen,  for  whom  dwellings 
defective  in  all  sanitary  arrangements  were 
hastily  built;  and  if,  as  often  happened, 
the  mine  became  exhausted,  or  fell  into 
disuse  from  any  other  reason,  a  large  num- 
ber of  those  workmen  and  their  families 
became  more  or  less  a  burden  to  the 
parish,  though  their  employers  had  con- 
tributed nothing  in  the  days  of  their  pro- 
sperity to  the  parish  purse.  Of  324  pau- 
pers in  a  Union  in  one  of  the  Cornish 
districts  in  1865  he  found  that  only  fifty- 
two  were  of  the  agricultural  class  -—  the 
rest  had  all  been  miners ;  and  the  mines 
had  not  contributed  one  farthing  to  the 
poor  rate.  Then,  again,  great  injury  was 
done  to  roads  by  the  carting  of  heavy  ore 
from  the  mine  to  the  railway ;  yet  these 
roads  had  to  be  repaired  at  the  expense  of 
the  farmers  and  shopkeepers,  while  the 
owners  of  the  mines  were  altogether  ex- 
empted from  liability  to  contribute.  With- 
out further  dilating  on  tliis  point  he  would 
proceed  to  explain  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  According  to  an  Act  recently  passed 
the  mines  should  only  be  rated  as  grass 
lands.  The  Bill  proposed  that  they  should 
be  assessed  according  to  the  Parochial  Act 
of  WilL  III.  The  1st  clause  provided 
that  all  mines  should  be  rated  at  an  esti- 
mate of  the  net  annual  value.  In  Com- 
mittee he  should  ask  leave  to  amend  that 
clause,  because  the  net  annual  value  of  a 
mine  was  never  paid.  It  would  be  paid 
if  the  lessee  entered  into  possession  of  the 
mine  with  its  plant  all  fixed,  the  shaft 
tunki  and  the  whole  mine  ready  for  work. 


but  that  was  never  the  case.  The  royalty 
paid  by  the  lessee  of  a  mine  resembled  the 
rent  which  would  be  paid  by  a  farmer 
under  a  thirty  years'  lease  of  a  piece  of 
moorland ;  and  the  net  annual  value  of  a 
mine  resembled  the  net  annual  value  of 
that  piece  of  moorland  after  it  had  been 
drained  and  fenced,  and  brought  under 
cultivation.  He  contended  that  inasmuch 
as  a  piece  of  re- claimed  moorland  was  as- 
sessed at  its  improved  annual  value,  a  mine 
in  full  operation  should  be  also  assessed 
according  to  its  worth.  The  2nd  clause 
too,  which  referred  to  the  royalties  ob- 
tained where  mines  had  been  abandoned 
and  afterwards  been  taken  up  again,  as 
well  as  the  drd  clause,  required  amend- 
ment, and  he  appealed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Durham  (Mr.  Pease)  to  assist  him 
in  coming  to  some  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment with  regard  to  the  deductions  which 
should  be  allowed  in  estimating  the  net 
annual  value  of  mines.  In  certain  cases, 
no  doubt,  the  royalties  did  indicate  the 
actual  value  of  the  mine ;  but  in  a  mine 
there  was  certainly  a  diminished  rateable 
value  according  to  the  decreasing  value  of 
the  produce;  and  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
just  payment  it  was  proposed  to  capitalize 
the  whole  value  of  the  mine  at  fifteen 
years,  and  base  the  assessment  on  that. 
The  equitable  deduction  as  between  the 
annual  and  rateable  value  was,  in  his  opi- 
nion, about  one-third.  He  was  himself  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  to  leave  some  points 
in  the  hands  of  the  local  Assessment  Com- 
mittees ;  but  these  matters  could  be  easily 
settled  in  Committee,  with  respect  to  the 
exception  of  mines  in  Derbyahire,  Corn- 
wall, and  Devon  from  the  operations  of 
the  Act ;  the  mines  of  Derbyshire  were 
already  rated  in  accordance  with  a  local 
arrangement  which  satisfied  everydhe  con- 
cerned, including  the  parish  authorities 
and  the  ordinary  ratepayer  —  an  arrange- 
ment which  it  would  be  unwise  to  disturb. 
The  mines  of  Cornwall  and  Devon  were 
hazardous  as  speculations,  and  during  the 
last  two  years  had  been  by  no  means  pro- 
sperous ;  it  was  therefore  proposed  by  the 
5th  clause  to  relieve  the  occupiers  of  those 
mines  from  liability,  to  transfer  it  to  the 
owners,  and  to  assess  the  rate  on  the 
royalty  paid  by  the  lessee.  If,  however, 
it  was  deemed  unjust  to  treat  one  portion 
of  the  kingdom  differently  from  another, 
he  would  have  no  objection  to  exempt 
from  liability  all  mines  whose  success  was 
doubtful.  The  6th  clause,  providing  for 
the  assessment  of  mines  under  the  provi* 
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aions  of  the  Local  Government  Act  or  any 
Local  Improvement  Acts,  in  the  same  vaj 
as  arable  land  was  assessed,  he  proposed 
to  make  prospective  only.  As  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  had  been  already  as- 
sented to,  he  would  not  further  detain  the 
House  but  would  formally  move  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  ST.  AUBYN,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  entirely  approved  of,  and 
concurred  in,  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
Many  meetings  had  taken  place  in  Corn- 
wall with  re^rence  to  the  Bill ;  and  al- 
though there  were  small  differences  as  to 
the  details  of  the  measure,  yet  all  classes 
—agricultural,  town,  and  mining  —  had 
unanimously  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
mining  property  ought  no  longer  to  be 
exempted  from  contributing  its  fair  and 
just  proportion  to  the  local  rates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (^Mr.  Percy  Wyndham). 

Mb.  pease  said,  he  did  not  rise  to  op- 
pose the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  Two 
years  ago  he  admitted  that  mines  ought  to 
be  rated;  but  he  was  exceedingly  opposed  to 
rushing  headlong  into  legislation  upon  the 
subject ;  for  there  were  many  difficulties 
to  be  considered.  He  objected  to  mineral 
mines  being  rated  as  coal  mines  now  were; 
because  no  fixed  principles  were  acted  on 
in  the  case  of  coal  mines;  and  he  con- 
tended that  the  amendment  should  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  a  fixed  sys- 
tem applicable  to  all  mines.  A  Return 
made  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Whitby  (Mr.  Bagnall)  showed  how 
utterly  opposed  to  reason  was  the  practice 
which  had  grown  up  in  respect  of  the 
rating  of  coal  mines.  The  3rd  clause, 
relatinf  to  the  deductions  to  be  made  from 
the  gross  value  to  find  the  net  rent,  seemed 
adapted  to  give  rise  to  innumerable  law- 
suits ;  it  would  be  far  better  if  a  definite 
rate  of  deduction  were  fixed  upon  for  the 
purpose.  He  also  objected  to  Clause  5  as 
far  as  it  set  up  a  different  standard  for 
different  counties.  No  doubt  the  miners 
of  Cornwall  and  Devon  deserved  every 
consideration  the  House  could  give  under 
the  circumstances ;  but  it  would  be  very 
unfair  if  they  were  relieved  altogether 
from  liability  to  pay  local  rates.  As, 
however,  ordinary  principles  of  assess- 
ment were  not  applicable  to  mines,  he 
would  suggest  that  an  increased  deduc- 
tion should  be  allowed  in  the  case  of  mines 
commercially  hazardous. 

Mr,  Percy  Wyndham 


Mr.  DENMAN  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  as  it  pro- 
posed to  make  mining  property  rateable, 
and  to  have  the  rates  levied  in  the  same 
wny  as  the  highway  rate,  he  would  take 
occasion  to  point  out  the  necessity  that 
existed  for  altering  the  present  mode  of 
assessing  highway  rates.  If  the  Bill  were 
passed  it  would  raise  more  pointedly  than 
ever  the  question  whether  the  highway 
rates  should  be  wholly  payable  out  of  the 
real  property  of  the  country.  By  the  pre- 
sent law  a  clergyman  with  a  small  glebe 
had  to  pay  a  heavy  highway  rate,  whilst 
his  neighbour,  a  rich  brewer,  who  resided 
within  the  borough,  and  used  the  highway 
in  the  prosecution  of  his  business,  had  no 
rate  to  pay.  He  hoped  Parliament  would 
remedy  the  grievance  in  the  next  Session 
of  Parliament. 

Mb.  KENDALL  said,  that  many  years 
since  he  endeavoured  to  pass  a  Bill  for 
the  rating  of  mines,  but  the  difficulties 
were  so  great  that  he  had  to  abandon  it. 
In  Cornwall  all  parties  had  agreed  that 
it  was  but  fair  and  just  that  mines  should 
be  rated,  and  that  the  whole  expense 
should  fall  on  the  owners  of  the  mines. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  such 
an  arrangement  should  be  a  cause  of  com- 
plaint with  other  counties.  He  warned 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham) 
against  endeavouring  to  pass  the  dth  clause 
in  a  form  objectionable  to  Cornish  interests 
and  contrary  to  the  report  of  the  Select 
Committee  upon  the  rating  of  mines.  He 
should  assist  in  every  way  to  make  the 
Bill  workable,  but  unless  a  fair  and  just 
principle  was  applied  to  the  case  of  the 
Cornish  people,  he  should  oppose!  the  third 
reading. 

Mb.  BEUCE  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  although  the  Bill  had  met  with 
general  approval  as  to  its  principle,  it  was 
so  framed  that  it  either  left  unsettled,  or 
settled  on  different  principles,  the  subject 
of  the  rating  of  mines.  He  was  not 
satisfied  that  Clause  5  was  founded  on  a 
just  principle.  The  just  principle  seemed 
to  be  that  now  in  force — namely,  that  the 
actual  value  from  year  to  year  of  the  pro- 
perty should  be  estimated  fairly.  Unifor- 
mity, above  all  things,  was  needed  ;  if  de- 
ductions from  gross  value  were  to  be  al- 
lowed in  the  case  of  copper  and  tin  mines, 
why  should  they  not  be  allowed  in  the 
assessment  of  coal  mines  ?  It  seemed  to 
him  to  be  monstrous  that  a  tin  mine  in  full 
operation  and  making  good  returns  should 
bo  rated  on  more  favourable  terms  than  a 
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ooal  mine.  He  did  not  insist  that  it  should 
be  rated  for  all  years  on  the  estimate  of 
any  one  year,  but  that  a  fair  average  should 
be  struck  for  the  assessor's  guidance.  The 
hon.  Member  who  introdnced  the  Bill  had 
omitted  from  his  very  clear  statement  an 
important  point  arising  out  of  Clause  6. 
The  effect  of  that  clause  wonld  be  that 
ooal  mines  which  are  now  rated  to  their 
fullest  extent  would  bo  assessed  at  only 
one  quarter  of  their  annual  value.  That 
seemed  to  him  a  very  doubtful  measure ; 
he  had  always  approved  the  principle  laid 
down  by  Sir  George  Lewis  that  all  ex- 
emptions for  rating  purposes  were,  impoli- 
tic; and  for  this  proposed  exemption  in 
lavonr  of  ooal  mines  he  could  imagine  no 
reason  whatever.  If  any  one  wished  to 
find  a  district  where  the  roads  were  bad, 
where  small  ill-built  houses  abounded,  and 
pauperism  was  chronic,  and  where,  con- 
sequently, expenditure  on  sanitary  grounds 
was  required,  let  him  go  to  a  new  colliery 
district  •  The  colliery  drew  around  it  a  large 
population  of  the  poorest  description,  and 
it  should  be  made  liable  to  pay  local  rates 
as  much  as  any  other  property.  Trusting 
that  these  points  would  be  considered  in 
Committee,  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  GEORGE  CAVENDISH  said, 
respecting  the  wish  for  uniformity  of  as- 
sessment, that  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  the  5th  clause,  as  far  as  it  affected 
Derbyshire,  could  be  appreciated  only  by 
those  who  knew  what  a  happy  state  of 
things  existed  there  in  consequence  of  the 
agreement  already  referred  to.  The  mines 
of  Derbyshire  had  always  been  rated.  The 
assessment  was  made  on  the  royalty  paid 
to  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  and  the  rate 
was  psdd  by  the  Duchy ;  so  that  the  parish 
actually  got  more  from  the  mines  than  it 
would  get  if  the  occupier  were  rated,  be- 
cause the  poorer  miners  would,  of  necessity, 
have  to  be  excused*  He  suggested  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  Bill  for  compound- 
mg  mining  rates;  if  that  could  be. managed 
the  Derbyshire  arrangement  might  stand. 

Mb.  BAGNALL  said,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand why  woodlands  and  plantations 
should  escape  rating  and  coal  mines  be 
made  the  victims.  The  argument  that 
woodlands  and  plantations  were  exempted 
in  order  not  to  check  the  growth  of  the 
timber  for  the  purposes  of  the  Boyal  Navy, 
did  not  apply  in  the  present  day. 

Ms.  CANDLISH  said,  that  by  the 
operation  of  the  6th  clause  all  mines 
rated  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill  would 


be  subjected  to  one-fourth  of  the  gross 
amount  of  their  valuation,  while  existing 
mines  would  pay  the  same  as  they  paid 
now.  It  was  perfectly  clear  that  this  was 
not  equitable,  and  he  hoped  the  clause 
would  be  expunged.  He  cautioned  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  against 
all  exemptions.  They  might  lead  to  un-> 
equal  taxation  even  in  the  same  district, 
for  it  would  be  impossible  to  adopt  one 
uniform  system  of  making  deductions  from 
the  assessment.  The  true  principle  was 
to  rate  in  the  full  amount  every  mine 
wherever  situated,  not  only  for  parochial 
but  for  municipal  purposes.  If  any  works 
tendered  more  than  others  to  deteriorate 
the  publiQ  health  they  were  coal  mines. 
Kates  for  sanitary  purposes  ought  to  be 
paid  by  all  mines  as  they  were  paid  by 
,  manufactories. 

Ms.  CORRANCE  thought  the  hon. 
Member  deserved  the  thanks  of  the  House 
for  bringing  the  matter  forward.  He  ap- 
proved  the  principle  of  the  Bill  though  he 
thought  some  modifications  of  its  details 
would  be  necessary  in  Committee.  But 
with  reference  to  the  whole  subject  of 
rating  he  complained  that  no  principle 
had  yet  been  fixed  on  by  the  Legislature 
as  the  basis  for  any  rate  at  present  exist- 
ing. The  law  had  come  into  its  present 
state  by  a  course  of  fortuitous  legislation 
and  accidental  judgments,  and  the  sooner  it 
was  thoroughly  examined  and  re-modelled 
on  a  definite  principle  the  better  it  would 
be  for  all  concerned.  He  hoped  on  an 
early  day  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  subject. 

Ms.  VIVIAN  said,  he  agreed  that  it 
would  be  desirable  to  rate  all  mines  on 
the  same  principle  without  exception.  The 
principle  of  assessment  in  South  Wales  at 
present  was  most  unjust.  Coal  mines  in 
that  district  were  rated  on  profits.  In  no 
other  trade  was  this  principle  followed;  and 
in  the  case  of  mines  it  was  especially  un«- 
just,  because  the  corpus  of  the  mine  was 
being  continually  exhausted.  When  coal 
had  been  won  it  might  very  properly  be 
regarded  as  stock  in  trade;  so  that  not  only 
were  profits  rated,  but  the  stock  in  trade 
which  had  been  purchased  by  the  outlay 
in  plant  and  all  the  preliminary  work  of 
sinking  the  shaft  was  rated  as  well.  That 
was  extremely  unjust,  and  on  this  account, 
if  for  no  other,  ho  desired  to  see  some 
principle  laid  down.  But  the  Bill  seemed 
to  propose  the  rating  of  other  mines  on  no 
fixed  principle.  The  1st  clause  did  not 
accord  with  the  2nd  ;  and  in  both  royalty 
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seemed  to  be  confoanded  with  rent,  though 
it  was  well  known  these  two  things  very 
much  differed.  If  the  principle  were  to 
prevail  at  all  it  ought  to  be  made  applic- 
able to  all  mines. 

Mr.  FUGH  said,  he  had  great  pleasure 
in  voting  for  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  a9y  independently  of  its  other  recom- 
mendations, it  was  not  only  founded  on 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords — which  resolved  that  it 
was  expedient  that  all  mines  should  be 
assessed,  as  coal  mines  now  were,  inas- 
much as  their  exemption  from  rates  was 
founded  on  no  sound  principles,  but  was 
also  in  accordance  with  a  strong  opinion 
expressed  by  a  Court  of  Law  of  high  au- 
thority— the  Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber, 
in  the  case  of  "  Crease  r.  Sawle."  They 
said  thut  the  statute  of  Elizabeth  was,  in 
truth,  framed  with  a  view  to  render  rate- 
able all  occupiers  of  every  description  of 
real  estate;  and  it  might  be  very  question- 
able whether  occupiers  of  mines  of  any 
description  were  exempt  at  all.  Therefore 
this  was  a  beneficial  Bill,  as  framed  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  an  end  to  legal  doubts. 
It  was  also  founded  on  justice ;  and  if  in 
Committee  it  should  be  proposed,  as  had 
been  already  suggested  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion,  that  its  principle  should  be  ex- 
tended to  other  kinds  of  property — planta- 
tions, for  example — he  should  be  very 
happy  to  give  the  proposition  his  favour- 
able consideration. 

Mk.  WYLD  said,  he  thought  that  the 
principle  laid  down  in  Clause  6  of  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  adhered  to. 

Mb.  W.  H.  LEATHAM  said,  he  had 
been  requested  by  his  constituents  to  op- 
pose the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but 
after  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy 
Wyndham]  he  should  not  do  so,  but  con- 
fine his  objections  to  the  6th  clause,  by 
which  all  mines  were  to  be  rated,  under 
the  Local  Government  Act,  and  Local  Im- 
provement Act,  at  one-fourth  of  their 
value.  His  constituents  considered  this  a 
most  unjust  provision  of  the  Bill,  because 
in  the  borough  which  he  represented 
(Wakefield)  the  coal  measures  extended 
under  the  town,  and  there  was  a  great 
traffic  of  coal  carts  through  the  streets, 
thereby  damaging  the  pavement  and  some- 
times even  crushing  in  the  gas-pipes  ;  and 
to  rate  the  coalpits  at  only  one-fourth  of 
their  value  was  to  make  them  contribute 
a  less  share  towards  the  repair  of  the 
streets  than  was  reasonablo.    He  hoped 
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the  hon.  Member  for  West  Cumberland 
would  alter  the  clause,  or  he  must  give  it 
his  most  strenuous  opposition  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  that 
when  persons  sought  for  privileges  and 
exemptions  they  were  bound  to  make  out 
a  strong  case.  He  should  not  resist  the 
proposal  to  rate  the  lessors  instead  of  the 
lessees  ;  but  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  why 
the  great  mines  of  Devonshire  should  be 
rated  upon  a  different  principle  to  the  coal 
mines  of  Northumberland  ;  and,  in  behalf 
of  his  constituents  in  the  North,  he  should 
in  Committee  offer  his  most  uncompromis- 
ing opposition  to  any  clause  proposing  ex- 
emptions in  favour  of  any  particular  dis- 
tricts. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  thanked  the 
House  for  the  manner  in  which  the  Bill 
had  been  received.  Nothing  would  give 
him  greater  satisfaction  than  that  the  Go« 
vemment  should  take  charge  of  the  Bill. 
If  it  remained  in  his  hands,  he  should  at- 
tend to  the  suggestions  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydfil 
(Mr.  Bruce)  nnd  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Vivian).  He 
would  take  care  that  the  Preamble  should 
be  made  to  apply  equally  to  all  mines 
whether  of  salt,  metal,  or  coal. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
should  support  the  Bill,  the  principle  of 
it  being  to  bring  mines  which  had  not 
hitherto  been  within  the  purview  of  rating 
within  such  scope.  On  the  general  ques- 
tion of  rating  there  could  be  no  greater 
public  benefactor  than  the  person  who 
would  invent  such  a  definition  of  the 
mode  of  rating  as  might  be  easily  applied, 
not  only  to  coal  mines,  but  to  other  de- 
scriptions of  property.  The  difficulty  of 
carrying  out  the  existing  rules  was  so 
great  that  they  could  scarcely  be  acted 
upon  by  any  two  lawyers  in  the  same 
manner.  He  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  introduced  the  Bill  had  done  well  to 
confine  himself  to  a  practical  object ;  and 
he  would  endeavour  to  assist  him  in  any 
way  he  could  to  make  the  present  Bill  a 
satisfactory  measure. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wedneeday,  20th  May. 
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DIVORCE  AND  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES 
COURT  BILL— [Bill  50.] 

(Hr,,CharU$  ForsUr,  Mr.  Beadlam,  Mr, 

Kinglake) 

SSCONl)  BSADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  G.  FOBSTER,  in  moTing  that  this 
Bill  be  DOW  read  the  second  time,  said, 
that  its  object  was  to  get  rid  of  the  delay 
which  now  occnrred  in  the  despatch  of 
business  in  causes  of  divorce.    In  any  case 
delay  in  legal  proceedings  was  a  source  of 
annoyance  and  expense,  but  in  no  branch 
of  the  law  could  the  evil  thus  caused  be 
more  seen  than  in  suits  for  the  dissolution 
of  marriage.     It  was  desirable  to  make 
the  proceedings,  when  once  commenced,  as 
expeditions  as  possible.     At  present,  even 
in  undefended  cases,  suitors  are  unable  to 
obtain  a  decree  dissoWing  the  marriage 
under  two  years.    The  delay  need  not  exist 
if  the  House  would  agree  to  the  three  pro- 
positions contuined  in  the  Bill.     The  first 
proposition  was  to  shorten  the  time  allowed 
for  appealing  against  the  decisions  or  rules 
nm  in   all  cases  of  divorce.     He  wished 
to  make  the  practice  of  the  Divorce  side  of 
the  Court  at  Westminster  the  same  as  that 
on  the  Probate  side  of  the  same  Court — 
namely,  that  notice  of  appeal  in  any  case 
should  be  entered  within  one  month  after 
the  hearing  and  decision  of  the  cause.    At 
present  appeals  against  decrees  in  the  Di- 
vorce Court  could  not  be  lodged  during 
the  Parliamentary  Becess.   The  Bill  would 
abolish  that  prohibition.     The  second  pro- 
position was  to  take  away  the  right  of 
appeal  in  undefended  cases ;  for  he  could 
not  think  that  any  person,  either  man  or 
woman,  who  had  a  good  defence,  would 
hold  it  back  till  the  appenl  and  submit  to 
have  a  decree  pronounced  by  default.  The 
third  proposition  was  to  make  the  right  of 
appeal  to  follow  directly  upon  the  decree 
nm,  instead  of  parties  having  to  wait  till 
the  decree  was  made  absolute.     He  under- 
stood that  this  last  provision  was  the  one 
which  was  likely  to  meet  with  most  op- 
position.    It  would,   perhaps,  be   urged 
that  such  a  permission  would  be  an  ano- 
maly in  the  practice  of  Courts.     But  it 
must  be  remembered  that  for  some  time 
after  the  institution  of  the  Divorce  Court 
there  was  only  one  decree  which  was  final; 
and  that  the  decree  niti  had  been  intro- 
duced, only  to  give  the  Queen's  Proctor  an 
opportunity  of  intervening  if  collusion  was 
suspected.     As  between  the  parties  the 
decree  nm  was  final  if  a  third  party  did 


not  intervene.  He  believed  the  only  effect 
of  the  present  system  of  delay  was  to  en- 
able parties  to  extort  money  by  a  threat  of 
appealing,  which  it  was  never  intended  to 
carry  out.  The  great  object  of  his  Bill  was 
to  put  an  end  to  delays  which  could  serve 
no  good  purpose. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  C.  Forster.) 

Thr  SOLICITOB  GENEBAL  said,  that 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  he  would 
not  object  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  because  he  believed  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  hit  upon  one  defect  in  the 
present  state  of  the  law,  and  that  his  Bill 
provided  a  remedy  for  it.  He  meant  that 
part  of  the  present  law  which  provided  that 
no  appeal  should  be  lodged  in  the  House  of 
Lords  while  that  House  was  not  sitting. 
He  regretted  that  he  could  not  go  further 
in  his  support  of  the  Bill.  When  the 
other  matters  came  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee  ho  must  hold  himself 
free  to  object  to  the  clauses.  An  appeal 
on  a  decree  or  rule  nUt  did  not  exist  in 
any  other  Court,  and  he  could  not  see 
why  it  should  be  allowed  in  the  Divorce 
Court. 

Ms.  HEADLAM  was  sorry  that  the 
Government  had  limited  their  support  to 
such  a  narrow  portion  of  the  Bill.  He 
had  read  the  Bill  and  he  could  not  see 
what  objection  there  could  be  to  its  pro- 
visions, the  whole  of  which  had  no  other 
object  than  to  stop  unnecessary  delay. 

Mb.  M.  CHAMBEBS  said,  he  approved 
that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  required 
the  appeal  to  be  lodged  after  the  pro- 
nouncing of  the  decree  nisi.  According 
to  the  present  state  of  the  law,  the  de< 
cree  nisi  was  really  an  absolute  decree  to 
take  effect  on  a  certain  day,  unless  the 
Queen's  Advocate  or  some  other  party 
should  intervene  before  that  time. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time^  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

COTTON  STATISTICS  BlLL-[Biu.  90.] 

{Mr,  BasUy,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson^  Mr,  Ecnfallf 

Mr.  Watkin,Mr.  Cheetham.) 

SECOND  SKADXNG. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Kb.  BAZLEY,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  second  time,  said,  its  object 
was  to  provide  accurate  statistics  of  the 
cotton  trade,  by  taking  steps  to  procure 
correct  informauon  of  all  the  cotton  which 
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was  landed  at  the  various  ports  of  this 
oonntr jy  and  by  obtaining  from  all  carriers 
returns  of  their  remoTals  of  cotton  from 
one  place  to  another,  and  periodical  re- 
turns from  all  warehousemen  of  the  ex- 
pected supply  and  quantities  of  stock  in 
hand.  He  believed  ^is  measure,  if  it  were 
adopted,  would  prevent  undue  speculation 
in  this  important  staple  of  manufacture 
and  commerce,  and  that  it  would  lead  to  a 
more  equitable  and  regular  employment  of 
capital  and  labour,  and  be  equally  bene- 
ficial to  merchants,  manufacturers,  oper- 
atives, and  consumers. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commiiled 
for  Wednesday  next. 

ARTIZAN8'  AND   LABOURERS'  DWELL- 

IN6S  BILL-^BiLL  6S.] 

{Mr.  M'CuUoffh  Torrent,  Mr,  Ktnnaird, 

Mr,  Loeke.) 

C0NSIDEB4TI0N.      ABJOVBIHSD  DBBATB. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [29th  April],  *'  That 
the  Clause  (Act  not  to  apply  to  cases  in 
which  freeholder  has  successfully  instituted 
proceedings  and  carries  out  necessary  re- 
pair8,)^(5i^f  Franeie  6^oMi»tV^)— which 
was  offered  to  be  added  on  Consideration 
of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  read  a 
second  time.*' 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Reading  (Sir  Francis  Ooldsmid) 
who  was  now  absent  from  the  House,  had 
no  desire  to  press  the  clause. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  mthdravm. 

Clause  (Act  not  to  apply  to  cases  in 
which  defects  are  caused  by  local  autho- 
rity,)—(iSir  Francie  Ooldsmid,) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  r&sd  a 
second  time." 

Kotion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line  21, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "surveyors,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  "surveyor,*'— 
{Mr.  Candlish,)^inBiesid  thereof. 

Question,  ''That  the  word  'surveyors* 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  M'CULLAGK  TORBENS  said, 
he  had  some  new  clauses  on  the  Paper, 
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intended  to  give  greater  security  to 
owners  of  property.  The  effect  of  them 
was  that  eil  intermediary,  as  well  as  the 
primary  owners  of  property  should  receifc 
notice  of  any  operations  intended  under 
this  Bill.  He  reminded  the  House  that 
on  the  last  day  the  Bill  was  discussed  the 
Attorney  General  suggested  that  it  re- 
quired some  additional  provisions  in  the 
direction  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Beading.  He  (Mr.  Torrens)  had  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  the  Attorney 
General,  and  he  was  authorized  by  him  to 
state  to  the  House  that  the  Amendments 
which  stood  in  his  (Mr.  Toirens's)  name 
on  the  Notice  Paper  were  prepared  under 
the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General  by 
the  Government  draftsman,  and  submitted 
to  him  for  final  approval ;  and  the  Attor- 
ney  General  had  requested  him  to  move 
them  on  the  Report.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Reading  would 
agree  with  him  in  thinking  that  the 
changes  which  he  now  proposed  to  in- 
troduce, by  the  authority  of  the  Attorney 
General,  were  sufficient  substantially  to 
accomplish  his  object.  Taking  into  con- 
sideration the  period  of  the  Session,  and 
the  mass  of  business  before  the  House, 
he  hoped  he  would  be  allowed  to  take  the 
Report  without  any  material  changes  ex- 
cept those  to  which  he  had  alluded. 

Mn.  M'CULLAGH  TORRBNS  moved, 
in  Clause  3,  line  12,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "lessee"  to  "premises,"  and 
insert — 

**  The  ezprsMiOQ  '  owner/  in  addition  to  the 
definition  giYvn  hj  the  Land  OlaotM  Aot,  htr** 
after  inoorporated  with  this  Act,  in  reference  to 
any  premisee,  ihall  include  all  the  owners,  if 
more  than  one,  of  any  premises  or  estate,  or  in- 
terest in  any  premises  required  to  be  dealt  with 
under  this  Act." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  moved  to  insert  at  the 
end  of  Clause  4— 

**  And  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  tann 
'  the  promoters  of  the  said  undertaking'  used  in 
those  Aets  shall  mean  the  local  authority  si  ds- 
flned  by  the  Act." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Schedule  A. 

Mb.  AYRTON  moved  to  leave  out  from 
'^The  city  of  London  and  the  Liberties 
thereof"  to  the  end  of  line  10.  The 
matter  had  been  discussed  on  a  previous 
occasion,  and  as  the  attendance  in  the 
House  was  now  so  small  he  should  oot 
press  his  Motion,  though  ho  wished  to 
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have  it  put  from  the  Chair,  in  order  that 
his  dissent  from  the  proposed  mode  of 
le^slation  might  be  distinctly  recorded. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  First  ^Sche- 
dule, Table  A,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 
'*  The  City  of  London  and  th  e  Liberties 
thereof"  to  the  end  of  line  10.  —  (Mr. 
Ayrion.) 

Mb.  Aldkrmak  LAWRENCE  sdd,  that 
originally  the  City  of  London  was  a  walled 
city,  and  consequently  contained  a  greater 
number  of  lanes  and  alleys  than  any  other 
part  of  the  metropolis,  and  there  could  be 
no  injustice  in  allowing  the  City  to  put 
the  Bill  in  foree  themselves. 

Mm.  CRAWFORD  said,  it  was  a  mistake 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham* 
lets  to  say  that  the  City  of  London  would 
•ave  anything  by  not  being  subject  to  the 
rate  which  would  be  levied  by  the  Board 
of  Works. 

Mk.  HARVEY  LEWIS  thought  it  waa 
hardly  just  that  the  whole  of  the  metropolis 
should  be  taxed  throughout,  with  the 
exception  of  the  City  of  London,  for  im* 
provements  effected  under  the  Bill. 

Ma.  M*CULLAGH  TORRENS  said,  the 
Amendment  had  not  originated  with  him, 
but  with  the  Select  Committee.  In  no 
part  of  the  metropolis  did  he  get  so  much 
support  for  his  Bill  as  in  the  City  of 
London. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  it  was  the  City  of 
London  that  really  created  the  working 
classes  of  the  metropolis,  as  it  was  the 
great  employer  of  labour.  The  City  sup* 
plied  poor  to  the  whole  metropolis,  and  it 
should  not  therefore  seek  to  be  exempted 
from  the  general  rate. 

Mm.  AYRTON  said,  he  would  condne 
his  Amendment  to  the  question  of  autho- 
rity, leaving  untouched  the  question  of 
taxation. 

Mm.  LOCKE  said,  it  was  simply  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  Board  of  Works  or  the 
Corporation  should  carry  out  the  Act  It 
was  not  a  question  of  taxation;  but  a 
fanciful  one»  of  pride,  on  the  part  of  the 
City,  which  did  not  like  to  be  interfered 
with. 

Mjl  QOSCHEN  said,  that  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment  evidently  was  to  increase 
the  taxation  of  the  City  of  London. 

Mm.  CANDLI8H  took  the  same  view 
■a  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mm.  SPEAKER  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Amendment  would  ha?e  this 
effect  —  that  improvements  undertaken 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  City  of  London 


would,  after  the  alteration  proposed,  affect 
the  taxation  on  the  City  of  London.  In 
that  caM)  it  would  effect  an  alteration  of 
taxation  which  should  have  originated  in  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  and  could 
not  be  proposed  on  consideration  of  the 
Report. 

Mm.  AYRTON  disclaimed  any  intention 
(of  interfering  with  the  taxation  of  the 
metropolis.  His  object  was  to  declare 
that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
should  have  the  authority  for  carrying  out 
the  Bill  throughout  the  whole  Metropolis. 
It  was  his  intention  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  re-committed. 

And  it  appearing,  on  further  disousaion» 
that  the  proposed  Amendment  would  vary 
the  incidence  of  taxation,  Mr.  SpmAXxm 
declined  to  put  the  Question. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  First  Sche* 
dule,  Table  A,  to  leave  out  from  the  words 
*'The  Metropolis,"  in  line  13,  to  the  end 
of  line  21,  indusivet  in  order  to  insert  the 
words — 


Thell»iro- 
polis 


The  Ckrk 


Tbs  VastiiMThe  ftnsral 
aad  [joeali  vote  lemblt 
Boards  r«-  andsr  *'Tbe 
ipeotivslj  Metropolit 
Muisfenisoi 
Aoi,-1866H 


--{Mr.  Labouchgrt,) 
— instead  thereof. 

But  it  appearing  that  the  proposed 
Amendment  would  vary  the  incidence  of 
taxation,  Mr.  Spmunm  declined  to  put  the 
Question.'* 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
IWrflsy. 


Houe  a^ieamed  at  a  ei 
Mfivs  Four  0  ( 
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CAPITAL  PUNISHMENTS  WITHIN 

PRISONS  BILL-HNo.  83.) 

(  The  Duke  of  Richmond) 

BECOITD  BEADnra. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead* 
ing  read. 

Thb  Ditke  of  RICHMOND,  in  moTing 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  it  had  already  passed  through  the 
House  of  Commons ;  and  its  object  was  to 
provide  that  in  future  all  executions  of 
criminals  shall  take  place  within  the  walls 
of  prisons.  The  snbject  had  been  tho- 
roughly considered  by  a  Royal  Commission 
who  had  recommended  that  a  Bill  to  this 
effect  should  be  introduced.  A  Committee, 
of  which  a  right  rev.  Prelate  who  presides 
over  the  diocese  of  Oxford  was  Chair- 
man, had  come  to  a  similar  conclusion.  It 
was  believed  that,  instead  of  public  exe- 
cutions doing  good  or  operating  as  a  deter- 
rent among  criminals,  the  revolting  scenes 
which,  on  many  occasions,  took  place 
before  the  gallows,  especially  in  the  metro- 
polis, did  considerable  harm,  and  ought  to 
be  prevented.  The  Bill  provided  that  in 
future  all  executions  of  criminals  should 
take  place  within  the  walls  of  the  prisons, 
in  the  presence  of  the  sheriff  and  others 
who  were  named,  that  the  prison  surgeon 
should  certify  the  death  of  the  criminal, 
and  that  a  coroner's  inquest  should  be  held 
upon  the  body. 

Lord  CRANWORTH  expressed  his  ap- 
proval of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  which 
he  hoi>ed  would  put  a  stop  to  the  Saturnalia 
which  occurred  on  the  occasion  of  every 
execution  in  the  metropolis. 

LoBD  HODQHTON  also  expressed  his 
satisfaction  at  such  a  measure  being  likely 
to  become  law,  he  having  had  the  honour 
on  several  occasions  of  bringing  the  subject 
of  public  executions,  with  their  evil  conse- 
quences, before  the  House  of  Commons. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  acoord- 
inglyt  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

RAILWAYS-ACCIDENT  UPON  THE 

BRECON  AND  NEATH  RAILWAY. 

QUESTION. 

The  MA&aoEss  of  CLANRICARDE 
aeked  the  noble  Duke  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  any  Report  was 
made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  of  the  fatal 
Occurrence  on  the  Brecon  and  Neath  Rail- 
way, on  Friday,  the  24th  of  April  last,  in 
which  Case  the  Jury  at  the  inqoeat  re- 
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turned  a  Verdict  of  •*  Wilful  Murder?" 
It  appeared  that,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
accident,  a  passenger  train— -which,  for- 
tunately, carried  no  passengers,  although 
a  mail  train — ran  into  a  siding  in  conse- 
quence of  the  points  having  been  displaced, 
and  the  result  was  that  the  engine-driver 
was  killed.  It  appeared  that  the  points 
were  usually  kept  in  position  by  means  of 
a  pin,  which  had,  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
servants  of  the  Company,  been  missing  for 
twenty-four  hours  prior  to  the  accident. 
The  coroner's  jury  returned  a  verdict  of 
"Wilful  murder  against  some  person 
unknown."  No  notice  of  the  matter  had 
been  taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade  which 
had,  in  matters  of  this  kind,  no  proper 
control  over  railway  companies.  The  case 
was  one  in  which  companies  were  not 
bound  to  make  any  reference  whatever  to 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Had  the  person 
killed  been  a  passenger,  the  Company  would 
have  been  bound  to  report  the  facts  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  they  would  have  sent 
down  an  Inspector  to  make  a  special  in- 
quiry into  the  facts.  But  even  in  that  case 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  have  been  power- 
less ;  for  they  could  not  enforce  the  recom- 
mendations of  their  Inspector.  When  this 
siding  was  opened,  but  before  it  was  used, 
an  Inspector  was  sent  down  to  examine  it, 
and  he  particularly  recommended,  indeed 
ordered,  that  an  instrument  called  an  '*  in- 
dicator "  should  be  placed  there.  The 
indicator  was  accordingly  placed  there  by 
the  Company  at  an  expense  of  £10  or 
£12  ;  but  it  was  never  used^in  fact,  he 
was  told  the  instrument  was  very  rarely 
used  by  railway  companies  except  within 
crowded  stations.  After  all,  what  a 
farce  it  was  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  have  power  to  make  Orders  which 
they  had  not  the  power  to  enforce— 
or  rather  that  their  Order  having  been 
made  and  an  indicator  placed,  the  Board 
should  have  no  power  to  compel  the  use  of 
the  instrument.  Buch  a  case  as  the  pre- 
sent was  not  of  very  common  occurrence, 
but  there  were  incidents  of  an  analogous 
kind  which  happened  every  day  all  over 
the  country.  The  Board  of  Trade,  having 
no  power,  escaped  responsibility ;  but  it 
was  the  duty  of  Parliament,  he  thought, 
to  take  care  that  the  safety  of  passengers 
was  properly  attended  to,  and  impose 
that  responsibility.  The  late  Duke  of 
Wellington  expressed  his  opinion  very 
strongly  that  the  Government  should  have 
more  power  over  railway  companies ;  but 
the  nolway  interest  was  too  strong  for 
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them  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
hoped  the  nohle  Bake  (the  Duke  of 
Bichmond)  would  see  that  sufficient  powers 
were  obtained  in  his  Bill  for  the  regulation 
of  raUways.  He  had  himself  given  notice 
of  a  clause,  but  it  was  not  sufficiently 
stringent.  He  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
Duke,  Whether  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
received  any  accounts  on  the  subject  to 
which  be  had  caUed  his  attention ;  and, 
whether  he  would  lay  them  on  the  Table  ? 

The  Duxe  of  BICHMOND  said,  he 
was  not  aware  that  it  had  been  the  in- 
tention of  the  noble  Marquess  to  enter  so 
much  at  length  into  the  law  which  at  pre- 
sent prevails  with  regard  to  accidents  on 
railways:  nor  did  he  anticipate  that  he 
would  refer  to  the  opinions  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  on  the  subject  of  railway 
management.  Had  he  known  such  to  be 
the  intention  of  the  noble  Marquess,  he 
should  have  been  prepared  with  a  more 
satisfactory  answer.  The  noble  Marquess 
was  incorrect  in  thinking  that  no  notice  of 
this  accident  was  taken  by  the  Board  of 
Trade*  On  hearing  of  the  accident,  the 
Board  of  Trade  communicated  with  the 
Bail  way  Company,  requiring  them  to  trans- 
mit to  the  Board  every  particular  con- 
nected with  the  accident.  That  Report 
reached  the  Board  this  afternoon,  and  to- 
morrow an  Inspector  would  proceed  to 
inquire  into  the  facts  and  causes  of  the 
accident. 

The  Mabqukss  of  CLANBICABDE 
said,  that  as  the  noble  Duke  had  used  the 
phrase  "  on  hearing  of  the  accident "  it 
seemed  clear  that  no  Report  was  made  by 
the  Company  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
in  the  first  instance.  The  Board  heard  of 
it  only  casually  and  through  the  usual 
channels  of  information,  not  on  special 
information  from  the  Company. 

House  adjourned  at  a  Qaarter  befbrs 

Six  o'clock  ;  till  To-morrow, 

Half  past  Ten  o'Oloek. 
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SCOTLAND— TRAWLING  FOR  HERRINGS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  LAMONT  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate.  Whetiier  he  intends  to 
hritig  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  or  to  modify  the  Aot 
of  last  Session  which  legalized  Trawling 
for  Herrings  in  the  West  of  Scotland  ? 

Thb  lord  advocate  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Herring  Fisherj  (Scotland)  Act 
1867t  was  passed  in  accordance  with  recom- 
mendations of  the  Boyal  Commissions  of 
1863  and  1866.  The  official  information 
which  had  reached  him  as  to  the  working 
of  the  Act  was  favourable,  both  as  regarded 
the  quantity  of  fish  token  and  as  to  the 
cessation  of  those  acts  of  violence  which  had 
frequently  resulted  from  the  enforcement 
of  the  prohibitions  against  trawling.  He 
had  therefore  no  intention  of  introducing  a 
measure  to  repeal  the  Act  of  last  Session. 

QUEENSLAND— 
POLYNESIAN  LABOURERS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  the  Government  has 
received  from  Queensland  a  Bill  passed  by 
the  Legislature  there  to  legalize  the  in- 
troduction of  Polynesian  Labourers  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  state  what  course  the 
Government  propose  to  recommend  Her 
Majesty  to  adopt  in  respect  to  such  Bill  t 

Mr.  ADDERLET  said,  in  reply,  that 
although  the  Bill  had  passed  both  Houses 
of  the  Legislature  in  Queensland,  the 
Governor  did  not  state  that  he  had  as  yet 
given  his  assent  to  it.  No  doubt,  however, 
he  had  done  so.  He  mentioned  that  the 
Bill  included  all  the  provisions  which  had 
been  suggested  both  for  regulating  the 
immigration  of  suoh  labourers  and  for 
guarding  against  abuse.  The  Papers  which 
had  already  been  moved  for  were  being 
prepared,  and,  if  the  Bill  arrived  in  time, 
it  would  be  laid  with  them  upon  the  table. 

METROPOLIS— PARK  LANE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  By  whose 
authority  a  Pavement  is  being  laid  down 
on  the  West  Side  of  Park  Lane,  thereby  re- 
ducing the  portion  of  ground  taken  from 
the  Park  for  the  purpose  of  the  roadway 
from  eighteen  feet  to  less  than  twelve  feet? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply,  said 
the  operations  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  were  being  eiecuted  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  in  accordance  with 


UK  tne  seoreurj 01  ataie  lor  wur.  wno-  .         g 

thn  it  is  true,  m  tUtecl  to  Tlie  Tinut  of  .  ?  'q  /^ 

tha  2tti  of  April,  with  ragfttd  to  the  mili-  ^^^  ^ 

Urj  ibitiotiM  at  tha  Mkuriliui,  tbtt  there  . ,  ■' .    . 

wu  now   an  imiple  anpplj  of  quinine  and  „  , 

other  drogB,  whieb  there  had   not  been  at  .  .     pT* 

firit,  and  which  are  mo*t  uaeful  in  mealing  **     '^ 

the  attacks  of  Fever  now  preralent  in  that  ,"5*"  *?! 

1.1— J  t  0'  »**  —^ 

SiE  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied,  that  KdtoOii 

he  waa  happj  to  laj  that  there  was  not,  ahoald  ba  at 

■nd  had  not  been,  anj  deficienoj  of  medical  j^  ^^^  ^fj. 

SDppltei   inob  as   that  represented.     The  ^f  ^l^  ^ 

statement  most  ha*e  been  founded  upon  a  ^■^^^  ^^^  ^ 

misappreheniion.  ^^^  ^^^^  ^ 

AHMT— PROMOTION  IN  THE  f  ,V«  An 

00LD8TEEAM  GUARDS.-ftnESTION.  "f,^Jjj  ^ 

Sir    PATRICK    O'BRIEN    said,    he  officers  ib 

would  beffte  etk  the   Saeretar;  of  State  of  their  b 

for  War,  Whether,  reverting  to  a  Question  could  b«,  i 

on  Thnrsday,  the  30th  ultimo,  relatin  to  Sn  FA 

the   late    promotions    in    the    Coldstream  gire  Notia 

Ooardi,  he  was  aware  of  the  faot  that  in  of  Supplj 

1855   Captain    Dormer,    being    the    onlj  onmstanea 

Ensign  and  Lieutenant  of  the  Grenadier  the  Coldat 
Ouaroa  then  possessing  two  jears'  Armj 

serriea,  was  promoted  orer  flFleen  Officers  _,„„  ___ 

who  stood  before  hitn  on  the  Regimentsl  ^'^*'  ^*" 
List,  but  who  had  not  the  requisite  servtce, 

the  Bnaign   at  the  top  of  the  list  onlj  re-  SiB  BC 

quiring  sixteen  days  to  eomplete  his  serrice  1  to  aak  tlw 

for  the  step  ;  ftnd  whether,  having  regard  duties  ant 

to  Clane  44  of  the  Royal  Warrant  of  the  I  High    Cot 

3rd  da;  of  Fehrnerj,   1866,  and  to   tlia  |  sembljr  of 

precedent  of  Captain   Dormer's  case,   the  i  of  what  f 

Seoretarj  of  Stale  for  War  will  stale  whj  ]  what  is  tl 
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BenU  Her  Majesty  in  the  General  Aeaembl  j 
of  the  Cfaureh  of  Scotland.  Daring  the 
sitting  of  the  Assembly  in  the  Scottish 
capital,  the  Lord  High  Commissioner  holds 
lefteSy  and  discharges  other  duties,  as  the 
representatiTo  of  Royalty,  in  which  mem- 
here  of  other  Chorchee,  as  well  as  those  of 
the  Established  Church,  take  part,  out  of 
respect  for  the  Commissioner  as  the  repre- 
sentatire  of  Her  Majesty.  The  allowance 
made  to  the  Commissioner  to  defray  the 
expenditure  of  that  office  is  £2,000,  whieh 
was  formerly  defrayed  oot  of  the  hereditary 
revenaes  ef  the  Crown  in  Scotland ;  but 
in  eooaequenoe  of  the  surrender  of  those 
reTcnuea,  the  sum  is  charged  upon  the 
Consolidated  Fnnd.  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  other  salaries  paid  to  other  officera  in 
the  department  of  the  Commissioner ;  and 
I  belioTe  that  the  sum  I  haye  mentioned  ia 
necessary  in  order  to  defray  the  expendi- 
ture connected  with  the  office.  In  the 
Census  of  1861  in  Scotland  no  aeooant  ia 
taken  of  the  religious  opinions  of  the 
people  of  Scotland.  It  is,  therefore,  diffi- 
cult to  give  a  precise  answer  to  the  last 
part  of  the  Question  of  the  right  hen. 
Baronet.  I  may  state,  however,  that  esti- 
mates have  been  made  tending  to  show 
that  members  of  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland  oonstitute  about  one-half  of 
the  population.  But  I  am  quite  aware  it 
is  possible  other  parties  may  hold  the  opi- 
nion that  the  Established  Church  is  in  a 
minority,  as  compared  with  the  aggregate 
of  the  several  other  religions  communions 
in  Seodand. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL.- QUESTION. 

Me.  UONCREIFF  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
bead  of  the  Government,  When  it  is  his 
intention  to  proceed  with  the  Scotch  Re- 
form Bill  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  I  certainly  hope  to 
proceed  with  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  on 

Monday. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attenjtion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  the  fact  that  the  Order  for  going 
into  Committee  on  the  Navy  Estimates 
stood  first  on  the  Paper  on  Monday,  and 
he  wished  to  know,  whether  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill  was  to  take  precedence? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  It  is  necessary  that 
the  Navy  Estimates  should  be  the  first 
Order  on  Monday  ;  but  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill  will  be  taken  immediately  afterwards. 


ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND)— 
THE  MEETING  AT   ST.   JAMES'S   HALL. 

qUESnOK. 

Mb.  VERNER  :  Sir,  I  hare  to  apolo- 
gise  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  for  asking 
him  a  Question,  of  which  I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  giving  him  Notice  ;  but 
I  should  like  to  know.  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  report  of  the 
speeches  made  by  certain  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates appointed  by  the  Government  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
distinguished  Member,  which  speeches 
were  made  yesterday  at  St.  James's  Hall ; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  after  the  opinions  they 
have  expressed,  he  intends  to  press  on  his 
measures  for  the  destruction  of  the  Irish 
branch  of  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  made  no  reply. 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND). 

OOMMITTBE. 

Oimtidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  rising  to  move 
the  second  Resolution,  said :  Sir,  now  that  I 
am  on  my  legs,  let  me  say  one  word  in  an- 
swer to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Verner).  [••No.  no!"]  I 
did  not  wish  to  answer  that  Question  at  the 
moment,  because  I  own  I  thought  it  was 
beyond  the  line  of  Parliamentary  practice; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  such  that,  if  he  choose  to  put  it  to  me 
in  Committee,  it  would  be  a  perfectly 
proper  one  from  his  point  of  view;  and  there- 
fore,  as  I  do  not  wish  to  be  guilty  of  any 
discourtesy,  I  will  answer  it.^  In  a  free 
country  like  this,  when  the  minds  of  men 
are  deeply  stirred  and  actively  at  work  on 
a  question  such  as  the  one  now  before  us,  I 
am  not  surprised  that  some  men  of  eminence 
and  excellence  should  not  agree  in,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  should  disapprove  the  course 
which,  impelled  by  a  sense  of  public  duty, 
I  feel  called  upon  to  take;  but  I  cannot  on 
that  account  be  discouraged  when  I  see  that 
the  majority  of  this  House,  in  the  course 
they  have  adopted  with  respect  to  the 
Irish  Church,  are  supported  by  the  warm 
and  very  general  judgment  of  the  country. 
I  intend  to  say  not  one  word  in  regard  of 
the  general  discussion.  1  only  rise  now 
beoaoscy  though  the  Resolution  which  I  am 
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about  to  propose— the  second  Resolution- 
is  a  perfectly  practical  one  in  itself,  it  de- 
pends no  doubt  on  the  first  Resolution,  and 
therefore  it  is  right  that  I  should  state  the 
political  and  practical  reasons  vhich  induce 
me  to  think  the  Committee  will  have  no 
difficulty  in  accepting  it.  With  respect  to 
the  political  reasons  1  will  be  brief.  In  the 
beginning  of  these  discussions  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  said  he 
objected — and  I  thought  at  the  time  with 
great  reason — to  any  attempt  on  our  part 
to  close  up  this  subject  in  the  form  of  an 
abstract  Resolution.  Undoubtedly  my  right 
hon.  Friend  cannot  estimate  too  highly  the 
objection  to  dealing  with  important  ques- 
tions by  abstract  Resolutions  slone.  No- 
body can  feel  greater  objection  than  I  do  to 
dealing  with  a  matter  of  this  great  impor- 
tance in  such  a  way.  I  never  have  been  a 
?arty  to  such  a  proceeding,  and  I  hope 
never  sholl  be.  I  say  this  on  high 
grounds  of  public  policy;  and  the  grounds 
in  this  case  are  special  as  well  as  general. 
We  cannot  but  recollect  that,  without  any 
justice,  as  I  think,  but  with  some  show  of 
plausibility,  the  charge  was  made  against 
us  that  we  have  not  dealt  sincerely  with 
this  matter,  but  have  been  using  it  merely 
for  pnrty  purposes  of  our  own.  I  do  not  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind  wish  to  enter  into  the 
game  of  bandying  assertions  and  negations. 
No  one  is  convinced  by  those  assertions  or 
negations,  and  for  the  most  part  they  are 
of  a  futile  character,  so  far  as  such  matters 
are  concerned;  but  I  think  we  ought  to 
give  the  best  proof  in  our  power  that  we 
are  dealing  with  this  subject  as  meu  ready 
to  be  responsible  for  what  they  do.  The 
only  proof  we  can  afford  of  that  readi- 
ness is  to  give  effect  to  our  intentions,  so 
far  as  the  time  requires  and  demands,  in 
the  shape  of  a  practical  measure.  I  fully 
admit  slso  that  the  lengthened  period  during 
which  this  question,  as  a  party  question  or 
a  great  political  quoBtion,  has  slumbered 
since  it  was  brought  before  us  in  1838,  en- 
hances that  consideration.  I  hope  that  in 
what  I  have  said  I  have  given  no  offence  to 
anyone  ;  and  I  now  proceed  to  submit 
reasons  of  a  practical  character  for  passing 
such  a  Resolution  as  that  which  I  am 
about  to  propose.  If  I  said  that  the  object 
of  the  Kesolution  was  to  save  a  largo 
sum  of  money  I  should  be  saying  what  was 
perfectly  true,  but  what  would  bo  very  far 
from  the  whole  truth.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  lapse  of  a  bishoprio  of  £3,000,  £4,000, 
or  £5,000  a  year,  or  it  might  be  of  a 
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considerably  larger  amount.  Now,  if  the 
House  should  adopt  no  measure  to  put  into 
a  praotieal  shape  the  abstract  Resolution 
on  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church,  it  would 
not  only  be  within  the  province,  but  I  will 
go  further  and  say  it  would  be  the  duty,  of 
the  Executive  to  make  an  appointment  to 
any  bishopric  which  mi^ht  become  vacant, 
just  as  if  no  such  Resolution  had  been 
adopted.  That  being  so,  even  as  a  ques- 
tion of  money,  the  question  is  whether,  in 
the  view  of  the  probability  of  such  vacancy, 
life -interests  of  the  value  of  perhaps 
£30.000,  £40,000,  or  £50.000  are  to 
be  taken  out  of  the  discretion  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  brought  within  the  category  of 
vested  interests,  which  oompletely  seen  res 
them  from  being  handled  by  our  legisla* 
tion.  It  is  not  only  this,  but  many  ap- 
pointments muH  take  place  in  Ireland,  not 
only  of  an  episcopal  but  of  a  parochial 
obaraeter  ;  and  I  wish  to  bring  this  clearly 
to  the  mind  of  the  Committee,  for  I  most 
confess  that  I  am  not  unconscious  of  how 
ineffectual  the  operation  of  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act  of  1835  has  been  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  coses  of  scandal. 
In  that  Act  there  was  a  provision  made 
that  where  Divine  service  was  not  per- 
formed a  certain  number  of  times  in  the 
year  there  should  be  a  suspensi<in  of  paro- 
chial appointments;  and  it  was  thought  that 
that  would  prevent  the  recurrenoe  of  things 
which  I,  and  indeed  a  great  many  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  sit  opposite  to  me,  will 
admit  to  be  scandals.  I  will  state  a  few 
cases  to  show  the  great  preponderance  of 
Roman  Catholics  in  some  parishes  in  pro- 
portion to  the  members  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  the  amount  of  the  benefices. 
In  the  parish  of  Tullagh,  diocese  of  Emiy, 
the  number  of  Anglicans  is  44  ;  that  of  Ro- 
man Catholics,  3,723 ;  and  the  gross  annual 
value  of  the  living  £573.  In  Kilmichael, 
diocese  of  Cork,  the  number  of  Anglicsns 
is  34 ;  that  of  Roman  Catholics,  4.485  ; 
and  the  gross  value  of  the  living  £746.  In 
Derrymaoross,  diocese  of  Cloyne,  the  num- 
ber of  Anglicans  is  14;  that  of  Roman 
Catholics,  1,991  ;  and  the  gross  annosl 
value  of  the  living  £565.  In  Shandrum  the 
number  of  Anglicins  is  23  ;  that  of  Ro- 
man Catholics,  2,973  ;  ond  the  gross  an- 
nual value  of  the  living  £615.  Though, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  I  must  wish  the  in- 
cumbent of  that  pariah  a  long,  hoppy,  and 
prosperous  life,  yet,  as  the  rev.  gentleman 
has  been  in  his  present  position  for  the  last 
forty  years,  it  is  only  natural  to  expect  that 
something  must  occur  there  before  a  tery 
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distADt  date.  In  ifie  pnrish  of  Kilkerry, 
in  the  dioceee  of  Tuam,  there  are  36 
Anglieans  ;  9,300  Roinnn  Catholics  ;  and 
the  gross  annual  vahie  of  the  living  is 
£524.  In  Orradown  the  narober  of  Ancli- 
cans  is  46;  that  of  Roman  Catholics  5,745; 
and  the  gross  annual  value  of  the  living 
£477.  I  think,  therefore,  it  will  be  felt 
by  all  those  who  contemplate  extensive 
modifications  in  the  temporalities  of  the 
Irish  Church  that  these  are  motives  of  very 
considerable  force  for  arresting  during  a 
reasonable  time — and  certainly  I  only  ask 
it  for  a  reasonably  short  period-* appoint- 
ments that  could  not  be  made  without  con- 
tinuing evils  which  many  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site admit,  and  appointments  that,  in  some 
instances  at  least,  all  of  them  must  feel 
would  be  injuries  and  scandals  to  the  cause 
of  religion.  I  need  not  enter  into  the 
question  in  what  manner  oases  of  tliis  kind 
have  arisen.  Some  of  them  may  be  owing 
to  the  dissolution  of  unions  in  instances 
where  the  authorities  could  not  interfere. 
Other  cases  might  be  added;  but  those 
which  I  have  cited  to  the  Committee  are 
strong  ones,  as  showing  that,  in  view  either 
of  the  partial  changes  contemplated  by  one 
portion  of  the  House,  or  the  sweeping 
changes  contemplated  by  the  majority  of 
the  House,  there  are  many  places  in  which 
no  new  appointment  should  be  made  pend- 
ing the  ultimate  decision  of  Parliament  on 
the  position  of  the  Irish  Church.  Another 
argument  I  would  make  use  of  is  also  one 
which  addresses  itself  to  both  sides  of  the 
Honse.  It  is  quite  evident  that,  if  the 
plan  which  we  have  recommended  in  prin- 
ciple should  be  adopted,  considerable  diffi- 
culty will  attend  the  transition  period. 
While  prelates  and  incumbents  will  be  in 
possession  of  their  benefices  under  the  old 
order  of  things,  a  system  of  voluntary 
offerings  will  be  growing  up  around  them. 
Therefore,  two  systems  may  be  in  opera- 
tion at  the  same  time.  Possibly  that  may 
be  avoided ;  possibly  it  may  not  be  avoided ; 
but  I  have  already  indicated  enough  to 
show  to  hon.  Gentlemen  that,  with  the 
▼iews  we  entertain,  it  is  not  unreasonable 
to  say,  even  if  there  is  to  be  this  transition 
period,  yet  in  the  passing  of  a  law  contain- 
ing a  provision  for  stopping  the  growth  of 
new  vested  interests,  no  difficulty  can  arise; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  must  prevent 
the  unnecessary  prolongation  of  that  tran- 
sition state.  Perhaps  my  next  argument 
is  one  to  which  1  have  no  right  to  expect 
the  assent  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
though  it  will  weigh  considerably  with  those 
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who  desire  a  settlement  of  this  question  in 
one  general  sense,  and  it  is  this — Were  we 
to  stop  with  an  abstract  Resolution,  we 
might,  probably  next  year»  be  in  the  pre- 
dicament of  having  to  re-commence  the 
necessarily  lengthened  and  laborious  pro- 
cess in  which  we  have  been  this  year  en- 
goged.  There  would  be  a  great  loss  of 
public  time  and  an  undoubted  inconvenience 
in  the  shape  of  the  interruption  of  the 
course  of  Public  Business— a  circumstance 
which  I  do  not  for  a  moment  hesitate  to 
to  conceal,  although  I  freely  admit  I  think 
that,  at  all  times,  secondary  public  objects 
roust  be  sacrificed  to  those  which  are  of 
primary  importance.  I  do  not,  however, 
deny  the  inconvenience,  and  I  say  that 
the  rational  course  for  us,  having  advanced 
to  the  point  we  have  now  reached,  is,  as 
far  as  we  can,  to  make  good  and  fortify 
our  ground,  and  especially  in  this  point  of 
view— that  when  it  shall  once  have  been 
the  pleasure  of  Parliament  to  adopt,  in  the 
shape  of  a  legislative  Act,  provisions 
which  shall  put  a  stop  to  new  appointments 
in  the  Irish  Church,  from  that  moment  for- 
ward, there  will,  I  think,  be  a  very  general, 
or,  at  all  events,  a  very  extended,  opinion 
among  our  opponents,  as  well  as  among 
those  who  support  us,  that  it  will  be  for  the 
interest  of  all  parties  to  accelerate  the 
final  settlement  of  the  measure.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  by  giving  this  practical 
shape  to  the  design  and  proceedings  on  ^ 
which  we  have  entered  we  shall  practically 
bring  our  side  of  the  House,  and  even  many 
among  those  who  may  have  differed  from 
us  originally,  to  the  conclusion  that,  after 
the  decisive  proceedings  of  Parliament, 
their  best  course  will  be  to  give  their  aim 
to  procuring  the  best  and  most  satisfactory 
settlement  of  the  question  upon  such  a 
basis  as  may  be  open.  These  are  the 
arguments  which  I  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  lay  before  the  Committee  in  respect 
to  the  reasons  for  this  llesolutiun  ;  but  I 
will  also  take  the  liberty — and  I  am  quite 
sure  I  am  now  speaking  for  my  right  hon. 
Friends,  and,  indeed,  for  this  side  of  the 
House  generally,  as  well  as  for  myself— of 
asking  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  believe 
that,  in  making  this  proposal,  we  do  so  with 
a  firm  conviction  that  it  will  not  entail  any 
serious  practical  inconvenience  in  regard  to 
the  government,  the  discipline,  or  the 
spiritual  offices  of  the  Irish  Church  as  a 
religious  community.  This,  however,  I 
am  bound  to  show,  and  I  will  do  so  in  the 
course  of  two  or  three  minutes.  First  of 
all,  I  admit  there  is  a  presumption  of  in- 
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PkrlUtncntarjr  diiauuion  a  little  Ikter  or  • 
litll*  Honer.  Uj  point  i«  (liat  do  ineon- 
Tenionco  of  a  lerioii*  or  ievere  oharncter 
will  ariie  frooi  tbii  iiiBponKioD  during  tlie 
period  thst  I  name.  The  luipeniion  ei> 
tends  to  epiwopal  appoint  men  ta.  to  capitu- 
lar ■ppoinlrneiit* — nhioh  in  Irelnnd  are 
coniDionlj  called  "lincoures,"  iliougli  I 
do  not  uie  the  terra,  becauge  it  is  capable 
of  an  invidioua  interpretation — and  laillj 
to  all  luch  parochial  appointmenti  aa  are 
not  in  private  patronage.  It  may  be  naked 
why  I  leave  out  the  0A*ea  of  private  pa- 
tronage asd  incur  a  great  inconfenienee 
bj  the  creation  of  new  veaied  intereiti  ■■ 
far  aa  beneficea  in  private  patronage  are 
concerned.  Hj  answer  la  thia — The  bene- 
fices in  private  patronage  are  eomparativeij 
few  in  Ireland,  tliougli  they  are  verj  nn- 
meroui  in  England.  In  a  long  list  which 
I  have  here  of  the  tnoat  remarkable  caaea 
with  respect  to  llio  anumaliea  to  which  I 
lately  referred,  the  name  of  a  private  pat- 
ron ocaora  in  a  long  column  bat  thrice, 
Crown  oecars  aa  pairon  aix  or  aeven  timea 
in  the  same  column,  and  all  the  rest  of 
the  living!  are  in  thehanda  of  the  Bisbopa. 
The  bulk — at  any  rale,  the  large  propor- 
tion— of  the  appoint  men  ta,  nre  in  the  handa 
of  the  Bishopa.  No*,  wore  I  to  attempt 
to  deal  by  meana  of  a  Suapenaory  Bill  with 
benefices  in  private  patronage  in  Ireland, 
I  ahould  immediately  come  aoroai  the  ques- 
tion of  injury  to  proprietary  righta  ;  ani^  it 
ia  quite  plain,  1  think,  on  eonnd  principles 
of  general  policy,  that  we  ought  not  to 
touch  tlio»e  proprietary  righta  at  all  until 
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eationi,  will  enable  ns  to  make  perfectly  ;  the  whole  or  part  of  •noh  lefpilation,  Per- 
•atwfactory  •rrftnjrementii  for  the  diiiclinrge  '  liament  has  wisely  profiled  a|raiit«t  the 
of  duties  which  will  include  the  cure  of  I  jtrowth  of  ?ested  intcrctts.  properly  po 
aools;  and  will  be  perfectly  respectable  and  calleil.  The  principal  example  of  this  is 
efficient  as  far  as  temporal  provision  is  con-  the  Act  6  &  7  WW.  IV.,  c.  77,  which 
eemed,  bat  which  will  not  in  any  manner 


create  a  freehold,  and  thereby  lead  to  a 

Tested  interest.     I  think  the  words  o»ed 

in    the    Church    Temporalities   Act    are 

these— 

**  That,  in  certain  esses  where  sppointmentt  to 
Benellees  are  to  be  luspended  under  the  Aet,  it 
shall  be  in  the  power  of  the  CommiMionert,  to« 
gether  with  the  Biahope,  to  appoint  to  the  pariih 
a  earate,  and  to  auign  to  theourate  such  moderate 
remuneration — '  moderate  *  ii  the  epithet  uied — 
siieh  moderate  remuneration  and  allowanee  ai 
shall  seem  beeoming." 

Now«  I  think  that,  in  a  case  of  this  kind 

there  is  no  reason   at  all  why  a  person 

appointed  to  a  provisional  and  temporary 

charge  should  be  placed  in  the  position  of 

a  mere  corate  as  far  as  emolument  is  con-  ^ 

eemed.     It  may  be  very  proper  for  the    afterwards  deprive  parties  of  them  eren 

atipend  to  be  small  in  esses   where  the  i  upon  conditions,  or  even  with  compensa- 


WAS  to  carry  into  effect  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commiseionera 
for  England;  and  the  25th  section  pro- 
vided that,  in  ease  the  office  of  Judge, 
registrar,  or  other  officer  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Courts  became  vacant  during  a 
period  prospective,  but  defined  by  the  Act, 
the  person  who  might  be  appointed  to 
such  office — 

*«  Should  accept  and  take  it  subject  to  all  the 
regulationi  and  alterationi  affecting  the  same 
whioh  might  be  afterwards  made  and  provided  by 
and  under  the  authority  of  Parliament,  and  should 
not  by  his  appointment  acouire  any  vested  interest 
in  sueh  offlce,  or  any  title  to  compensation  in 
respect  thereof." 

I  think  it  is  evident  we  could  not  allow 
the  existing  law  to  confirm  freeholds,  and 


parishioners  are  very  few  and  the  duties 
chiefly  ceremonial.  But  iu  all  parishes 
where  there  is  real  and  extensive  work  to 
be  done,  I  think  the  workman  who  comes 
to  do  it  is  entitled  to  fair  remuneration. 


tion;  that  is  a  proceeding  1  should  be 
slow  to  recommend.  I  think  the  plain 
and  Bimple  course  is  that  the  law  should 
step  in  and  intercept  the  creation  of  any 
freehold  interests  from  this  time.  Although 


and  the  Bill  I 'shall  propose,  if  it  be  my    J  do  not  say  the  precedent  I  have  quoted 
duty  to  bring  in  such  a  Bill,  will  contain  a    is  upon  all  fours  with  the  case  before  the 
provision  sllowing  of  an  adequate  remune-    Committee,  I  think  it   is   one   which   in 
ration,  so  that  the  Bishop  and  the  Com-  i  substance  supports  the  recommendation  I 
niasionera  shall  not  deem  themselves  to  be  |  make.     I  said  I  would  confine  myself  to 
bound  by  the  scale  of  pay  generally  given  ;  points  of  a  practical  chamcter.     I  think  I 
to  curates.     Under  these  circumstanees  1  \  have  sufficiently  stated  the  object  of  this 
aubmit  that  the  small  amount  of  incon-    Resolution,  and  the  grounds  on  which  I 
Tenience  which  can  arise  under  the  plan    recommend  it  ;  and  I  ho|ie  that  it  will  be 
which   I  have   aketched   out   in  principle    accepted  by  the  Committee.      The  right 
in  the  Resolutions  before  the  House  is  as    hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
DOthing  compared  with  the  greater  objects  !  Resolution  as  follows:  — 
we  have  in  view.     I   may  be  asked,  per-  I     ••  3.  That,  subject  to  the  foregoing  considera- 
hapa,  whether  I  have  a  precedent  for  this  j  tions,  it  is  expedient  to  prevent  the  creation  of  new 
course  of  procedure.     Well,  Sir,  I  have  a  |  personal  interests  by  the  exercise  of  any  publie 
.reeedentfor  it  ..f.r  ..  .„y  clrcum..ance.  •  ^Xrr.'i'cro.r.fo^U'^Jf  rS^ X«^^ 
in  which  Parliament  has  ever  been  placed    ^^  immtdiaie  noccssiiy.  or  such  as  inrolve  indi- 
eould   by   possibility    afford    a    precedent.  1  vidual  rights,  pending  the  final  deeision  of  Par- 
Parliament   has   never   been   called    upon    liannent.' — ( J/r.  Ohttstone,) 


before  to  deal  prospectively,  aa  it  is  now 
called  upon  to  deal,  with  a  great  mass  of 
absolnte  freehold  interests  ;  but  it  has  been 
called  upon  to  deal  with  interests  which 
approximate  in  their  character  to  freehold 
interests— namely,  with  the  vested  interests 


Mr.  OATIIORNE  II.ARDY:  I  will 
follow  the  example  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashire^ 
both  in  the  brevity  of  my  remarks  and  in 
the  freedom  from  any  acerbity  which  he 
has   displayed   on    the    present  occasion. 


acquired  by  public  officers  in  offices  held  But  I  wish  to  explain  in  a  very  few  words 
daring  good  behaviour.  And  when  there  |  tho  position  of  the  Oovcmnient  with  rc- 
baa  been  a  case  in  which  legislation  affect-  spcct  to  the  Resolution  now  before  the 
ing  such  offices  has  been  eontemplatod.  Committee.  The  two  sides  of  the  Hou»e 
and  when  at  the  same  time  for  any  reason  -  appear  to  me  to  have  totally  different  ob- 
il  baa  been  neccaaary  to  postpone  either  :  jects  in  this  matter.     The  right  hon.  Qen* 
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tleman  and  his  Friends  desire  io  disestsb- 
lish  and  disendow  the  Irish  Cliuroh  ;  and 
the  GoTernment  and  its  supporters  wish 
to  deal  with  abases  which  may  exist  in 
the  Irish  Church  with  a  view  to  insuring 
its  efficiency  and  its  permanence.  That 
being  so,  of  course  we  cannot  give  onr 
assent  to  tliis  Resolution.  We  admit 
that,  upon  the  first  Resolution,  we  have 
anffered  possibly  as  great  a  defeat  as  we 
eould  expect  to  suffer  upon  a  question  of  tliis 
bind;  and,  although  I  think  there  are  many 
objections  which  might  be  taken  in  detail  to 
some  parts  of  these  Resolutions,  I  would  rs* 
tber  say  at  once,  with  a  ?iew  to  bringing  to 
an  end  the  business  of  the  Session,  as  we 
have  professed  our  wish  and  intention  to 
do,  that  it  is  not  desirable  we  should 
protract  the  discussion  upon  them  ;  but 
it  must  be  distinctly  understood  that  the 
Government  give  no  assent  to  these  Re- 
solutions and  do  not  ossent  to  the  Bill 
which  is  to  be  founded  upon  them.  The 
course  they  may  think  proper  to  take  upon 
it  will  not  be  declared  until  the  Bill  is 
before  the  House.  It  is  not  necessary  until 
we  see  it  to  declare  the  manner  in  which 
we  would  deal  with  it.  I  will  only  remark 
that,  in  these  Resolutions,  it  strikes  me 
there  is  a  reservation  or  rather  a  restriction 
put  upon  the  Church  in  Irelsnd  which  is  not 
put  upon  other  persons  or  other  bodies  in 
that  country.  As  I  understand,  if  these 
Resolutions  are  carried  into  effect  by  legis- 
lation there  is  no  intention  to  apply  the 
same  rule  which  is  applied  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  to  other  bodies  also.  I  do 
not  observe  that  there  is  anything  in  these 
Resolutions  to  restrict  the  appointment  of 
any  new  professor  at  Maynooth,  or  to  re- 
strict any  further  gifts  under  the  Regium 
Donum,  This,  however,  is  a  matter  on 
which  I  need  not  dwell  now  ;  I  merely  re- 
mark it  in  passing.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire,  that  he  has  taken  the  correct 
course  in  asking  for  legislative  sanction  for 
the  object  he  has  in  view.  I  quite  agree 
also  in  the  statement  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  made — I  could  not  have  stated  it 
in  stronger  language  myself — that  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  those  who  have  the  patron- 
age— the  public  patronage — in  their  hands 
not  to  be  guided  by  the  Resolution  of  one 
House  of  Parliament,  but  only  by  an  Act 
that  had  been  passed  by  both  Houses  and 
bad  received  the  sanction  of  the  Crown. 
That  WAS  the  observation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  it  was  a  perfectly  just  one, 
and  shows  that  he  is  not  attempting  in  any 

Mr.  Oathorns  Hardy 


way  to  OTer-ride,  by  the  action  of  one 
House,  those  who  have  reposed  in  them 
the  duties  as  well  as  the  rights  of  patron- 
age. Therefore,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, I  recommend  that  there  should 
be  no  division  taken  upon  these  Resottt- 
tions,  and  that  we  should  meet  them  with 
a  simple  negative,  without  putting  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATB  said,  he  admitted 
that  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
was  necessary  in  order  to  relieve  him  from 
the  imputation  of  attempting  to  legislate 
by  means  of  the  House  of  Commons,  with- 
out consulting  the  House  of  Lords.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  succeeded  in  passing 
the  Bill  founded  upon  the  Resolutions,  the 
result  would  be  to  forestall  the  action  of 
the  next  Parliament,  by  imposing  upon  it 
the  duty  of  repealing  a  statute,  passed  by 
the  present  Parliament,  nominally  tempo- 
rary in  its  chaaacter.  The  Bill  which  had 
been  foreshadowed  would  involve  the  prin- 
ciple of  rendering  the  tenure  of  those 
clergy  who  would  do  the  duty  of  the  in- 
cumbencies affected  by  the  Bill  tempo- 
re ry,  and  would  establish  a  precedent  in 
part  of  the  United  Church  dangerous  to 
the  freehold  tenures  of  thb  incumbents  of 
the  Church  in  England.  This  prineiple 
was  that  of  a  clergy  salaried  bj  the  State, 
holding  their  functions  and  cures  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  Government.  Such  is  the 
position  of  the  curi$  in  France;  and  to  that 
position  the  principle  of  the  Bill  would,  if 
used  as  a  precedent,  reduce  the  position  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church.  The 
present  movement  was  owing  to  the  action 
of  Dr.  Cullen  and  Dr.  Manning,  the  latter 
of  whom,  in  the  introduction  to  the  second 
edition  of  his  work  entitled  Eaaya  on  Be- 
ligian  and  Literature,  published  by  Long- 
man in  1847,  wrote  in  the  same  sense  in 
which,  in  1859,  previous  to  his  elcTstion 
by  the  Pope,  he  preached  that  the  task  of 
the  Papal  Church  in  this  country  was  "  to 
subdue  and  to  subjugate  an  Imperial 
(meaning  the  English)  race."  The  pass- 
age was  as  follows : — 

"  Now,  I  have  made  the  remarks  as  a  ground 
for  the  assertion  with  which  I  shall  conolade. 
The  return  to  &ith,  which  we  have  traced  from 
the  middle  of  the  last  oentary — ^that  is,  for  now 
about  a  hundred  vears — steadily  ascending,  doe- 
trine  after  doctrine,  first  within  the  Anglican 
Establishment,  then  reaching  beyond  it  into  the 
regions  of  antiquity  and  of  Catholic  truth,  has  now 
received  its  complement  in  the  fall  re-ontmnce  of 
the  Catholic  Church,  and  the  authority  of  the 
Vicar  of  Jesus  Christ.  It  is  no  longer  a  question ' 
of  fragmentary  doctrines  or  isolated  tmths ;  of  a 
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little  more  or  a  little  less  of  thii  doTotion  or  that 
opinion,  but  of  the  whole  Catholio  faith  upon  the 
principle  of  Divine  certainty  and  of  Divine  autho- 
rity through  the  Church  and  in  its  head.  And  it 
is  visibly  providential  that  at  this  moment  the 
supremacy  of  the  Crown,  which  is  the  Reforma- 
tion  in  eaner^,  has  literally  come  to  nought.  .  . 
The  Providence  of  God  has  poured  sliame  and 
confusion  on  the  Tudor  statutes.  The  Royal  su- 
premncy  has  perished  by  the  law  of  mortality 
which  consumes  all  earthly  things.  And,  at  this 
period  of  our  history,  the  supremacy  of  the  Vicar 
of  Jesus  Christ  re-enters  as  full  of  life  as  when 
Henry  VIII.  resisted  Clement  VII.,  and  Elizabeth 
withstood  St.  Plus  V.  The  undying  authority  of 
the  Holy  See  is  once  more  an  active  power  in 
England  ;  the  shadow  of  Peter  has  fallen  again 
upon  it." 

He  begged  pardon  of  the  House  for  thus 
detaining  them  ;  but  be  saw  the  Liberal 
party  of  England  thus  opposing  themselves 
in  feeling  and  action  to  the  Liberals  of  the 
rest  of  the  world,  inasmuch  as  they  were 
accepting  a  policy  dictated  from  the  Vati- 
can ;  and  he  hoped  that  his  hon.  Friends 
whom  he  saw  opposite  would  excuse  him  if 
he  warned  them  that  they  were  entering 
upon  a  dangerous  course. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  wished  to  say,  in 
answer  to  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire,  that  speaking  for 
himself*  and  for,  he  believed,  the  Liberal 
party,  his  vote  was  given  against  the 
Church  of  Ireland  because  it  had  not  done 
its  duty  on  the  subject-matters  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  referred ;  and  he  was 
prepared  and  anxious  to  record  a  like  vote 
against  the  Church  of  England,  believing 
that,  while  it  was  established  and  endowed 
to  resist  Popery,  it  had,  in  the  words  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  been  long  in  secret 
combination  and  waa  now  in  open  confede- 
racy with  that  power. 

Sir  FREDERICK  HEYGATE  said, 
he  could  not  allow  this  Resolution  to  pass 
without  recording  his  protest  with  regard 
to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  said  about  the  Irish  Bishops ; 
he  must  say  he  thought  it  was  rather  un- 
fair to  quote  the  authority  of  one  Irish 
Bishop  and  to  take  no  notice  of  the  opposite 
authority  of  all  the  other  Bishops.  Mr. 
Spurgeon,  at  a  recent  meeting,  said  that, 
if  the  Irish  clergymen  were  turned  into  the 
streets  to-morrow,  it  would  only  be  an  act 
of  stern  justice,  avenging  the  past;  and 
added  that  the  object  in  view  in  this  move- 
ment was  the  disestablishment  of  all 
Churches.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  assume  that  vacant  parishes 
might  easily  be  supplied  by  curates  ;  but 
he  must  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
naa  that,  for  a  number  of  years  past,  there 


had  been  a  great  difficulty  in  obtaining 
curates  ;  and,  if  the  ordinary  inducomenta 
to  their  profession  were  to  be  withdrawn 
from  them,  very  few  of  those  gentlemen 
would  remain  in  the  country  ;  and  he  waa 
afraid  the  result  would  be  that  many  of  the 
parishes  would  be  left  altogether  desti- 
tute. He  had  only  to  say  further  that  he 
thought  the  Government  had  done  wisely 
in  declining  those  discussions,  which  were 
not  upon  the  merits  of  the  question,  but 
were  political  discussions  and  intended  for 
a  political  result.  ["  No,  no  !  "]  It  waa 
right  in  such  a  case  not  to  go  on  dividing ; 
but  he  hoped  the  day  was  not  far  distant 
when  there  would  be  a  different  result. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

3.  Resolved,  That,  sabject  to  the  foregoing 
ooDsiderationi,  it  is  expedient  to  prevent  the  orea- 
tion  of  new  personal  interests  by  the  exercise  of 
any  public  patronage,  and  to  confine  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Eoolesiastioal  Commissioners  of  Ire- 
land to  objects  of  immediate  necessity,  or  such  as 
involve  individual  rights,  pending  the  final  deoi« 
sion  of  Parliament. — (^r.  Oladttone,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  only  anxious, 
in  proposing  the  third  Resolution,  to  ex* 
plain  what  is  a  point  of  form,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  a  point  of  form  by  no  means 
unimportant.  I  am  aware,  and  many 
Members  of  the  House  must  be  aware, 
that,  according  to  the  rules  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  it  would  be  competent  to  a 
Member  to  introduce  into  the  House,  with 
leave  from  the  House,  a  Bill  which  might 
affect  the  rights  of  the  Crown  without  the 
previous  Assent  of  the  Crown  having  been 
obtained.  Such  things  have  been  done  on 
certain  occasions  by  a  Government  when  it 
has  happened,  from  the  smallness  of  the 
subject-matter  or  from  inadvertence,  that 
notice  has  not  been  taken  of  the  fact  pre- 
vious to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill ;  and, 
again.  Bills  of  that  nature  have  been  intro- 
duced by  individuals  not  belonging  to  the 
Government,  even  when  they  were  Bills  to 
which  the  Government  did  not  assent,  and 
have  been  passed  through  certain  of  their 
stages  without  the  giving  of  that  Assent  on 
the  part  of  the  Crown — it  always  being 
understood,  however,  that  neither  this 
House  nor  the  House  of  Lords  would  ever 
consent  to  pass  the  Bill,  or  to  part  with  it, 
until,  at  one  of  its  stages,  that  Assent  had 
been  received.  But,  Sir,  in  this  instance, 
the  case  is  different.  The  interest  of  the 
Crown  is  in  this  case  not  merely  a  proprie- 
tary interest,  but  one  of  wide  and  far- 
reaching  import ;  and  also  this  is  a  Bill 
which,  although  it  is  not  proposed  by  the 
Govemment,  would  he,  I  may  say,  proposecl 
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on  behalf  of  a  verj  large  proportion  of  the 
Members  of  this  House,  acting  together 
generally  in  its  support.  No«r,  that  being 
80, 1  ha?e  felt,  with  the  adtice  and  eon- 
ourrence  of  others,  that  it  was  my  duty  not 
to  claim  the  entire  liberty  which  the  House 
has  accorded  to  its  Members  ;  but  to  ask 
the  House  to  present  an  Address  requesting 
the  Assent  of  the  Grown,  and  allowing  us 
to  deliberate  upon  this  subject  before  any 
Motion  be  msde  in  the  House  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill.  I  should  hate  been 
Tery  sorry  to  set  in  my  own  person  the 
precedent  of  one  who,  acting  in  any  manner 
on  behalf  of  a  party  in  this  House,  endea- 
vours to  force  a  discussion  on  a  Bill  in- 
Tolving  very  important  rights  of  the  Crown 
without  having  had  the  Assent  of  the  Crown 
previously  obtained  to  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill,  though  precedents  in  abundance  might 
be  found  for  Buch  a  course.  I  wish  to  make 
that  eiplanation  ;  but  I  need  not  trouble 
the  Committee  on  other  points,  because  the 
Resolution  is  simply  conBcquent  on  the  se- 
cond Resolution.  The  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  perhaps  aware,  and 
other  Members  of  the  House  may  be  also, 
that  in  substance  the  words  of  this  third 
Resolution  are  taken  from  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act  of  1833— 

**  Her  Majesty  would  be  graoioaily  pleased  to 
place  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  her  interest  in 
the  temporalitiei  of  the  Arohbithoprios,  Bishop- 
rics, and  other  Ecclesiastical  Dignities  and  Bene- 
fices in  Ireland,  and  in  the  custody  thereof." 

The  only  difference  is  that  in  the  Church 
Temporal itiea  Act  the  words  only  include 
certain  of  the  bishopries  and  the  arch- 
bishoprics. I  have  never  understood  why, 
because  other  temporalities  were  affected, 
though  not  eitinguished  by  the  Act.  But 
here  I  think  it  is  better  to  request  the 
Assent  of  the  Crown  with  rospect  olso  to 
beneGces  and  dignities,  includiug  every- 
thing which  it  is  possible  to  bring  within 
the  scope  of  the  Resolution.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  proposing — 

**S,  That  an  hnmble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  humbly  to  pray  that,  with  a  view  to  pre- 
venting, by  legislation  during  the  present  Session, 
the  creation  of  new  personal  interests  through  the 
exercise  of  any  public  patronage,  Her  Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  place  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Parliament,  Iler  interest  in  the  tempo- 
ralities of  the  Archbishoprics,  Bishoprics,  and 
other  Ecclesiastical  Dignities  and  Benefices  in  Ire- 
land.and  in  the  custody  thereof.">-(^r.  Olachtane.) 

Mb.  LEFROY  said,  that  as  representing 
a  constituency  including  a  large  number  of 
the^  members  of  the  Irish  branch  of  the 
(Jnited   Church,   he  could  not  allow  this 
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Resolution  to  pass  without  obser? ation.  At 
the  same  time  he  would  imitate  the  wise 
and  dignified  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  and  meet 
it  with  a  negatlTC.  If  he  could  by  any 
means  proTont  that  Resolution  from  passing 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  he  would 
persofere  to  the  utmost.  But  he  candidly 
confessed  that  the  opinion  of  the  House  had 
been  so  fully  expressed  by  the  majority  that 
it  would  bo  a  Tain  effort  to  continue  the 
opposition.  He  thought  they  would  rather 
weaken  than  strengthen  their  case  by  doing 
so.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
had,  however,  clearly  stated  the  only  terms 
on  which  the  sense  of  the  House  was  not 
taken  by  a  division  on  that  occasion.  He 
would,  therefore,  reserve  his  opposition  for 
a  future  day,  and  would  content  himself  for 
the  present  with  a  protest.  He  would  only 
advert  to  one  observation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire, who  had  quoted  the  gross  revenues 
of  certain  parishes  in  Ireland.  The  amount 
certainly  aurprised  him  (Mr.  Lefroy);  but 
all  he  could  say  was  that  they  must  be 
subject  to  very  heavy  charges  ;  for  he  was 
certain  that  the  net  amount  of  these  parishes 
would  equally  surprise  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  that 
this  was  one  of  the  most  important  and 
solemn  occasions  on  which  the  Crown  could 
exercise  its  functions  ;  and  he  wanted  to 
know,  whether  it  was  to  be  taken  for  granted 
that  Her  Majesty's  answer  to  the  Address 
must  be  favourable*  or  whether  she  might 
not  return  such  a  reply  as  she  might  think 
proper  ?  Refemng  to  what  had  been  said 
on  a  previous  occasion,  that  Mr.  Pitt  had 
dissolved  in  1784,  when  he  had  been  beaten 
by  a  majority  of  1,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
pointed  out  that  it  was  not  until  Mr.  Pitt 
had  been  beaten  several  times,  and  the 
majorities  against  him  had  dwindled  down 
from  59  to  I,  that  he  had  dissolved,  and  he 
did  so  then  becagse  the  mind  of  the  country 
was  prepared  to  respond  to  his  appeal.  He 
wished  to  know  what  there  was  to  prevent 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  from  doing  the  same  ?  He 
called  upon  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lsncashire,  and  also  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  to  say,  whe- 
ther they  thought  the  Assent  of  the  Crown 
to  the  Address  a  mere  matter  of  form;  or 
whether,  having  protested  against  the  in- 
troduction of  the  name  of  the  Sovereign 
into  the  debate,  they  were  now  by  a  com- 
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bination  of  both  sides  to  prevent  Her 
Majesty  from  exerci»iDg  an  independent 
judgment  on  tliis  eventful  occasion  ? 

Mb.  DISRABLI  :  It  is  unnecessary  for 
me  to  make  any  statement  to  the  Commit-' 
tee;  but  in  consequence  of  the  inquiry  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  who  has  justeddreBsedus, 
I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  there  was 
any  assumption  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  as  to  the  character  of  the  an- 
swer he  will  receive,  or  whether  he  will 
receive  any  answer  at  all  to  that  Address. 
What  I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  do  was  this — to  propose  certain 
Resolutions,  one  of  which  was  an  Address 
to  the  Grown.  When  these  Resolutions 
have  been  properly  passed  they  will  be  dealt 
with  after  due  consideration  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  Her  Majesty  will  be  properly 
advised  with  respect  to  them. 

Mr.  GLADSTONB  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  represented  me  with  perfect 
truth.  I  adverted  to  the  liberty  which,  as 
I  said,  the  House  frequently  gives  to  its 
Members,  but  which  I  did  not,  I  added, 
intend  to  claim ;  but  I  never  made  any 
assumption  whatever  as  to  the  particular 
nature  of  the  advice  which  the  Government 
might  think  it  proper  to  give  to  Her 
Majesty,  or  as  to  the  answer  which  the 
Crown  might  give  to  the  Address,  and  It 
would  have  been  highly  improper  had  1 
done  so. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

3.  Reiohted,  That  an  bumble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Uer  Majesty,  humbly  to  pray  that,  with 
a  view  to  preventing,  by  legislation  during  the 
present  Session,  the  creation  of  new  personal  in- 
terests through  the  exercise  of  any  public  patron- 
age. Her  Majesty  would  be  graciously  pleased  to 
place  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament,  Her  interest 
in  the  temporalities  of  the  Archbishoprics,  Bishop- 
rics, and  other  Ecclesiastical  Dignities  and  Be- 
nefices in  Ireland,  and  in  the  custody  thereof.— 
(Mr,  Olad$Um$,) 

Mb.  LAING  rose  to  move  the  following 
Resolution  : — 

"  That  this  House  is  of  opinion,  that  while  the 
principle  of  disestablishing  the  Irish  Church  has 
been  affirmed  by  this  House,  the  question  is  too 
important  to  be  settled  without  an  appeal  to  the 
constituencies  created  by  the  new  Reform  Acts ; 
and  therefore  that  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  arrange  the  course  of  Public  Business 
so  as  to  enable  this  appeal  to  be  made  at  the 
earliest  practicable  opportunity." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  trouble  the  Committee  by  dividing, 
because  the  course  of  events  had  brought 
about  the  exact  state  of  things  which  it 
was  the  object  of  his  Motion  to  produce. 


He  understood  the  position  of  affairs  to  be 
this — Her  Majesty's  Government  proposed 
to  wind  up  the  Business  of  the  Session  as 
early  as  possible,  with  a  view   to   bring 
about  a  dissolution  under  the  new  con- 
stituencies, and  with  regard  to  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  Reform  Bills,  to  leave  the  same 
liberty  to  the  House  which  had  been  left 
to  it  in  the  case  of  the  English  Reform* 
Bill  of  last  year  ;  but  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  Bills,  the  ordinary  business 
only  of  the   Session   would    be  brought 
forward.     It  was  for  the  Leaders  on  both 
sides,  under  such  an  arrangement,  to  see 
that  the  business  should  be  wound  up  so 
as  to  enable  an  appeal  to  be  made  to  the 
new  constituencies  in  October  or  November 
next  at   the  latest.     But,  if  it   was   the 
opinion  of  the  Opposition  that  there  was 
any  constitutional  objection  to  such  a  line 
of  action,  then  it  would  be  their  duty  to 
propose  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence, 
which,  if  carried,  would  lead  to  an  imme- 
diate dissolution.     He  had  a  very  strong 
opinion,  which  was  shared  by  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House,  that 
the    former  course   would    be    the    most 
desirable.      As  far  as  he  could  form  an 
opinion,  the  country  was  in  favour  of  the 
decision  come  to  by   the  House,  and  he 
believed  that  an  appeal  to  the  new  con- 
stituencies would  result  in  a  large  majority 
for   disestablishment ;   but  he  should   be 
sorry  if  an  impression  went  forth  that  the 
question    had    been    perverted    to    party 
objects,  and  that  fair  play  had  not  been 
given  to  the  Government  in  order  to  facili- 
tate their  recourse  to  that  appeal.     It  was 
very  desirable,  moreover,  that  two  General 
Blections  should  not  occur  within  a  very 
short  period  ;  and  he  believed  that  if  the 
new  constitueneies  decided   unmistakably 
against  the  Irish  Church,  the  more  reason- 
able portion  of    the    CodHervative    party 
would   acquiesce  in    that    decision.      He 
could  adduce  other  reasons  for  the  course 
he  had  suggested  ;    but  there  were  occa- 
sions when  the  objects  in  view  were  pro- 
moted rather  by  silence  than  by  speech, 
and  he  should   be  sorry  to  say  anything 
which  might  revive  those  angry  feelings 
which  had  happily  to  a  great  extent  sub* 
sided.     He  wished,  therefore,  to  withdraw 
his  Resolution,  trusting  that  calm  reflection 
would  lead  to  the  adoption  of  the  course  it 
proposed. 

Mr.  AYTOUN,  in  rising  to  move  the 
Resolution  of  which  he  had  given  Notice, 
said,  he  had  voted  in  favour  of  the  Resolu- 
tions, and  hoped  they  would  tend  to  the 
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pacification  of  Ireland  ;  but  be  must  saj 
that  considerable  doubt  existed  tbrougbout 
the  country  whether  any  portion  of  the 
secularised  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church 
was  to  be  given  to  support  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic religion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  declined  to  enter  into 
details  as  to  the  application  of  those  reve- 
•  nues,  and  be  was  no  doubt  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  giving  that  answer  ;  but  people  out- 
of-doors  were  naturally  anxious  to  know 
what  course  would  be  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends  in  the 
event  of  their  accession  to  Office.  There 
might,  at  least,  be  an  assurance  given  as 
to  what  was  not  intended  to  be  done  with 
these  funds  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  had  said  nothing  to  preclude  the  no- 
tion of  their  application  to  the  furtherance 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  Ireland. 
An  influential  meeting  had  been  held  at 
the  Tabernacle,  under  the  presidency  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright),  in  favour  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Resolutions,  and  at  that  meeting 
a  letter,  addressed  to  the  chairman  by  Mr. 
Spurgeon,  was  read,  containing  the  follow- 
ing passage: — 

«  The  one  point  sbout  which  the  Disieoters  of 
Englaod  have  any  fear  ii  one  which  I  trust  you 
will  nientton  to-night.  We  fear  lest  any  share  of 
the  Church  property  should  be  given  to  the 
Papists.  To  a  man  we  should  deprecate  this. 
Bad  as  the  present  evil  is,  we  would  sooner  see  it 
let  alone  than  see  Popery  endowed  with  the 
national  property.  Not  one  single  farthing  ought 
any  religious  denomination  to  receive,  and  the 
whole  matter  will  be  imperilled  if  those  in  power 
are  not  quite  clear  as  to  any  douceurs  to  the  Pope. 
We  are  not  agitated  by  the  dead  horse  of  *  No 
Popery/  which  knaves  would  raise  that  fools  may 
be  their  instruments  ;  but  we  are  very  determined 
that  it  never  shall  be  said  that,  under  the  guise 
of  removing  the  grievances  of  Ireland,  we  made 
an  eichnnge  of  endowed  Ohurches,  and  put  down 
the  Anglican  to  set  up  the  Roman  image." 

Mr.  Spurgeon.'who  was  likely  to  be  a  fair 
judge  of  the  feelings  of  English  Dissenters, 
believed  the  whole  matter  would  be  im- 
perilled "  if  those  in  power  are  not  quite 
oleor  as  to  any  douceurs  to  the  Pope." 
The  House,  however,  did  not  give  the  as-, 
Borance  requested,  and  since,  in  one  of 
his  speeches,  he  had  recommended  that  the 
glebes  and  glebe  houses  should  be  retained 
by  the  Protestant  clergy,  he  must  have 
contemplated  the  possibility  of  some  equi- 
Talent  to  the  Roman  Catholics.  The  prin- 
ciple of  religious  equality  on  which  this 
movement  was  based  would  manifestly  be 
violated  if  the  Episcopalians  retained  these 
endowments  while  the  Roman  Catholic 
priests  received   no  equivalent.     He  was 
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not  saying  whether  any  particular  course 
would  be  right  or  wrong  ;  but  he  thought 
it  essential  that  no  doubt  should  exist  as  to 
what  would  be  done.  He  would  leave  the 
English  Members  to  speak  for  themselves ; 
but  the  people  of  Scotland  were  most  stre- 
nuously opposed  to  any  endowment  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  either 
in  the  shape  of  grants  to  Maynooth  or  to 
Roman  Catholic  schools  or  Universities  in 
Ireland.  The  Roman  Catholic  body  in 
Ireland  were  to  a  great  extent  Ultramon- 
tane, and  Ultramontanism  was  altogether 
opposed  to  the  feelings  of  the  great  maBS 
of  the  people  of  England  and  Scotland. 
So  long,  therefore,  as  Ultramontanism 
existed  in  its  present  state  in  Ireland,  it 
would  form  a  political  barrier  to  the  union 
of  the  people  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
He  believed  that  the  peculiar  nature  of 
the  priesthood  educated  at  Maynooth  Col- 
lege had  greatly  developed  the  Ultramon- 
tane feeling  in  Ireland.  There  was  not  a 
more  powerful  priesthood  in  Europe  ;  for 
they  were  mostly  drawn  from  the  lower 
classes  of  the  people,  and  their  power  was 
thereby  greatly  increased.  He  felt  confi- 
dent that  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
withhold  their  support  from  any  Govern- 
ment which  intended  under  any  shape  or 
form  to  give  a  grant  to  Maynooth,  either 
in  the  nature  of  an  allowance  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  or  any  sum  by  way  of 
the  capitalisation  of  the  Irish  Church  pro- 
perty. With  regard  to  Roman  Catholic 
denominational  education,  one  Member  of 
the  Government  stated  that  he  approved  it, 
and  although  in  the  late  Government  the 
then  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  that  no 
charter  for  a  Roman  Catholic  University 
would  be  granted  without  giving  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion 
upon  it,  yet  such  a  charter  was,  in  fact, 
granted.  His  Resolution,  upon  which  he 
should  venture  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House,  would  be  good  against  any  mis- 
understanding of  this  kind.  The  question 
embraced  by  his  Resolution  was  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  it  was  desirable 
it  should  be  settled  as  speedily  as  possible. 
As  a  necessary  means  to  such  a  settle- 
ment  he  trusted  that  the  House  would 
receive  a  definite  assurance  from  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  would  not  appropriate 
any  portion  of  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Church  to  denominational  education. 

Mb.  LAMONT,  in  seconding  the  Reso- 
lution, said,  that  if  he  had  thought  there 
would  be  the  slightest  hesitation  or  diffi- 
culty on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  (Mr.  Gladstone)  in  aaaenting  to  this 
Resolution,  he  should  have  voted  against 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Resolutions. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 

'*  That  when  the  Anglican  Charoh  in  Ireland  is 
diBestablished  and  disendowed,  it  is  right  and  ne- 
cessary that  the  Grant  to  Maynooth  and  the  Re- 
giam  Donum  be  discontinued ;  and  that  no  part 
of  the  secularised  funds  of  the  Anglican  Church, 
or  anjr  State  funds  whatever,  be  applied  in  anjr 
way,  or  under  any  form,  to  the  endowment  or 
fbrtherance  of  the  Roman  GathoUo  religion  in 
Ireland,  or  to  the  establishment  or  maintenance 
of  Roman  Catholic  denominational  schools  or 
colleges. — (Jir.  Sinclair  Aytoun.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warben)  said,  he  had 
attentively  listened  to  the  speeohes  made 
during  the  Irish  Church  debate  bj  Mem- 
bers representing  Irish  oonstituenoies,  and 
he  had  not  heard  from  them  a  single  dis- 
claimer of  the  Majnooth  Grant,  or  an  ex- 
pression of  willingness  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  Church  to  give  up 
that  endotrment. 

Mb.  NE WDEG ate  said,  that,  previous 
to  the  first  division  on  the  Resolutions  for 
disestablishing  and  disendowing  the  Irish 
Church,  he  had  objected  to  the  idea  of  ap- 
propriating any  portion  of  the  property  of 
the  Irish  Churcli  to  the  purposes  of  any 
other  religious  denomination  whatsoever. 
He  (Mr.  Newdegnte)  believed  that  a  very 
long  and  wide  latitude  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  first  word  of  the  Resolution  *'  when'' 
the  Church  is  disestablished  ;  the  hon. 
Member  was,  however,  looking  to  an 
eventuality,  which  he  was  compelled  to 
contemplate,  and  deserved  great  credit  for 
bis  foresight.  As  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was 
obliged  also  to  look  forward  to  that  eventu- 
ality, he  could  not  refuse  to  support  the 
Amendment,  if  the  hon.  Member  should 
press  it  to  a  division.  The  anticipation  of 
the  hon.  Member,  that  some  portion  of  the 
property  of  the  Church  would  be  sought 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  was  per- 
fectly reasonable,  because  in  a  published 
letter.  Dr.  Moriarty  had  distinctly  stated 
that  some  of  the  funds  ought  to  be  applied 
to  schools,  the  erection  of  churches,  and 
Tarioua  other  purposes  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  ;  while  the  same  expectation  was 
elaborately  set  forth  in  the  last  number  of 
The  DuhUn  JReview,  in  a  most  remarkable 
article  headed  "The  Case  of  Ireland  be- 
fore Parliament."  He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  was  justified  in  meeting,  as  far  as 
possible  by  anticipation,  expectations  of 
that  kind.  But  if  be  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
vere  asked  whether  the  protest  made  by 


the  Amendment  would  be  effectual  if  the 
disendowment  was  carried  ?  he  must  say 
that  he  did  not  think  it  would,  because 
the  power  which  actuated  the  majority  of 
the  House  to  disestablish  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland  would  be  sufficient  to 
endow  all  denominations,  the  Papal  in- 
cluded, after  the  disestablishment  had 
taken  place.  He  had  deprecated  the  idea 
of  chartering  and  endowing  a  University  in 
Ireland.  The  Dublin  Eeview  approved  of 
the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire,  and  attributed  his  con- 
duct entirely  to  the  apprehension  with 
which  the  Fenian  outbreak  had  inspired 
him  ;  and  that  article,  emanating  from  the 
most  Ultramontane  publication  in  Ireland, 
closed  with  a  distinct  claim  to  endowment 
for  the  Roman  Catholic  University,  after 
it  was  chartered,  which  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic hierarchy,  who  patronized  The  Dublin 
Eeview,  expected  as  the  inevitable  conse- 
quence of  the  course  which  the  House  had 
taken,  supposing,  of  course  —  which  he 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  thought  a  very  erroneous 
supposition — that  the  Reformed  Parliament 
would  confirm  the  declaration  of  the  pre- 
sent House  of  Commons.  Seeing,  then, 
that  that  expectation  and  claim  had  been 
put  in  already  on  the  authority  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ireland — al- 
though be  did  not  believe  that  this  country 
would  sanction  the  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  our  religion  in  Ireland- 
he  should  certainly  divide  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  went  to  a  division.  He 
felt  convinced  that,  if  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land was  disendowed,  the  power  and  influ- 
ence which  now  commanded  the  Liberal 
party  would  most  surely  carry  out  the  an- 
ticipations expressed  by  Dr.  Moriarty,  and 
in  the  last  number  of  The  Dublin  Beview, 
that  some  portion  of  the  funds  which  were 
to  be  wrested  from  the  Protestant  religion 
would  be  appropriated  to  the  purpose  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  wished  to  know, 
whether,  in  point  of  form,  practice,  and 
usage,  when  they  were  in  Committtee  on 
the  Established  Chureh  of  Ireland,  they 
could  suddenly  convert  themselves  into  a 
Committee  upon  the  Presbyterian  or  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church  in  Ireland  ?  The 
Resolutions  which  they  had  gone  into  Com- 
mittee to  consider  were  limited  to  the  Irish 
Established  Church  ;  and  he  should  like 
to  know,  whether  it  was  regular  for  that 
Committee  to  take  up  Resolutions  relating 
to  a  totally  different  subject  ?  If  any  hon. 
Member  desired  to  consider  the  position  of 
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the  Roruan  Catholic  Church  or  of  the  Prea- 
hjterian  Church  in  Ireland,  it  would  be 
much  more  convenient  to  move  for  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  particular  Church  he  vished 
to  refer  to  ["Oh,  oh  V^\  and  they  could  then 
consider  whether  any  fegialation  waa  neces- 
aary  with  regard  to  that  Church.  Whatever 
might  be  the  decision  of  the  Chairman  on 
the  point  he  had  raised,  he,  himself,  would 
vote  against  this  Resolution,  aa  he  would 
vote  for  the  Previous  Question,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  quite  irrelevant  to  the 
Bubject  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  WH alley  rose  to  order.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamleta  had  risen  to  a  point  of  Order,  but 
had  departed  from  that,  and  was  explain- 
ing what  he  would  do,  in  spite  of  any 
decision  which  the  Chairman  might  give  on 
the  question  he  had  raised. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  quite  accurate.  He  had  not 
risen  to  a  point  of  Order,  but  because,  the 
previous  speaker  having  concluded,  an  op- 
portunity waa  afforded  him  to  address  the 
Committee.  It  was  true  he  had  intimated 
his  wish  to  ask  the  Chairman's  opinion 
whether  the  course  now  being  pursued  was 
usual  ?  but,  to  save  the  Committee  the 
inconvenience  of  his  rising  again,  he  had 
gone  on  to  aay,  before  he  was  interrupted, 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  Chairman's 
decision  on  the  order  of  proceeding,  he 
would  object,  as  an  individual,  to  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  a  question  which  he 
thought  irrelevant  to  the  main  purposes  of 
that  Committee.  He  would,  therefore, 
vote  against  the  Resolution  without  de- 
siring to  express  any  opinion  on  its  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  roebuck  wished  to  say,  before 
the  Chairman  rose  to  answer  the  question 
put  to  him,  that  the  question  they  were 
then  discussing  was  the  disendowment  as 
as  well  aa  the  disestablishment — because 
the  two  things  could  not  be  separated — of 
the  Irish  Church.  Well,  what  would  weigh 
very  much  in  the  minds  of  a  number  of 
men  in  determining  that  question  was  the 
after  applications  of  the  funds  to  be  ob- 
tained by  the  process  of  disendowment,  and 
to  say  that  point  was  not  relevant  to  the 
question  seemed  to  him  to  be  wholly  to 
misunderstand  the  great  subject  of  the 
present  discussion. 

Mr.  Serjeaitt  GASELEE  aaid,  he 
was  rather  surprised  at  the  objection  taken 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets.  Although  himself  not 
so  skilled  in  the  rules  of  the  House  as  that 
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hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  also,  no  doubt, 
more  acquainted  with  the  Reaolutiona  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Laneaahire,  and  much  more  in  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  counaela  than  he 
had  been,  and  who,  probably,  had  a  place 
already  carved  out  for  him  in  any  new  Ad- 
ministration, still,  he  thought,  it  was  very 
natural  they  should  have  a  distinct  under- 
standing as  to  what  they  were  going  to  do 
in  the  matter.  Unless  he  had  understood 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire to  say  undisguisedly  that  none  of 
those  funds  were  to  be  applied  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church,  he  would  not  have 
voted  with  him.  It  was  highly  important 
they  should  enter  into  that  subject  at  once; 
and  if  a  Standing  Order  stood  in  the  way, 
as  suggested  by  the  special  pleading  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  it  should  be  set  aside  for  that 
purpose.  They  ought  not  to  proceed  further, 
in  regard  to  the  Bill  that  waa  about  to  be 
brought  in  without,  having  a  distinct  un- 
derstanding on  that  question.  The  people 
of  England,  he  believed,  were  opposed  to 
giving  the  money  of  the  Irish  Church  to 
increase  the  Begium  Donum;  and  he  felt 
sure  they  would  rise  as  one  man  against 
the  proposal  of  the  right  bon.  Member  for 
South  Lancashire,  if  in  disendowing  the 
Irish  Establishment,  they  were  going  to 
endow  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 

The  CHAIRMAN,  as  to  the  point  of 
Order  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  must  remind 
the  Committee  that,  by  the  Order  of  the 
House,  they  were  then  in  Committee  on  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  Irish  Church,  and 
therefore  they  were  not  in  Committee  on 
the  Acts  relating  either  to  Maynooih  or 
the  Eegium  Donum,  The  Resolution  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr. 
Aytoun)  referred,  mainly,  to  the  An- 
glican Church  in  Ireland,  and  the  ap- 
plication of  the  funds  belonging  to  that 
Church  in  the  event  of  its  being  disestab- 
lished and  disendowed  ;  and  therefore  the 
Resolution,  as  a  whole,  seemed  to  him 
sufficiently  within  the  terms  of  the  Refer- 
ence to  the  Committee  to  enable  the  Com- 
mittee to  entertain  it.  Such  part  of  it  as 
related  to  the  Anglican  Church  in  Ireland 
and  the  application  of  its  funds  was  plainly 
within  the  Order  of  Reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  bright  !  Sir,  I  wish  to  make 
this  obserfation  in  regard  to  this  Reso- 
lution, that  it  is  one  of  a  very  different 
character — I  am  not  now  eipressing  an 
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opinion  as  to  what  it  proposes  to  effect — 
from  those  which  have  already  been  agreed 
to  hy  the  Oommittee.     The  three  Reso- 
lutions which  have  already  been  agreed  to 
were  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  laying 
the  foundations  of  a  measure  which  it  is 
hoped  the  House  will  pass  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.    Therefore,  there  was  nothing 
in    them   that   was  of  the  nature  of  an 
abstract  Resolution  ;  and  nothing  that  pre- 
tended in  any  way  to  bind  Parliament  or 
any  parties  hereafter.     Now,  the  present 
Resolution   is  of    a    different  character  ; 
because  it  has  nothing  whatever  to  do,  and 
can  have  nothing  whateever  to  do,  with 
the  Bill  which  it  is  understood  is  about  to 
be  introduced  into  the  House.     It  has  this 
great   objection,   that    although    it    may 
express  the  opinion  of  this  House  as  to 
what  should  be  done  at  some  future  time, 
yet  as  a  General  Election  usually  leaves 
out  about  200  Members  who  had  sat  in 
the  previous  Parliament,  and  a  new  Par- 
liament is  a  body  of  Gentlemen  often  of 
different  sentiments  and  acting  from  dif- 
ferent motives,  and  often  under  a  different 
set  of  circumstances  from  the  one  that  pre- 
ceded it,  there  seems  to  me  no  use  what- 
ever, as  regards  any  purpose  of  legislation, 
in  passing  the  Resolution  just  moved  by 
the  bon  Gentleman  behind  me.     To  the 
first  part  of  the  Resolution,  as  far  as  the 
word  "discontinued,"  1  presume  everybody 
in  the  Houbo  would  agree  ;  because  it  has 
heen  stated  over  and  over  again,  in  the 
course  of  these  discussions,  that  if  the  Irish 
Church  were  disestablished,  the  Maynooth 
Grant  and  the  Regium  J)onum  would  be 
withdrawn.     That  is  a  matter  about  which 
I  presume  there  should  be  no  question  and 
no  dispute  whatever.     But  I  object  to  the 
words  in  the  latter  part  of  the  Resolution, 
because  they  purport   to   bind   the  Com- 
mittee to  what,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  quite 
impossible  for  the  Committee  to  bind  itself 
to.     I  ask  bon.  Gentlemen,  if  they  have 
read  the  clause,  just  to  read    the  latter 
part  of  it  again.     It  says — 

**  And  that  do  part  of  the  secularized  foods  of 
the  Anglican  Church,  or  any  State  funds  whatever, 
be  applied  " — mark  the  words — "  in  any  way,  or 
under  any  form,  to  the  endowment  or  furtherance 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  Ireland,  or  to 
the  establishment  or  maintenance  ot  Roman  Ca- 
tholic denominational  schools  or  colleges." 

Well,  but  seeing  that  you  have  in  England 
a  system  of  education  almost  altogether 
denominational,  and  also  seeing  that  there 
is  a  system  that  I  do  not  approve  of,  and 
never  have  approved  of,  but  which  still 
exists,  and  has  been  sanctioned  by  Parlia- 


ment for  thirty  years,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  the  next  Parliament  to  decide  that 
that  system  is  wholly  inapplicable  to  Ire- 
land.  Ton  have  adopted  that  system  in  Ire- 
land, and  practically  your  system  must  be 
denominational  to  a  large  extent ;  because 
in  three-fourths  of  the  country,  or  more 
than  one-half,  at  least,  the  schools  being 
in  districts  where  there  is  no  population 
but  a  Roman  Catholic  population,  must,  as 
a  matter  of   course,  be  denominational. 
But  then  if  you  pass  this  Resolution,  the 
result  would  be  this — no,  there  would  be 
no  result  whatever ;  I  am  quite  in  error, 
because  no  future  Parliament  would  feel 
itself  bound  in  the  slightest  degree  by  this 
Resolution.     We  are  not  about  to  legislate 
upon  it.     We  are  merely  asked   to  pass 
this  Resolution  for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  happen 
to  be  sitting  in  the  House  this  evening.  But 
it  might  be  that,  in  a  futnre  Parliament, 
my  hon.  Friend,  or  some  other  person, 
might  refer  to  this  Resolution  as  a  kind  of 
pledge  which  Parliament  had  passed  and 
agreed  to.     Of  course  a  future  Parliament 
would  not  care  a  single  farthing  about  a 
Resolution  of  this  nature  which  had  been 
proposed   in   a  previous    Parliament.      I 
therefore  put  it  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  moved  the  Resolution  that  he  should 
stop  at  the  word  "  discontinued."     After 
the  repeated  declarations  which  have  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  there  is  no 
necessity  for  adopting  the  first  part  of  the 
Resolution.     But  with  regard  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  Resolution,  I,  for  one,  could 
not  give  it  my  support,  and  if  it  is  put  to 
the  vote  I  shall  certainly  divide  against  it, 
and  on  the  grounds,  that,  first  of  all,  it 
has  no  reference  to  any  legislation  which 
is  proposed  to  be  introduced  during  the 
present  Session  ;  and  secondly,  that  I  will 
not  have  my. hands,  or  my  vote,  or  my 
voice  tied  up  against  any  proposition  that 
maybe  made  hereafter  for  assisting  scliools 
for  general  education   in    Ireland,  which 
may  be,  and  I  believe  must  practically  bo 
in  a  largo  portion  of  that  country  deno- 
minational schools,  and  to  which  denomina- 
tional   schools    this  clause   strongly   and 
emphatically  objects.     On  these  grounds 
I  shall  vote  against  the  latter  part  of  the 
Resolution,  while  to  the  first  I  have  no 
objection   to  offer  except   that  it  is  un- 
necessary. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  the 
Committee  had  now  to  deal  with  some  of 
the  evils  of  the  recent  precipitate  Resolu- 
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tions;  for  upon  the  first  ocoation  of  a  tnp- 
porter  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancaahire  proposing  a  Resolution*  which 
was  its  natural  consequence,  he  was  told 
by  his  friends  that  it  was  ill-timed,  incon- 
venient, and  useless,  so  far  as  it  regarded 
the  future.  lie  had  taken  no  part  in 
the  debates  on  the  three  Resolutions,  not 
because  he  did  not  regard  the  question 
as  being  of  paramount  importance,  nor 
because  bis  constituents  did  not  take  great 
interest  in  it,  but  because  —  seeing  his 
way  so  little  into  the  future  —  he  was 
unwilling  to  offer  opinions  which  must 
necessarily  be  crude,  and  which  he  might 
hereafter  deem  it  to  be  his  duty  to  modify. 
But  when  the  House  was  told,  a  sit  had 
been  by  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  had 
just  spoken,  that  a  Resolution  'dealing 
with  the  branch  of  the  subject  immediately 
under  its  consideration  was  useless  and  ill- 
timed,  he  should  like  to  be  informed  how 
it  was  more  useless  or  ill-timed  than  those 
other  Resolutions  which  had  already  been 
pressed  upon  their  acceptance  ?  It  was 
clear,  he  thought,  after  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bright),  that  the  consi- 
deration of  those  Resolutions  had  been  so 
pressed  from  party  motives — [^'  Oh,  oh  !"] 
-^and  not  because  the  House  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  deal  with  the  question  with  advan- 
tage. He  did  not  for  a  moment  believe 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sooth  Lancashire,  in  taking  the  course 
which  he  had  pursued,  was  not  acting  from 
most  sincere  conviction,  and  with  an  earnest 
desire  to  remove  all  causes  of  discontent  in 
Ireland.  But  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  advantage  had  been  taken  of  the  state 
of  things  which  unhappily  prevailed  in  that 
country  to  press  the  question  forward  at  a 
time  when  Parliament  could  not  legislate 
npon  it.  The  consequence  was,  that,  in- 
stead of  being  content  with  taking  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House  on  the  eve  of  a  dissolu- 
tion, he  had  gone  further,  and  sought  to 
pledge  the  House  to  steps  of  which  he  and  his 
followers  could  not  see  the  legitimate  conse- 
quence. And  now  he  would  ask  how  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland  was 
likely  to  be  affected  by  those  proceedings  ? 
The  Committee  had  expressed  its  opinion 
in  reference  to  the  patronage  of  the  Crown 
in  Ireland,  and  now  they  were  told  that 
any  attempt  to  say  how  the  funds  should 
be  dealt  with  would  be  futile.  The  noble 
Earl  who  was  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
in  the  other  House,  giving  op  the  plan 
which  ho  6rst  proposed  with  respect  to  the 
disposal  of  the  revenues  of  tho  Irish  Church, 
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was  now  in  favour  of  the  proposal  that 
there  should  be  no  endowments  at  all  in 
that  country.  That  being  the  deliberate 
opinion  of  the  noble  Earl  and  his  followers, 
how,  he  would  ask,  could  they  refuse  to 
support  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite,  who  contended  that  the  neces- 
sary sequence  of  the  disendow  men  t  of 
the  Established  Church  must  be  the 
withdrawal  of  all  State  aid  from  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion?  The  question 
was  one,  he  might  add,  of  the  utmost  in- 
terest to  his  constituents.  He  bad  alto- 
gether declined  to  join  with  those  who 
sought  to  do  away  with  the  grant  to  May- 
nooth  on  the  ground  that  the  matter  was 
settled ;  but  now  that  it  would  seem  that 
the  endowments  of  the  Established  Church 
were  about  to  be  withdrawn,  the  question 
with  regard  to  the  Maynooth  Grant  would 
be  re-opened.  He  would  ask,  how  were 
they  going  to  deal  with  Maynooth  College? 
Were  they  going  to  give  any  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  Established  Church  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  ?  That  was  a  question 
which  presented  itself  to  him  with  great 
force,  and  it  should  be  one  of  the  questions 
to  be  considered  by  the  Committee.  He, 
for  one,  should  not  shrink  from  giving  his 
vote  in  favour  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Reso- 
lution should  he  press  it  to  a  division. 
Those  who  had  lent  their  aid  to  rob  the 
Irish  Church  were  already  quarrelling  over 
the  spoils  ;  and  ho  should,  notwithstanding 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham,  vote  as  he  had  stated.  Be- 
fore he  sat  down,  he  desired  to  ask  the 
Chairman,  whether  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary, as  it  had  been  ruled  that  the  Reso- 
lution could  only  refer  to  the  Anglican 
Church  and  the  application  of  its  funds,  to 
strike  out  the  words,  "it  is  right  and  ne- 
cessary that  the  Grant  to  Maynooth  and 
the  Regium  JDonum  be  discontinued;  and 
that?*'  The  Resolution  would  then  read'— 

*'  Tbst  when  the  Angliean  Churoh  in  Ireland  is 
disestablished  and  disendowed,  no  part  of  the 
iecularixed  fundi  of  the  Anglican  Churoh  be 
applied  in  anjr  way,  or  under  any  form,  to  the 
endowment  or  furtheranoe  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion  in  Ireland,  or  to  the  establishment  or 
maintenance  of  Roman  Catholic  denominational 
schools  or  colleges." 

He  should  vote  with  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  moved  the  Resolution,  with  no  inten* 
tion  of  joining  him  in  an  attack  upon  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  ;  but  only  to  be 
consistent  to  the  principles  he  had  always 
upheld,  as  well  as  to  the  Resolutions  to 
which  the  House  had  been  content  to 
come. 
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Sir  OEORGE  GREY  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hofi.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Fer- 
guaaon)  that  the  preaeiit  Resolution  was  a 
precipitate  one,  and  an  agreement  with  it 
would  be  attended  with  most  embarrassing 
consequences.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  The  hon. 
Baronet,  and  those  who  supported  it,  were 
anxious  that  no  State  funds  should  be  ap- 
plied to  the  maintenance  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion,  or  of  denominational 
Bcfaoola  ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham  (Mr.  Bright)  had  shown  that 
many  of  these  now  supported  by  public 
money  were  exclusively  denominational ; 
but  thia  Resolution  was  not  confined  to 
Ireland.  There  were  Roman  Catholic 
schoola  in  this  country,  and  this  Resolution, 
if  agreed  to,  would  affect  them,  and  it 
would  tie  up  the  hands  of  the  Gofemment 
in  regard  to  them.  Further,  it  would  affect 
the  Roman  Catholic  chaplains  in  the  army 
and  the  navy  and  the  gaols,  and,  indeed, 
all  caaes  in  which  public  funds  were  ap- 
plied to  Roman  Catholics.  Seeing  the  em- 
barrassment this  Resolution  would  create 
in  the  cases  of  Roman  Catholic  chaplains 
of  gaols  and  garrisons,  he  was  surprised 
that  any  Member  of  the  Government  would 
support  it.  He  trusted  the  Committee 
would  not  entertain  it  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  rose  to  order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether,  as  a  matter  of 
Order,  the  words  "  State  funds  **  must 
not  be  left  out  of  the  proposed  Resolution  f 
If  they  were  left  out  it  would  relicTc  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  coming  to  a  conclusion. 

Mr.  NEWDBGATE  asked  whether,  in 
the  event  of  the  Irish  Church  being  dis- 
endowed, the  proceeds  of  the  endowments 
would  not  lapse  to  the  Crown  ?  because, 
in  that  eTcnt,  they  would  be  State  funds. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  he 
could  not  vote  for  the  Resolution  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Aytoun)  as 
it  stood.  If  the  Resolution  were  aflBrmed 
and  carried  out  by  Parliament,  and  the 
Irieh  Church  disestablished  and  disen- 
dowed, they  should  lose  the  IriBh  Church 
as  an  Establishment,  without  gaining  the 
only  advantage  which  those  who  were  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  said  they  would 
obtain  from  it.  If  money  were  settled 
on  the  Anglican  Church  in  Ireland,  inde- 
pendently of  State  interference,  and  they 
bound  themselves  under  no  circumstances 
whatever  not  to  extend  the  same  prin- 
ciple to  other  religions,  the  fate  of  the 
Irish  Church  would  soon  be  followed  by 
the  disestablishment  of  the  English  Church. 

Thb  chairman  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  rose,  as 
he  had  a  right,  to  a  point  of  Order.  He 
could  only  repeat  what  he  had  already 
stated.  The  Reference  by  the  House  to 
the  Committee  was,  that  the  Committee 
should  take  into  consideration  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land ;  and,  therefore,  the  House  was  now 
in  Committee  not  on  the  Act  relating  to 
Maynooth  College,  or  on  the  Regium  Do' 
ntim,  or  State  funds.  At  the  same  time 
the  Resolution,  as  a  whole,  had  reference 
to  the  application  of  the  funds  of  the 
Anglican  Church,  in  the  erent  of  its  being 
disendowed,  and  incidentally  dealt  with  May- 
nooth and  the  Regium  Donum  as  a  condi- 
tion or  consequence  of  such  disendowment. 
He  therefore  could  not  say  that  the  Resolu- 
tion as  a  whole  was,  in  consequence  of  its 
reference  to  Maynooth  College  and  the 
Eegium  Danum,  out  of  order,  or  that  the 
words  adverted  to  must  necessarily,  as  a 
matter  of  Order,  be  omitted  from  the  Re- 
solution, in  order  to  bring  it  within  the 
terms  of  the  Reference  made  by  the  House; 
but  he  again  stated  that  the  Reference 
made  by  the  House  related  to  the  Acts 
concerning  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land  ;  and  it  was  for  the  Committee  to 
Judge  whether  it  was  witbm  the  spirit  of 
that  Reference  to  enter  into  any  discussion 
with  respect  to  Maynooth,  the  Eegium  2)o- 
tittm,  or  the  application  of  State  funds  ; 
and  whether  the  present  was  the  convenient 
time  or  opportunity  for  doing  so. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  My  hon.  Friend 
who  moved  this  Resolution  (Mr.  Aytoun), 
made  an  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment which  was  not  answered,  and  in  con- 
sequence of  that  appeal  I  did  not  rise  to 
address  the  House,  because  I  did  not  con- 
sider that  I  am  in  a  position  which  renders 
me  principally  responsible  for  the  conduct 
of  the  business  of  the  House.  Though 
that  may  be  so,  yet  I  have  undertaken,  I 
must  tell  my  hon.  Friend,  a  very  great 
responsibility  in  the  face  of  the  House  and 
of  the  country.  There  is  no  man  who  will 
be  more  deeply  disgraced  than  myself  if, 
owing  to  any  weakness,  rashness,  or 
cowardice  on  my  part,  this  great  under- 
taking should  break  down.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  my  obligation  extends  to  this 
point  —  csrefully  to  separate  myself,  at 
whatever  risk  of  misunderstanding,  from 
any  proceeding  which  appears  to  me  de- 
liberately to  alter  injuriously  the  due 
course  and  order  in  which,  if  we  are  to 
have  any  successful  dealing  with  a  ques- 
tion so  great  and  complicated  as  this,  we 
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mast  nee^Marily  approaob  its  rariooB  parts, 
and  all  attempts  of  any  Members  to  pledge 
the  House  before  the  proper  time  to 
opinionst  howeter  important,  or  howeter 
right,  should  fail  to  receite  the  support  of 
the  House,  as  being  likely,  as  I  think,  to 
lead  us  into  confusion.  I  therefore  most 
hutnbly  decline  to  be  a  party  to  suob  at- 
tempts. It  appears  to  me  most  important 
that  we  should  consider  the  great  distinc- 
tion between  opinions  enunciated,  howefer 
solemnly,  by  Members  of  this  House  and 
the  decisions  of  the  House  itself,  whether 
in  its  ordinary  form  or  in  a  Committee  of 
the  House.  The  order  in  which  this 
matter  presents  itself  to  my  mind  is  this— 
When  I  look  to  Ireland  I  see  a  great 
system  of  State  endowment.  I  see  that 
system  interwoven  with  many  social  ar- 
rangements, possessed  of  great  power,  sap- 
ported  by  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and 
carefully  identified— most  honestly,  I  have 
no  doubt — by  a  large  number  of  influential 
persons,  with  the  interests  of  the  Church 
of  England.  That  being  so,  it  appears  to 
me  to  be  the  dictate  of  common  sense  that 
when  you  haTO  arrived — when  anyone  has 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  this  great 
system  of  State  endowment  and  Establish- 
ment should  b^  brought  to  a  close,  he 
should  very  carefully  consider  the  order  of 
his  proceedings.  Now,  in  considering  the 
order  of  these  proceedings,  I  have  not 
hesitated  to  touch  the  question  of  the 
grant  to    Maynooth,   and   have   said   ex- 

Slicitly  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  Maynooth 
indowment  Act  must  be  repealed.  I  have 
also  spoken  explicitly  with  regard  to  the 
Begium  Donum,  and  have  said  that,  in  my 
opinion,  that  must  come  to  an  end.  I 
cannot  blame  myself  for  having  dwelt  too 
little  on  those  matters,  considering  that  the 
position  I  occupy  is  simply  that  of  an  In- 
dependent Member  of  Parliament,  witboot 
ofBoial  responsibility.  Tet  I  have  not, 
furthermore,  hesitated  to  say  that  I  am 
firmly  convinced  that  this  operation  must 
include  and  involve  as  its  basis  the  total 
cessation  of  any  attempt  to  maintain  an 
endowed  or  salaried  Church  or  clergy  in 
Ireland.  That  being  so,  I  have  not  pre- 
sumed to  ask  the  Committee  to  vote  upon 
such  proposals  as  that  contained  in  my 
hon.  Friend's  Resolution.  I  am  compelled 
to  look  to  the  mode  in  which  this  House, 
having  before  it  a  very  great  and  difficult 
enterprise,  may  most  successfully  make  its 
approaches  to  the  fortification  it  wishes  to 
take.  The  Establishment  as  a  fortification 
has  been  lealously  defended,  and  we  wish 

Mr.  GhdiUne 


to  take  that  fortifieation  and  to  raae  the 
Establishment  to  the  ground.  That  being 
the  case  I  have  called  upon  the  House,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  take  those  matters 
which  deal  with  the  main  principle  primarily 
in  hand.  But  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Aytonn)  demands,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley)  who  cheers 
him,  demands  to  know  completely  what 
is  to  be  done  with  all  those  important  prin- 
ciples which  shall  arise  in  the  considera- 
tion of  this  question. 

Mr.  ATTOUN:  I  beg  pardon.  I  de- 
manded to  know  what  was  not  to  be  done. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  also  beg  pardon. 
But  my  hon.  Friend  distinctly  stated  at  the 
close  of  his  speech  that  he  wished  to  know 
completely  my  views  upon  this  question. 

Mr.  AYTOUN  :  I  beg  to  say  thai  my 
right  hon.  Friend  misunderstood  me.  It 
is  quite  possible  I  may  have  expressed 
myself  in  such  a  manner  as  to  lead  him  to 
misinterpret  me  ;  but  what  I  meant  to  say 
was  that  it  is  desirable  we  should  have  a 
complete  issue  before  us.  I  do  not  mesn 
that  the  details  of  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  be  made  known;  but  that 
we  should  have  a  clear  understanding  as  to 
whether  or  not  any  portion  of  the  funds  of 
the  Anglican  Church  should  be  given  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  My  hon.  Friend 
does  not  ask  me  to  give  a  plan.  In  the 
place  where  I  stand  it  is  not  competent  for 
me  to  form  one ;  it  would  be  the  height 
of  rashness  for  me  to  do  so.  There  is  no 
grant  at  present  thst  I  know  of  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  except 
that  conveyed  by  the  Maynooth  Act,  and 
that  Act  I  have  already  said,  in  my  opinion, 
must  be  repealed.  My  hon.  Friend  asks 
me — 

"  Whether  it  is  part  of  mj  plan,  |u  an  equiya^ 
lent  to  the  glebes  and  glebe  hoases  propoted  bj 
me  to  be  reserved  to  tbe  future  incnmbeots  of  the 
Anglican  Churoh,  to  give  glebes  and  glebe  hoaies, 
or  any  other  equivalent,  to  the  parish  priests  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  communion  f  " 

Why,  Sir,  I  have  never  asked  the  House 
to  vote  that  any  glebes  or  any  parsonsge 
house  or  any  church  shall  be  reserved  or 
given  to  any  communion.  The  House  re- 
mains totally  uncommitted  on  that  subject. 
When  a  proposal  of  that  kind — with  respect 
to  which  I  have  my  own  opinion— -is  made 
to  the  House,  let  it  then  consider  whether 
that  proposal  will  entail  any  proceedings 
with  respect  to  the  Presbyterians  or  the 
Roman  Catholics  which  it  deems  objection- 
able, and  if  so,  let  it  decline  to  give  those 
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charehM  or  glebe  housee  to  members  of 
the  Anglican  communion.  Mjr  hon.  Friend 
appears  to  me  to  be  taking  a  course  ad- 
verse to  the  furtherance  of  his  own  Tiews. 
The  House  has  voted  this,  and  this  alone — 
First  of  a1I|  thai  in  our  opinion,  it  is  neces- 
sary that  the  English  Church  in  Ireland 
should  be  disestablished,  subject  to  a  due 
regard  to  Tested  interests  and  proprietary 
rights.  To  that  extent,  and  to  that  extent 
alone,  the  House  has  pledged  itself.  It 
has  then  gone  on,  by  a  second  and  third 
Resolution,  to  lay  the  basis  for  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Suspensory  Act.  It  is  best 
that  I  shoold  consider  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  first  with  regard  to  that  part 
of  it  which  you,  Sir,  have  declared  to  be 
within  the  spirit  of  the  rules  which  guide 
the  Committee ;  and,  secondly,  with  regard 
to  that  part  ef  it  which  you  have  appa- 
rently intimated  is  not  within  the  spirit  of 
those  rules.  The  first  portion  is  that  re* 
lacing  to  the  grant  of  Maynooth  and  the 
Regium  Donum.  Now,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
know  why  these  subjects  can  be  brought 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Committee. 
It  appears  to  me,  looking  at  the  regular 
order  of  the  question,  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  was  per- 
fectly in  order  when,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech  this  evening,  he  observed  that  I 
bad  said  nothing  respecting  the  creation  of 
new  vested  interests  in  connection  with  the 
College  of  Maynooth  and  the  churches  of 
the  Presbyterians.  The  reason  I  said  no- 
thing on  that  subject  will,  I  hope,  be  satis- 
factory to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
feel  some  difficulty  as  to  the  form  in  which 
cases  of  that  kind  can  be  dealt  with  by 
legislation,  because  there  are  no  vested  in- 
terests in  either  of  those  cases  of  a  nature 
known  to  the  law.  But,  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  my  hon.  Friend 
that  both  as  regards  the  final  arrangements 
and  the  Suspensory  Act,  the  same  princi- 
ples ought  to  be  applied  first  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  and  then  to  the  Regium 
Donum  and  to  Maynooth.  The  only  ques- 
tion now  remaining  for  our  consideration  is 
in  what  manner  it  is  most  convenient  to 
deal  with  the  matter  in  detail,  and  that  I 
hope  to  have  time  to  consider.  I  presume 
my  hon.  Friend  will  be  disposed  to  drop 
from  the  Resolution  the  matters  that  are 
not  within  the  spirit  of  the  rules  that  go- 
vern this  Committee.  I  refer  to  that  part 
of  the  Motion  relating  to  Majruooth  and  the 
State  funds.  I  apprehend  that  the  Motion 
will  then  stand  in  this  form — 
"Thai  when  the  AngUean  Ohuroh  hi  Irsland 


•hall  haTS  been  difleitablithed  and  disendowed,  it 
is  right  and  necessary  that  no  i>art  of  the  secu- 
larized funds  of  the  Anglican  Church  be  applied 
in  any  way,  or  under  any  form,  to  the  endowment 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  Ireland,  or  to 
the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  Roman  Ca« 
tholic  denominational  schools  or  colleges." 

The  last  proposition  not  being  limited  to 
Ireland  at  all.  I  cannot  vote  for  the  Reso- 
lution. It  would,  in  my  opinion,  lead  to 
great  misapprehension.  I  have  no  intention 
whatever  of  circumventing  the  House;  and 
if  I  have  any  proposal  to  make  which  is 
likely  to  go  against  the  conscience  of  any 
man  I  shall  take  care  that  the  proposal  is 
clearly  laid  before  him.  I  contend  that 
this  is  a  very  solemn  matter.  We  have  not 
for  years  adopted  words  more  historic  than 
are  those  of  these  Resolutions,  and  they 
must  be  qualified  to  stand  the  test  of  the 
severest  examination.  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  think  me  hypercritical  when 
I  remark  with  reference  to  the  opening 
phrase  of  his  Motion  that  I  have  never 
used  in  these  debates  the  word  "disen- 
dowed," and  for  well-considered  reasons. 
If  I  had  used  it  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
in  our  debate  upon  the  particulars  of  the 
plan  we  should  be  involved  on  every  possible 
occasion  in  a  dispute  as  to  whether  faith  had 
been  kept  or  not.  There  are  some  endow- 
ments of  the  Irish  Church  that  have  been 
given  by  individuals;  still  they  are  endow- 
ments m  every  sense  of  the  word;  they 
have  become  part  of  the  national  endow- 
ment. I  would  not  give  a  pledge  that  will 
subject  me  to  the  taunt  of  any  man;  but  if 
I  were  now  to  propose  disendowment  and 
afterwards  to  propose  to  leave  untouched 
the  endowments  of  Primate  Robinson, 
Primate  Boulter,  or  Lord  Herbert,  or  any 
others  who  have  given  large  sums  to  the 
Anglican  Church,  I  should  be  justly  open  to 
the  charge  of  having  broken  faith.  I  will 
not  bind  myself  to  take  such  endowments 
from  the  Church.  I  will  use  no  ambiguous 
words,  and  these  Resolutions  which  we  havo 
voted  do  not  contain  a  syllable,  as  far  as  I 
know,  which  we  shall  be  unable  to  fulfil  in 
the  spirit  and  in  the  letter.  I  am.  therefore, 
not  ready  to  vote  for  the  Resolution  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  Then  with  respect  to  the 
opinion  that  parsonage  houses  as  well  as 
churches  should  be  left  in  the  possession  of 
members  of  the  Irish  Church  Establishment. 
Parsonage  houses,  I  believe,  in  law  are 
endowments.  But  I  will  not  attempt  to 
shut  the  door  or  limit  the  discussion  of  the 
House  upon  matters  of  this  kind.  If  the 
price  I  am  to  pay  for  the  position  I  am  now 
assnming  is  to  be  misanderstood  out-of* 
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doors,  I  will  clieerfully  pay  that  price.     I 
will  accept  no  Resolution  which  pledges  me 
to  a  course  of  eondnct  which  I  majp  after- 
wards be  unable  to  carry  out.     The  Reso- 
lution of  my  hon.  Friend  would  pledge  the 
Committee  nefer  to   maintain   a   Roman 
Catholic  denominational  school  in  England. 
How,  then,  can  he  ask  us  to  vote  for  it? 
Probably,    my  hon.    Friend  may  wish  to 
amend  his  Resolution,  and  say  that  he  does 
not    want    to    have    any    denominational 
schools  supported  in  Ireland.     Let  me  in 
all  earnestness  ask  my  hon.  Friend  whether 
he  really  feels  so  confident  in  his  own  legis- 
latife  strength  that  he  does  not  feel  that 
we  have  got  enough  upon  our   hands  at 
present  ?    I  am  very  sanguine  with  respect 
to  this  great  question;  but  I  am  very  cer- 
tain of  this — that  a  very  few  errors  in  the 
conduct  of  affairs,   a   very  few  innocent 
mistakes,    will  go  far  to  prejudice  all  we 
have  done.     I  will  tell  my  hon.  Friend  ex- 
plicitly one  more  conclusive  reason  why  I 
will  not  vote  for  his  Motion.     I  must  leave 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Fergusson). 
I  must  leave  it  to  any  Gentleman,  if  such 
there  be  who  sit  with  or  behind  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  to  vote  for  it;  I  will  not, 
as  I  never  have  voted  for  any  Motion  which 
selects  from  all  forms  of  religion  among  my 
fellow-countrymen  one  particular  form  of 
religion  and  stigmatises  it  by  making  it  the 
subject  of  a  special  condemnation  or  special 
renunciation    by   Parliament.       Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church  is  what  we  have 
primarily  in  view;   general  disendowment 
as   a   rule  and  as  an  ultimate  aim,  with 
respect  to  bodies  of  religion  in  Ireland  and 
without  any  odious  distinction,  must  evi- 
dently follow,  and  is  plainly  involved  in  the 
plan.     About  this  there  can  be  no  doubt; 
but  no  consideration  of  policy  will  induce 
tne  for  one  moment  to  take  advantage  of  a 
particular  state  of  feeling  which  may  pre- 
vail on  some  of  these  Benches  opposite,  to 
purchase  momentary  favour  by  an  act  un- 
just to  a  portion  of  my  fellow-countrymen, 
and  which  I  feel  to  be  incompatible  with 
my  position. 

Mr.  J.  HARDT  hoped  the  Motion  would 
be  pressed  to  a  division,  in  order  that  In- 
dependent Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  might  express  their  opinions.  The 
fight  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
not  been  quite  fair  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun),  because  the  pledge 
given  was  that  none  of  the  endowments  of 
tlie  Established  Church  should  go  to  the  Ro- 
mish Church  ;  not  that  no  endowment  was 
to  go  to  the  schools  of  Ireland.  The  whole 
Mr*  OladitoJM, 


proceeding  foreshadowed  what  would  come 
from  the  ill-advised  Resolutions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  For  his  part,  one  Reso- 
lution was  as  good  as  another.  [*'0h!"] 
One  was  just  as  binding  as  the  other.  In 
somewhat  vulgar  phrase,  "  what  was  sauce 
for  the  goose  was  sauoe  for  the  gander.'' 
One  of  these  Resolutions  was  objected  to 
as  binding  the  House  to  some  particular 
course,  it  might  be  twelve  months  hence, 
yet  three  Resolutions  at  least  equally  bind- 
ing had  been  passed  without  any  similar 
objection.  Those  three  mischievous  Re- 
solutions, as  he  ventured  to  call  them, 
bearing  the  seeds  of  the  dissolution  of  this 
House,  and  probably  of  a  future  House  of 
Commons,  were  put  forward  as  binding. 
Then  let  it  not  be  said  that  the  Resolution 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  was  in  any 
way  less  efficacious.  He  knew  that  among 
the  Scotch  Members,  at  all  events,  if  it  had 
been  supposed  for  a  moment  that  any 
portion  of  the  endowments  of  the  Protestant 
Church  of  Ireland  were  to  go  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  the  majority  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House  would  not  have 
been  nearly  what  it  was.  He  only  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  would 
not  be  mystified  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
but,  having  come  forward  as  an  Independent 
Member,  he  would  give  Members  of  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  giving  an  inde- 
pendent vote. 

Mb.  COGAN  said,  that,  in  the  present 
position  of  the  question,  Members  were  in 
some  difficulty,  and  probably  the  Liberal 

Earty  were  in  a  position  of  some  danger. 
Cheer%,'\  That,  of  course,  was  gratifying 
to  Members  opposite,  and  the  opportunity 
thus  afforded  to  them  had  been  eagerly 
turned  to  account.  The  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
he  presumed  might  be  taken  to  some  extent 
as  indicating  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  take.  The  Government, 
he  believed,  were  actuated  by  feelings  much 
more  intelligent  than  those  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  brought  forward  this  Mo- 
tion. They  knew  full  well  that  this  Mo- 
tion was  calculated  to  be  of  very  material 
injury  to  the  cause  which  the  Opposition 
had  at  heart,  and  for  that  purpose,  and  that 
alone,  the  Motion  was  supported  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  deeply  Tcgretted 
that  a  Motion  attended  with  sueh  effects 
should  have  proceeded  from  the  Opposition 
Benches.  It  would  have  been  much  more 
in  character  and  much  more  seemly  if  a 
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Motion  ealeuUted  to  defeat,  to  weaken,  and 
to  injure  the  Liberal  party  had  proceeded 
from  the  other  eide  of  the  tlouae.  He 
hod  said  that  the  Liberal  party  was  in 
danger,  and  his  reason  was  this  —  The 
position  of  the  party  would,  indeed,  be  one 
of  danger  if  they  were  to  debase  from  the 
position  of  Leader  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
and  to  erect  in  his  stead  the  hon.  Member 
the  moTcr  of  this  Motion.  He  appealed  to 
Members  of  the  Liberal  party,  he  appealed 
to  their  common  sense  as  Englishmen, 
anxious  to  carry  this  great  question  to  a 
Boccesaful  issue,  to  be  guided  by  the  wis* 
dom,  the  courage,  and  the  sterling  honesty, 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
proved  those  qualities  by  many  years'  ser- 
vice. He  appealed  to  them  not  to  degrade 
themselves,  or  to  justify  the  epithet  but  a 
few  days  ago  applied  to  them  by  the  rigiit 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  E.  P.  Bouverie),  when  he  said  that 
they  presented  the  appearance  of  "  a  rab- 
ble.'' If  those  sitting  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  were  not  prepared  to  act 
together  as  a  party  under  the  guidance  of 
trusted  Leaders,  it  was  hopeless  to  look  for 
the  settlement  of  a  question  so  difficult  as 
this.  And  if  any  man,  no  matter  how 
great  or  how  small  he  might  be,  was  to  set 
himself  up  to  guide  the  deliberations  of  a 
great  party  in  carrying  this  question  to  a 
successful  issue,  and  if  a  considerable  num- 
ber, or  even  any  small  number,  sitting 
upon  the  Liberal  side,  so  far  forget  the 
dictates  of  common  sense— ['*  Oh,  oh  !  "] 
— yes,  he  repeated  it — they  would  be  for- 
getting the  dictates  of  common  sense  in 
forgetting  the  aliegianco  which  was  due  to 
the  gifted  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
who  had  led  them  to  so  great  a  triumph 
as  they  had  witnessed  that  evening.  They 
had  seen  the  second  and  third  of  his  Reso- 
lutions carried  in  a  triumphant  manner, 
and  the  discomfited  Government  and  the 
discomfited  party  opposite  were  afraid  even 
to  divide  ogainst  them.  With  the  prestige 
of  victories  like  that,  was  it  to  be  tolerated 
for  one  moment  that  any  individual,  for  the 
purpose  of  gratifying  his  own  peculiar  opi- 
nions, was  to  come  forward  as  an  apple  of 
discord  into  the  ranks  which  without  union 
could  never  be  led  to  victory  ?  He  objected 
to  the  Motion  on  the  broad  ground  that  it 
was  wrong  to  embarrass  themselves  with 
more  than  one  question  at  a  time,  or  to  at- 
tempt to  tie  the  bands  of  Parliament  with 
regard  to  matters  not  immediately  before 
it.     Still,  let  him  not  be  misunderstood. 

YOL.  CXCI.      [tHIBD  S£Rl£8.] 


As  an  Irish  Catholic  Member,  he  was  not 
in  any  way  offering  an  opinion  in  favour  of 
the  continuonce  of  the  Majnooth  Grant  or 
of  the  Regium  JDonum  to  the  Presbytery 
of  Ireland.  And,  in  saying  this,  he  waa 
authorized  to  say  that  ho  did  not  speak  for 
himself  alone.  He  bogged  to  declare  for 
himself,  and  those  whose  sentiments  he 
conveyed,  that  they  fully  recognized  the 
necessity,  when  religious  equality  was  es- 
tablished in  Ireland,  that  the  Maynooth 
Grant  should  ceased  to  exist.  They  were 
prepared  for  it,  and  quite  able  to  do  with- 
out it.  They  were  quite  prepared,  also, 
for  the  discontinuance  of  the  Begium 
Donum  ;  and  he  and  they  believed  it  would 
be  a  very  small  price  to  pay  for  securing 
the  peace  nnd  prosperity  of  Ireland,  and 
the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  re- 
ligious equality  in  that  country. 

Mr.  NEWDBGATE  begged  to  compli- 
ment  the  hon.  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Cogan)  upon  the  vigour  with  which  he  had 
applied  the  Papal  thong  to  the  party  op- 
posite. The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Mr.  Aytoun),  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, was,  however,  a  Scotchmon,  repre- 
senting a  Scotch  constituency,  and,  how- 
ever he  might  suffer  under  the  infliction  of 
the  Papal  thong,  he  (Mr.  Kewdegate)  be- 
lieved that  he  would  persevere  with  his 
Amendment  from  a  sense  of  duty.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  said — "  I  hnTc  declared 
that  the  Maynooth  Grant  and  the  Begiunx 
Donum  shall  cease.  It  is  my  will  that 
all  endowments  shall  cease,  because  I  am 
unwilling  that  any  denomination  shall  re- 
main under  the  stigma  of  being  unen- 
dowed." But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refused  to  confirm  these  declarations  by  his 
vote  ;  and  then  was  it  not  a  stigma  on  the 
Church  of  Ireland  that  she  should  not  only 
be  endowed  but  disendowed  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  who 
had  said  that  the  Resolution  was  objec- 
tionable because  it  prospectively  bound  the 
House,  would  excuse  him  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
for  saying  that  that  was  an  objection 
which  applied  with  no  less  force  to  the 
Resolutions  which  the  Committee  had 
adopted,  and  with  still  greater  force  to  the 
Bill  that  was  to  be  proposed.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  adhere  to  his  Mo- 
tion, because,  if  he  and  others  were  to  be 
bound  by  the  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  they  had  a  right  to  know  what 
those  Resolutions  meant.  On  the  first 
night  of  these  debates  he  was  confident 
that  the  Scotch  Members  and  the  repre- 
3  Q 


■entattvGa  nf  Tftlantarj  principle  did  not 
Bta  the  real  bearing  and  intoniion  oF  llicne 
Reaolnticjni.  anil  irerc  not  rwkfo  that  in  nti 
aullitin(aii>a  puliliontiiin,  whieli  lioJ  been 
the  orgnn  iif  Cardinal  Wiianinn,  lliero  "rna 
a  dIaiTiict  ileclnratloi)  thai  ttl<^  Roiiinn  Ca- 
tholicD  unpparlci]  tlie  Gainlutiurit  witli  the 
TiBw  <if  appropriating  to  tlmnncNes  tho 
funJ*  of  the  Irish  Church.  He  hoped  lliat 
in  juBtiue  to  bis  eomlitucnts,  to  uio  Non- 
eotifunni>t  bndj,  nnd  to  the  ai.l(uenl«i  of  tlio 
folunlarjr  njstem,  tho  Member  for  Kirk- 
eatdjr  irould  press  his  Motion  to  a  diviiion. 

Mn.  CLAY  pruBitmed  that  it  woi  im- 
poBiihlo  to  find  a  lubjeet  on  vrUich  both 
■ides  of  tho  Huu»o  iruuld  be  in  perfect  ao- 
eordtnoe;  but  if  there  was  one  inhjecl 
more  than  another  on  nhieh  Gentteiueti 
oppoiite  Aitreed  with  the  Liberal  pnrtv,  it 
■iiUHt  ho  ihat  if  the  Irish  were  disendowed 
tho  Majrnoolh  Grant  and  tho  Jiegium 
Donum  must  follow.  There  were  scnreely 
bair  a  doteii  Members  witu  would  eorilroverl 
that  proposition.  If  tlint  were  so,  what 
purpose  oould  he  serrod  by  the  Itcsolultoo 
of  Iho  liL.0.  Member  for  Kirlioniaj  (Mr. 
Ayioun)  tho  first  half  of  which  was  out  of 
order,  lind  the  other  half  of  which  involved 
htgislaiire  difficulties  eo  gTe:it  as  to  be 
almost  impossibilities?  Moro  than  that. 
the  Itesoliition  would  introduce  difliculij 
and  confusion  in  tho  great  work  which  the 
House  liad  set  nb„ut.  The  Resoluiicn 
woiild  slnnd  as  an  isuhlcJ  insult  to  Roman 
Catholici. 

Mtt.  WIHTBREAD  snid,  he  had  no 
doubt  thnt  llio  hon.  Member  fur  Kiikcnldj 
meant  that  hia  Hcaolulion  should  be  a  sup- 
plement 10  tho  fifEt  Resolution  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  lie  nould  venluro  to 
propose  nn  Amendment  on  the  lion.  Gen- 
tleman's Rcnolutiiin— -that  was  to  say,  to 
leavo  out  oil  the  words  of  his  llesotulion 
after  the  word  "that,"  in  order  to  add 
those  words — 

"  WliPn  legWalivo  rffcct  ihnU  linvo  been  giren 
to  the  First  KeiDlution  orthia  CDmiuittCD  rpipcct- 
Ing  tbe  EBlablished  Church  of  Irelnnd,  it  la  right 
and  nceeiBarj  that  (be  Graut  to  Mnjiiooth  :mil 
the  Regium  Donum  be  disconticuiMl." 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  (he  first  word  '■  That "  to 
tho  end  of  ibe  Quetliun,  in  order  to  add  tlia  words 
•'  nbcn  IpBielntivo  effi'ct  ihiU  hnvo  been  given  lo 
Iho  First  Keiolullonotlhit  CominitteDrcBpecling' 
iho  ]£>fnbli»lied  Church  of  IreUud,  it  is  right  and 
nccci'tnrr  thnt  Iho  Gr^int  to  Mayiiooth  Hud  tho 
Kegiiiiii   Lionum  be   diKontiaued,"— (iWi .  If7ii'(-i 

,    — jDSlenJ  thereof, 


COLOSBL  W.  S^ 

I  that  Amendment' 
ToECtlAIRMi 
than  eneo,  in  aiiH 
been  made  lo  meg 
not  decide  that  a  i 
Xlsynoothi  tho  S 
(ilhcr  matters  ici  tli 
upon  the  Resolnl 
Irish  Chufch,  wt 
and  duties  of  ibi) 
Tonlufo  to  point  ( 
for  the  oonsidvri 
whether  an  Inalru 
was  within  thoBpil 
by  ihe  Ilunfle  to 
tore  lo  ibink,  Ihoi 
llie  Amendment  < 
Bedford  (Mr.  WU 
upon  ft  Resolutioi 
be  oat  of  order,  1 
Thnt  Amendment 
of  Ihe  inoontcnie 
Committee  on  th 
Irish  Church,  subj 
within  the  terms  ( 
Ma.  ATTOUN 
to  withdraw  his  1 
was  a  dJITerenoe  o 
among  some  of  1 
to  amend  it  by 
•*  or    any   State 


r 


md  of  I 
)rd5. 


rally  . 

tho   mainlcuancD 

schools,'' 

The  CilAIilM 
hon.  Member  for  I 
ment.  iho  Queslio 
became  this — "  1 
lo  be  left  out  9tnu 
Unlil  tho  opiuioi 
taken  on  tliat  issi 
potent  to  the  hor 
to  moTe  to  auieiid 

Mr.  PIM  said, 
Resolution  and  t 
was  nothing  nlou 
laiization  in  th( 
Hou«o  had  aduptc 
letism  between 
Established  Chur< 


JMr.  JVeirdfgate 


Donum  ;  hut  the 
lie  compared,  not 
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the  Established  Church,  but  with  the  en- 
dowment! for  tho  education  of  the  Pro- 
testant clericy  in  Trinity  College. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  wished  to  know,  whe- 
ther it  would  be  competent  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  in  the  event  of  tho 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Whitbread)  being  lost,  to  alter 
his  Resolution  as  he  had  proposed  ?  The 
answer  would  probably  affect  the  votes  of 
many  hon.  Members,  who  mi|;ht  be  inclined  , 
to  support  the  Resolution  in  its  altered 
form,  though  they  were  indisposed  to  agree 
to  it  as  originally  proposed. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Question  which 
has  been  put  from  the  Chair  is — '*  That 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
pari  of  the  proposed  Resolution."  If  this 
he  affirmed,  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcalily 
has  no  power  to  alter  it. 

Question  put, "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Resolution." 

The  Committee  divided  : —  Ayes  85  ; 
Noes  198  :  Majority  113. 

Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  words  '  when  legitUtire  eflR(H;t  thjill 
have  been  given  to  tho  First  Resolution  of  this 
Committee  respecting  tho  Established  Church  of 
Ireland,  it  is  right  and  necessary  that  the  Grant 
to  Maynooth  and  the  Uegium  Donam  be  ditcon- 
tinoed '  be  added." 

—instead  thereof. 


Mr.  la  MONT  rose  to  move  to  add  the 
following  words  :— 

"  And  that  no  part  of  the  Beculariied  funds  of 
the  Anglican  Church  be  applied  in  any  way  or  in 
anj  form  to  the  endowment  or  furtherance  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  or  any  other  religious 
body  in  Ireland  ;  or  to  the  establishment  or  main- 
tenance of  any  denominational  acbooU  or  colleges." 

The  chairman  said,  the  Question 
was,  that  the  words  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbrcad)  be 
here  added.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bute- 
shire (Mr.  Lament),  however,  has  moved 
words  which  are  substantially  the  same  as 
the  words  of  the  original  Resolution  ; 
therefore,  the  Question  I  have  to  put  is, 
"  That  these  words  *' — namely,  the  words 
moved  by  tho  hon.  Member  for  Bedford — 
**be  here  added." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  proposed  to  add  a 
few  words,  which  he  believed  would  be  ac- 
cepted on  all  sides,  *'  due  regard  being  had 
to  personal  interests."  He  said  it  was 
with  the  greatest  regret  ho  had  seen  a 
Motion  introduced,  the  subject-matter  of 
which  was  of  a  kind  to  make  it  doubtfu] 


whether  it  were  really  within  the  spirit  of 
the  Reference  to  the  Committee.  In  tho 
most  explicit  manner  he  owned  that  it  was 
to  him  quite  a  question  fur  consiileration 
whether  it  would  not  have  been  wiser  to 
have  reported  Progress,  and  to  have  re- 
potted to  the  House  the  Resolutions  passed 
in  this  Committee,  and  then  had  the  Refer- 
ence to  tho  Committee  on  the  Maynooth 
Grant  framed  in  such  a  way  that  a  Reso- 
lution like  this  might  have  been  originally 
passed.  lie  should  not,  however,  press  that 
point  now.  As  to  the  Resolution  itself, 
he  could  not  object  to  what  exactly  cor- 
responded with  his  own  repeated  declara- 
tions. It  amounted  to  this.  The  Com- 
mittee were  dealing  with  a  very  great  sub- 
ject to  which  there  were  minor  accessories, 
and  the  Resolution  was  simply  to  the  eflcct 
that  those  minor  accessories  should  be  dealt 
with  in  the  same  manner  as  the  main  sub- 
ject. He  concluded  by  moving  the  addi- 
tion of  the  words,  "due  regard  being  had 
to  personal  interests." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro* 
posed  Amendment,  by  adding  the  words 
**  due  regard  being  had  to  all  personal  in- 
terests." — {Mr.  Oladst(me.) 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  wished  to 
know  tho  meaning  of  the  words  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Reso- 
lution condemned  the  Maynooth  Grant ; 
but  was  it  intended  to  continue  that  esta- 
blishment in  spite  of  the  Resolution  ?  Wat 
Maynooth  College,  beinc;  a  corporate  body, 
to  be  kept  up  as  long  as  the  last  Professor 
there  happened  to  live  ?  If  so,  he  doubted 
very  much  whether  the  course  proposed 
would  meet  the  approval  of  the  Scotch  and 
Dissenting  Members.  He  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  make  a  clear  ex- 
planation of  the  exact  meaning  of  tho 
Amendment. 

Mr.  WH ALLEY  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  insist  upon  tho  addi- 
tion of  the  words,  which  would  merely  in- 
volve the  whole  question   in  doubt.-    He 
had  voted  on  this  question  on  the  principle 
of  fair  play  and  "  free  trade  ;"  and  if  tho 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Laneashiro 
was  not  going  to  prosecute  his  great  work 
upon  that  principle,  he  had  not  suggested 
any  other.     The  House  and  the  country 
were  waiting  to  know  on  what  principle 
!  the  measure  was  to  be  based  ;   and  the 
I  great  diflBculty  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
;  would  be  to  induce  the  country  to  go  much 
,  further  with  him  until  he  had  been  more 
I  definite  as  to  his  intentions. 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Wakren)  said,  thai  the 
Committee,  before  accepting  this  Resolu- 
tion, ought  to  itiaist  upon  having  a  clear 
notion  of  what  its  meaning  wai.  Resolutions 
had  been  passed  with,  thejr  wero  told,  a 
tiew  to  legislation.  He  wished  to  know 
what  legislation  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  to  found  upon  this  Resolution.  What 
were  the  existing  personal  interests  which 
were  to  be  preserved  ?  Were  thej  those 
of  the  professors  and  students  at  May- 
nooth  ?  Was  it,  however,  not  a  delusion 
to  introduce  these  words  into  the  Resolu- 
tion; and  were  they  not  words  which  had 
no  meaning  whatever  ? 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  Motion  further 
than  to  say  thnt»  as  he  had  always  opposed 
the  Maynooth  Grant  and  the  Regium 
Donum,  he  could  have  no  difficulty  in 
voting  for  it,  except  that  it  might  possibly 
have  the  effect  of  postponing  a  decision  of 
the  question  to  a  distant  day.  The  Com- 
mittee had  been  discussing  and  deciding  a 
▼ery  important  question  in  the  absence  of 
the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
From  the  gravity  of  the  Question  put  from 
the  Chair,  he  should  have  expected  that, 
before  the  division,  some  Member  of  the 
Government  would  have  risen  to  address 
the  Committee  and  to  explain  the  vievTs  of 
the  Ministers.  It  was  always  pleasant  to 
Members  of  the  House  to  find  there  was 
what  was  called  conventionally  a  Leader  of 
the  House.  There  was,  as  they  all  knew, 
a  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  it  was 
always  pleasant  to  have  the  Leader  of  the 
House  present  when  great  questions  were 
being  submitted  for  decision.  As  Ministers 
had  not  been  present  to  take  part  in  the 
Important  division,  he  was  afraid  they  had 
not  returned  to  hear  the  admirable  views 
expressed  from  the  Chair  and  the  sugges- 
tion made  by  the  Chairman  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee.  It  was  that 
it  midht  be  desirable  not  to  depart  further 
and  further  from  the  recognized  and  ordi- 
nary usage  of  Committees  of  this  character. 
When  he  first  addressed  the  Chair  on  the 
point  of  Order  he  did  not  rely  upon  it ;  he 
extended  his  inquiry  to  the  question  of 
usage  and  convenience.  The  Chairman 
had  suggested,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
ConimiUee,.the  expediency  of  not  enlarging 
the  scope  of  the  Committee's  deliberations, 
BO  as  t^  include  new  topics  which  were  not 
necessarily  identified  with  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee.  He  was  anxious 
to  know  what  were  the  views  of  Iler  Ma- 
Mr,  WhaUffj 


jesty's  Ministers  with  reference  to  that 
suggestion,  and  also  upon  the  substantive 
proposition  before  the  Committee.  Before 
coming  to  a  final  decision  upon  this  pro- 
position the  Committee  might  be  assisted 
by  the  expression  of  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  KENDALL  thought  that  while  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  quarrelling  amongst 
themselves,  they  ought  to  feel  very  much 
obliged  to  the  First  Minister  for  absenting 
himself.  The  question  before  the  House 
was  a  very  simple  one,  though  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  a  way 
of  mystifying  things  that  he  (Mr.  Kendall) 
had  really  to  shake  himself  before  he  could 
be  certain  what  the  actual  state  of  the 
case  was.  The  question  was,  would  they 
pledge  themselves  not  to  apply  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  Irish  Church  property  to  the 
endowment  of  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion ?  He  did  not  wonder  that  Gentle- 
men who  were  doing  so  dishonest  a  thing 
as  to  rob  a  Church  should  wish  to  shy 
that  question  ;  but  the  country  would  ua- 
derstand  %vhat  it  all  meant. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  understood  the 
words  to  mean  the  preservation  of  the 
existing  interests  of  the  president  and  stu- 
dents at  Maynooth  and  also  the  Regium 
Dcnum,  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough  (Mr.  Whallejr)  would  not  go 
about  saying  that  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
voted  for  the  Maynooth  Grant.  By  stop- 
ping short  in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun)  they 
reserved  a  power  of  applying  every  shilling 
obtained  by  the  disendowment  of  the  Irish 
Church  to  Roman  Catholic  purposes.  If 
it  was  not  intended  to  endow  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  out  of  the  spoils  of  the 
Protestant  Church,  why  did  not  they  say 
so  ?  He  regretted  that  Ministers  had  been 
absent  during  the  discussion,  and  that  any 
ambiguity  should  be  allowed  to  exist  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL :  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  has  stated  that  we,  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  have  by  the 
vote  we  have  just  given,  declared  that  we 
intend  to  retain  the  power  of  bestowing 
the  whole  or  part  of  the  property  taken 
from  the  Irish  Church  upon  the  Roman 
Catholic  body.  For  myself,  and  I  know 
for  a  great  portion  of  those  who  surround 
me,  I  utterly  deny  that  statement.  I  will 
resist  to  the  utmost  of  my  power  any 
proposal  for  giving  one  farthing  of  the 
property  to  the  Roman  Catholic  or  to  any 
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oilier  religiouB  body  in  any  shape  what- 
ever. I  had  no  motiTe  whatever  in  voting 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytoun),  except  that  it 
had  been  declared  by  you,  Sir,  not  pro- 
perly to  come  within  the  spirit  of  the  Re- 
ference to  the  Committee ;  and  also  be- 
canse  it  had  been  declared  to  be  contrary  to 
the  Orders  of  the  Hoose— very  strangely, 
I  think — for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  alter  his 
Resolution  from  a  form  in  which  I  could 
not  Tote  for  it,  to  one  in  which  I  could 
have  done  so. 

Mtt.  DISRAELI :  As  I  re-entered  the 
Douse  I  heard  some  comments  being  made 
upon  the  duties  of  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  The  duties  and  the  privileges  of 
the  Leader  of  the  House  are  very  consi- 
derable ;  but  1  think  they  ought  to  be  exer- 
cised with  moderation,  and,  perhaps  I  may 
presume  to  say,  with  some  degree  of  mo- 
desty. If  I  were  to  take  every  opportunity 
of  speaking  upon  every  subject,  and  were 
to  thrust  myself  forward  against  the  view 
of  the  House,  in  order  to  give  them  my 
opinions  upon  every  possible  topic,  perhaps 
I  should  by  ko  doing  not  altogether  fulfil 
the  duties  of  the  Leader  of  the  House,  and 
should  not  retain  the  regard  and  respect 
of  those  among  whom  I  sit.  I  havo  no 
doubt  that  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  has  arrived  at  the  position  of 
Leader  of  the  House,  this  House  will  find 
in  him  a  more  rigid  regulator  of  their  des- 
tinies than  they  have  in  tho  Gentleman 
who  now  humbly  endeavours  to  fulfil  the 
duties  which  it  falls  upon  him  to  discharge. 
With  regard  to  the  point  before  the  House, 
1  can  only  say  that  I  entirely  oppose  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire.  I  am 
against  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church 
ill  Ireland.  What  has  recently  occurred 
has  amounted  to  what  I  have  always  con- 
templated would  take  place,  and  what  will 
be  repeated.  There  has  been  a  quarrel 
for  the  plunder  among  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  was 
my  duty  to  give  an  opinion  upon  such  a 
subject.  With  regard  to  the  particular 
Motion  before  the  Committee — that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy — had  the  im- 
portant principles  which  it  in  some  degree 
involves  been  placed  simply  and  plainly 
before  the  House,  I  should  not  have  shrunk 
from  discussing  them,  or  from  giving  my 
opinion  upon  them  ;  but  those  principles 
are  mixed  up  in  this  Motion  with  details 
of  an  impracticable  character,  whiob,  if  we 


had  agreed  to,  would  have  disturbed  ar- 
rangements of  a  very  ancient  date  in  this 
country,  and  which  the  public  had  long 
recognised  as  conducing  to  the  eonvenienee 
of  the  country.  Therefore  I  waa  silent, 
I  must  say  with  regard  to  the  observationa 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  that  I  am  still  of  opinion 
that  the  manner  in  which  I  attempt  to 
perform  my  duties  as  Leader  of  this  House 
is  preferable  to  that  ideal  which,  on  several 
occasions,  he  has  offered  to  the  admiration 
of  this  Assembly. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  not  about  to 
defend  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  who  is  perfectly  ca- 
pable of  holding  his  own,  neither  am  I 
about  to  discuss  at  large  the  conduct  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to-night.  But 
if  I  do  not  proceed  to  discuss  that  coodoci 
at  the  present  moment,  it  is  because  I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  desirable  to  mix  up 
that  subject  with  the  one  before  ns,  which 
is  already  suflBciently  difficult  and  intricate. 
I  must  say,  however,  that  I  do  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
successful  in  the  explanation  he  has  given. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirckaldy 
would,  if  carried,  have  disturbed,  in  a  re- 
markable manner,  the  arrangements  of  a 
very  ancient  date,  in  eonsequence  of  the 
mode  in  which  it  was  drawn  up,  and  not- 
withstanding this  assertion  the  Minister 
did  not  choose  to  record  his  TOte  against 
it.  With  the  whole  of  his  Colleagues,  he 
left  the  House,  seeking  refbge  in  that  small 
apartment  which  is  appropriated  to  him. 
ilis  absence  has  reminded  me  of  one  of  hia 
many  witty  sayings.  At  the  time  when 
my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Russell)  was  Pay- 
master General,  the  accommodation  of  hia 
office  was  very  limited,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  **  I  object  to  the  system 
of  shutting  up  great  men  in  small  rooms." 
Upon  this  occasion  we  have  had  a  moat 
complete  exemplification  of  the  system  of 
shutting  up  in  a  small  room,  not  one,  but 
many  great  men,  and  under  circumstances 
which  it  may,  perhaps,  be  proper  at  some 
future  period  to  enter  into.  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devises  (Mr.  Darby 
Griffith),  I  must  inform  him  that  I  am  not 
responsible  for  the  Resolution  which  ia 
about  to  be  adopted.  I  have  no  difficulty 
—except  the  formal  one  I  have  already 
mentioned — in  acceding  to  it;  but  I  an 
not  ita  author.  It  appears  to  lue  that  the 
time  baa  now  arrived  when  it  would  b« 
satisfactory  to  the  Committee  if  the  minor 
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subjects  connected  with  this  question  were 
stated  with  the  same  precision  with  which 
the  major  subjects  have  been  stated  ;  and 
that,  therefore,  we  should  make  our  mean- 
ing clear  bj  applying  (o  the  minor  subjects 
the  verj  words  which  we  hafo  used  with 
regard  to  major  ones,  so  as  to  regard 
ererjthing  in  the  nature  of  a  just  personal 
interest. 

Mr.  HORSMANsaid.  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  not  yet  ex- 
pressed anj  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
Question.  It  would,  therefore,  be  desirable 
if,  before  the  Committee  came  toa  difision, 
he  would  favour  them  with  the  views  of 
Her  Mojesty's  Government  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

Question,  '*That  those  words  be  there 
added/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GREENE  then  proposed,  as  a  fur- 
ther Amendment,  to  insert  the  words—* 

**  And  that  no  part  of  the  Endowments  of  the 
Anglican  Gharoh  be  applied  to  the  eniiowmrnt  of 
the  iostitntioQB  of  other  religions  communions." 

This  was  a  subject  upon  which  ho  had 
been  seriously  challenged  by  his  consti- 
tuents. He  had  no  desire  to  say  a  word 
against  Roman  Catholics  ;  but  he  felt 
strongly  that  they  should  speak  deci- 
dedly in  the  matter,  although  he  must  at 
the  same  time  say  that  ho  thought  the 
disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church — if  it 
ever  occurred— *was  a  long  way  off. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  as  amended,  by  adding 
the  words-— 

'*  And  that  no  part  of  the  Endowments  of  the 
Anglican  Church  bo  applied  to  the  endowment  of 
the  institutions  of  other  religious  oommunions." 
-^Mr.  Oreene,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  added  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment, 
as  amended.'' 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  wished  to  know, 
whether  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
last  speaker  was  not  out  of  order,  as  being 
substantially  the  same  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buteshire  (Mr.  Lament)? 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  there  was 
an  obvious  difference  between  the  two 
Amendments,  seeing  that  one  proposed  to 
prohibit  the  application  of  any  part  of  the 
funds  of  the  Anglican  Church  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholics,  whereas  that  now  proposed 
proposed  to  prohibit  their  application  to 
any  institutions  of  other  religious  commu- 
nities. 

Mr,  Oladsfone 


Mr.  bright  :  I  think  it  is  a  great 
misfortune  that  a  question  of  this  difBcoIty 
and  perplexity  should  be  brought  before 
the  House  in  this  way.  I  think  that  the 
hoD.  Member  opposite  and  myself  hold  very 
nkuch  the  same  opinions  upon  this  subject ; 
but  I  object  to  the  word  "  institutions," 
as  contained  in  his  Amendment,  as  being 
a  very  wide  one.  I  do  not  know  what  it 
includes  or  what  it  ezolndes  according  to 
the  interpretation  of  the  hon.  Member ; 
but  I  think  it  is  sufficiently  wide  to  include 
schools.  I  objected  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  very  much  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  prevent  any  sum 
of  money  obtained  by  the  disendowment 
of  the  Anglican  Church  in  Ireland  or  any 
portion  of  the  State  funds  being  applied  to 
any  denominational  schools  in  Ireland.  I 
said  that,in  Ireland,  it  was  utterly  impossible 
to  have  schools  which  were  not  denomina- 
tional, and  therefore  I  was  unwilling  to 
vote  for  a  proposition  so  wide,  and,  as  I 
thought,  so  injudicious.  The  same  thing 
is  proposed  to  be  done  by  the  present 
Amendment,  and  therefore  I  cannot  vote 
for  it.  If  any  hon.  Member  is  desirous  of 
proposing  any  Resolution  or  Amendment 
upon  this  subject,  he  should  take  care  that 
his  Motion  should  be  couched  in  terms 
which  are  not  liable  to  be  misunderstood, 
and  will  include  just  what  he  intends  to  be 
included  and  will  exclude  just  what  he  in- 
tends shall  be  excluded.  When  Amend- 
ments  are  brought  forward  in  this  hasty  way 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  for  the  Committee 
to  discuss  them  with  satisfaetion.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposito  had  exer- 
cised his  influence  on  his  side  of  the  House 
as  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire has  done  on  this  side,  we  should 
have  settled  this  difficult  matter  long  ago, 
and  the  Resolutions  would  before  this  have 
been  reported  to  the  House.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  seeing  the  difficulty  which 
I  have  raised,  and  which  I  think  he  will 
not  easily  meet,  without  further  considera- 
tion, will  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONB  :  I  am  persuaded 
that  hon.  Members  are  desirous  of  giviof? 
to  every  Member  a  fair  opportunity  for 
considering  any  proposition  which  he  has 
to  make,  and  I  would  point  to  him  that  he 
cannot,  and  I  feel  almost  persuaded  that 
he  will  not  expect  us  to  bind  ourselves  to 
the  terms  of  that  which  he  regards  as  a 
vital  and  fundamental  proposition  on  one  of 
the  greatest  national  settlements  or  un- 
settlemcnts — call  it  which  you  like— ever 
proposed,  without  our  haying  first  seen  the 
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words  of  the  Amendment  -r  without  our 
knowing  exactlj  what  thej  are,  and  of  our 
being  compelled  to  ask  joo,  Sir»  to  read 
the  words  over  andorer  again  as  we  proceed 
to  discuss  them.  I  therefore  ask  that  those 
words  might  be  distinctly  pat  before  us  in 
print  before  wo  are  called  upon  to  discuss 
them — that  they  should  be  printed  in  the 
Votes,  in  order  that  we  may  have  an  op- 
portunity of  fully  coneidering  them.  That 
course,  I  feel  convinced,  will  commend 
itself  to  every  Member  of  this  Committee. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  : 
There  is  one  expression  which  has  just 
fallen  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  which 
exactly  touches  the  point.  He  first  spoke 
of  this  as  a  great  national  settlement,  and 
then  immediately  corrected  himself  by  say- 
ing it  was  a  great  national  unsettlement. 

Mr.  QLADSTONE  :  I  said  no  such 
thing.  1  did  not  want  to  be  interrupted 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  others  of  his 
mind,  and  to  avoid  it  I  said  "  unsettle- 
ment,'* knowing  the  view  he  takes  of  the 
question. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Pre- 
cisely so.  The  question  before  the  *Com- 
mittee  is  the  settlement  or  the  nnscttlc- 
ment  of  the  Irish  Church.  If  it  is  to  bo 
a  settlement  of  the  question  we  ought  to 
know  what  is  to  be  done  with  the  funds  of 
the  Church  ;  and,  if  the  ohject  is  to  be  un- 
settlement, it  is  an  unstatesmanlike  pro- 
ceeding which  we  were  told  before  was  a 
desire  to  be  in  a  position  the  better  to  settle 
it.  It  is  hardly  to  be  wondered  at  now 
that  we  have  arrived  at  this  point,  that 
hon.  Members  who  now  begin  to  see  the 
practical  bearing  of  these  Resolutions 
should  begin  to  ask  some  questions,  so  as 
to  endeavour  to  arrive  at  a  clear  conclu- 
sion as  to  what  it  is  that  is  really  to  be 
done.  It  may  be  necessary  to  take  a  little 
further  time  to  consider  this  Resolution. 
As  the  Amendments  grow  out  of  that 
which  has  already  been  passed.  I  do  not 
see  that  any  reproach  attaches  to  those 
hon.  Members  who  have  been  called  on  to 
consider  Resolutions  for  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church,  for  putting  for- 
ward Amendments  on  which  to  test  the 
sense  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Considering  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  rose  to  reply  to  me 
I  take  the  liberty  of  saying  that  he  has  not 
attacked  one  word  that  I  said.  I  cast  no 
reproach  on  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  pro- 
posing this  Amendment;  but  I  merely  asked 
for  time  to  consider  it.  And  the  demand 
for  time  is  so  equitable  that  oren  the  right 


hon.  Baronet  cannot  decline  to  recommend 
it.  I  ought  to  recollect  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  mind  must  be  filled  with  the 
questions  which  he  gave  us  distinct  intima- 
tion he  had  within  him,  and  whieh  he  in- 
tended to  propose  in  Committee.  He  said 
he  would  oppose  the  first  Resolution ;  if  that 
was  carried  he  would  oppose  the  second 
Resolution;  and  after  the  second  ho  would 
oppose  the  third  Resolution;  but  the  politi- 
cal exigencies  came  upon  him  which  made 
the  redemption  of  those  pledget  inconve- 
nient, and  we  need  not  be  surprised  if  a 
little  of  his  pent-up  matter  has  irregularly 
spent  itself. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  complains 
that  there  is  a  disposition  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  Houte  to  support  Amendments 
not  previously  placed  on  the  Paper;  but  ia 
he  not  going  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mn 
Whitbread)  which  has  not  been  put  on 
t1)e  Paper,  and  whieh  was  only  placed  in 
the  Chairman's  hands,  in  writing,  a  few 
minutes  since  ?  Allow  me  to  point  oot 
aUo  that,  by  the  eourse  adopted,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr.  Aytonn)  hat 
been  precluded  from  alterinflc  his  Rcso« 
lution  in  a  manner  that  would  have  com- 
manded the  support  of  the  hon.  Mombert 
for  Brighton  and  Westminster  (Mr.  Fawoett 
and  Mr.  Stnart  Mill).  It  does  not, 
therefore,  lie  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
mouth  to  tell  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is 
improperly  seeking  to  ask  the  Committee 
to  vote  upon  an  important  Amendment  that 
has  not  been  placed  on  the  Paper.  It  is  of 
the  greatest  importance  that  the  Commit- 
tee should  be  pledged  on  this  point  if  wcaro 
to  deal  with  the  revenues  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland;  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Chichester  Forte»cue),  who  filled  the  im- 
portant office  of  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
told  them,  in  an  elaborate  speech  which  ho 
delivered  the  year  before  last,  that  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Irish  Church  ought  to  ba 
divided  amongst  other  religious  oommoni- 
ties. 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET:  I  thought,  from 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  first 
Minister  of  the  Crown  stated  early  in  the 
evening,  that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  avoid  diseutsion  on  the  main 
subject  in  order  that  the  evening  might  ba 
devoted  to  the  progress  of  businest  which  it 
was  essential  should  be  transacted;  but  the 
conduet  of  the  Government  during  the  last 
two  bourt  hat  entirely  negatired  that  aQ|H 
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pOflitiOD.  1  have  no  reason  to  complain  of 
the  general  wajr  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  conducts  the  business  of  the 
House  ;  but  with  all  due  deference  to  him, 
one  of  his  duties  is  to  support  the  Chairman. 
A  Resolution  was  moTed  to-night  and  nn 
objection  was  taken  in  point  of  form  to  its 
being  proceeded  with,  becanse  it  did  not 
fall  within  the  terms  of  Reference.  The 
Chairman  stated  very  fairly  that  he  had 
some  doubt  whether  it  fell  strictly  within 
the  terms,  but  it  was  certainly  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  the  Reference.  Now,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  instead  of  with- 
drawing with  his  Colleagues  from  the 
House  and  leaving  it  to  find  its  own  way 
through  the  difficulty  that  had  arisen,  had 
supported  the  Chair,  and  advised  hon. 
Members  not  to  enter  on  discussions  which 
did  not  come  within  the  spirit  of  the 
Reference,  much  time  would  have  been 
saved,  and  we  should  have  been  spared  the 
exhibition  that  has  just  taken  place.  In- 
stead of  that  a  Member  of  the  Government 
stood  up  and  stated  that  he  intended  to 
support  the  Resolution;  and  not  one  sylla- 
ble was  uttered  in  opposition  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ayrshire  (Sir 
James  Fergosson).  and  when  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbrcad)  was  put  every  Member  of  the 
Government  withdrew.  I  have  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  discussion  that 
has  taken  place,  and  I  am  the  more  and 
more  convinced  that  if  we  had  taken  the 
advice  of  (he  Chairman,  and  declined  to 
continue  the  discussion,  as  not  being  within 
the  spirit  of  the  Order  of  Reference,  we 
should  have  avoided  embarrassing  tho  Com- 
mittee, and  tho  progress  of  business.  We 
are  discussing  a  question  that  can  have 
no  practical  effect  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, with  a  view  to  legislation.  We  are 
called  on  to  deal  with  a  mere  abstract  Re- 
solution, which  cannot  in  the  slightest 
degree  be  binding  on  the  future  Parliament. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  Notice,  I 
must  say  that  that  part  of  the  Resolution 
which  embodies  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  has  been  on  the 
Paper  for  some  length  of  time,  though  it  has 
been  altered  to  make  its  intention  perfectly 
clear.  I  would  remind  hon.  Members  who 
oppose  the  Maynooth  Grant  and  the  Eegium 
I)onum,  that  by  what  is  now  proposed  they 
are  giving  a  new  lease  to  both;  for  what  is 
proposed  is  practically  saying  that  until  you 
disendow  the  Irish  Church  the  Maynooth 
Grant  and  the  Megium  Donum  shall  con- 
tinue. 

Sir  George  Grey 


Mb.  DISRAELI:  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet has,  unfortunately  for  us,  been  for  a 
long  time  absent  from  our  discussions,  and 
thot  is  really  the  only  way  in  which  I  can 
account  for  the  wild  observations  he  has 
just  mode.  He  has  made  charges  against 
me  which  I  am  sure  the  Committee,  after 
calmly  considering,  will  say  are  without 
foundation.  [*'0h,  oh  !  "]  Now,  I  beg  to 
say  that  those  sounds  I  hear  are  neither 
logic  nor  language.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet first  accuses  the  Government,  so  far 
as  I  can  follow  him,  with  preventing  the 
Committee  from  coming  to  a  conclusion  on 
the  Resolutions  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lan- 
cashire. Now,  I  thought  that,  so  far  as  I 
could  control  the  business  of  the  House, 
that  I  had  come  to  a  clear  understanding 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  so  far 
as  I  could  influence  the  conduct  of  my 
Friends,  without  in  the  slightest  degree 
compromising  their  political  action,  thai 
the  course  of  business  should  be  facilitated  ; 
and  with  reference  to  that  there  is  not  the 
slightest  charge  that  can  be  made  against 
me.*  The  right  hon.  Baronet  accuses  me 
with  sanctioning  Amendments  from  this 
side  of  the  House ;  but  that  is  not  so. 
They  have  come  from  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  that  fact 
must  surely  have  occurred  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  when  he  was  making  charges 
which  have  no  foundation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  I  ought  to  have  beeu  pre- 
sent and  supported  the  Chairman  in  his 
decision  against  the  Amendment.  Now,  I 
was  in  my  place,  yielding  to  the  decision 
of  the  Chairman,  as  I  always  do  to  the 
decisions  of  tho  authorities  of  this  House. 
I  must  frankly  confess— though  no  doubt 
I  was  wrong  —I  did  not  agree  with  the 
Chairman  ;  still  the  decision  of  the  Chair- 
man permitted  the  discussion  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy> 
and  it  was  not  for  me  to  question  it.  I  am 
not  responsible  for  tho  Amendments  that 
have  been  made,  because  they  come  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  I  am  not 
guilty  of  not  having  supported  the  Chair- 
man. He,  no  doubt,  gave  an  opinion  which 
he  thought  right,  but  with  which  I  do  not 
agree,  and  I  must  say  that  it  is  no  part  of 
the  duty  of  a  Leader  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  prevent  the  independent  expression 
of  opinion.  Both  sides  of  the  House  will 
not  agree  in  the  reflection  of  misconduct  on 
my  part,  and  will  be  of  opinion  that  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  aro 
unfounded  and  uncalled  for. 
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Mr.  POWELL  said,  that  whateYer  might 
be  the  result  of  this  contersation,  it  had  cast 
A  broad  light  apon  previous  discussions  re- 
specting the  Irish  Church,  and  had  shown 
that  the  further  they  advanced  the  greater 
were  the  difficulties  in  the  way.  There 
were  various  modes  of  conducting  public 
proceedings,  and  the  plan  pursued  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
waa  to  earry  his  Resolutions  and  then  with- 
draw the  explanations  which  had  accom- 
panied and  recommended  his  Resolutions. 
The  explanations  which  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tlemau  had  given  had  illustrated  his  mean- 
ing, and  he  had  shadowed  forth  with  more  or 
less  fulness  various  schemes.  They  had  a 
denunciation  of  ieveOing  up  and  a  commen- 
dation of  levelling  down,  and  they  had  been 
told  what  portions  of  the  Irish  Church  pro- 
perty should  be  retained  and  what  would  be 
required  for  other  than  existing  interests. 
When,  however,  the  Committee  proceeded 
to  carry  into  effect  the  spirit  of  the  expla- 
nations by  which  the  Resolutions  were  ac- 
companied, then  a  different  voice  came  from 
the  other  side,  and  they  were  told  that  they 
were  not  to  proceed  any  further.  If  4hey 
disestablished  the  Irish  Church  they  must 
disendow  her,  and  they  must  also  deal  in  a 
corresponding  manner  with  the  grant  to 
Maynuoth  and  the  JRegium  Donum,  lie 
waa  one  of  those  who  had  never  given  a 
vote  on  the  Maynooth  question  ;  but  if  the 
Irish  Church  was  to  be  deprived  of  its 
revenues,  then  the  question  of  Maynooth 
must  be  gono  into,  and,  much  as  he  should 
regret  that  the  Presbyterians  should  lose 
their  annual  grant,  the  lesser  must  share 
the  affliction  of  the  larger. denomination. 
Having  passed  these  Resolutions  it  was 
plain  that  our  difficulties  had  not  come  to 
an  end.  In  fact,  they  had  not  yet  been 
discovered,  and  as  the  House  went  into  the 
details  of  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church 
they  would  find  their  difficulties  increase  and 
their  embarrassments  multiply. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  this  was 
the  first  real  and  substantial  bondjide  dis- 
cussion which  they  had  had  on  the  subject 
of  disestablishment,  for  it  had  really  brought 
out  the  merits  of  the  question  for  the  first 
time.  It  mny  bo  said  that  this  was  an  at- 
tempt to  obtain  an  indefinite  and  abstract 
Resolution  by  impulsive  speeches,  and  to 
obtain  powers  over  the  funds  of  the  Church 
without  the  House  or  the  country  knowing 
what  was  to  be  done  with  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  de- 
clined to  intimate  anything  with  any  eer- 
taiuty  on  the  subject.  Who  knew  what  was 


meant  to  be  done  ?  He  had  spoken  of  re- 
taining the  churches  and  the  glebes  for  the 
Protestant  Church.  But  how  would  that  aa« 
tisfy  his  followers  who  advocated  total  dis- 
endowment  ?  Would  the  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  follow  him  in  thiaf  What 
distinction  did  he  make  between  tithe  and 
glebe  ?  In  some  cases  the  glebea  formed 
a  large  part  of  the  income  of  the  parsons ; 
in  others  he  spoke  of  tithes  where  there 
was  scarcely  any  glebe.  [Mr.  Gladstoiib  : 
I  never  said  anything  of  glebe.]  Then  the 
right  hon.  GenUcman  probably  drew  a  dis< 
tinction  between  the  glebe  and  the  glebe- 
house  ;  but  how  would  he  separate  tlie 
house  from  the  glebe  f  On  eaeb  aide  he 
was  led,  unintentionally,  of  course,  into 
an  appearance  of  disingenuooaness.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  a  aound 
of  so  uncertain  a  character  that  his  sup- 
porters outside  the  House  would  to-morrow, 
when  they  read  the  debate,  find  theroselvea 
in  a  very  anomalous  position.  They  would 
see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^  having 
taken  away  the  revenues  of  the  Established 
Church,  still  retained  in  hia  handa  the 
power  of  distributing  them  among  other 
denominations.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill)  had  just 
said  that,  if  the  funds  of  the  Chnroh  were 
to  be  applied  to  the  endowment  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  he  would  have  voted 
against  the  Resolutions.  The  hon.  Member 
was  equally  in  error  on  the  point  of  Order, 
He  supported  that  part  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  which 
the  Chairman  said  waa  out  of  order ;  but 
he  felt  a  difficulty  in  supporting  that  which 
was  in  order.  In  fact  the  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared  to  have  been  entrapped,  by  the 
course  which  this  discussion  bad  taken, 
into  supporting  a  proposition,  the  tendency 
and  results  of  which  he  did  not  approve. 

Mr.  SCOURFIELD  aaid,  that  the 
House  was  landed  in  a  confoaion  which 
waa  becoming  still  more  confused  already. 
He  had  always  abstained  from  saying  or 
doing  anything  which  might  excite  religiona 
animosity,  and  had  always  voted  for  the 
continuance  of  the  Maynooth  Grant,  though 
opposed  to  the  wishes  of  the  eonstitueney 
which  he  represented.'  There  were  two 
modes  of  dbtorbing  the  religiona  peace  of 
a  country— the  one  waa  by  tranaferring 
the  Church  revenuea  from  one  denomina- 
tion to  another,  the  other  by  levelling 
downwards.  But  he  contended  that  there 
was  a  third  and  better  eonrae  for  the  House 
to  follow,  and  that  waa  to  have  a  religion 
established  which  would  exeroiie  a  perfect 
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toleration  towards  other  religions.  That 
was  the  best  arrangement  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  religions  peace.  But  now  they 
were  beginning  to  quarrel  over  the  spoils. 
His  idea  was  that,  if  there  was  money  to 
be  had  out  of  the  Irish  Church  the  lawyers 
and  Commissioners  would  get  the  greater 
part  of  it.  And,  after  all,  how  much  did 
this  money  amount  to?  If  he  was  not 
mistaken,  it  was  only  j£447>000  a  year,  of 
which  £380.000  alone  was  devoted  to  pa- 
rochial endowments.  But,  in  order  to  show 
how  small  a  sum  that  was,  whether  abso- 
lutely or  relatiToly,  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  cost  of  the  printing 
and  stationery  for  Parliament  this  year 
was  estimated  at  £395,000.  He  hoped, 
therefore  that,  in  whatever  spirit  they  dis- 
cussed the  question,  it  would  not  have  re- 
ference to  money.  He  had  also  a  great 
objection  to  the  use  of  the  word  '*  doomed." 
He  could  not  bear  to  hear  people  spenk, 
as  if  they  were  Pagans,  about  things  being 
••doomed." 

Mr.  HIBBERT  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Greene)  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  ['*  No,  no!  "]  He  begged 
to  direct  the  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to 
this  fact,  that  whatever  words  he  might 
introduce  into  the  Resolution,  or  whatever 
Resolutions  miglit  be  passed  by  that  House, 
it  was  the  next  Pnrlisment  that  would  have 
to  say  what  was  to  be  done. 

Mr.  SCHREIBER  said,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  comply  with  the 
request  of  the  hon.  Member,  as  his  Amend- 
ment would  have  eiactly  the  same  force  as 
the  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, which  might  express  the  opinion  of 
the  existing  Parliament,  but  could  not  pre- 
tend to  bind  that  which  was  to  come.  He 
remembered  in  the  Session  of  1866,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  that  time  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  had  not  tliought  it 
inconsistent  with  his  position  to  say  of  those 
sitting  on  the  opposite  Benches  that  they  had 
exhibited  ''a  perfect  mastery  of  the  arts 
of  ambush."  The  time  had  como  when  he 
might  retort,  and  congratulate  the  right 
hoii.  Gentleman  upon  his  perfect  mastery  of 
the  "arts  of  ambush."  Now,  when  some 
one  came  behind  h'im  stealthily,  and  in  the 
dark,  and  tried  to  stab  him  in  the  back,  he 
would  catch  at  the  first  weapon  that  came 
to  his  hand  and  try  to  knock  him  down 
with  it.  The  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  suddenly  presented  to  him  :  he 
caught  at  it  in  his  need,  and  would  use  it 
against  the  Resolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  Scourfield 


Mr.  GREENE  said,  that  if  there  was 
a  Gentleman  to  whose  appeal  he  would 
yield  it  would  be  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert),  and  if  he  had 
thought  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  no  party 
ties  would  have  prevented  him  from  sup- 
porting the  Resolutions.  The  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Mr. 
Aytoun)  had  been  objected  to  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  pointed  against  one  sect ;  but 
his  (Mr.  Greene's)  Amendment  was  wido 
enough  for  all.  As  to  this  diseussion  beings 
unexpected — who  expected  at  the  opening 
of  the  Session  to  be  ealled  upon  to  rote  on 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Chnrch  ? 
Indeed,  he  challenged  a  single  Member  to 
say  that  he  was  asked  a  queation  on  his 
election  about  the  Irish  Church.  He  much 
regretted  that  this  had  been  made  a  party 
question,  and  he  said  this  out  of  no  disre- 
spect to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  to  whom  he  was  much  indebted 
for  being  known  at  all  in  the  House,  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, challenged  him  to  speak.  Ho  felt 
bound  to  press  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  HERBERT  remarked,  that  on  his 
election,  ho  was  questioned  respecting  tho 
Irish  Church,  and  gave  a  decided  opinion 
upon  it. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  pressed,  since  the  division 
upon  it  would  be  a  test  of  the  feeling  of 
the  Committee ;  but  if  the  question  had 
come  upon  Members  by  surprise  the  deboto 
should  be  adjourned. 

Mr.  WH ALLEY,  regarding  the  Amend- 
ment as  a  erucial  tost,  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  mnde,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chsirman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.''  —  (Mr* 
Whalley.) 

Mr.  DISRAELI  hoped  a  decision  would 
be  at  once  arrived  at,  for,  considering  tho 
state  of  public  business,  adjourned  debates 
ought  to  be  discouraged. 

Motioui  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
added  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  as 
amended." 

The  Committee  divided  :— 

Before  the  Tellers  reported  the  nnmbersi 
Mr.  Holden,  Member  for  Knaresborough, 
came  to  the  Table  and  stated  that  he  had 
been  in  the  House  when  the  Question  was 
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put,  but  not  having  heard  it  he  had  not 
▼oted  :— Whereupon  tbe  Chairman  again 
stated  the  Queition,  and  the  Honourable 
Ifember  declored  himself  with  tho  Ayes : 
—Ayes  97;  Noes  132  :  Majority  35. 

Question, 

*'  That  tho  words  '  when  legislative  effect  shall 
KaTe  been  giren  to  the  First  Resolution  of  this 
Committee  respecting  the  Established  Charoh  of 
Ireland,  it  is  right  and  necessary  that  the  Grant 
to  Majnooth  and  the  Regium  Donum  be  discon- 
tinued, due  regard  being  had  to  all  personal  in- 
tereats,'  be  added  to  the  word  *  That^  in  the  Ori- 
ginal Question/' 

— put,  and  agreed  to, 

4.  Retoived,  That  when  legislative  effect  shall 
hare  been  given  to  the  First  Resolution  of  this 
Committee,  respecting  the  Established  Church  of 
Ireland,  it  is  right  and  necessary  that  the  Grant 
to  Maynooth  and  the  Regium  Donum  be  discon- 
tinned,  duo  regard  being  had  to  all  personal  inte- 
rests. 

Resolutions  to  bo  reported. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  tho  Resolutions  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  do  not  rise  to 
oppose  the  reporting  of  those  Resolutions  ; 
but  I  think  that  what  has  occurred  to- 
night will  indicate  to  the  House  what  will 
occur  in  future,  and  will  show  the  country 
that  those  who  ha?e  introduced  these  Re- 
solutions to  the  House  have  only  introduced 
into  this  country  the  elements  of  confusion. 

Mr.  BRIGHT:  Mr.  Dodson,  I  am  not 
aware,  Sir,  that  anything  hss  been  said 
which  could  have  afforded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  opportunity  of  which  he  has 
availed  himself  of  firing  a  parting  shot 
against  the  Resolutions.  But  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
aa  shsdowed  forth  by  his  Irish  Minister, 
was  that  he  should  pay  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  of  Ireland,  and  that  he  should 
increase  or  double  the  Begium  Donum.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  learn, 
from  what  has  passed  to-night,  how  small 
a  chance  he  would  have  had  in  this 
House  of  passing  a  measure  for  tho  en- 
dowment of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy. 
If  he  had  brought  that  question  fairly 
before  tho  House,  possibly  ho  would  not 
have  made  very  great  confusion,  for  in 
all  probability  he  would  not  have  been 
able  to  induce  ten  men  of  his  own  party  to 
follow  him.  At  any  rate,  so  far  aa  we  are 
concerned,  we  liavo  taken  an  opposite 
course.  A  large  majority  of  tho  House— 
the  largest  that  has  ever  voted  on  any 
great  question  since  1841 — has  sanctioned 
the  Resolutions  that  have  been  introduced 


by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire.  And  we  find  that^ 
notwithstanding  a  good  many  Archbishopt 
and  Bishops^I  am  not  familiar  with  all 
the  gradations  of  dignity  in  the  Established 
Church,  but  deans,  rectors,  vicara,  earatet, 
and  other  clergymen  of  every  order— not- 
withstanding they  have  met  and  msde  a 
general  protest  against  the  policy  that  hat 
been  pursued  by  the  House,  yet  I  suspcet 
— although  there  are  many  honest  people 
throughout  the  country  who  would  support 
them — the  great  preponderating  opinion  of 
the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom  will  ba 
in  favour  of  the  eonrse  whieh  the  majority 
of  this  House  has  adopted.  I  will  under- 
take to  say  that,  apart  from  the  prejudicea 
and  convictions  that  arise  from  asaootatioa 
and  training  in  a  partieular  Church,  yoa 
will  find  few  thoughtful  men  on  public 
questions  in  this  kingdom  who  are  not  in 
favour  of  the  great  measure  of  juatiee  to 
Ireland  which  we  are  endeavouring  to  ad- 
vance. There  is  no  man  on  either  side  of 
this  House  who  will  undertake  to  say  that 
he  will  find  any  men,  by  any  species  of  se- 
lection or  any  microscopic  investigation  in 
any  country  in  the  world,  who  liato  a  claim 
to  intelligence  and  knowledge  on  publie 
questions,  who  would  not  give  their  sanc- 
tion and  approval  to  the  policy  which  the 
House  has  pursued.  Sir,  I  am  as  much 
interested  in  tbe  peace  and  prosperity  of 
Ireland  and  of  the  United  Kingdom  as  any 
Gentleman  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  can  be»  and  I  have  for  more  than 
twenty  years  taken  a  strong  interest  in 
Irish  questions.  I  have  deplored  the  eon- 
dition  of  that  country.  I  have  felt  it  to 
be  a  acandal  to  English  statesmanship.  I 
have  said  so  here  often  and  often.  I  have 
held  consistently  for  twenty  years  the  con- 
viction which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  himself  held 
then,  and  which,  if  it  were  possible  now  to 
put  him  under  an  accurate  examination 
from  which  ho  eould  not  flinch,  ho  would 
bo  obliged  to  say  that  he  holds  now ;  be- 
cause, on  a  recent  occaaion,  he  admitted 
that  the  main  sentiment  of  that  speech 
which  he  delivered  twenty-five  years  ago 
was  right.  But  I  am  in  a  different  posi- 
tion from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
have  not  been  endeavouring  to  climb  the 
ladder  of  Parliamentary  promotion  and  no- 
toriety. ["  Oh  !  '']  No,  Sir,  I  have  only 
had  the  single  object— so  far  as  I  have  had 
anything  to  do  with  Irish  questions— to 
promote  what  appeared  to  be  just  to  that 
country,  and  which  would  tend  to  tho  ad- 
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n  riginf  to  coll  the    the  cot  very  ©uplioi 
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Loxj>  LYVEDEX, 
attention  of  the   Hou 

dence  reepeoUng  and  ariaing  from  the  Non- 1  tlifi  Upper  HouRe  refused  to 
enuctment  of  the  Appropriution  Act  in  |  It"!  to  corMderahle  disnuui 
Tiotoriii  ooaaetjuent  upon  the  Recall  ofi  Sir  Cburle»  Burling  aided  a 
th«  GoTemor  of  ihe   Colony,   eaid,   that    '  •'-    '  -  -  "  '  " 

he  could  hardly  hope,  after  the  cjcitement 
of  A  crioi*  in  this  counlr}',  la  attract  their 
IfOrdnhip*'  miiidi)  to  one  in  a  dietniitcolony 
which  was  howeyer  of  the  utmost  im- 
portanoe.  But.  in  the  first  plaoe.  he 
desired  to  say  that  in  the  remarka  which 
he  wa«  about  to  make,  ho  mas  far  from 
deiirins  to  mnko  this  a  party  question, 
anil  still  more  wna  he  dciirona  of  avoid- 
iog  anything  like  a  pt^rsuDuI  attack  on 
the  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  De- 
pnrtment  (the  Bake  of  noekingham],  to 
whose  courtesy  he  wan  reodj-  to  hear  his 
personal  testimony.  Thr<  posilion  ia  whieh 
tho  colony  of  Victoria  now  stood  waa 
this  — Previously  to  (ho  year  IS50  the 
colony  was  known  as  the  seltlenient  of 
Port  Philip.  In  1850,  however,  it  was 
oonitttutt'd  a  colony  ;  the  Conatitutioii 
given  to  it  hy  an  Act  of  the  Iroperisl  Par- 
liament comprised  a  Legislative  Council, 
part  of  which  was  nominative  ond  part 
elective.  But  by  a  subsequent  Act  it  re- 
ceived the  oaual  ooloniul  Constitution,  oon- 
sistinf;  of  a  Legislative  Anembly  and  a 
Legislative  Council,  the  former  being 
ilccled  liy  a  hir^e  coriatituency,  and  tlii- 
latter  being  pleetrd  for  n  longer  term  of 
yi'ara  by  electors  possessing  a  higher  fian- 
chise.  Between  these  two  ABSeniblies  bad 
arisen  the  snrae  dispute  that  had  prevailed 
in  the  mother  country  respecting  their 
privileges,  and  the  House  of  Ass^embly 
had  tried  the  syKtern  of  what  were  here 
called  ■'  lacks  "  by  wiiy  of  tomjiclling  the 
Council  to  carry  nieiisur' s  which  would 
not  be  by  themselves  nccfptcd.  In  tho 
midst  of  these  coiitesia  occurred  the  np- 
pointnipnt  of  Sir  Cluirles  Uarlins.  Now, 
of  Sir  Charles  Darling  ha  (Lord  Lyveden) 
desired  to  speak  with  the  utmost  respect. 
He  had  filled  tho  office  of  Governor  of 
different  colonies  under  tho  Crown  for 
upwards  of  eighteen  years,  with  the  ap-  | 
probation  of  those  Secretaries  of  State 
under  whom  he  hnd  served.  But  circum- 
stances of  greiit  difficulty  nro*6  in  Iho  go- 
vernment of  VittoriH,  in  eonHpqviencc  of 
this  conflict  between  the  Legiahitive  Coun- 
■cil  and  the  Legislative  Assembly.  The 
■SMiiJative  Asumbly  was  what  might  be 


■mhly.  and   the 
recall  by  the  Ilome  Uovernt 
witbatanding  his  long  and 
vices,  ho  was  left  without  i 
tion  nr  retiring  allowance,  01 
re-appointment.      A    Comn; 
Legislative  Aaiembly  havinj 
the  case,   and  desiring  to  c< 
Charles  for  hi*  eervices,  rei 
grant  of  £20,000  to  Lady  Da; 
the  otijectian  they  knew  cxii 
for  himself.    This  Vote  of  Ih 
Assembly,   however,   failed  t 
sanction  of  the  Bpper  Houae 
Lyveden)  considered  that  thi 
of  the  utmost  imporlanco  ;  foi 
volved  the  question  whether 
should  maintain  any  control' 
Ionics.     It  was  an  invnriablft 
colonial  Governor   was  periB 
ceive,  either  personally,    or  , 
family,  any  sum  of  money  1 
!ony  under  his  government. 
Molesworth,  when  Secretary  1 
the  Colonies,  sent  a  circular 
vernora  of  the  ooloniea  in  tt 

"I  11.-.VB  liaJ  lak'ly  some  reaw 
tb:it  a  rule,  lor  aomo  tims  CBUbli 
Miijotj'i  colonial  bemIcb,  i>  no 
knoirn.  It  I)  ilint  vhioh  ■biolutcl]' 
rccoipt  of  pecunkrjr  or  vnluatila  pn 
vernoi-s  TrDin  tlis  inlinbitaTiti  or 
under  their  adminislrntion.  or  any  c1 
during  the  conlinusnca  of  Iheir  < 
quits  unnFiiesa.irf  fur  tns  to  delnil  lb 
(hii  proliibilion,  nhieh  are  c^Tiilrnt  ot 
it  mhy  be  enough  (e  u^  !'>'>>  ih'T  rei 
lidcrntiori  nlTccling  tho  honour  o 
■elected  hf  the   Crown  to  fill  situa 


ofpr. 


t.  Tho«.™ion.applj  I 
if  the  samo  dcscpiplion  b 
i>  office  with  scaraelj  lot 
during  tta  continu.-inee.  And  althaai 
jratj's  GovernmenC  rntinot  curcim 
contral  otcr  the  nolioni  of  gemloi 
point  of  leaving  the  public  service, 
Ihsir  <tulj  (0  record  this  opinion,  .inc 
llioir  hops   that  it  maj  be  acted  en 

By  the  39th  Colonird  liegul 
Governor  was  prohibited  from 
presents  pecuniary  or  valuable 
inhabitants  of  tho  colony,  or  ai 
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Mtnners)  rises  in  his  place  and  confesses 
to  an  innocent  forgetfulness  of  the  plans 
which  the  GoTcrnment  shadowed  forth  for 
concurrent  endowment  in  Ireland.  The 
noble  Lord  knows  nothing  of  them,  he 
DCTor  eren  heard  of  them  ;  they  were  never 
mentioned,  I  suppose,  in  the  Cabinet ;  and 
that  compels  me  to  refresh  his  memory 
with  the  words  which  have  not  perhaps 
been  supplied  to  him  by  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Mayo)  who  sits  next  to  him. 
I  suppose  the  noble  Lord  knew  nothing  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Gotemment  at  the 
time,  when  that  noble  Earl  rose  in  his 
place  and  on  behalf  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
ID  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  no  less  than 
in  that  of  any  other  Member  of  the  Ca- 
binet, not  in  declaring  his  own  opinion, 
not  in  dealing  merely  with  the  affairs  of 
his  own  Department,  but  in  redeeming  a 
formal  pledge  given  in  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament that  he  (the  Earl  of  Mayo),  should 
declare  the  unanimous  judgment  and  opi- 
nion of  ^e  Cabinet,  used  these  words,  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  has  not,  forsooth,  the 
slightest  idea — 

**  There  would  not,  I  believe,  bo  any  objeotion 
to  make  all  Churches  equal  ;  but  this  result  must 
be  seeured  by  elevation,  and  not  by  confiscation." 

And,  Sir,  upon  this  occasion  I  enjoy  a 
rare  advantage;  for  it  is  not  often  per- 
mitted to  a  humble  Member  of  the  Oppo- 
sition to  enlighten  a  Cabinet  Minister  as 
to  the  intentions  of  his  own  Colleagues, 
which  have  been  declared  in  his  name  and 
in  his  hearing.     So   much.  Sir,  for  that 

fart  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech.  And  now 
come  to  his  truly  candid  representation 
of  the  vote  at  which  we  have  just  arrived; 
and  I  think  I  shall  contrive  to  pot  upon 
it  a  colour  different  from  that  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  attached  to  it.  We  have 
just  voted,  Sir,  that  we  would  not  add,  to 
a  proposal  that  was  before  the  House,  words 
which  forbade  us  to  give  any  portion  of  any 
money  that  might  be  realized  from  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  in  Ireland  to  any  in- 
stitution connected  with  any  religious  com- 
munion whatever.  That  is  to  say  that,  if 
there  were  a  school  in  Ireland  under  the 
patronage  and  guidance  of  a  particular  re- 
ligious community,  to  that  school — and  I 
believe  even  its  mere  connection  with  a 
religious  communion,  even  if  it  did  not 
teach  their  tenets,  would  have  been  enough 
to  bring  it  under  the  prohibition — to  that 
school  we  should  be  forbidden  to  vote  a 
•iogle  shilling.  But  what  would  have  been 
the  case  of  the  Established  Church  ?  And 


now  we  shall  see  the  dispassionate  iropar« 
tiality  of  the  noble  Lord.  We  have  passed 
a  vote  with  regard  to  the  Established 
Church  which  excluded  the  word  **  dis- 
endow," because  we  have  reserved  to  our- 
selves the  power  to  deal  liberally  on  every 
question  of  construction  and  interpretation 
as  far  as  the  Established  Church  is  eon- 
cemed.  And  then  the  noble  Lord,  having 
obtained  from  us  our  solemn  pledge  for 
that  liberal  mode  of  dealing  in  regard  to 
the  Established  Church,  endeavoured  to 
obtain  from  us  a  vote  by  which,  for  every 
other  body,  the  strictest  and  most  iron  ap- 
plication of  this  most  rigorous  rule  should 
be  secured,  so  that  he  sbonld  still  be  able 
in  some  form  or  other  to  maintain  in  Ire- 
land his  beloved  religious  inequality.  And 
that  was  the  system  and  method  of  pro- 
ceeding against  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham,  with  the  courage 
of  an  Englishman,  recorded  his  fair  and 
manly  vote. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  he  heard  from  me 
language  which  .  had  never  before  been 
used  by  a  Prime  Minister.  Well,  Sir^ 
what  was  that  language  ?  I  said  — >  as  a 
summary  of  the  debate,  the  materials  of 
which  must  be  familiar  to  almost  all  now 
present — that  when  the  Resolutions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  reported,  it 
was  my  opinion  that,  from  what  had  oc- 
curred to-night,  we  might  judge  what  ele- 
ments of  confusion  had  been  introduced 
into  our  proceedings.  I  will  only  say  this, 
that  if  that  be  langusge  which,  under  the 
circumstances,  has  never  been  used  by  a 
Prime  Minister,  a  Prime  Minister  has  never 
used  for  the  occasion  appropriate  and  sen- 
sible language.  If  anyone  had  been  pre- 
sent at  these  debates,  and  had  heard  the 
various  propositions  that  were  made  in 
consequence  of  the  passing  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Resolutious,  so  contrary 
to  one  another,  so  considerable  in  their 
operation  and  in  their  influence,  and  indi- 
cating the  opinion  of  various  seetions  of 
this  House,  representing,  I  have  no  doubt 
faithfully,  the  opinion  of  large  portions  of 
the  population  of  this  country — I  say,  if 
anyone  had  been  present,  and  had  heard 
those  propositions,  and  would  not  admit 
that  they  indicated  the  confusion  of  the 
public  mind,  in  consequence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  propoeala,  he  would  re- 
frain from  making  ao  admission  which  I 
am  sure  every  frank  and  candid  nature 
would  willingly  allow.  More  than  thist  I 
say  that  what  has  oecoired  to  nigbt  ia  an 
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indieation  of  itiU  further  oonfosion  on  the 
•abject  ;  and  I  cannot  doubt  that  long 
before  we  can  arrive  at  anything  like  a 
settlement  of  this  question,  we  shall  have 
among  the  propositions  made  in  this  House 
—  and  made  from  different  sides  of  the 
House* — some  that  will  much  affect  the 
present  discipline  and  disposition  of  parties, 
because  they  will  more  faithfully  refloct 
the  conscience  and  the  convictions  of  the 
country.  Sir,  I  shall  not  condescend  to 
notice  at  length  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham.  He  says 
that  when  it  was  my  duty  to  make  a  com- 
munication to  the  House,  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  which  I  certainly  wished 
to  make — as  I  hope  I  did  make  it— in  a 
manner  not  unbecoming  the  occasion— >I 
was  at  once  "  pompous  and  servile."  Well, 
Sir,  if  it  suits  the  heat  of  party  acrimony 
to  impute  such  qualities  to  me,  any  Gen- 
tleman may  do  so ;  but  I  am  in  the  me- 
mory and  in  the  feeling  of  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House— and  fortunately 
there  are  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this 
House— *they  will  judge  of  the  accuracy 
of  this  representation  of  my  conduct.  It 
is  to  their  feeling  and  to  their  sentiment 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  I  must 
appeal;  and  no  words  of  mine,  if  the  charge 
be  true,  can  vindicate  me.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  he  willmake  no  charge 
against  me — and  then  he  makes  insinua- 
tions which,  if  he  believes,  he  ought  to 
bring  forth  boldly  as  charges.  I  defy  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  notwith- 
standing his  stale  invective,  to  come  down 
to  this  House  and  substantiate  any  charge 
of  the  kind  which  he  has  presumed  only 
to  insinuate.  Let  him  prefer  those  charges ; 
I  will  meet  him  ;  and  I  will  appeal  to  the 
verdict  only  of  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the 
same  side  of  the  House  as  himself. 

Mr.  NBWDEGATE  said,  that  heshould 
not  notice  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  nor 
the  personalities  which  had  been  bandied 
about  between  the  leading  Members  of  the 
House.  He  desired  to  recall  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  main  issue — to 
the  discovery  of  that  night.  From  the 
statement  last  made  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber.for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
it  was  clear  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  differ- 
ence between  the  two  parties  was  this— 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire declared  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intended  to  endow  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  and  other  denominations  in  Irelandf 
but  not  out  of  the  property  of  the  Irish 

Mr.  Ditraeli 


Church.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  did  not 
believe  they  had  any  such  intention.  This, 
however,  was  now  clear :  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  himself  pro- 
posed to  take  the  property  of  the  Protes- 
tant Church,  and  to  give  it  to  the  Roman 
Catholics.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  he  had  voted  against  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bury  St.  Edmunds 
(Mr.  Greene),  because  he  might  wish  to  ap- 
ply part  of  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
to  denominational  schools.  There  were 
schools  in  Ireland  belonging  to  monastic 
and  conventual  establishments  connected 
with  the  Church  of  Rome.  It  was  pro- 
bably for  the  purpose  of  endowing  these 
Popish  schools  or  establishments  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aought  to  rob  the 
Church  of  Ireland. 

House  returned. 

CotONXL  STUART  KNOX  rose,  and 
asked  Mr.  Speaker  whether,  the  last  Reso- 
lution, as  it  stood,  was  within  the  fcope  of 
the  Order  of  Reference  which  bad  been 
given  to  the  Committee,  the  Resolution 
referring  to  other  things  besides  the  Es- 
tablished Church  ?  He  put  the  question 
because  the  Chairman  seemed  to  have  some 
doubt  on  the  point. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  begged  to  remind  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  the  Reso- 
lutions had  not  yet  been  reported  to  him. 

Thb  chairman  then  brought  up 
the  Resolutions,  and  the  first  three  were 
agreed  to  without  comment. 

On  Question,  **  That  the  fourth  and  last 
Resolution  be  agreed  to," 

Colonel  STUART  KNOX  again  ap- 
pealed to  the  Speaker  to  say  whether  it 
came  within  the  Order  of  Reference. 

Mb.  speaker  replied,  that  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  was  the  proper  judge 
of  those  matters  which  came  under  his 
notice  while  in  Committee.  lie  could  not 
interfere  with  the  decision  of  the  Chairman 
at  the  auggestion  of  an  individual  Member. 
To  authoriae  him  to  do  so  the  Question 
must  be  brought  before  him  by  direction  of 
the  House. 

Colonel  STUART  KNOX  begged  to 
move  that  tlie  Question  be  raised,  and  that 
the  Chairman  be  requested  to  state  his 
opinion.     ["  No»  no !  "] 

Resolutions  reported ; 

1.  ''That  it  is  neoetsary  that  tho  Estoblithed 
Churoh  of  Ireland  should  oeass  to  exist  as  a° 
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of  a  Reform  Bill  for  Ireland ;  bot  bejond 
that  thej  were  not  inclioed  to  go.  The 
Bill  waft  divided  into  two  heads,  that  of 
the  franchise,  and  that  of  the  re-diitriba- 
tioD  of  aeatt.  Aa  to  the  borough  francbite, 
he  admitted  that  there  was  mueh  to  be 
said  in  faTour  of  the  coarse  that  Govern- 
ment had  taken  in  availing  themselros  of 
the  line  drawn  by  the  exitting  law  of  rating 
under  the  Poor  Law  sjstem»  and  fixing 
the  franchise  at  a  £4  rating.  He  mnat. 
however,  say  that  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  maintain  the  county  fran- 
chise at  the  figure  at  which  it  at  present 
stood— namely,  £12.  He  admitted  that 
when,  in  1866,  he  himself  introduced  a 
Reform  Bill  for  Ireland  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  lower  the  county  franchise  ;  but 
the  state  of  things  had  since  then  materi- 
ally altered.  After  the  great  reduction 
which  had  been  effected  in  the  county  fran- 
chise in  England,  and  when  it  was  proposed 
to  reduce  it  in  Scotland,  it  would  be  very 
difficult  to  persuade  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  be  satisfied  with  a  Franchise  Bill  that 
left  the  county  franchise  at  its  present 
rate ;  while  the  reduction  of  the  borough 
franchise  would  add  but  a  very  small  num- 
ber to  the  total  of  the  electors.  So  long 
as  eighteen  years  ago,  an  £8  franchise 
was  proposed  for  Irish  counties  by  Earl 
Russell  ;  and  therefore  it  was  hardly  pos- 
sible that  now  a  .£12  franchise  would  bo 
agreed  to.  He  did  not  believe  that  a  lower 
franchise  would  produce  a  very  different 
constituency  ;  but,  at  all  eventi,  it  would 
be  a  more  extended  and  more  popular  fran- 
chise. As  to  tlie  proposed  re-distribution 
of  seats,  there  was  scarcely  anything  in 
that  portion  of  the  Bill  to  which  he  could 
give  assent;  and  to  the  greater  part  of  the 
proposals,  he  thought  that  there  were  most 
serious  objections.  It  was  quite  true  that 
the  towns  of  Ireland  were  eomparatirely 
small  in  number  of  population,  and  were 
inferior  in  valuation  to  the  counties ;  but 
he  held  this  to  be  a  sound  principle  for  an 
Irish  Reform  Bill,  that  the  transfer  from 
the  borough  representation  to  the  county 
representation  should  be  confined  within 
the  smallest  possible  limits.  The  eonnty 
representation  of  Ireland,  however  respec- 
table and  important,  was  of  an  extremely 
uniform  and  monotonous  character ;  for  the 
constituency  consisted  almost  exclusively 
of  landlords  and  tenants.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  boroughs,  though  somewhat  in- 
significant when  eompared  with  the  great 
towna  of  England  and  Scotland,  were 
important  aa  oeaaUta  ^1  i«^fraiw^v«!0H&% 


Establiabment,  due  regard  being  hod  to  all  per- 
foiml  interests  and  to  all  individual  rights  of  pro- 
pertj." 

9.  "  That,  snbjeot  to  the  foregoing  considera- 
tloni,  it  ii  expedient  to  prevent  the  creation  of 
new  personal  interests  by  the  exercise  of  any  pub* 
lie  patronage,  and  to  confine  the  operations  of  the  j 
Bcelesiastioal  Commissioners  of  Ireland  to  objects 
of  immediate  necessitjr,  or  such  as  inyoWc  indi- 
vidual rights,  pending  the  final  decision  of  Parlia- 
ment.*' 

S.  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Kajesty,  humbly  to  pray  that,  with  a  view  to 
preventing,  by  legislation  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, the  oreation  of  new  personal  interests  through 
the  exercise  of  any  publio  patronage,  Her  Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  place  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Parliament,  Her  interest  in  the  temporap 
lities  of  the  Archbishoprics,  Bishoprics,  and  other 
Eoolesiastical  Dignities  and  Benefices  in  Ireland, 
and  in  the  custody  thereof." 

4.  "  That  when  legislative  effect  shall  have  been 
given  to  the  First  Resolution  of  this  Committee, 
respecting  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland,  it 
is  ri/^ht  and  necessary  that  the  Grant  to  Maynooth 
and  the  Regium  Donum  bo  discontinued,  due  re- 
gard being  had  to  all  personal  interests," 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

JUiotveii,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  humbly  to  pray  that,  with  a  view  j 
to  preventing,  by  legislation  during  the  present  I 
Session,  the  creation  of  new  personal  interests  . 
through  the  exercise  of  any  public  patronage.  Her  ! 
Majesty  would  be  graciously  pleased  to  place  at  | 
the  disposal  of  Parliament,  Her  interest  in  the 
temporalities  of  the  Archbishoprics,  Bishoprics, 
and  other  Ecclesiastical  Dignities  and  Benefices 
in  Ireland,  and  in  the  custody  thereof.  —  (ifr. 
OlaUtone.) 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 


REPRESENTATION  OF   THE   PEOPLE 

(IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  71.] 

(TAs  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Disraeli,  The  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (TAe  Earl  of  Mayo,) 

Mb.  CniCHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  tbat  be  rose  on  bis  own  part,  and  on 
tbe  part  of  tbose  who  sat  near  bim,  to  say 
tbat  they  bad  no  intention  of  opposing  tbe 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  At  the  same 
time,  he  wished  to  say  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  most  of  those  who  sat  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  there  were  many  important 
points  in  the  Bill  upon  which  it  would  be 
their  duty  in  Committee  to  raise  some 
serious  discussions  and  propose  some  im- 

e>rtant  changes.     In  fact,  they  took  the 
in  on  its  second  reading  as  the  foundation 


Bnd  were  the  nnlj'  tncftni  by  wliich  Tsrioiis 
intoresia  cnulil  find  rflpreE-cnlatlaii  iit  llie 
Ilouae.  Purdior,  na  IriBli  (iroaporitj  dc- 
Tolnped  itaelF  and  Ifelniid  cenaed  to  ba  nil 
eicliKtivelj  agricultural  countrj,  the  im- 
portftncQ  of  the  lowna  would  OTer;  year 
iiicrcnte.  He  objeetod  to  the  proposed 
rc-(1islribulion,  beoaiiie  U  nas  not  founded 
upon  an;  dialinol  rule  or  governed  bj  an; 
standard  of  popuUlion,  oF  elector!  or  of 
prapert;;  and  not  being  founded  upon  any 
rul?,  llio  inhemo  would  requirn  jnatiiication 
in  ever;  partieular  instance.  lie  held  that  if 
small  Iriiilibarou);lia  wore  to  bo  d  i  if  ranch  iaed, 
the  aysteni  ahoutd  haTO  been  the  ono  whicli 
had  nniforml;  been  adopted  in  former  Billt, 
thai  of  taking  the  boroughs  inialleit  in 
populaliun;  but  the  Governnient  bad  passed 
OT«r  soma  of  tlio  smallest  boroughs,  and 
liad  eitinguisbed  borongiia  thnt  had  a  fnr 
■trongor  clotm  for  reprcsentatinn.  He 
thought  that  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  in  favoui'  of  a  system  of  grouping  at 
applied  to  Iriah  boraitgbs.  lie  furlbet  ob- 
jected to  tbe  propoailion  to  transfiT  the 
borough  Members  to  countioa;  and  it  wns,  st 
nil  ereuls,  s  new  thing  tu  divide  a  oouniy 
into  two  unequal  parts,  and  any  that  two- 
thirds  of  tbe  county  should  return  two  Mem- 
bers, and  that  the  other  third  part  should  be 
formed  into  a  separate  electoral  disirii:!  to 
return  one  Member  to  Parliament.  Whilst 
their  had  oat  thought  it  right  in  the  case 
of  enunlies  to  give  a  third  Member  to  the 
whole  conBtitiiency,  yot  tbcy  diil  Jii  tliis 
way  giia  the  tliirJ  Member  to  the  ciiy  uf 
Dublin.  Tliofio  wore  the  principal  points 
which,  so  fnr  na  ha  knaiv,  i[  would  bo  their 
duly  to  raisf  in  Commitlee, 

Colonel  FREXCU,  who  bnd  given  No- 
tice of  bii   ■  ■  ■  ■      ~  ■■ 


■Olid    t 


ttin 


aid.  that  lie  though 
hardly  in  accorJanco  with  the  rules  of 
Parliamentary  courtesy  for  the  ri:;ht  hen. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  Porteicue)  to  state  hi» 
own  opinienB  at  that  time,  when  he  (Colonel 
French)  had  adialinct  Notice  in  opposition 
to  tlie  Bill  upon  the  Pnpcr.  The  Goverti- 
nient  Etatcd  that  one  of  the  principal  rea- 
sons for  continuing  in  Office  was  their  de- 
sire to  carry  out  Kcfarm  Bills  for  Ireland 
nnd  Scotland.  So  far  as  he  and  those 
who  acted  with  him  were  concerned,  the 
Government  need  not  burden  themseWea 
with  BQch  nn  Office,  for  there  was  not  a 
single  portion  of  the  Irish  Bill  with  which 
they  were  cuntent.  Tlie  Bill  was  objec- 
tionable from  the  beginning  to  the  end, 
I  and,  judging  from  the  numerous  Notices 
Mr.  CAieliesfer  /■Wkicitt: 


gi»en  by  his  hon.  Friends  fri 
in  regard  to  the  Scotch  Bil 
equally  dissttis6ed  with  the 
sure.  As  regarded  this  B 
matter  of  perfect  iadilTerence 
dissolution  of  Parliament  look 
or  after  tbe  passing  of  ihc  I 
al  tbe  Irish  Members  belicrc 
Porliament  would  give  Ireland 
It  was  remarkable  that  in  this 
tliere  woi  no  lefereneo  to  the 
allud. 
e  that 


Bill.  Was  it  to  bo  bor 
county  franchise  was  to  bo  i 
170,0t)0.  and  that  not  a  single 
be  added  to  tbe  Iri»b  county  c 
and  that  only  9,000  voles 
added  to  tlie  Irish  borough  c 
when  the  English  borough  cooa 
lu  be  increased  to  iho  extent  • 
IIebelieTedthat.iftheBillweri 
allogciher  the  Ilnuse  would  be 
A  really  good  measure  with  as 
diiiun  as  would  enable  them  t< 
but  he  would  not  make  the  Mm 
he  hud  given  Notice,  but  wouli 
certain  the  views  of  those  wt 
him  upon  the  Opiioailiun  Bench 

Mr.  IIEARDEN,  who  had 
upon  the  Paper  deelnring  (hat  i 
dient  that  an  Irish  Kefurm 
provide  fur  resident  manhood  si 
vote  by  b&lloli  that  no  borongh 
disfrnnchised;  and  that  the  rep 
of  Ireland  should  be  plaied  on  : 
witli  that  of  Engl.ind  and  Wnlci 
one  Member  for  every  40,0U0  of 
— said,  he  would  nut  offer  any  i 
to  tlLO  second  reading  of  tbe  Bill 
that  Amendment  ;  lint  would 
himself  tlie  riybt  of  moving  Ar 
in  Cemmillce.  At  the  snmo 
Ihonglit  Ireland  was  not  rcceii 
J[iatice  with  EnglrinJ  in  her  reprc 
and  he  aliouhl  be  able  to  prove  in  ( 
that,  from  her  population,  her  io 
exports,  and  her  revenue  Irelan 
titled  to  169  >leinbcrs  if  she  m 
n  footing  of  equality  with  En) 
Wales  in  regard  to  her  represent 

Mn.    PEEL  DAWSON  «pr 
ippointmenl   that,  in  the  porti 


Bill    : 


ing    I 


justice  had  not  been 


iore  of  n 
rof  tbe 


laillo 


0  the 
heth. 
tof 


The  Ccns'uBoriS61  sIk 
out  of  the  total  population  of 
amounting  to  5.790,1100,  the  pop 


1958        Sipreantatton  of  the         (Mat  7,  1868)         PiopU  {JO^ikni)  BOt.       1954 


Ulster  was  1,915,000,  or  ozaetly  one-third 
of  the  whole.  But,  of  the  105  Memhers 
returned  from  Ireland,  only  29,  or  little 
more  than  a  fourth,  came  from  the  Northern 
province.  If  its  due  proportion,  therefore, 
were  allotted,  Ulster  should  have  35  Mem- 
bers. Contrasted  with  the  other  provinces 
of  Ireland,  the  injustice  was  still  more 
striking.  Ulster  had  a  population  greater 
bj  500,000  than  that  of  Monster,  yet 
Ulster  had  only  two  Members  additional. 
The  population  of  Leinster  was  1,452,000, 
as  against  1,915,000  in  Ulster  ;  yet  Lein- 
ster had  34  representatives,  while  Ulster 
had  only  29.  Contrasted  with  Scotland, 
the  anomaly  was  even  more  strikin((.  Un- 
der the  proposed  arrangements,  Scotland 
would,  in  future,  return  at  least  60  Mem- 
bers; Ulster,  with  a  population  equal  to 
two-thirds  of  that  of  Scotland,  would  upon 
that  scale  be  entitled  to  40  representatives. 
The  people,  moreover,  had  a  common 
origin,  and  were  very  similar  in  character 
and  pursuits.  Judging  by  the  Irish  stan- 
dard, Ulster  would  thus  be  entitled  to  35 
Members;  and  if  the  Scotch  precedent 
were  acted  upon,  she  ought  to  have  40. 
He  regretted  that  the  system  of  grouping 
had  not  been  introduced  into  the  Irish  Bill. 
That  system  had  been  found  to  work  ad- 
vantageously in  Scotland  and  Wales,  and 
he  did  not  see  why  it  should  not  be  tried 
in  Ireland.  Under  such  a  system  several 
excellent  districts  might  have  been  created 
in  the  North  of  Ireland.  In  Armagh, 
Lnrgan  and  Portadown  would  have  formed 
a  good  constituency,  with  a  population  of 
16,000 ;  and  Newtownards  and  Ballymena 
might  be  similarly  associated.  The  county 
of  Antrim  should  be  divided  into  two  parts 
for  representation,  and  he  thought  the  city 
of  Londonderry  possessed  superior  claims 
to  Galway  in  the  same  respect.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  the  representation  of  the 
North  should  be  strengthened,  even  al- 
though it  should  be  done  at  the  expense 
of  the  South.  He  was  willing  to  accept 
the  proposition  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  franchise.  He  congratulated 
them  on  not  lowering  the  county  franchise 
below  the  figure  at  which  it  was  proposed 
to  fix  it.  He  did  not  quite  approve  the 
reduction  of  the  franchise  in  the  boroughs, 
as  ho  feared  it  might  have  an  injurious 
effect  in  certain  towns  in  which  disaflfection 
was  said  to  exist;  but  he  did  not  think  the 
Government  had  any  choice  in  the  matter, 
because  it  would  not  be  possible  to  keep 
up  a  higher  rate  of  franchise  in  a  poorer 
county  than  that  which  had  been  decided 

VOL.  CXCI.    [thibd  siiues.] 


on  for  England.  They  most  only  tmst  to 
the  healing  influences  of  remedial  legisla- 
tion, and  to  that  spirit  of  loyalty  which 
actuated  all  persons  of  property  and  influ- 
ence in  Ireland. 

Mr.  PIM  thought  that  the  scheme  for 
the  re-distribution  of  seats  was  very  de- 
fective ;  and,  unless  it  were  improved  in 
Committee,  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  better  to  confine  the  Bill  to  the  fran- 
chise.    He  should  have  no  objection  to  see 
additional  Members  giten  to  Ulster,  if  that 
could  be  done  without  taking  them  from 
the  other  provinces.     It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  Government  ought  to  have  bad 
recourse  to  the  system  of  grouping  which 
had  worked  so  woll  in  Scotland  and  in 
Wales,  and  which  was  peculiarly  adapted 
to  the  circumstances  of  Ireland.    No  fewer 
than  eighty-four  Irish  boroughs  had  been 
disfranchised  at    the   Union.      In    many 
cases,  probably,  the  disfranchisement  took 
place  with  the  object  of  bribing  the  owners 
by   payment  for    their  interest  in   those 
boroughs.      He  thought    they    ought   to 
make  use  of  the  present  opportunit?   to 
remedy  the  error  then  committed,  and  re- 
place the  most  important  of  those  towns  in 
the   rank  of  boroughs  ;  and,   by   uniting 
them  to   some  of  the  existing  boroughs, 
form  groups,  whieh  would  be  as  Taluable  a 
portion  of  the  Irish  constituencies  as  they 
are  of  the  Scotch  and  Welsh.   He  objected 
to  ^e  proposed  disfranchisement  of  the  six 
small  boroughs,  because  it  would  weaken 
the  borough  constituencies,  and  thus  afford 
a  plausible  argument  for  giving  increased 
representation  to  the  counties  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  boroughs  ;  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  wrong  to  decrease  the  borough 
representation.     The  large  and  important 
county  of  Cork  had  certainly  a  strong  claim 
to  be  divided  into  two  ridings,  and  to  return 
four  Members  instead  of  two  ;  but  no  valid 
reason  had  been  shown  for  taking  these 
additional   members   from    the   boroughs. 
The  electors  in  boroughs  were  generally 
much  more   independent   in    their   action 
than  the  electors  in  counties  ;  and  it  would 
therefore,   bo  decidedly  a  loss  to  the  in- 
dependence  of   the   constituencies   if  the 
borough    representation    was    diminished. 
Another  objection  to  the  Government  pro- 
posal as  to  the  six  small  boroughs  iraa  that, 
supposing  their  plan   of    franchise   to  bo 
affirmed,  a  large  number  of   the  present 
electors  in  these  boroughs  would   be  de- 
prived of  the  franchise,  as  they  would  lose 
the  right  of  voting  in  the  l>oroughs  ;  and 
their  qualification  is  not  sufficient  to  entitle 


Uembori  to  an  MeroberB  fitting  tor  ciliea 
and  boroughs.  Surelj,  looking  at  theie 
numberi  in  Qroat  BHism,  no  one  could 
think  of  propoiing  an;  further  reduction  in 
the  city  or  borougli  repreKenUtion  of  Ire- 
land, no  had  Tcnturcd  to  propoie  a  ■;■■ 
teoi  oF  grouping.  He  would  not  say  thot 
it  wai  the  boat  that  could  be  deTiBcd,  aa  a 
priroie  Momber  had  not  the  information 
whicli  the  Government  could  command  ; 
and  it  was  from  the  Gorernment  that  luch 
a  propotal  ought  proporlj  (o  come.  He 
had  proposed  to  group  Sftj-lhree  towni  in 


fourl 


Kh   gro 


aTciage  population  of  about  20,000,  and 
lhB.aggrega(a  amounting  to  289,853  per- 
•om.  According  to  the  franeliise  scheme 
of  the  Qoiernment  these  groups  irould 
probably  have  about  16,700  electors,  and 
It  would  raise  the  whole  civic  aud  borough 
eonetituency  of  Ireland  to  about  1,048,000 
inhabitants  and  57,000  electori.  Ho  could 
not  help  expressing  bis  surprise  that  the 
GoTernment  did  not  contemplala  bealow- 
IDg  D  third  Ucmber  upon  the  tliriiing  and 
important  borough  of  Belfast  — an  addition 
which  oujcht  also,  in  his  opinion,  to  be 
made  to  tbe  representation  of  Cork.  He 
desired,  moreoTor,  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  It  was  not  proposed  to  give  a 
Member  to  Kingstown,  which,  if  repre- 
sented, would  rank  fifth  in  regard  to  popu- 
lation, and  fourth  in  regard  to  wealth,  of 
the  borough*  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  VANCE,  in  epile  of  the  criticism 
which  had  been  bestowed  upon  the  tnea- 
Bure,  regarded    it  nB   one  which,  on  the 


the  town  popMi 
cnt  than  the  Mi 
the  people  of  lb 
had  the  bononr 
independent,  bi 
ing  borough,  a 
neousaid;  bolt 
CBBB  in  other  Iii 
long  ago  conta 
Member  (Mr.  P 
Ilia  supporter!  ' 
mously  indepsH 
dered  showed  t 
penses  of  the  I 
not  less  than  7j 
pounds.  That  I 
known  ID  theN< 
eharacleriied  I 
dence  which  th* 
forefathers.  Is 
hope  that  the 
increased  repm 
Ireland. 

Mb.  Sbrjbu 
oppose  the  sebM 
Dublin,  as  the 
Tented.  It  depi 
independent  elei 
plied,  ond  it  groi 
without  making 
should  not  lose  i 
Bin  itself,  he  ' 
because  he  th«i 
enfraoohisemeDl 
cieni.  And  thi 
waa  onlycalcula 
of  those  who  at 
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the  independent  representation  of  the  toirni 
of  Lurgan  and  Portado^n,  in  the  county  of 
ArmA|;h,  on  the  ground  of  their  increased 
population  and  importance.  Ho  felt  bound 
to  insist  tliat  the  representation  of  Ireland 
•hould  be  treated  in  tho  same  liberal  man- 
ner as  tliat  of  Scotland. 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGENT  trust- 
ing that  the  Bill  would  paas  in  an  altered 
form,  thought  it  unwise  to  opposo  the 
second  reading.  Its  provisions  violated  the 
principles  of  the  English  Bill.  One  was 
that  no  borough  should  be  disfranchised  ; 
and  this  Bill  disfranchised  six.  There 
were  more  borough  Members  than  county 
Members  for  England  ;  Ireland  had  sixty- 
four  county  to  thirty- nine  borough  Mem- 
bers ;  and  yet  it  was  proposed  to  reduce 
the  borough  and  increase  the  county  repre- 
aentation.  To  transfer  counties  to  boroughs 
without  reducing  the  county  franchise  was 
to  restrict  rnther  than  extend  the  franchise. 
The  difficulty  was  to  lower  the  franchise 
in  tho  poorer  county  to  the  same  compara- 
tif  e  point  as  in  the  richer  ;  but  he  believed 
it  would  be  necessary  to  make  a  consider- 
able alteration  in  its  provisions  regarding 
this  point. 

Sia  HERVET  BRUCE  confessed  ho 
bad  no  timorous  feelings  regarding  the 
reduction  of  the  franchise,  and  expected 
that,  in  that  lower  stratum,  they  would  6nd 
an  amount  of  support  on  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  little  calculated.  It  was 
against  the  elaborate  scheme  of  grouping 
embodied  in  the  Bill  that  he  now  rose  to 
protest — a  system  that  worked  badly  both 
in  Wales  and  Scotland,  and  which  he 
should  be  sorry  to  see  forced  upon  Ireland. 
Those  who  represented  small  constituen- 
cies in  Ireland  like  to  have  them  to  them- 
selves, and  therefore  he  trusted  it  would  be 
energetically  resisted  by  Irish  Members. 
It  stood  to  reason  that  a  town  would  be 
bettor  able  to  give  expression  to  its  own 
interests  when  it  stood  by  itself  than  when 
it  was  grouped  with  one  forty  or  fifty  miles 
apart. 

Mr.  BRADT  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  if,  in- 
deed, it  contained  any  principle  whatever. 
Household  suffrage  was  granted  in  Eng- 
land but  denied  to  Ireland.  lie  objected 
to  the  £A  '*  hard  line ''  borough  franchise. 
Ha  altogether  objected  to  the  £12  county 
fraochite,  and  thought  it  ought  to  be  re 
duced  to  £7,  because  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  lived  in  small  tenements,  lie 
compared  the  different  franchises  existing 
in  England  with  those  proposed  to  be  given 


to  Ireland,  and  contended  that,  in  this  re- 
spect, Ireland  was  most  unfairly  dealt  with. 
Were  it  not  for  his  belief  that  the  Bill 
would  be  materially  altered  in  Committee, 
he  should  second  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Colonel  French)  that  it  should  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  ESMONDE  said,  that  in  Committee 
ho  should  call  attention  to  the  freeman 
franchise. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said,  as  hesUted  when 
the  noble  Earl  introduced  the  Bill,  that  ho 
could  not  see  that  any  principle  which  had 
been  hitherto  proposed  or  accepted  by  tho 
House  had  governed  him  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  it,  he  might,  perhaps,  be  permitted, 
in  justification  of  that  opinion,  which  was 
expressed   at   the    moment,  to  say    that, 
having  since  had   the  opportunity  of  more 
carefully  considering  the  clauses  which  re- 
ferred to  the  re-distribution  of  scats,  that 
he  was  confirmed  in  his  opinion,  and  that 
he  felt  that  that  opinion  could   be    fully 
sustained.     They  had  had  during  the  last 
Session,   in  many  and  protracted  debates 
which  some  of  them,  at  least,  on  this  side 
of  the  House  heard  with  weariness,  a  policy 
announced  and  insisted  upon  with  reference 
to  a  reform   of  the  English   constituency 
which  had  been   disregarded  in  the   Bill 
proposed  for  Ireland.    The  House  will  per- 
mit him  to  call  their  attention  to  the  com- 
parative position  of  the  English  boroughs, 
as  fixed  by  the  English  Bill,  and  tho  dis- 
franchisement  of  the  Irish  boroughs  and 
the  distribution  of  the   Members  proposed 
to  be  liberated.     In   England  there  were 
no  less  than  twenty-two  boroughs  sending 
Members  to  Parliament  of  a  population  less 
than  6.000.     There  were  ten  boroughs  of 
a  population  less  than  5.000.     There  were 
twenty-two  boroughs  of  a  population  less 
than  Bandon,  eighteen  less  than  Cashel, 
nine    less   than    Kinsale,    five    less    than 
Downpatrick,  and  four  less  than  Dungan- 
non.     Upon  what  principle,  then,  by  what 
modo    of  calculation   bad  the  noble    Karl 
arrived  at  the  determination  to  disfranchise 
those  five  Irish  boroughs,  and  what  did  be 
do  with  the  fife  Members  f     He  gave  one 
to  the  minority  in  Dublin.      It  was  pretty 
clear  what  class  of  men  that  minority  would 
return.     Certainly  not  one  who  would  add 
to  the  Liberal  ranks  in  that  House.     He 
selected  four  baronies  in  Tipperary  to  form 
a  new  constituency — being  perfectly  well 
aware  that  those  four  baronies  were  Con- 
servative, and  would  send  a  Member  to  aid 
tho  Conservative  party  to  Parliament.  [The 
Earl  of  MikTo  said,  he  had  heard  that  a 
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result  entirely  different  woald  be  the  case.] 
He  thought  he  was  as  well  informed  on 
that  point  as  the  noble  Earl ;  but  of  this 
he  was  quite  satisfied,  that  the  four  fa- 
voured baronies  to  which  he  had  referred 
would  never  have  the  opportunity  afforded 
tliem  which  the  noble  Earl  proposed  to 
give  them,  as  they  would  not  permit  his 
arrangement  to  be  carried  into  effect.  The 
other  Members  were  given  with  the  same 
intention  to  divisions  of  counties  which 
were  safe  seats  for  the  noble  EarKs  party, 
and  doubtless  if  his  Bill  were  carried  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  stood,  it  would  be  a  very 
favourable  party  measure.  Although  he 
(Mr.  O'Beirne)  had  no  intention  of  offering 
any  opposition  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  as  he  desired  to  affirm  the  principle 
that  a  Reform  Bill  was  very  necessary  for 
Ireland,  he  assented  to  it  only  in  principle ; 
and  he  believed  that  little  of  it  beyond  the 
Preamble  would  bo  accepted  by  the  House, 
as  they  were  strong  enough  on  that  side  to 
frame  such  a  measure  as  would  be  a  fair 
and  useful  one  for  the  counties.  He  quite 
understood  a  party  measure  being  produced. 
He  could  understand  every  effort  of  inge- 
nuity would  be  exercised  to  win  some 
strength  by  such  a  move  ;  but  he  confessed 
he  was  not  prepared  for  the  introduction  of 
a  Bill  such  as  that  before  them,  which  so 
openly  and  undisguisedly  exposed  the  ob- 
jects of  its  framer.  An  astute  Minister 
might  have  wrapped  up  to  some  extent  his 
designs  ;  but  the  noble  Earl  had  not  done 
00.  They  knew  what  was  intendedi  and 
he  had  no  doubt  whatever  that  they  would 
yet  succeed  in  framing  a  good  and  useful 
measure,  differing  in  all  essential  points 
from  that  now  on  the  table.  As  he  had 
said,  he  had  risen  to  set  himself  right  with 
the  House.  He  had  proved,  he  thought, 
that,  so  far  as  disfranchisement  and  re-dis- 
tribution, there  was  neither  reason,  prin- 
ciple, nor  justice  in  the  proposal,  and  he 
had,  therefore,  only  to  add,  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  which  must  be  made  a 
good  one  in  Committee. 

Mr.  G.  morris  protested  against  the 
grouping  scheme  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pim).  He  sug- 
gested that,  in  accordance  with  the  Eng- 
lish Act,  a  schedule  should  be  attached 
authorizing  the  payment  of  carriage  hire 
to  bring  up  the  voters  of  boroughs  to  the 
poll,  where,  like  Galway,  the  borough 
runs  for  a  considerable  distance  into  the 
county. 

Mr.    STACPOOLE    objected    to    the 

Mr,  O'Beime 


grouping  scheme  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  remarked  that  the 
Bill  did  not  give  the  same  advantage  to 
Ireland  as  was  given  by  the  English  Bill 
to  England.  He  supported  the  second 
reading;  but  held  himself  perfectly  free  to 
make  any  alterations  in  the  Bill  in  Commit- 
tee. He  thought  the  ballot  absolutely 
essential  to  the  protection  of  the  voters. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  at  any  length,  as  the 
principles  involved  in  the  Bill  were  rather 
in  the  nature  of  details,  which  would  be  best 
discussed  and  disposed  of  in  Committee. 
He  was  rather  surprised  to  hear  the  objec- 
tions which  had  been  urged  to  the  Bill  on 
the  ground  of  supposed  differences  from  the 
English  Act.  It  was  based  on  principles 
which  were  identical  with  those  of  the 
English  Act.  The  county  franchise  was 
put  at  precisely  the  same  figure,  and  the 
borough  franchise  was  also  the  same,  being 
given  to  every  tenant  who  paid  poor-rates. 
It  was  quite  true  that  circumstances  had 
arisen  in  Ireland  that,  at  an  early  period, 
would  render  an  alteration  in  the  principle 
of  valuation  necessary;  but  that  was  a  ques- 
tion of  valuation,  not  of  the  franchise. 
There  was  no  substantial  reason  why  the 
county  franchise  should  be  lower  in  Ireland 
than  in  England.  With  regard  to  the 
borough  franchise,  the  point  at  which  an 
occupier  became  liable  to  pay  rates  was  £4; 
belotv  that  amount  the  occupier  was  exempt 
from  the  payment  of  rates ;  therefore, 
adopting  residence  and  personal  payment 
of  rates  as  the  qualification,  they  could  not 
take  any  other  amount.  So  much  for  the 
franchise  ;  and  he  could  not  but  hope  that 
this,  by  far  the  most  important  portion  of 
the  Bill«  would  be  adopted  by  the  House, 
being  essentially  the  same  as  that  adopted 
by  the  House,  after  much  consideration,  for 
England.  With  regard  to  the  re-distriba- 
tion,  perhaps  the  most  interesting  portion, 
the  statements  made  to-night  did  not  lead 
him  to  believe  that  it  was  probable  any 
single  scheme  of  re-distribution  that  could 
be  proposed  would  be  more  acceptable,  be- 
cause no  sooner  did  any  Member  propose  a 
different  scheme  than  it  was  immediately 
disapproved  by  others  who  followed.  It 
was  impossible  to  establish  a  system  of 
grouping  that  would  improve  and  elevate 
the  borough  representation.  In  the  great 
portion  of  Ireland — certainly  in  three  pro- 
vinces— there  were  no  materials  for  a  satis- 
factory increase  of  the  representation  at  all. 
The  Government  proposed  in  the  place  of 
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BIX  of  the  Terj  small  ineigniOeant  boroughs 
to  create  some  very  Urge,  influential,  and 
independent  constituencies.     Surely,  in  a 
country  where  agriculture  formed  the  prin- 
cipal staple  of  industry,  it  was  reasonable  to 
take  the  representatives  from  these  small 
boroughs,  which,  if  they  represented  any- 
thing  at  all,  represented  agriculture,  and 
give  them  to  large  and  flourishing  agricul- 
tural  county   constituencies.      When   the 
GoTernment  were  taunted  with  departing 
in  this  from  the  principle  of  the  English 
Bill,  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  two  cases  were  different. 
In  Bngland  you  had  great  manufacturing 
centres  which,  until  last  year,  were  unrepre- 
sented; but  no  places  of  that  kind  existed 
in  Ireland.   If  you  represented  anything  at 
all  you  must  represent  agriculture,  and  that 
could  not  be  done  more  effectually  than  in 
the  way  proposed  by  the  Government.      It 
was    objected  that  they  had  not  drawn  a 
line,  taking  all  the  smallest  boroughs  first. 
They  had  dealt  with  five  of  the  smallest, 
and  the  only  boroughs  excepted,   taking 
them  numerically,  were  Mallow  and  Ennis- 
killen.     The  reason   for   taking   the   five 
boroughs  mentioned  in  the  Bill  was  because 
they  were  situated  in  localities  to  which  the 
representation  could  justly  and  properly  be 
transferred,  and  because  the  Government 
thought  it  better  not  to  attempt  to  move 
the  representation  from  the  localities,  but 
to   transfer   it  from   the   small   boroughs 
to  the  agricultural  constituencies  around 
them.      That    principle    had    only    been 
departed    from    in    the    case  of  Portar- 
lington,  and  that  was  a  point  to  be  dis- 
cussed   in   Committee,   as    was  also   the 
proposal  to  adopt   the  minority  principle, 
in  giving  a  third  Member  to  Dublin.     Eor 
his  own  part,  he  should  not  regret  if  the 
Committee  thought  fit  to  divide  the  city  of 
Dublin  and  give  it  three  Members  without 
adopting  the  minority  principle.     But  he 
did  attach  importance  to  giving  these  single 
Members  to  divisions  of  the  counties.     He 
thought  the  opinions   of   the  electors  in 
those  districts  would  be  much  more  ade- 
quately represented,  and  a  much  more  sa- 
*  tisfactory  principle  of  representation  would 
thereby  be  created,  than  by  turning  these 
counties  into  three-cornered  constituencies. 
The  House  would  remember  that  the  Go- 
vernment last  year  wore  no  great  advo- 
cates  of  the  minority  principle,  and  he 
should  be  sorry  to  see  it  extended  to  Ire- 
land  to   any  great   extent.     If   a  larger 
scheme  of  distribution  were  thought  neces- 
sary by  the  Committee;  he  admitted  that 


a  case  had  been  made  out  for  giving  addi- 
tional representation  to  Ulster.  As  it  was, 
unwarrantable  attacks  had  been  made  upon 
the  measure,  which  was  said  to  be  framed 
for  party  objects.  Now,  of  the  six  boroughs 
which  were  proposed  to  be  dealt  with,  three 
returned  Liberal  and  three  Conservative 
Members  ;  there  was  no  partiality  in  that 
respect,  and  he  had  never  made  any  in- 
quiries whatever  as  to  the  political  effect  of 
the  measure.  If  the  scheme  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  adopted,  he  believed  that 
the  representation,  in  a  party  sense,  would 
remain  very  much  as  it  now  was,  and  he 
repudiated  the  extraordinary  statements  of 
the  Liberal  Members  as  to  the  want  of  in- 
dependence on  the  part  of  the  southern 
constituencies.  If  a  powerful  influence 
were  exerted  in  one  direction,  an  equally 
powerful  influence  was  brought  to  bear  on 
the  other.  He  was  sorry  that  such  a  state 
of  things  should  exist  in  Ireland ;  but  it 
did  exist,  and  an  alteration  in  the  fran- 
chise was  not  likely  to  affect  it  materially. 
He  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  fairly  con- 
sidered in  Committee.  There  was  no  party 
object  to  be  gained  by  it.  He  believed 
that  the  principles  on  which  it  was  based 
were  sound,  and  the  Government  were 
only  anxious  to  pass  a  measure  which 
would  render  more  influential  and  powerful 
in  this  House  the  representation  of  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commiUed 
for  Thureday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 
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VICTORIA—THE  APPROPRIATION  ACT. 

OBSEBYATIOHS. 

LoBD  LTYEDEN,  in  risiDg  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  Correspon- 
dence respecting  aDd  arising  from  the  Non- 
enactment  of  the  Appropriation  Act   in 
Victoria  consequent  upon   the  Recall  of 
the  Governor  of  the  Colony,  said,   that 
he  could  hardly  hope,  after  the  excitement 
of  a  crisis  in  this  country,  to  attract  their 
Lordships'  minds  to  one  in  a  distant  colony 
which  was  however  of  the   utmost  im- 
portance.     But,    in   the  first  place,    he 
desired  to  say  that  in  the  remarks  which 
he  was  about  to  makci  he  was  far  from 
desiring  to  make  this  a  party  question, 
and  still  more  was  he  desirous  of  avoid- 
ing anything  like  a  personal  attack  on 
the  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment (the  Duke  of  Buckingham),  to 
whose  courtesy  he  was  ready  to  bear  his 
personal  testimony.  The  position  in  which 
the  colony  of  Victoria  now    stood    was 
this  —  Previously  to  the  year  1850  the 
colony  was  known  as  the  settlement  of 
Port  Philip.     In  1860,  however,  it  was 
constituted    a    colony ;    the  Constitution 
given  to  it  by  an  Act  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament comprised  a  Legislative  Council, 
part  of  which  was  nominative  and  part 
elective.     But  by  a  subsequent  Act  it  re- 
ceived the  usual  colonial  Constitution,  con- 
sisting of  a  Legislative  Assembly  and  a 
Legislative    Council,    the    former    being 
elected  by  a  large  constituency,  and  the 
latter  being  elected  for  a  longer  term  of 
years  by  electors  possessing  a  higher  fran- 
chise.    Between  these  two  Assemblies  had 
arisen  the  same  dispute  that  had  prevailed 
in  the  mother  country  respecting  their 
privileges,  and  the   House  of  Assembly 
had  tried  the  system  of  what  were  here 
called  "  tacks  "  by  way  of  compelling  the 
Council  to  carry  measures  which   would 
not  be  by  themselves  accepted.     In  the 
midst  of  these  contests  occurred  the  ap- 
pointment of  Sir  Charles  Dariing.     Now, 
of  Sir  Charles  Darling  he  (Lord  Lyveden) 
desired  to  speak  with  the  utmost  respect. 
He  had  filled  the  office  of  Governor  of 
difierent  colonies    under    the  Crown  for 
upwards  of  eighteen  years,  with  the  ap- 
probation of   those    Secretaries  of  State 
under  whom  he  had  served.     But  circum- 
stances of  great  difficulty  arosd  in  the  go- 
vernment of  Victoria,  in  consequence  of 
this  conflict  between  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil and  the  Legislative  Assembly.     The 
T     -'-'-^ye  Aisembly  was  what  might  be 


termed  a  Protectionist  body,  and  they,  in 
passing  the  Appropriation  Bill  of   1864, 
tacked  on  to  it  a  Protectionist  tarifiT,  under 
the  not  very  euphonious  title  of  a  Tariff 
and  Appropriation  Bill,  which,  however, 
the  Upper  House  refused  to  sanction.  This 
led  to  considerable  discussion,   in  which 
Sir  Charles  Darling  sided  with  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly,  and  the  result  was  his 
recall  by  the  Home  Government,  and  not- 
withstanding his  long  and  valuable  ser- 
vices, he  was  left  without  any  compensa- 
tion or  retiring  allowance,  or  the  chance  of 
re-appointment.      A    Committee    of    the 
Legislative  Assembly  having  investigated 
the  case,  and  desiring  to  compensate  Sir 
Charles  for  his  services,  recommended  a 
grant  of  £20,000  to  Lady  Darling,  to  avoid 
the  objection  they  knew  existed  to  a  Vote 
for  himself.    This  Vote  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  however,  failed  to  receive  the 
sanction  of  the  Upper  House.     He  (Lord 
Lyveden)  considered  that  the  matter  was 
of  the  utmost  importance  ;  for  it  really  in- 
volved the  question  whether  this  country 
should  maintain  any  control  over  the  co- 
lonies.    It  was  an  invariable  rule  that  no 
colonial  Governor  was  permitted  to  re- 
ceive, either  personally,   or  through  his 
family,  any  sum  of  money  from  the  co* 
lony  under  his  government.     Sir  William 
Molesworth,  when  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  sent  a  circular  to  the  Go-^ 
vernors  of  the  colonies  in  the   following 
terms: — 

"I  have  had  latelj  some  reason  to  sapposo 
that  a  rule,  for  tome  time  established  in  Her 
Majesty's  colonial  servioe,  is  not  uniTersally 
known.  It  is  that  which  absolutely  prohibits  the 
receipt  of  pecaniarj  or  valuable  presents  by  Go- 
▼emors  from  the  inhabitants  of  tho  colonies 
under  their  administration,  or  any  class  of  them, 
during  the  continuance  of  their  office.  It  is 
quite  unnecessary  for  me  to  detail  the  reasons  for 
this  prohibition,  which  are  cTident  of  themselres ; 
it  may  be  enough  to  say  that  they  rest  on  no  oon- 
•idcrations  affecting  the  honour  of  gentlemen 
selected  by  the  Crown  to  fill  situations  of  this 
high  importance,  but  on  the  necessity  of  preserr- 
ing  them,  in  the  eyes  of  the  public,  free  from  all 
suspicion.  2.  These  reasons  apply  to  the  receipt 
of  presents  of  the  same  description  by  a  GoTcrnor 
on  leaving  his  office  with  scarcely  loss  force  than 
during  its  continuance.  And  although  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  cannot  exercise  any  direct 
control  over  the  actions  of  gentlemen  on  the 
point  of  leaving  the  public  service,  they  feel  it 
their  duty  to  record  this  opinion,  and  to  express 
their  hope  that  it  may  be  acted  on  as  a  general 
rule." 

By  the  39  th  Colonial  Regulation,  the 
Governor  was  prohibited  from  receiving 
presents  pecuniary  or  valuable  from  the 
inhabitants  of  the  colony,  or  any  class  of 
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tbom,  duriog  the  coDtinuaiice  of  hi>  office, 
and  from  giving  Buch  presents,  and  this 
mle  is  to  be  equally  ohserred  on  leaving 
hu  office.  On  the  Vote  of  the  ARxcmbly 
coming  to  ihe  knowledge  of  Sir  Charles 
Darling,  he  sent  the  following  message  to 
the  Legialatire  Assembly  on  the  subject: — 

"  Tb»  QoTsrnor  TmI*  it  lo  be  hi*  dutj,  whilo  jft 
admiaiitarinf  tb«  goTarnrnent,  to  inlimats  tbat 
liii  bmilj  would  not  finl  *t  Ubartr  lo  uxicpl  the 
bonntj  of  the  P>rlitin»nl  and  pi-ople  of  VictarU, 
until  tba  GoTernmsnt  ahall  have  Bnt  uoerUuned 
whether  Her  Mijcitj  maj  b«  pleated  to  ligDirr 
.anj  eommandi  therein. " 
IFpon  this  message  the  Aisemblj  changed 
their  Yot«  into  an  Address  to  Her  Uajesty 
praying  her  to  allow  the  proposal.  This 
WM  forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
tbe  Colonies.  Tho  soswer  of  the  Earl  of 
Carnarron  was  aa  follow* : —  ' 

"  I  am  unable  t«  advlee  Her  Mijeitr  lo  aooeda 
te  the  requfet  It  ooniej*.  The  rule  that  a  Go- 
Temor  ahould  not  reocWe  peouniurf  or  Yaloable 
praeents  from  the  iohabitanta  of  tbe  oolon;  OTer 
wbioh  he  pmldM,  eithpr  doring  the  contlnnance 
ef  kii  oflioe  or  on  li'aving  it,  li  expreetlj  laid 
down  ID  the  Colonial  ilegulation*,  and  far  DbiioD) 
reaaons  it  baa  aloiji  twen  rigidl;  eaforoed.  It  U 
plain  that  auch  a  nils  would  ba  meralj  nugalorj 
ir  It  were  held  that  what  the  Goremor  wai  pre- 
eloded  &om  rmeiring  might  b«  properlj  giren  to 
hia  wile.  It  i*,  under  theae  ciroumataDoee,  impoa- 
Hbla  that  Her  klajailf  ibould  bo  adriaed  lo  aano- 
tiOQ  the  literal  or  •ubatantial  liolation  of  this  rule 
byanj  of  her  eerrand  :  or,  on  the  othtr  hand, 
that  tlia  acceptance  ofthe  propoaed  fift  tbould  be 
regardei]  otherwiaa  than  ai  t.  Boil  relinquiahment 
hj  Sir  Cbarlft  Darling  of  that  etrrioe,  and  of  all 
the  emolumanlB  and  expeotaliona  allaohing  to  it. 
.  .  .  .  If  fOD  deiire  to  retain  foar  oonneetion 
with  the  colonial  aerrice  of  thia  oounlrj,  jron  are 
not  Irae  to  aooept  tbe  Vote." 
Hia  Lordship  further  added — 

"  He  miul  regard  a  gilt  to  a  Goremor'a  UtaWj 
aa  cqninlent  lo  a  gift  to  the  G«remor  himielf. 
.  .  .  And  emolumenia  hj  wmj  of  poneion*  to 
Oonrnon  can  on]}  be  olaimed  upon  tbe  nnder- 
■luding  that  Iboee  who  claim  them  abatain  from 
tba  aeoeptanoe  of  emolamsnt*  wfaioh  are  probi- 
hitad  h;  tbe  rules  ofthe  earrioe." 
If  the  Ooremor  of  a  colony  were  allowed 
to  receive  through  his  family— u  in  the 
present  instance  of  the  grant  of  a  anm  of 
£-20,000  to  Lady  Darling  —  the  Crown 
would,  in  fact,  lose  all  control  over  the 
colonies  ;  and  it  would  bo  better  to  let 
them  elect  their  own  Governors  and  pay 
them.  Tho  noble  Duke  (tho  Duke  of 
Buckingham]  succeeded  tlio  noble  Earl 
(the  £url  of  Carnarvon]  as  Secretary  ol 
State;  and  the  new  Oovemar  (Sir  Uonry 
Uanners  Sutton),  in  hii  first  despatch, 
■UMdthat— 


){inating  or  paaaiog  anj  Vote  of  mone;  fur  an; 
{>urpoaa  not  recommended  in  a  Meaaage  bj  the 
ijovernor  ;  and  a  refuial  therefore  lo  eomplj  with 
[rbe  adiiea  that  Ihe  propoaed  grant  to  Lid;  Darling 
ibonid  ha  includod  in  the  Bttimalca,  which  are 
iinironnlf  tranimilted  hj  meaaage,  wonld  hara 
uaeo  in  elTeel  a  refnaal  on  hia  part  to  afford  them 
*  oonitltutional  epportnnit;  for  dlacDuing  it, 
while  hii  aequieeoenee  in  the  reeommeodation  of 
bii  adriecrs  could  not  ha  regarded  aa  implying 
iin7  peraonal  opinion  with  reaprct  to  the  poliej  of 
that  or  anf  other  item  inclndwl  in  tba  Eiiimatoa." 
That  was  a  most  extraordinary  BlalemoDt. 
He  (Lord  Lyvedcn]  submitted  that  Sir 
Henry  Uanners  Sutton  was  altogether 
mistaken  in  the  Tiew  be  took  of  the  mat- 
ter. Tbo  object  of  the  fi?th  clause  of  tho 
Constitntion  Act  was  to  prevent  the  Qo- 
vemor  from  doing  exactly  what  Sir  Henry 
Uanners  Sutton  had  done— proposing  anj 
Vote  of  money  against  the  opinion  of  tbe 
Legislative  Council  and  the  Secretary  of 
State.  The  Legislative  Assembly  never 
could  have  vote<l  the  money  anion  the 
Oovemor  had  enabled  them  to  do  so  by  send- 
ing down  his  Message.  Sir  Henry  Usnnerv 
much  support  or  advice  from  the  noble 
Sutton  in  all  this  did  not  receive  very 
Duke  ;  certainly  his  first  despatch  was  i 
very  laconic  one.     Tho  noble  Duke  said— 

"  I  baTa  the  honour  telrKnimit  to  JOB,  forjonr 
information,  tbe  accompanjing  eopj  of  a  tetter 
from  Sir   Cluriaa  Darling,  from  wbiob  joa  will 

Croeire  that  ha  bai  elected  to  relinquiih  tbe  co- 
lial  terTloe." 
The  noble  Duke  merely  informed  Mm  of 
tho  bare  fact,  and  gave  him  no  instmctioaa 
on  the  subject;  the  letter  naturally  enough 
led  to  the  inference  that  the  grant  might  be 
accepted:  and  after  such  a  despatch  they 
could  hardly  wonder  at  what  Sir  Henry 
Manners  Sutton  had  done.  Had  the  noble 
Duke  expressed  any  opinion  on  the  Vote 
to  SirCharks  Darling  the  Oovemor  would 
have  acted  on  it.  The  grant  had  been  re- 
refused  in  every  shape  by  the  Legislative 
Council,  and  Ihe  difficulty  was  proposed  to 
be  remedied  by  the  diseolnlion  of  the  As- 
sembly. The  noble  Duke  forbore  to  expreM 
any  opinion  on  this  subject  too,  and  Bvea 
approved  Sir  Henry  Uanners  Sutton's  con- 
duct in  submitting  the  Vote  to  the  As- 
sembly  ;  indeed,  he  afterwards  ssys — 

"  It  ia  not  eo  clear  and  nnmietakable  a  violatioB 
of  the  eiiating  rule  a>  lo  call  for  tbe  citraaM 
mauure  of  brbidding  tbe  GoTcraor  to  be  part/, 
anderthe  adiioe  of  hia  reaponaibia  miniatere,  lo 
tboaa  formal  Ast*  which  are  mnniMij  to  briac 
the  grant  under  tba  cooaidetslioa  of  tlie  Imu 
Paritament." 

But  upon  every  theory  of  colonial  gorem- 
ment  it  was  absolutely  incnmheDt  on  the 
noble  Duke  to  direct  the  Oavemoi  to  ^tsia 
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altogether  from  taking  the  part  he  had 
done  in  this  matter.    The  initiative  was 
given  to  the  Crown  for  *no  other  reason 
than  to  check  such  grants,  which  were 
completely  forbidden  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Colonial  Office  Eegulations. 
How  stood  the  question  now  ?     The  As- 
sembly had  been  dissolved,  and  it  appeared 
by  the  latest  accoants  the  new  Assembly 
were  very  much  of  the  same  temper  as  the 
last.     He  had  also  seen  it  stated  that  the 
Ministry  had  resigned.      He   wished  to 
know  what  course  the  noble  Duke  now 
intended  to  pursue.     He  did  not  desire  to 
express  any  opinion  in  favour  of  one  As- 
sembly or  the  other ;  but,  with  respect  to 
Sir  Charles  Darling,   he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  that  gentleman  was  entitled 
to  some  consideration  from  the  Crown.    A 
more    important  consideration,   however, 
related  to  the  action  which  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  proposed  to  take  at  the 
present  moment.     It  was  desirable  that 
the  noble  Duke  should  explain  why,  on 
one  occasion,  he  told  the  Gbvemor  that  he 
must  not  propose  the  Vote  except  on  the 
clear   understanding    that    it    might    be 
brought  before  the  Legislative  Council  in 
a  manner  to  enable  them  to  exercise  their 
discretion  without  throwing  the  colony 
into  confusion,  and  on  another  occasion 
stated  that  the  proposal  of  the  Vote  would 
not  be  so  clear  a  violation  of  the  rule  of 
the  Colonial  Office  as  to  cause  him  to  in- 
terfere to  forbid  its  proposal.     He  wished 
to  know  how  the  noble  Duke  reconciled 
those  two  statements.     This  was  an  im- 
portant question  in  reference  to  colonial 
government ;  and  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  any  discussion  which  might  arise 
on  this  subject  in  their  Lordships'  House 
would  be  extremely  advantageous,  as  tend- 
ing to  show  what  was  the  opinion  of  their 
Lordships  as  to  the  position  of  the  colony. 
In  his  mind  it  was  one  of  extreme  peril, 
and  so  it  appeared  to  the  Governor,  who 
stated  that  a  conflict  such  as  that  "which  is 
now  in  progress  strains  the  Constitution  of 
the  colony,  and  I  cannot  assert  that  the 
Constitution  can  endure  this  strain  much 
longer.     In  these  circumstances  he  hoped 
he  was  justified  in  calling  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  to  the  subject  and  asking 
some  explanation   of   the   views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Thk  Duke  op  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lyveden)  in  thinking  the  question  now 
raised  by  no  means  unimportant,  especially 
as  it  originated  from  difficulties  which  had 
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arisen  in  one  of  our  most  important  colo- 
nies. It  was  a  question,  indeed,  which 
affected  the  whole  of  our  colonial  Empire, 
and  could  not  be  over-rated.  It  had  a 
two-fold  aspect — one  in  reference  to  the 
course  to  be  pursued  in  dealing  with  colo- 
nies where  free  institutions  were  estab- 
lished, and  the  other  in  reference  to  the 
honour  and  integrity  ot  the  colonial  ser- 
vice. In  respect  of  the  latter  view — a 
proposal  had  been  made  to  grant  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  an  officer  whom  a  former 
Secretary  of  State  thought  fit  to  remover 
from  the  government  of  the  colony  with 
which  he  was  charged — an  officer  who  had 
served  long,  whose  services  had  been  com- 
mended by  previous  Colonial  Secretaries, 
and  who  relinquished  the  colonial  service  of 
the  Crown  with  the  prospect  of  receiving 
a  grant  from  the  colony  he  had  governed. 
That  was  a  circumstance  which  he  thought 
had  never  before  occurred — certainly  not 
of  late  years.  As  to  the  proposal  to  confer 
this  grant  on  Sir  Charles  Darling,  he  (the 
Duke  of  Buckingham)  thought  there  could 
not  be  two  opinions  as  to  the  impropriety 
of  the  principle  of  such  a  grant.  Enter- 
taining that  opinion,  he  had  conducted  a 
correspondence  of  some  extent  with  the 
Government  of  Victoria.  He  did  not 
think  that  it  was  necessary  that  he  should 
go  into  the  question  of  the  recall  of  Go- 
vernor Sir  Charles  Darling,  nor  as  to  the 
position  which  he  now  held.  The  matter 
clearly  resolved  into  a  question  as  to  the  con- 
duct which  he  (the  Duke  of  Buckingham) 
had  pursued  since  he  had  been  in  Office, 
and  whether  he  ought  not  to  have  taken 
means  to  prevent  the  grant  being  discussed 
in  the  Legislative  Assembly.  The  noble 
Lord  had  called  attention  to  the  origin  of 
the  proposal,  to  the  recall  of  Sir  Charles 
Darling,  and  to  the  proposal  of  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly  to  present  a  grant  of 
£20,000  to  Lady  Darling,  and  had  referred 
to  the  despatches  on  the  subject.  Before, 
however,  referring  to  those  despatches,  he 
would  dwell  for  a  moment  on  the  position 
in  which  the  question  stood  before  it  came 
under  his  cognizance.  The  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  think  that,  when  the  matter  was 
first  brought  before  him  by  the  letters  of 
Sir  Charles  Darling,  which  he  transmitted 
in  a  brief  accompanying  despatch  to  the 
colonies,  ho  ought  to  have  sent  out  instruc- 
tions that  the  Vote  was  on  no  account  to 
be  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Legislative  Assembly.  Now,  he  certainly 
should  not  have  been  indisposed,  had  he 
felt  he  had  the  power  to  act  in  consonance 
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with  his  own  feelings  on  the  subject,  to 
take  that  course  ;  but  he  had  to  take  into 
account  not  merely  the  power  wbich  the 
Oovemment  bad,  but  the  position  in  wbich 
the  whole  affair  at  the  time  stood.  Tbat 
position  was  tbat,  in  May,  1866,  certain 
Besolutions  had  been  passed  by  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Legislative  Assembly  proposing 
to  make  the  present  in  question  to  Lady 
Darling.  The  Answer  of  Sir  Charles 
Darling  to  the  Address  communicating 
the  Besolutions  were  answered  by  Sir 
Charles  in  proper  terms.  Subsequently 
to  the  Answer  of  Sir  Charles  Darling  to 
the  Address,  and  partly  in  consequence 
of  it,  an  Address  was  transmitted  to  this 
country  on  the  26th  of  May,  from  Victoria, 
requesting  that  Her  Majesty  might  be 
graciously  pleased  to  give  her  sanction  to 
the  grant.  That  despatch  reached  England 
on  the  20th  of  July  ;  and  an  answer  to  it 
was  sent  out  to  the  colony,  but  no  per- 
emptory instructions  were  given  in  that 
answer,  and  no  intimation  was  conveyed 
in  it  that  the  Address  contained  a  proposal 
the  principle  of  which  the  Government 
must  condemn.  It  was  not,  indeed,  until 
five  months  afterwards  that  his  predecessor 
had  deemed  it  necessary  to  express  his 
opinion  to  the  colony  on  the  subject  of  the 
Address,  and  that  opinion,  sent  out  in 
December,  contained  the  information  that 
its  prayer  could  not  be  complied  with.  A 
correspondence  with  Sir  Charles  Darling, 
which  extended  over  many  months,  was 
afterwards  communicated  to  the  colony, 
accompanied  by  a  letter  from  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State,  warning  the  Governor 
distinctly  that  any  grant  whatsoever  to 
any  member  of  his  family  must  be  looked 
upon  as  a  grant  to  himself,  and  that  he 
could  not  remain  in  the  colonial  service  if 
he  were  to  accept  any  such  grant.  He 
had,  therefore,  before  him  the  facts  that 
two  or  three  warnings  had  been  given  to 
Sir  Charles  Darling,  plainly  intimating  to 
him  that  such  a  grant  could  not  be  allowed 
to  be  accepted  by  him  without  the  for- 
feiture of  his  position  in  the  colonial  ser- 
vice, as  well  as  all  prospect  of  future 
employment  or  pension  under  the  Crown  ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  colonists 
had  been  told  that  the  prayer  of  their 
Address,  asking  to  be  permitted  to  make 
the  grant,  must  be  refused.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  could  not  see,  when  the 
subject  came  under  his  notice  how  any 
further  remonstrances  were  likely  to  be 
productive  of  the  slightest  effect,  or  what 
power  he  had  to  enforce  such  remonstrances 


if  made.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyveden) 
with  regard  to  the  latter  point  admitted 
that  the  question  of  the  power  of  such 
enforcement  turned  on  the  interpretation 
of  the  clause  in  the  Constitution  Act,  in 
accordance  with  which  all  money  grants  in 
the  colony  must  originate  with  the  Go- 
vernor in  the  same  way  as  in  the  House  of 
Commons  grants  of  money  must  originate, 
in  accordance  with  the  Standing  Orders, 
with  the  responsible  Ministers  of  the 
Crown.  Now,  it  might  be  said  that  under 
the  operation  of  that  clause  the  Governor 
could  have  withheld  his  assent  altogether 
from  the  Vote  recommended  by  his  respon- 
sible advisers  ;  and  ho  (the  Duke  of 
Buckingham)  was  not  prepared  to  contend 
that  such  a  power  might  not  exist.  It  was 
not  a  power,  however,  which  had  been  used 
in  the  way  in  which  it  was  suggested  it 
might  have  been  used  in  the  present  in- 
stance. The  origin  of  the  clause  in  the 
Constitution  Act  had,  in  fact,  been  ascribed 
to  the  expediency  of  protecting  the  colo- 
nists from  claims  for  unprofitable  or  reck- 
less grants  for  local  purposes,  or  not  of 
importance  to  the  colony  at  large ;  and, 
although  there  might  be,  theoretically 
speaking,  such  a  power  as  that  to  wMch 
he  had  just  alluded,  he  did  not  believe 
that  it  was  a  power  which  could  be  prac- 
tically enforced  unless  its  exercise  hap- 
pened to  be  in  accordance  with  the  general 
feeling  of  the  colonists  themselves.  He. 
at  all  events,  did  not  think  that  it  could  be 
exercised  in  opposition  to  the  will  of  their 
Legislature.  It  did  not  under  those  cir- 
cumstances appear  to  him  desirable  that 
he  should,  in  relation  to  the  particular 
grant  in  question,  enter  into  a  dispute 
with  the  colony,  of  which  the  end  could 
not  be  easily  foreseen,  and  which  must 
assume  the  form  of  an  attempt  on  the  part 
of  the  Imperial  Government  to  endeavour 
to  coerce  the  full  representative  Govern- 
ment which  had  been  given  to  the  colony. 
That  was  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had 
arrived ;  although  he  felt  at  the  same  time 
that  the  grant  was  one  which  was  objec- 
tionable in  principle,  and  which  if  carried 
into  efi^ct  would  tend  to  do  serious  harm 
to  the  colonial  service.  He  was  aware 
that  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  the 
colony  were  in  favour,  for  various  reasons, 
of  the  grant  to  Lady  Darling,  and  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  who  preceded 
him  at  the  Colonial  Office  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  had  adopted  a  wise  course  in 
not  doing  that  which  he  himself  had  ab- 
stained from  doing — taking  the  extreme 
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step  of  advising  the  Gk>yenkor  not  to  sub- 
mit such  a  Vote,  when  proposed,  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Legislatire  Conncil. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyveden)  had,  he 
might  add,  called  attention  to  two  extracts 
from  the  despatches  which  he  (the  Duke 
of  Backingham)  had  written,  which  he 
seemed  to  think  were  completely  contra- 
dictory. He  stated  that  in  the  despatch 
of  the  1st  of  January  the  GoTemor  was 
warned  that  he  ought  not.  in  a  certain 
event,  to  recommend  the  Vote  except  on 
the  understanding  that  it  was  brought  be- 
fore the  Council.  The  noble  Lord  appeared 
to  think  that  was  quite  at  variance  with 
the  paragraph  in  the  despatch  of  October, 
in  which  it  was  stated  that  as  Sir  Charles 
Darling  was  no  longer  in  the  service  of  the 
Crown  it  would  not  be  right  for  him,  as 
Secretary  of  State,  or  for  the  Governor, 
to  express  any  opinion  on  the  proposed 
grant  to  Lady  Darling.  '  As  to  the  de- 
spatch of  January  1,  if  that  Vote  had 
been  attempted  to  be  passed  in  either  of 
the  different  forms  in  which  it  had  been 
submitted,  and  if  Sir  Henry  Manners 
Sutton's  Ministers  had  failed  in  passing 
it  either  in  a  separate  form  or  by  includ- 
ingjit  in  the  Appropriation  Act,  and  if  after 
a  dissolution  they  also  failed,  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  expedient  that  Sir  Henry 
Manners  Sutton's  Ministers  should  present 
that  grant  again  in  the  same  form,  if  they 
should  think  it  right  to  submit  it  again. 
Therefore  he  gave  the  Governor  the  in- 
structions referred  to  on  the  Ist  of  January; 
but  those  instructions  in  no  way  prevented 
him  from  continuing  to  submit  the  grant, 
and  they  did  not  seem  to  him  in  any  way 
at  variance  with  what  he  wrote  in  October, 
stating  that,  as  Sir  Charles  Darling  was  no 
longer  in  the  service  of  the  Crown,  it  would 
be  right  neither  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
nor  for  the  Governor  to  express  any  opinion 
on  the  proposed  grant  to  Lady  Darling. 
That  passage  had  been  a  good  deal  criti- 
cized by  the  noble  Lord,  who  asked  why 
it  was  not  right  either  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  the  Governor  to  express  an  opinion 
on  that  grant  under  those  particular  cir- 
cumstances. Sir  Charles  Darling  had 
ceased  to  be  in  the  service  of  the  Crown. 
He  must  either  in  that  matter  have  been 
looked  upon  as  a  private  individual  or 
as  a  person  coming  within  the  scope  of 
the  regulation  as  to  Governors  either 
holding  or  leaving  their  posts.  If  Sir 
Charles  Darling  was  merely  a  private  indi- 
vidual ill  the  colony,  it  certainly  would 
not  have  been  a  case,  according  to  consti- 
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tutional  practice,  for  the  Crown  to  have 
interfered  by  the  expression  of  any  opinion 
on  the  question  of  a  grant  proposed  to  be 
made  in  accordance  with  public  opinion  by 
a  colony  with  free  representative  institu- 
tions. If,  on  the  other  hand,  Sir  Charles 
Darling  was  a  member  of  the  colonial 
service,  and  to  be  regarded  as  a  person 
falling  within  the  operation  of  the  regu- 
lation for  (}ovemor8  holding  office  or  about 
to  leave  it,  then  it  was  not  expedient  for 
him  (the  Duke  of  Marlborough)  as  Secre* 
tary  of  State  to  express  any  opinion  on 
the  question  of  the  grant,  because  the 
very  ease  that  had  occurred,  or  even  a 
stronger  one,  had  been  distinctly  prorided 
for  in  the  instructions  given  to  Sir  Henry 
Manners  Sutton  on  assuming  office  in  the 
colony.  By  the  Constitution  Act  it  was 
prescribed  that  no  money  votes  should  be 
considered  except  those  introduced  by  the 
responsible  Ministers  of  the  Crown  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Governor.  No  Bill 
containing  any  money  grant  could  there- 
fore reach  the  Council  unless  it  had  been 
so  initiated,  and  that  was  the  power  which 
the  noble  Lord  thought  ought  to  have  been 
used  in  that  particular  case.  But  it  would 
have  been  very  difficult  to  have  used  it  in 
such  a  case,  and  he  (the  Duke  of  Bucking- 
ham) thought  he  was  right  in  saying  in 
his  despatch  that  they  ought  to  express 
no  opinion  on  the  question,  because  'the 
instructions  under  which  Sir  Henry  Man- 
ners Sutton  was  acting  in  the  colony  con- 
tained almost  a  positive  direction  to  him 
not  to  interfere  at  such  a  stage  in  such  a 
grant.  He  said  "  almost  contained,"  be- 
cause, though  they  did  not  contain  that 
positive  direction,  they,  in  fact,  provided 
for  the  very  case  that  had  occurred,  which 
he  looked  upon  as  that  of  a  grant  to  a 
Governor.  In  Sir  Henry  Manners  Sutton's 
instructions  there  was  a  direction  that, 
should  any  Bill  containing  a  grant  of 
money  or  land  for  a  Governor  be  brought 
up  for  assent,  it  should  be  reserved  for  the 
approval  of  the  Home  Government.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  he  could  not  supersede 
that  instruction.  The  instruction  that  the 
Governor  was  to  reserve  such  a  measure 
for  assent  distinctly  implied  that  he  must 
have  sanctioned  its  initiation,  otherwise  no 
such  Bill  could  be  brought  up  for  that 
assent.  When  he  found  those  instructions 
in  the  hands  of  an  able  Governor,  as  Sir 
Henry  Manners  Sutton  had  been  deemed, 
that  he  had  been  sent  out  expressly  to  deal 
with  the  difficulties  connected  with  Sir 
Charles  Darling's  conduct  in  Yictoria,  and 
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that  those  instractions  were  given  not  by 
himself  nor  by  the  present  Qovernment, 
but  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  for- 
mally held  the  seals  of  the  Colonial  De- 
partment (Sir  William  Molesworth),  it  did 
not  appear  to  him  that  he  ought  to  express 
any  opinion  adrerte  to  those  instructions, 
or  attempt  at  a  distance  involving  a  three 
or  four  months'  correspondence,  to  direct 
the  Qovemor  further  on  a  matter  the  posi- 
tion of  which  was  daily  and  weekly 
changing.  The  reasons,  therefore,  why 
he  had  sent  no  farther  instructions,  in  the 
first  instance,  than  merely  to  communicate 
the  letter  of  Sir  Charles  Darling  were  that 
it  appeared  to  him  that  letter  was  merely 
the  confirmation  of  what  had  already  been 
communicated,  thut  his  predecessor  had 
dealt  with  the  Address  on  that  subject  On 
the  general  question  of  the  relations  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  colonies  it  also 
seemed  to  him  most  inexpedient  that  they 
should  hastily  enter  on  questions  on  which 
a  strong  feeling  existed  in  the  colony,  on 
questions  which  did  not  vitally  affect  the 
interests  of  this  country,  and  on  questions 
such  as  those  in  which  our  own  regula- 
tions failed  to  prohibit  the  person  from 
accepting  such  a  grant.  He  thought  that 
by  giving  free  representative  institutions 
to  those  colonies  we  had  practically  placed 
ourselves  in  the  position  rather  of  guiders 
than  of  rulers,  that  our  rule  must  be 
guided  strictly  by  the  terms  of  the  Act 
under  which  their  constitutions  were  es- 
tablished, and  by  the  general  instructions 
given  to  Governors  in  regard  to  their 
management ;  and  that  to  attempt  hastily 
to  vary  those  instructions,  to  exceed  in 
any  degree  the  limits  under  which  they 
usually  conceded  representative  institu- 
tions, was  a  course  full  of  danger  and  cer- 
tain eventually  to  result  in  raising  feelings 
in  the  colonies  inimical  to  that  continued 
union  and  affection  in  regard  to  this  country 
which  it  was  the  interest  of  this  country 
and  also  he  believed  both  the  interest 
and  the  desire  of  the  colonists  to  cherish. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  that  question  at 
the  stage  at  which  it  passed  under  his  su- 
pervision could  not  have  been  stopped  but 
by  a  course  of  action  that  would  inevitably 
have  raised  a  conflict  between  this  country 
and  that  colony  ;  and  the  question  was 
not  one,  in  his  judgment,  that  would  have 
been  a  sufficient  justiflcation  for  our  en- 
tering into  such  a  dispute.  No  doubt,  the 
principle  of  the  grant  was  an  objectionable 
one;  and  he  thought  it  was  much  to  be 
regretted  that  when    those   Constitution 


Acts  were  passed,  saoh  presents  and  grants 
had  not  been  absolutely  forbidden ;  and^ 
also,  that  it  was  a  misfortune  that  such 
instructions  were  not  given  originally, 
when  those  representative  institution! 
were  established,  to  the  Governors  who 
were  to  administer  them,  as  would  have 
prevented  the  proposal  of  such  grants.  But 
he  (the  Duke  of  Buckingham)  had  had 
to  deal,  not  with  that  which  he  thought 
was  desirable,  but  with  the  facts  as  tbej 
stood.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  would  not 
have  been  wise  to  have  taken  such  a  course 
as  would  have  turned  what  was  now  a 
question  between  two  branches  of  the  Co- 
lonial Legislature  into  a  conflict  between 
this  country  and  the  oolonj.  The  Go- 
vernment had  been  censured  for  not  hav- 
ing expressed  a  more  decided  opinion ;  but 
the  state  of  feeling  in  the  Colony  was 
such  that  there  was  no  prospect  of  success 
without  causing  something  more  than 
irritation  ;  and  he  believed  that,  when  the 
matter  was  concluded,  instead  of  being  cen- 
sured for  not  taking  more  decided  steps, 
the  Government  deserved  to  be  thanked 
for  averting  a  dispute  between  this  coun- 
try and  the  colony.  It  was  impossible 
for  him  to  say  what  answer  he  should 
give  to  the  despatches  until  he  had  re- 
ceived them,  although  he  admitted  the 
general  purport  of  those  despatches  had 
been  telegraphed.  It  was  not  possible  for 
him  to  give  instructions  to  the  colony 
upon  a  matter  of  this  importanee  until  full 
intelligence  had  been  received  ;  and  even 
then  it  would  not  be  expedient  to  fetter 
the  Governor  with  instructions  which 
must  bo  fbimed  three  months  in  advance 
of  the  circumstances  they  were  intended 
to  meet  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  best 
reliance  this  country  could  have  for  the 
safe  government  of  the  colonies  and  the 
maintenance  of  the  authority  of  the  Crown 
was  to  select,  as  had  been  done  by  Mr. 
Card  well,  able  and  good  men  as  Govern- 
ors, and  to  give  them  before  leaving  this 
county  the  fullest  possible  instructions ; 
but  to  avoid,  as  much  as  possible,  fettering 
them  with  instructions  which  must  be 
based  on  suppositions,  and  could  not  be 
based  upon  facts. 

TffE  DuxB  OF  ARGYLL  said,  that  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Buckingham)  in  reiteration  of  the  opinion 
expressed  by  him  some  nights  ago — that, 
on  the  merits  of  the  case,  this  Yote  of  the 
Legislative  Assemblyof  Victoria  was  highly 
inexpedient,  and  involved  a  principle  dan- 
gerous  to   the  connection  between    the 
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mother  country  and  the  colony— had  very 
much  narrowed  the  ground  of  difference 
between  the  noble  Duke  and  those  who 
dissented  from  the  course  he  had  taken. 
It  had,  however,  narrowed  it  to  a  point  of 
the  highest  importance  as  regarded  the 
administration  of  the  Crown  over  colonies 
enjoying  constitutional  government.  The 
noble  Dake  had  explained  his* course  with 
great  moderation  and  perfect  candour ; 
and  his  position  was  that  in  dealing  with 
a  colony  possessing  a  full  constitutional 
system  it  was  impossible  for  the  Crown  to 
resist  the  colony,  if  such  a  Yote  were  pro- 
posed to  a  Governor  who  had  actea  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  Assem- 
bly. That  was  a  very  dangerous  principle 
to  lay  down.  No  one  would  go  further 
than  himself  in  accepting  the  doctrine  of 
colonial  freedom.  It  had  now  come  to 
this— that  there  was  hardly  any  question 
affecting  the  internal  government  of  the 
colony,  even,  although  the  measures  adopted 
should  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the 
mother  country,  upon  which,  if  those  mea- 
sures were  hondfids  directed  to  the  regu- 
lation of  their  own  affairs,  it  would  be 
expedient  for  the  Imperial  Government  to 
resist  the  final  decision  of  the  colonial  As- 
sembly. Instead  of  receiving  from  our 
colonies  any  special  commercial  advantages, 
which  used  to  be  considered  almost  the  sole 
value  of  the  colonies,  we  now  allowed  the 
colonists  to  adopt  fiscal  systems  which  were 
directly  injurious  to  our  own  commerce. 
The  truth  was  that  our  connection  with  the 
colonies  was  now  almost  reduced,  in  the 
case,  at  least,  of  colonies  having  the  pos- 
session of  a  Parliamentary  system,  to  the 
nomination  of  their  Governors ;  and  ho 
would  venture  to  maintain  that  this  re- 
maining tie  was  retained  in  their  interests, 
and  not  in  those  of  the  mother  country. 
It  saved  them  from  the  evils  of  Presi- 
dential Elections,  and  placed  over  them  a 
Governor  who  was  above  all  party  con- 
tentions, and  who  represented  the  dig- 
nity and  the  impartiality  of  the  Imperial 
Crown.  Now,  the  object  of  the  rale  laid 
down  by  the  Colonial  Office  that  colonial 
Governors  should  never  receive  from  the 
colonies  any  Vote  of  money  or  grant  of 
land,  or  any  other  bribe  which  might  in- 
fluence their  conduct,  was  to  maintain  the 
impartiality  of  the  Governor  and  the  purity 
of  the  relations  between  the  Imperial  Crown 
and  the  colony,  and  to  secure  that  the 
Governor  should  never  be  tempted  by  pe- 
cuniary or  selfish  considerations  to  become 
a  mere  partizan  in  the  contentions  of  the 

The  Diilce  of  Argyll 


colonial  Assemblies.  That  was  a  rule  hav- 
ing reference  solely  to  Imperial  considera- 
tions, and  it  was  a  rule  which  we  ought  not 
to  allow  the  colonies  to  break  through  when- 
ever a  chance  majority  of  the  Assembly 
might  be  inclined  to  do  so,  in  order  to  re- 
ward a  Governor  who  might  be  supposed  to 
be  a  partizan  of  their  own.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  a  single  harsh  word  in  regard 
to  the  conduct  of  Sir  Charles  Darling.  It 
was  enough  to  say  that  his  recall  by  Mr. 
Secretary  Card  well  was  assented  to  not  only 
by  his  own  party,  but  by  all  parties  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament ;  and  if  there  were 
any  hardship  in  his  case — ^if  it  were  neces- 
sary for  the  ends  of  justice  that  the  ques- 
tion should  be  re-considered --and  that  com- 
pensation should  be  given  to  him  for  that 
which  was  an  error  of  judgment  committed 
under  difficult  and  peculiar  circumstances 
— that  investigation  ought  to  have  been 
made  at  home,  and  that  compensation  given 
to  him  also  at  home.  It  was  clearly  con- 
trary to  Imperial  policy  that  any  compen- 
sation should  be  voted  by  a  colony  to  a 
Governor,  and  the  question  was  whether 
an  exception  should  have  been  made  in 
the  particular  case  of  Sir  Charles  Darling. 
No  one  had  described  in  stronger  language 
than  the  noble  Dake  the  danger  of  the 
quarrel  between  the  two  Houses  of  the 
Legislature  us  regarded  the  maintenance 
of  the  existing  Constitution  of  the  colony. 
It  was  commonly  supposed  by  many  who 
had  not  read  the  papers  that  this  was  a 
mere  continuation  of  the  old  quarrel  be- 
tween the  two  Houses  respecting  subjects 
of  internal  taxation,  one  party  being  fa- 
vourable to  protective  duties,  and  another 
in  favour  of  Free  Trade.  But  the  quarrel 
that  had  now  arisen  between  the  two 
Houses  of  Legislature  was  on  a  wholly 
separate  question  from  that  which  had 
been  the  subject  of  difference  two  years 
ago.  It  was  a  new  quarrel  got  up,  origin- 
ated, and  caused  entirely  by  the  mistaken 
action  of  the  Colonial  Office  at  home.  It 
had  arisen  in  fact  out  of  the  initiative 
taken  by  the  noble  Duke. 

The  Dukb  op  BUCKINGHAM :  1  did 
not  take  the  initiative. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  would  main- 
tain  that  the  course  taken  by  the  noble 
Duke  did  amount  to  giving  the  initiative 
of  the  Crown  to  a  Vote  come  to  by  the 
House  of  Assembly.  The  circumstances 
were  these — when  the  news  of  the  recall 
of  Sir  Charles  Darling  was  received  in  the 
colony,  the  Legislative  Assembly  agreed  to 
an  Address  proposing  a  Vote  of  £20,000 
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to  Sir  Charles  Darling,  or  rather  to  Lady 
Darling,  not  by  way  of  Bill,  but  from 
the  Estimatea.  The  noble  Duke  had  laid 
some  stress  on  the  despatch  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Ctmanron) ;  but  he  put 
a  yery  strained  interpretation  on  the  noble 
EarFs  language,  because  the  despatch  dis- 
tinctly intimated  that  the  Colonial  Office 
would  give  no  assent  to  the  introduction 
of  such  a  Vote  into  either  House  of  Legis- 
lature. It  pointed  out  that  such  a  Vote 
would  be  at  variance  with  Imperial  prin- 
ciples and  the  Regulations  of  the  Colonial 
Office,  and  that  its  acceptance  would  im- 
ply that  Sir  Charles  Darling  had  entirely 
relinquished  the  colonial  senrice. 

The  Duke  of  BUCKINGHAM :  Will 
the  noble  Duke  give  me  the  date  of  that 
despatch  ? 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL  said,  the  de 
spatch,  which  was  the  first  sent  out  by 
the  Colonial  Office  after  learning  the  pro- 
posal of  a  grant  to  Lady  Darling,  was 
dated  the  8th  of  December,  1866.  After 
reciting  the  rule  of  the  Office  precluding 
the  receipt  of  grants  by  colonial  Govemors 
—  either  during  office  or  after  resigning 
— it  pointed  out  that  that  rule  would  be 
rendered  nugatory  if  such  grants  could  be 
awarded  to  a  Governor's  wife.   It  added — 

"  It  it,  under  tbeio  oiroumitaneet,  impottible 
that  Her  Majettj  thoold  be  adTiied  to  MnotioD 
the  literal  or  tubtUntial  TioUtion  of  this  rule  bj 
anj  of  her  lerTantt ;  or,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
the  aooeptanoe  of  the  propoaed  grant  thonld  be 
regarded  aa  otherwiae  than  aa  a  final  relinqntah- 
ment  bj  Sir  Charlea  Darling  of  that  aerriee,  and 
of  all  the  emoluments  or  ozpeotationa  attaching 
to  It." 

Now,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  that  these 
words  necessarily  implied  any  sanction  to 
the  Vote  even  in  the  event  of  Sir  Charles 
Darling  retiring  from  the  colonial  senrice. 
That  case  was  indeed  mentioned  contin- 
gently, but  not  as  a  contingency  which 
was  contemplated  as  likely  to  arise.  In- 
deed, he  believed  that,  within  a  few  days 
after  the  noble  Earl  had  written  the  de- 
spatch, he  was  applied  to  by  Sir  Charles 
Darling  for  another  appointment  The 
despatch  referred  to  his  retirement  rather 
as  a  contingency  not  to  be  expected. 

The  Ditke  op  BUCKINGHAM  asked 
the  noble  Duke  to  refer  to  a  letter  written 
by  Sir  Charles  Darling  in  the  previous 
October. 

The  Ditkb  of  ARGYLL  admitted  that 
in  the  course  of  the  correspondence,  Sir 
Charles  Darling  might  have  alluded  to 
the  contingency  of  his  retirement  from  the 
colonial  service  ;  but  all  he  (the  Duke  of 


Argyll)  contended  for  was  that  the  noble 
Duke,  having  this  despatch  of  his  predeces- 
sor before  him,  was  in  no  x;p8pect  bound 
by  any  opinion  therein  expressed,  but  was 
perfectly  free  to  decide  what  course  should 
be  taken  in  the  event  of  that  contingency 
being  realized.  Now,  while  in  this  coun- 
try it  was  only  an  invariable  rule  of  Par- 
liamentary practice  that  no  grant  could  be 
initiated,  except  by  the  Ministers  of  tho 
Crown,  in  tho  colonies  this  rule  was  laid 
down  by  statute.  Sir  Charles  Darling  inti- 
mated his  intention  finally  to  retire  from 
office,  avowedly  for  the  purpose  of  receiving 
this  Vote,  and  it  was  under  these  circum- 
stances that  the  question  came  before  the 
noble  Duke.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
despatch  of  the  noble  Duke  of  the  10th  of 
May  did  amount  to  giving  the  initiative 
of  the  Crown  to  this  grant,  because  it 
simply  intimated,  with  reference  to  the  de- 
spatch of  his  predecessor,  that  Sir  Charles 
Darling  had  elected  to  retire  from  the  ser- 
vice altogether ;  and  if  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  express  any  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject the  only  object  could  be  to  throw  the 
whole  responsibility  on  tho  colonial  Go- 
vernment. His  (the  Duke  of  Argyll's) 
interpretation  that  that  despatch  was  an 
intimation  of  the  consent  of  tho  Crown, 
was  confirmed  by  the  fact  that  on  its  re- 
ceipt the  Governor  at  once  concluded  that 
the  noble  Duke  meant  him  to  allow  the 
discussion  of  the  Vote  in  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  which  could  only  be  done  by 
the  consent,  and  at  the  initiative  of  the 
Crown.  There  were  two  questions  for 
consideration— one  whether  such  a  grant 
should  be  proposed  at  all,  and  the  other  in 
what  form  it  should  be  proposed.  Now, 
this  new  quarrel  between  the  two  Houses 
had  arisen,  not  merely  from  the  grant 
itself,  but  also  from  the  form  in  which 
it  was  proposed.  The  Vote  was,  in  fact, 
a  party  Vote,  intended  to  compensate  Sir 
Charles  Darling  for  what  was  regarded 
both  in  the  Colony  and  at  home  as  par- 
tisanship, and  to  fix  a  stigma  on  those 
Members  of  the  Legislative  Council  who 
had  opposed  him;  yet,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  £20,000  was  inserted  in 
the  Estimates  and  included  in  the  Appro- 
priation Bill,  being  the  most  offensive 
course  towards  the  Council  which  could 
have  been  adopted.  The  next  despatch  of 
the  noble  Duke  was  dated  the  Ist  of 
January  last,  by  which  time  he  had  ap- 
parently discovered  the  mistake  he  had 
made  in  allowing  the  re-opening  of  the 
queationi  or  had  at  least  become  alive  to 
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the  obJMlionablo  form  in  irhich  the  Yoto  ' 
hnd  bran  jiropoeed.  Accurdingly,  in  that 
despstcti  lie  sxprcssed  regret  at  the  vote 
lisvinft  biffD  included  in  Uie  Appropriation 
Sill ;  it  btiing  a  grant  excepliooal  in  its 
chnrncter,  and  natoriouBlj  obQoxioas  to  a 
Wae  portioQ  of  the  Legislative  Council, 
anu  he  condemnod  any  attempt  to  coerce 
the  Council  into  sanctioning  it.  If,  he 
added,  the  Vote  were  oansidered  at  all, 
it  ahould  tie  in  the  form  of  a  Eeparata  Bill, 
for  under  th(i»e  circumi^tancea  the  Council 
woQld  not  feel  the  »amo  sense  of  unconsti- 
tutional treatment.  Now,  if  the  noble 
Dulce  felt  go  strongly  the  unconstitutional 
form  of  a  "tack."  why  had  he  not  at  least 
toid  the  Governor  to  insist,  in  the  event 
of  the  Vote  being  introduced,  on  its  being 
progiosed  in  the  form  of  a  Bill,  bo  as  to 
place  no  unconstitutional  duress  on  the 
Legislative  Council  ?  These  were  matters 
entirely  under  the  control  oF  the  Colonial 
Office,  and  be  regretted  that  the  noble 
Bnke,  by  taking  the  initintive  and  giving 
the  consent  of  (he  Crown  first  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Vote  at  all,  and  next 
without  any  condition  ns  to  its  form,  had 
revived  the  quarrel  between  the  two 
Houses  which,  in  April,  1806,  had  been 
brought  to  a  bappy  i»3ue,  He  protested, 
too,  against  the  noble  Duke's  argument 
tiat  in  the  ease  of  colonie*  enjoying  oou- 
stitutional  government,  we  were  unnble  to 
defend  even  our  own  honour  with  regard 
to  the  purity  of  thu  Oovernora  sent  to 
represent  the  Imperial  Goveminent,  Such 
language  was  most  dangerous  for  any  Min- 
ister of  the  Crown  to  liold,  and  he  hoped 
what  had  occurred  in  this  case,  would  be 
R  iegson  to  Colonial  Secretarios  not  to 
allow,  under  any  circumstances,  the  in- 
fraction  of  a  rule  which  was  clearly  of 
Imperial  importance  and  value,  laid  down 
oolely  with  the  view  of  preserving  the 
honour  of  the  Croivn  and  the  purity  of  its 
representatives  in  the  colonies. 

The  E*aL  of  CARNARVON  swd,  that 
the  earliest  Steps  of  thcso  transactions  had 
been  su tficien I ly  explained  by  the  previous 
speakers  to  render  any  dolnilcd  reference 
to  them  unnecessary.  The  quarrel  arose, 
as  had  been  doacribed,  in  1864.  In  186.^ 
a  majority  of  the  Legishilive  Assembly 
passed  a  Protectionist  Tariff,  and,  antici- 
pating the  opposition  of  the  Council,  the 
merabera  of  which  were  mostly  Free- 
traders, thoy  first  levied  the  new  scale  of 
duties  by  simple  Eeaolntiona— a  course 
utterly  unwarrantable — and  then  tacked 
the  Tariff  to  the  Appropriation  Bill.  That 
ne  Duht  of  Argyll 
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Ch&rUi  Darling;  and  if,  in  th«  eootse  of  a 
comflpoDdeDM  which  ^w  iota  a  moat ' 
Toluminoui  bulk,  ho  had  orerlooktd  or  | 
neglected  to  deal  with  an^  point,  the 
enormoui  maoa  of  papers  with  which  he 
had  to  deal  reallj  furniihed  him  with 
■ome  ezouM.  On  the  28th  of  Augoit  Bir 
Charlea  Darling  prated  for  a  tribnnal  to  . 
inquire  into  the  circumBtanoet  of  hi*  re- 
call. Id  answer  he  (the  Earl  of  Camarron)  I 
declined  to  appoint  anj  luch  extnordinarj  j 
tribnnal.  On  the  llth  of  Beptember  Bir  , 
Charles  Darling  prayed  to  be  appointed  to  . 
a  poiition  of  eqoal  rank  and  dignity  to  . 
that  of  Victoria.  On  the  2Bth  of  Sep- 
tember he  requested  half  aelary  from  the 
day  of  his  leaving  the  colony  to  the 
arrival  of  Sir  Henry  Uanners  Sntton. 
In  hia  reply  he  (the  Earl  of  Camarron) 
regretted  that  be  could  not  comply  for 
technical  reasons.  On  the  20th  of  October 
Sir  Charles  Darling  requested  the  £30,000, 
which  might  be  divided  among  his  chil- 
dren. His  (the  Earl  of  Camarron's)  reply 
waa  that  he  oould  not  qualify  hia  original 
▼iew.  On  the  24th  of  October  Sir  Charlet 
Darling  requested  full  pension,  an  sppliea- 
tion  whiob  he  declined  to  entertain  at  the 
time  for  technical  reasons.  On  the  4th  of 
KoTember  Bir  Charles  Darling  requested  a 
review  of  hia  reoall  ia  reference  to  a  judg- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council,  to  whioh  he 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon]  answered  that  he 
mult  adhere  to  the  concluaion  which  he 
had  already  expressed.  On  the  3rd  of 
Deoember  Sir  Charles  Darling  applied  for 
tke  government  of  New  South  Wales  ;  and 
in  reply  he  (the  Earl  of  Caraarvon)  stated 
that  it  was  not  then  vsoant.  On  the  IBlh 
of  January  Sir  Charlea  Darling  wrote 
to  aak  whether  Her  llsjeaty's  Government 
would  oppose  a  petition  to  Parliament. 
ITpon  that  point  he  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
drained  to  give  any  pledge.  The  real 
qnertiona  that  came  bsfore  him  were— 
whether  the  grant  ahould  be  allowed ; 
and,  secondly,  if  to,  the  form  in  which  the 
grant  ahould  be  propoaed.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  flrat  qnestion,  he  informed 
Sir  Charles  Darling  and  the  Government 
of  Tictoria  that  it  was  impoesible  for  Her 
ICajesty'a  Government  to  be  a  party  lo 
that  Tote.  He  would  not  enter  into  a  dis- 
onanon  of  the  Colonial  Regulation,  which 
he  r^arded  as  one  that  was  very  just  and 
right,  for  that  subject  had  been  fully 
dwelt  upon  in  the  course  of  the  debate ; 
but,  in  order  to  place  hia  esae  olearly  be- 
tan  the  House,  he  would  trouble  them 
with  ana  extract,  and  only  < 
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he  thought  that,  by  so  doing,  he  oould 
clearly  show  ihe  view  which  he  then  en- 
tertained. On  the  12th  of  October,  by  hia 
directions,  Ur.  Adderleysentthe following 
despatch  to  Sir  Charlea  Darling : — 

"  Lord  CanuTTon  ilDosrelr  r*f  reti  tb«  tsnre 
pMDDiU7  tou  which  fcur  pnmatara  r*eall  bu 
entaiUd  apeo  jaa  ;  ud  it  irould  hare  b««D  p*r- 
■oDkttrfrMirjIsf  to  him  to  h»a  b«*D  tb*  ihinatl 
of  «imD)Dnio*tioii  in  eaoTajing  th*  Crown'i  mm- 
tloa  to  roar  kooeptuiM  of  Ihe  propoaad  |Tsot. 
Bat,  kftar  >  aartfnl  itadj  of  tb«  QefoUtiuia  la 
atM>Uon,  and  of  the  nawD*  oo  wbieh  Ximj  are 
lottDdsd,  Lord  Canurron  U  Toread  lo  oobh  to  th* 
oonolonoo  that  tlw  nils  wu  Iramtd  with  Iba  dl>- 
tiaot  Intaotlan  of  inelndinf  inoh  omc*  h  tb*  pra- 
MDt,  and  that  h*  ooald  not  nnv  r«lax  It  wltboot 
UDOtioBin^  an  indiflnite  rclazatian  io  otb*roa«M. 
It*  priDolplB  ii,  that  no  Oofarnor  ihall  ba  alldwtd 
to  HpoM  hiouelf  lo  tba  tamptation  whiob  majr 
>riw  from  •ipMtin^baiwfieial  donatiooi  from  lb* 
soloaiili,  or  anj  nolion  of  than,  or  to  tba  nupi- 
oiona  which  arlM  from  hi*  BoocptaDoo  oT  anoh 
dooationi.  Whalber  tbcf  an  mad*  diraatlj  to 
hioiKtf,  or  to  tnut  lor  hia).  or  to  bobw  mtmbar 
of  hia  fhmilj,  lo  that  h*  mwf  ba**  tb*  anjof  mint 
of  tb*m,  U  obTJOHilr  immaterial.  Th*  propoaad 
frant,  ai,!ndc*d.joa  appear  toadmit,  It  palpabl; 
B  pit  to  jouraeir  throogh  Lady  DarliD|.  It  may 
Bot  Iranifm*  tb*  rol*  in  It*  lett*r,  bnt  woald  b* 
B  manifnt  aTaiion  of  ita  prinoipl*.  It  i>  for  tb* 
InUiMt  of  th*  poblio  acrTioa  (bat  tbii  prinvipl* 
*boDld  b*  Bnnir  adhered  to;  and,  sndgr  tb«te 
oiroBmilaoe**,  Lord  Camarroa  1*  traaod  to  with- 
hold hli  ooti*«it,and  di*tiD0l1r  lo  inbrm  jroa  that, 
if  rOD  d««ir*  to  retain  jonr  oosnMlion  with  tb* 
•oIoiubI  •errio*  of  thij  oonnlry,  70a  ar*  not  fr** 
to  aeoept  tb*  Vot*.  Lord  Camarron  aiooardr 
wiihn  that  h*  eoald  coom  to  anj  other  doeiiioo  ; 
bot  he  ii  olear  that  tbla  li  hi*  dot;,  tboagb  a  T«f7 
palnhl  OD*." 

In  everything  he  had  written  he  (the  Earl 
of  CamarroD^  sincerely  compasuonated 
the  condition  in  which  Sir  Charles  Darling 
was  placed,  and  desired  to  avoid  the  use 
of  any  harsh  expression  towards  him  ;  but 
he  submitted  that  there  was  nothing  equi- 
vocal in  the  language  which  he  eta  ployed. 
He  atated  distinctly  that,  if  Sir  Charlea 
Darling  accepted  this  grant,  he  would  for- 
feit all  claima  to  retain  hii  connection 
with  the  colonial  aervice  of  this  cotmtry. 
Now,  he  contended  that  when  hia  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  the 
Colonies  wrote  that  Sir  Charles  Darling 
had  "  elected  finally  to  relinquish  the 
oolonial  service,"  the  words  employed  un- 
intentionally involved  a  nisrepreeentation 
of  hia  intentions.  When  a  snperior  officer 
infonned  his  lubordinate  that  no  eould  not 
take  a  certwn  course  without  certain 
effects  resulting,  it  could  not  be  said  that 
he  thereby  gave  him  an  option  aa  to  which 
conne  he  eould  pnrsne,  any  more  than  the 
law  made  it  optional  for  a  man  to  commit 
j  a  crime  01  not  because  it  attached  a  pe- 
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nalty  to  the  commission  of  the  crime.  If 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Buckingham) 
entertained  any  doubt  as  to  his  intentions, 
it  would  have  been  easy  enough  for  him 
to  have  applied  to  him,  and  to  have  asked 
him  what  his  views  were  in  writing  that 
despatch.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand 
how  Sir  Henry  Manners  Sutton  brought 
himself  to  lay  the  Vote  before  the  As- 
sembly, because  there  was  certainly  no- 
thing in  the  despatches  of  the  noble  Duke 
to  warrant  it,  unless  papers  had  passed 
which  were  not  before  the  House.  The 
noble  Duke  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
said  that  he  was  justified  in  the  course  he 
had  taken  by  the  fact  that  he  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  had  not  told  the  Governor  that 
he  was  not  at  liberty  to  recommend  this 
Vote.  The  truth  was  he  had  never  con- 
templated such  a  proceeding  on  the  part 
of  the  Governor.  Had  he  thought  for  a 
moment  that  such  a  course  would  have 
been  adopted  by  Sir  Henry  Manners 
Sutton,  he  should  not  have  been  content 
with  a  mere  correspondence  upon  the 
subject;  he  should  have  felt  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  put  upon  paper  in  the  most 
distinct  terms  he  could  have  commanded 
the  course  he  thought  it  would  be  right 
for  the  Governor  of  the  colony  to  pursue 
under  the  circumstances.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  that,  at  so  great  a 
distance  as  we  are  from  Australia,  it 
was  impossible  for  the  Colonial  Office  to 
regulate  every  minute  detail  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Governor  of  the  colony ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  they  should  give  him  such 
general  directions  as  would  serve  to  guide 
him  in  the  course  he  should  pursue.  The 
noble  Duke  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
made  use  of  words,  the  import  of  which, 
he  thought,  he  could  scarcely  have  fully 
appreciated.  The  noble  Duke  said  that 
whatever  theoretical  right  the  Colonial 
Office  might  have  to  interpose  in  such  a 
case,  such  a  right  had  practically  ceased  to 
exist.  He  begged  to  express  his  entire 
dissent  from  that  view.  The  right  of  the 
Crown  to  interfere  in  such  a  case  not  only 
existed  in  theory  but  in  practice ;  and  if 
the  Advisers  of  the  Crown  were  assured 
that  any  constitutional  principle  were 
being  violated,  it  would  be  their  duty  to 
interpose  the  veto  of  the  Crown,  and  they 
ought  not  to  shrink  from  the  performance 
of  that  duty  for  fear  of  raising  any  diffi- 
culty between  the  colony  and  this  country. 
It  could  scarcely,  however,  have  been  the 
intention  of  the  noble  Duke  that  the  words 
he  used   should   bear  the  interpretation 
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they  had  put  upon  them.  The  meaning 
of  the  noble  Duke  probably  was  to  inti- 
mate that,  in  a  critical  case  such  as  that 
which  had  occurred  in  Victoria,  it  might 
be  necessary  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
use  those  powers  which  belonged  to  him 
to  induce  the  contending  parties  to  come  to 
some  compromise,  and  thus  to  settle  a  ques- 
tion full  of  danger  and  difficulty.  There 
was  a  point,  beyond  which  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  could  not  go ;  and  there 
was  a  point  beyond  which  he  ought  not  to 
go.  Supposing,  for  instance,  that  a  public 
subscription  had  been  voluntarily  raised 
at  Victoria,  on  behalf  of  the  Governor,  as 
a  private  individual  when  stripped  ot  his 
office,  it  would  undoubtedly  have  been 
impossible  for  the  Crown  to  have  inter- 
ferod,  and  Sir  Charles  Darling,  if  so  dis- 
posed, might  have  been  perfectly  free  to 
have  accepted  it — except  so  far  as  his  con- 
science was  concerned.  Of  course,  there 
was  also  a  limit  beyond  which  the  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown  might  consider  whether 
it  was  his  duty  to  go  upon  a  point  of  this 
sort.  The  question  also  arose,  in  what 
form  the  Secretary  of  State,  when  he  did 
interfere,  was  to  deal  with  the  question, 
and  in  such  a  case  the  form  would  proba- 
bly be  the  very  essence  of  the  matter.  He 
could  understand  a  Secretary  of  State — 
seeing  the  difficulty  that  existed  in  a  co- 
lony like  Victoria,  seeing  the  suspension 
of  all  legislation  and  public  works,  and 
seeing  the  state  of  anarchy  and  confusion 
which  existed  there — saying  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  he  need  not  pledge 
the  Crown  to  an  obstinate  antagonism  to 
the  wishes  of  the  colony,  and  that  both 
parties  having  got  themselves  into  a  false 
position,  it  was  his  duty  as  far  as  possible, 
without  violating  the  rights  of  the  Crown, 
to  find  some  mode  by  which  he  could 
extract  them  from  the  position  in  which 
they  were  placed.  The  course  adopted, 
however,  was  not  calculated  to  have  that 
effect,  and  was  not  altogether  consistent 
with  the  position  in  which  the  Crown 
ought  to  be  placed  in  the  colonies.  The 
noble  Duke  the  Colonial  Secretary  stated 
in  one  of  his  despatches  that  it  was  neces- 
sary, as  a  formal  step,  that  the  Governor 
should  lay  the  Vote  before  the  two  Houses 
of  the  Colonial  Legislature.  He  demurred 
to  that  entirely.  There  was  another  way 
in  which  the  matter  might  have  been 
dealt  with  far  more  satisfactorily.  The 
Governor  should  not  have  laid  the  matter 
before  the  Assembly  exclusively.  An  Ad- 
dress, in  favour  of  the  proposal,  might 
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have  been  proposed  in  both  Houses  by 
the  colonial  Minister,  and  sent  up  to  the 
GoTemor,  praying  him  to  make  a  formal 
recommendation.  Had  that  course  been 
adopted,  and  had  the  Lower  House  been 
induced  to  abandon  the  pernicious  system 
of  "tackiDg,"  both  Houses  might  have 
joiued  in  a  general  Address  to  the  Governor, 
and  the  matter  would  have  stood  in  a  very 
different  position.  He  demurred  altogether 
to  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord,  that 
the  course  that  was  adopted  was  the  one 
best  calculated  to  bring  the  matter  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Crown.  He  was 
aware  that  there  were  some  noble  Lords 
who  had  spoken  that  evening,  who  thought 
that  under  no  circumstances  should  there 
have  been  a  relaxation  of  the  rule.  He 
admitted  that  there  was  a  good  deal  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  that  view  of  the  case ; 
but  at  the  same  time,  in  justice  to  the  no- 
ble Duke  the  Colonial  Secretary,  he  must 
say  that,  in  this  country,  we  could  scarcely 
form  an  estimate  how  severe  the  struggle 
in  Victoria  had  been  with  respect  to  this 
matter.  Sir  Henry  Manners  Sutton,  in 
one  of  his  recent  despatches,  used  these 
remarkable  words — 

*'  I  do  not  conceal  from  your  Grace  the  fact, 
not  the  leu  certain  because  it  is  lamentable,  that 
a  conflict  such  as  that  which  is  now  in  progress 
strains  the  Constitution  of  the  oolonj,  and  I  can- 
not assert  that  the  Constitution  will  endure  this 
strain  if  it  should  be  prolonged." 

It  was  very  rarely  indeed,  in  the  recent 
history  of  colonial  administration,  that 
any  colonial  Governor  had  penned  such  a 
despatch  as  that;  and  the  House  was 
bound  to  suppose  that  it  had  not  been 
written  without  a  full  sense  of  the  im- 
portance which  would  be  attached  to  its 
words.  The  position  was,  therefore,  a 
very  grave  one.  It  was  evident  that  con- 
fusion was  growing  into  anarchy,  and  that 
the  state  of  affairs  might  result  in  break- 
ing up  the  Constitution  and  unfixing  the 
foundations  of  civil  government.  What 
*  events  occurred  subsequent  to  this  trans- 
action? On  the  7th  July  the  Goveraor 
made  his  recommendation  to  the  House  of 
Assembly  to  pass  the  measure,  which  was 
agreed  to  and  tacked  on  to  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  and  sent  up  to  the  Council.  The 
Council  naturally  objected  to  the  proceed- 
ing, and  then  ensued  the  confusion  which 
was  so  much  to  be  deplored.  On  the  2nd 
of  October  the  Governor,  taking  what  ap- 
peared to  be  a  still  more  objectionable 
course,  recommended  to  both  Houses  the 
adoption  of  the  measure.     Under  these 
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circumstances,  as  might  have  been  ex- 
pected,  the  grant  was  rejected  by  the 
Council.  In  the  meantime  it  was  necessary 
to  carry  on  the  business  of  the  year,  it 
was  necessary  to  find  Ways  and  Means ; 
and  accordingly  what  he  must  call  the  old 
dodge  was  had  recourse  to — the  Attorney 
General  instructed  the  public  servants  to 
bring  their  actions  against  the  State  for 
any  money  due  to  them.     These  actions 
were  brought,  judgment  was  confessed, 
and  the  Governor  was  invited  to  sign  the 
necessary  warrants.    But  a  collateral  issue 
was  raised  on  some  other  point ;  it  was 
taken  up  to  the  Supreme  Court,  which 
pronounced  a  judgment  which  invalidated 
the  whole    proceeding.    That   judgment 
declared  first  of  all  that  these  payments 
were  absolutely  illegal,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernor when  he  signed  the  warrants  com- 
mitted an  illegal  act.     This  was  a  very 
unseemly  and  discreditable  state  of  things. 
To  sum  up  the  whole  case,  he — while  ad- 
mitting that  there  had  been  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  his  noble  Friend  the  noble  Duke 
and  of  Sir  Henry  Manners  Sutton— felt 
bound  to  say  that  he  regretted  the  course 
taken  by  the  Governor  proprio  motu;  ho 
regretted  the  form  he  had  adopted;   ho 
regretted  that  the  system   of  confessing 
judgments,  which  had  been  so  strongly 
denounced  by  Mr.   Cardwell  in  a  very 
similar  case,  had  ever  been  allowed  in  the 
colony ;  he  regretted  that  his  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Duke  had  written  despatches  of 
rather  ambiguous  character ;  he  regretted 
and   strongly  condemned  the   system  of 
"tacking.''  No  course  could  be  taken  more 
utterly  inconsistent  with  the  freedom  of 
discussion.     He  could  not  understand  how 
the  noble  Duke  could  speak  so  mildly  of 
this  as  he  had  done  in  one  of  his  des- 
patches.    He  thought  there  was  a  fresh 
cause  of  regret  in  the  unsatisfactory  mode 
in  which  the  legislative  constituencies  of 
the  colonies  were  created,   no  securities 
being  laid   down   which   would   prevent 
such  a  deadlock  as  had  occurred.     If  that 
system  was  to   be   maintained,    the  just 
power  and  authority  of  the  Council  ought 
to  be  upheld  ;  for  if  it  was  not  upheld  it 
would  be  far  safer  for  the  colony  to  have 
but  one  single  Chamber  of  the  Legislature. 
Nothing  could  be  more  dangerous  than 
having  a  nominal  responsibility  vested  in 
a  second  Chamber,  which  practically  was 
never  exercised.     In  view  of  all  this  cor- 
respondence he  must  bear  witness  to  the 
extremely  difficult  position  in  which  colo- 
nial Governors   often  found  themselves, 
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QaestionB  mtiBt  from  time  to  time  arise 
which  required  not  merely  general  know- 
ledge of  constitutional  law,  but  of  techni- 
cal and  professional  details,  which  few 
could  command.  Their  advisers  were 
taken  out  of  their  own  Governments  and 
pledged  to  one  political  party  in  the 
colony.  It  was  his  fixed  determination, 
had  he  remained  in  Office,  to  strive  as 
earnestly  as  possible  for  the  appointment 
of  some  one  permanent  and  impartial  legal 
adviser,  who  might  be  in  a  position  to  ad- 
vise a  colonial  Governor  as  emergencies 
arose.  He  could  not  say  that  he  regretted 
this  discussion ;  he  was  satisfied  that,  con- 
ducted as  it  had  been  with  so  much  tem- 
per, it  would  be  useful  to  the  colonies. 
"So  one  could  doubt  the  great  wealth  and 
prosperity  of  those  colonies.  He  trusted 
they  would  fortify  themselves  by  wise  and 
useful  legislation  ;  that  they  would  avoid 
presenting  a  spectacle  so  little  seemly  as 
that  which,  in  the  present  instance,  had 
been  recently  exhibited ;  that  they  would 
avoid  the  clash  and  antagonism  of  two 
Houses,  and  become  models  of  that  consti- 
tutional regard  for  liberty  and  law  which 
dbtinguished  this  countiy. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said,  he 
had  been  unwilling  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
when  he  rose  to  address  the  House  on  this 
question,  in  which  he  naturally  took  so 
deep  an  interest;  but  he  was  anxious  to 
enter  at  the  earliest  possible  opportunity 
his  protest  against  the  constitutional  doc- 
trine which  had  been  laid  down  by  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who, 
he  was  sorry  to  see,  had  now  left  the 
House.  He  regretted  also  that  his  noble 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  had  lent 
his  countenance  to  that  doctrine ;  for  he 
ventured  to  say  it  was  a  doctrine  which 
required  most  careful  consideration  at  their 
Lordships'  hands,  because  upon  the  pro- 
priety or  impropriety  of  it  depended  the 
whole  question  of  the  free  action  of  those 
constitutional  institutions  which  had  been 
granted  to  our  colonies.  Referring  first 
to  the  question  of  policy  with  regard  to  a 
grant  of  money  such  as  was  proposed  to 
Lady  Darling,  on  that  question  they  were 
fortunately  all  agreed.  There  was  no  one 
of  their  Lordships,  he  believed,  who  did 
not  think  that  the  rule  of  the  colonial  ser- 
vice on  this  subject  was  founded  on  con- 
siderations of  the  highest  expediency,  and 
that  it  ought  to  be  maintained  and  en- 
forced, so  far  as  there  was  power  to  main- 
tain and  enforce  it.    But  he  asked  them 
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to  bear  in  mind  that  the  rule  was,  after 
all,  only  a  rule  of  the  service.  It  was 
not  the  law  of  the  land.  It  was  a  rale 
very  properly  laid  down  in  the  circular 
despatch  of  Sir  William  Molesworth  which 
had  been  referred  to ;  but  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  Her  Majesty  could  only  en- 
force by  treating  any  departure  from  or 
infringement  of  it  as  a  forfeiture  of  all 
claim  to  future  colonial  employment. 
Many  years  ago,  at  the  end  of  last  century, 
when  the  subject  of  receiving  presents 
from  the  Natives  of  India  had  attracted, 
for  a  well-known  reason,  great  attention 
in  this  country,  a  law  was  passed  dealing 
with  the  case  of  India ;  but  it  had  never 
been  extended  to  the  colonies.  The  India 
Act  of  1793  was  extremely  stringent  and 
emphatic.  It  provided  that  the  receiving 
by  any  Governor  or  any  officer  in  India 
any  present  either  to  himself  or  any  other 
person,  under  any  colour  or  pretext,  should 
be  punished  as  a  high  crime  and  misde- 
meanour, subject  to  severe  penalties,  while 
the  present  itself  should  be  forfeited  to 
the  Crown.  There  was  no  such  law  ap- 
plicable to  our  colonies.  There  was  a 
wholesome  rule  which  applied  to  the  sub- 
ject; but  there  was  nothing  obligatory. 
The  proposition  made  in  the  colony  was 
to  make  a  benefaction  to  the  fiamily  of  Sir 
Charles  Darling,  which  might  be  highly 
impolitic,  but  would  not  be  illegal  or  con- 
trary to  any  Imperial  statute.  The  ma- 
jority of  the  Legislative  Assembly  and  the 
Ministry  of  the  colony  being  anxious  to 
make  a  grant  of  that  kind,  what  is  the 
position  of  things  at  home  ?  And  here  he 
took  issue  directly  with  the  doctrine  of 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll), 
supported  as  it  was  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon).  The  noble  Duke 
said  there  were  no  means  by  which  the 
Crown  could  preserve  the  purity  of  the 
reputation  of  its  colonial  Governors,  or 
restrain,  in  cases  which  affected  Imperial 
interests,  the  action  of  the  colonial  Legis- 
laturas  by  its  veto.  There  were  constitu- 
tional means  by  which  that  could  be  done. 
Bui  the  issue  was,  where  was  the  point, 
where  was  the  stage,  at  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  mother  country  could 
step  in  and  interpose,  and  before  which 
that  interference  would  be  in  contraven- 
tion of  the  free  action  of  the  colonial 
Government  ?  Sir  Henry  Manners  Sutton 
had  a  Ministry  possessing  the  confidence 
of  a  preponderating  majority  of  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly.  He  knew — and  he  had 
made  the  experiment— that  any  attempt 
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to  form  a  HiniBtry  in  opposition  to  the 
Legislative  Assembly  must  necessarily  fail. 
He  was  therefore  reduced  practicully  to 
the  option  of  placing  confidence  in  his 
Ministry,  or  having  no  Ministry  at  all. 
That  Ministry  came  to  him  and  said, 
"  Here  are  the  Estimates  of  the  year,  and 
one  of  the  things  we  mean  to  propose  is 
a  grant  of  £20,000  to  Lady  Darling,  which 
we  conceive  the  Queen  thinks  to  be  im- 
politic, and  which  the  Government  thinks 
IS  impolitic ;  but  the  Assembly  insists  on 
bringing  it  forward."  If  they  laid  down 
the  rule  that  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the 
mother  country  was  to  hold  the  leading 
airings  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Colony,  to 
aettle  the  system,  and  to  tell  them  what 
they  might  propose  and  what  they  might 
sot  propose,  then  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
aaid,  that  the  pretence  of  free  colonial  in- 
stitutions was  a  delusion  and  a  mockery. 
Unless  they  could  supply  the  means — and 
be  knew  no  such  power  in  the  Constitution 
—of  providing  the  Governor  of  the  colony 
with  a  new  Ministry,  who  would  com- 
mand the  confidence  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  and  would  be  able  to  carry  on 
the  government  of  the  colony,  he  must  at 
that  stage — and,  mark,  he  said,  only  at 
that  stage — take  the  advice  tendered  to 
him  by  his  Ministry  and  allow  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly  and  the  Council  the  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  measures  which  the 
Ministry  proposed  to  bring  forward.  And 
when  the  67th  section  of  the  Colonial 
Constitution  Act  was  referred  to,  he  begged 
to  say  the  section  had  been  entirely  mis- 
apprehended. That  section  was  only  a 
repetition  of  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
English  House  of  Commons — that  no  Vote 
of  public  money  should  be  proposed  ex- 
cept by  the  responsible  Advisers  of  the 
Grown.  And  what  was  the  object  of  the 
aection  in  the  colony  ?  It  was  not  to 
aettle  the  relations  of  the  Governor  and 
hia  Ministry.  It  was  to  prevent  Mem- 
ben  of  the  Legislative  Assembly,  not 
being  Members  of  the  Government  pro- 
posing the  expenditure  of  the  public 
money,  and  for  that  alone.  Therefore 
when  the  noble  Duke  said,  and  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  repeated, 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Home  Govern- 
ment, at  this  stage,  to  have  directed  the 
Governor  of  the  colony  to  place  his  veto 
on  the  iptroduction  of  any  proposition  to 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  Vote  to 
Ladj  Darling,  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
aaid  that,  unless  with  a  view  to  dispense 
with  hii  Ministry,  that  was  counsel  which 


no  Government  could  agree  to.  No  Go- 
vernment would  remain  in  Office  unless 
they  had  the  confidence  of  the  Governor 
of  the  colony,  and  the  power  of  intro- 
ducing measures  to  the  legislature  whirh 
they  deemed  to  be  for  the  good  of  the 
commonwealth.  This  was  the  sole  ques- 
tion in  the  case  *-  the  point  of  time  at 
which  the  Governor  of  the  colony  should 
interpose  to  prevent  free  discussion.  When 
a  measure  had  passed  the  two  Houses  and 
was  presented  for  the  assent  of  the  Go- 
vernor, then  the  working  of  the  institu- 
tions of  the  colony  was  in  harmony  with 
the  working  of  the  institutions  of  this 
country.  No  doubt  the  proposed  grant 
was  in  opposition  to  the  rule  of  the  Colo- 
nial Office,  but  it  was  not  within  the  spirit 
of  the  Constitution  that  such  a  measure 
should  not  be  allowed  to  be  discussed. 
What  were  the  instructions  given  to  a 
Governor  of  a  colony?  He  held  in  his 
hand  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Cardwell, 
sent  out  with  Sir  Henry  Manners  Sutton, 
that  there  was  a  certain  class  of  measures 
with  regard  to  which  he  was,  unless  he 
thought  fit  at  once  to  refuse  the  Royal 
Assent,  to  withhold  that  Assent,  and  re- 
fer the  measures  to  the  Government  at 
home.  And  one  of  the  class  of  measures 
was  this — any  Bill  whereby  any  grant  of 
money  or  gratuity  may  be  made  to  a  colo- 
nial servant.  His  noble  Friend  said  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Home  Government 
not  to  allow  any  such  measure  to  be  con- 
sidered. He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  said 
that  that  was  not  the  spirit  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  colony.  The  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  was  that  there  should  be  free 
discussion.  Let  the  Ministry  who  have 
the  confidence  of  the  Assembly  propose  a 
measure,  and  let  it  be  discussed,  and  if 
one  Chamber  or  the  two  Chambers  re- 
jected it  there  was  an  end  of  the  mea- 
sure ;  but  if  both  Chambers  passed  it, 
then,  and  then  only,  it  was  for  the  Homo 
Government  to  form  their  judgment  and 
to  say  whether  the  Assent  of  the  Crown 
ought  to  be  refused.  He  desired  to  refer 
to  history  in  order  to  correct  a  misappre- 
hension into  which  some  noble  Lords  had 
fallen  as  to  what  took  place  when  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  was 
Secretary  of  State.  He  thought  there  was 
nothing  in  what  the  noble  Earl  did  open 
in  any  degree  to  misunderstanding  or  cen- 
sure. He  was  really  responsible  only  for 
this— for  the  answer  given  by  him  to  the 
Address  forwarded  for  presentation  to  Her 
Majesty.    But  what  was  tho  character  of 
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that  Address  ?  What  was  proposed  was, 
that  Her  Majesty  should  be  asked  by  the 
Address  emanating  from  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  entreating  Her  Majesty  to  give 
permission  to  Sir  Charles  Darling  to  ac- 
cept on  the  part  of  his  family  the  proposed 
present — it  was  not  to  ask  Her  Majesty 
to  give  assent  to  any  legislative  measure 
to  be  proposed — ^it  was  to  relax  the  rule 
of  the  colonial  service  and  to  allow  Sir 
Charles  Darling,  although  retaining  office, 
to  accept  a  gratuity  that  was  proposed, 
and  it  is  to  that  extent  the  answer  given 
by  the  noble  Earl  was  the  answer  that 
ought  to  be  given,  because  the  answer  was 
that  the  rule  that  a  Governor  should  not 
receive  presents  was  laid  down  in  the 
Colonial  Regulations.  It  was  under  these 
circumstances  impossible  that  Her  Majesty 
should  be  asked  to  violate  those  Regula- 
tions, and  that  the  acceptance  of  the  pre- 
sent would  be  regarded  as  a  relinquish- 
ment of  his  Governorship  by  Sir  Charles 
Darling.  It  was  refused,  and  properly 
refused.  And  what  then  took  place  ?  Sir 
Charles  Darling,  after  some  correspondence, 
proposed  to  leave  the  service,  and  to  forfeit 
any  expectations  of  any  future  employment 
under  the  Crown.  With  regard  to  the 
grant,  the  question  was,  as  he  had  before 
stated,  what  was  the  proper  time  for  the 
interposition  of  the  Home  Government. 
He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  ventured  to  think 
that,  it  being  proposed  by  the  Ministry  of 
the  colony  to  introduce  a  Bill  or  an  Esti- 
mate on  the  subject,  it  would  have  been 
entirely  premature,  before  it  was  known 
what  the  Colonial  Legislature  would  do 
with  it,  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  enter 
into  a  speculation,  and  say,  if  such  a  Bill 
were  passed,  he  was  to  take  such  and  such 
a  view  of  the  case.  And  what  was  done  ? 
The  Ministry  —  the  Colonial  Ministry — 
thought  Sir  Henry  Manners  Sutton  told 
them  they  were  entitled  to  place  on  the 
Estimates  a  Yote  of  this  kind.  The  Go- 
vernor imposed  no  impediment  in  the  way 
of  the  Vote  being  considered.  He  ex- 
pressed, however,  no  approval  of  the  mea- 
sure ;  on  the  contrary,  by  a  memorandum 
he  put  on  record  his  doubts  of  its  policy. 
The  Estimate  was  proposed  and  carried  by 
the  Legislative  Assembly,  And  here  again 
he  must  take  leave  to  differ  from  the  view 
of  the  subject  which  had  been  expressed 
by  Ins  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down. 
His  noble  Friend  contended  that  it  was  a 
great  mistake  to  have  a  ''tack"  to  a  Bill 
which  was  sent  up  to  the  Upper  House. 
But  he  seemed  to  forget  that  there  was  no 
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''tack"  at  all  in  the  ease.  A  <'tack" 
meant  the  addition  by  the  Lower  Chamber 
to  a  Money  Bill  of  something  which  had 
nothing  to  do  with  such  a  measure.  What, 
however,  was  done  in  the  instance  under 
discussion  was,  the  Estimates  being  agreed 
to,  to  make  a  grant  to  Lady  Darling,  and 
to  include  the  whole  in  the  Appropriation 
Bill.  In  fact,  that  which  was  done  in 
the  colony  was  nothing  more  than  was 
constantly  done  at  home.  The  whole  of 
the  Supplies  were  included  in  the  Appro- 
priation Bill  of  the  year,  and  were  thns 
sent  up  to  the  Upper  House.  But  that 
having  occurred  once,  a  similar  circum- 
stance would  in  all  probability  never  occur 
again  ;  for  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Colonial  Office  had  very  strongly  urged 
on  the  Governor  of  the  colony  the  expe- 
diency of  so  arranging  with  his  Ministry 
that  should  the  proposal  to  make  the  grant 
be  renewed,  it  should,  as  it  were,  be  iso- 
lated from  the  rest  of  the  Estimates,  and 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  separate  mea- 
sure, so  that  it  might  go  up  to  the  Upper 
Chamber  in  that  shape,  and  that  its  re- 
jection by  them  might  not  interfere  with 
the  general  Supplies  of  the  year.  That, 
he  thought,  was  very  wholesome  advice  ; 
but  then  it  was  advice  which  might  pos- 
sibly be  pressed  too  far.  If,  for  instance, 
the  Ministry,  just  as  a  Ministry  in  this 
country  might  do,  should  claim  the  right 
of  including  all  their  Votes  in  Supply  in 
the  Appropriation  Bill,  it  was  hard  to  say 
how  far  he,  at  that  stage,  could  offer  to 
such  a  proceeding  an  effective  opposition. 
The  whole  question,  he  felt,  was  one  of  as 
great  importance  as  could  occupy  their 
Lordships'  attention,  in  the  interest  of  the 
colonies ;  but  he  should  look  upon  the  pre- 
sent discussion  with  much  greater  alarm 
and  anxiety  than  he  did,  did  he  think  the 
House  was  prepared  to  lend  its  counte- 
nance to  the  doctrine  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  was  to  control  and  meddle 
with  the  action  of  the  Ministers  of  a  co- 
lony, by  stating  what  measures  should  and 
should  not  be  presented  by  them  to  the 
consideration  of  the  colonial  Parliament. 

The  MAEftUEss  op  SALISBURY  :  I 
should  not,  my  Lords,  at  this  hour  of  the 
evening,  venture  to  detain  you,  but  that 
the  doctrines  you. have  just  heard  laid 
down  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack  seem  to  me  to  be  dangerous 
in  their  character  and  likely  to  do  injury 
wherever  they  are  heard  or  read  of.  I  do 
not,  therefore,  like  to  let  the  speech  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  pass  without 
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entering  my  protest  against  the  doctrine 
enunciated,  although  that  protest  comes 
from  so  young  a  Member  of  the  House  as 
myself.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack  gave  us  a  history  of  the 
crisis  in  the  colony  of  Victoria,  which, 
though  strictly  accurate,  was,  I  think, 
somewhat  too  technical  in  its  colour.  I 
take  the  real  state  of  the  case  to  be  shortly 
this.  A  GK)Temor  has  been  removed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  from  his  office  be- 
cause he  had  shown  too  great  a  partiality  to 
one  party,  and  an  inclination  to  support  one 
branch  of  the  colonial  Legislature  against 
tlie  other.  No  sooner  was  the  Oovemor  re- 
moved than  the  branch  of  the  Legislature 
which  he  favoured  proposed  to  award  him 
a  grant  of  money  for  having  departed  from 
the  Imperial  policy.     If  this  is  to  be  per- 


this  money,  and  then  the  opinions  of  the 
Governor  and  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
under  whom  the  Oovemor  acts,  would  in 
due  form  have  been  taken  and  expressed 
on  the  matter.  I,  however,  understand 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack to  lay  down  in  the  broadest  and  most 
distinct  manner  the  doctrine  that  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  was  never  to  be  permitted 
to  interfere  beforehand  with  any  proposal 
which  might  be  made  by  a  Ministry  in  a 
colony  where  free  constitutional  govern- 
ment existed. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  did  not 
say  80.  I  said  that  a  Secretary  of  State 
who  so  interfere  would  run  the  risk  of 
placing  the  Oovemor  in  such  a  position 
that  he  would  be  no  longer  able  to  retain 
the  Ministry  who  advised  him,  and  that 


mittcd,  it  is  simply  saying  that  this  coun-   the  Ministry  would  refuse  to  act  under  his 


try  must  look  calmly  on  while  one  of  the 
branches  of  the  colonial  Legislatures  en- 
courages the  Governor  to  disregard  the 
spirit  of  the  orders  he  had  received  from 


dictation. 

The  Mxequsss  of  SALISBURY :  I  am 
sorry  I  misunderstood  what  fell  from  my 
noble  and  leamed  Friend ;  but  I  thought 


home,  and  that  defiance  of  the  Imperial  i  he  censured  very  deeply  any  Secretary  of 


rule  by  one  portion  of  the  colonial  Legia 
lature  is  not  to  receive  any  notice,  censure, 
or  resistance  from  the  Home  Govemment. 
Now,  this  is  a  policy  which,  divested  of  its 
technical  aspect,  your  Lordships  will  not, 
1  am  sure,  approve,  ond  whidi  cannot  if 
followed  out  be  otherwise  than  productive 
of  danger  to  the  Empire  at  large.  I,  for 
one,  cannot  concur  in  the  estimate  of  a 
colonial  Go vemor's  position  which  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  appears  to  have  formed. 
He  seems  to  regard  a  Governor  of  a  colony 
as  a  mere  mute  personage ;  as  a  gentleman 
who  is  to  have  no  will  of  his  own,  who  is 


State  who  should  interfere  in  the  way  1 
have  described.  But,  be  that  as  it  may. 
occasions  may  easily  arise  in  which  a 
Secretary  of  State  may  have  before  him 
only  the  altemative  of  interfering  or  al- 
lowing the  honour  of  England  to  be 
tarnished.  Let  me  suppose,  for  instance, 
that  a  colonial  Ministry  propose  a  Budget 
of  repudiation.  Will  anybody  contend 
that  under  such  circumstances  it  would 
not  be  the  duty  of  the  Governor  to  put  an 
absolute  veto  on  the  introduction  of  that 
Budget }  I  will  not  dilate  on  the  results 
which  might  fiow  from  that  policy.     In 


to  represent  nothing,  and  who  is  to  do,  with  |  the  case  of  our  free  colonies  it  might,  per- 
a  certain  amount  of  obsequiousness  and  j  haps,  weaken  the  tie  which  subsists  be 


servility,  whatever  the  Ministers  who  hap- 
pen to  be  seated  in  his  council-chamW 
nay  bid  him.  Before,  my  Lords,  you  en- 
dorse such  a  doctrine  as  that,  I  would  ask 
you  to  consider  for  a  moment  the  conse- 
quences to  which  it  is  likely  to  lead.  Do 
not,  I  pray  you,  be  hurried  away  by  the 
argument  of  my  noble  and  leamed  Friend 
that,  if  you  allow  a  Secretary  of  State  to 
interfere  as  suggested  before  a  Money  Bill 
is  introduced,  you  are  thereby  stifling  dis- 
ottssion.  The  course  which  the  Houses  of 
Parliament  in  Victoria  ought  to  have  pur- 
sued if  they  wished  to  raise  a  question  of 
this  kind  is  perfectly  clear.  It  is  a  course 
which  is  adopted  every  day  in  this  coun- 
try. They  might  simply  have  addressed 
the  Crown  expressing  their  views  on  the 
iubject  of  the  proposed  appropriation  of 


tween  them  and  the  mother  country ;  but, 
in  the  presence  of  such  an  argument,  are 
we  not  entitled  to  ask  what  is  the  exact 
value  of  that  tie?  Might  we  not  ap- 
preciate its  value  too  highly  ?  Would  it 
not  bo  better—  a  thousand  times  better- 
that  the  tie  should  be  broken  than  that 
anything  dibhonouring  to  the  Crown  of 
England  should  be  suffered  !  There  is  a 
large  class  with  regard  to  which  it  might 
be  the  distinct  duty  of  a  Oovemor  to  im« 
pose  a  veto  on  the  proposals  of  his  con- 
titutional  advisers,  and  the  duty  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  enforce  the  adoption 
of  that  course.  But  you  may  go  further. 
The  policy  which  a  constitutional  Ministry 
in  a  colony  may  recommend  may,  though 
not  absolutely  dishonourable  to  the  Crown» 
be  dangerous  to  Imperial  interests  all  otoc 
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the  globe.  They  may  recommend  some- 
thing which  would  be  yery  embarrassing 
as  regards  the  relations  of  the  Crown  to  its 
colonies  in  every  part  of  the  world.  This 
was  partially  so  in  the  present  case.  If  it 
be  in  the  power  of  a  colonial  Assembly  to 
buy  off  a  GoTomor  who  represents  tho 
Crown,  the  power  of  the  Crown  is 
weakened  throughoat  the  entire  extent  of 
its  dominions.  It  appears  to  me,  there- 
fore, a  yery  dangerous  doctrine  to  lay 
down  that  a  Goyernor  must  not  interfere 
with  the  action  of  his  responsible  advisers, 
and  that  the  Secretary  of  State  may  not 
call  a  Governor  to  account  for  his  conduct 
if  he  omits  to  do  so  at  the  proper  time.  I 
do  not  desire  to  enter  more  at  present  into 
the  question  which  has  been  raised  in  this 
discussion.  This  is  not  an  hour  to  do  so ; 
but  I  feel  it  is  but  a  small  portion  of  a 
very  large  subject  which  will  more  and 
more  intrude  itself  upon  your  Lordship's 
attention.  You  will  have  more  and  more 
to  consider  how  far  the  relation  of  England 
with  those  free  constitational  colonies  is 
a  reality  or  a  delusion.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  says  that  free  constitutional 
government  would  be  a  mockery  and  a 
delusion  if  the  Secretary  of  State  might 
interfere  in  the  manner  for  which  I  con- 
tend and  prevent  discussion.  But,  my 
Lords,  the  connection  between  the  Crown 
of  England  and  its  colonies  will,  in  my 
opinion,  be  indeed  a  mockery  and  a  delu- 
sion if  his  doctrine  is  allowed  to  prevail. 
Be  the  result  what  it  may  we  must  take 
care  that  whatever  power  we  retain  over 
them  shall  be  a  real  power  and  that  it 
shall  be  freely  and  honestly  exercised  for 
the  good  and  the  honour  of  the  Empire. 
The  moment  circumstances  arise  in  which 
it  may  appear  to  us  that  we  can  no  longer 
exercise  that  power  for  those  great  ends 
the  best  and  most  honourable  course  for  us 
to  adopt  is  to  resign  it  altogether. 

Eabl  G  REY  said,  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess who  had  just  sat  down  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  had  so  ably  combated  the 
doctrines  laid  down  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  that  it  was 
needless  for  him  to  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  some  observations  which  he 
otherwise  should  have  wished  to  address 
to  them.  At  the  same  time  the  subject 
was  of  such  grave  importance  that  he 
might  be  permitted  to  add  a  few  remarks 
to  those  just  made  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  in  which  he  entirely  concurred.  He 
thought  it  absolutely  necessary  to  the 
honour  and  interests  of  this  country,  if  the 

The  Marquess  of  Saliehury 


connection  between  us  and  the  colonies 
was  to  be  continued,  that  we  should  main- 
tain some  degree  of  authority  over  them ; 
and  that  authority  could  be  exercised  only 
through  the  Governor.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  Governor  could  not  be  an  effective  in- 
strument for  exercising  that  authority  un- 
less his  independence  was  preserved  by  a 
strict  adherence  to  a  rule  laid  down,  not 
only  within  the  last  few  years,  but  almost 
ever  since  we  had  had  colonies.     He  be- 
lieved that,  as  early  as  the  time  of  Charles 
XL,  instructions  to  the  same  effect  as  were 
now  given  on  that  point  were  issued  to 
our  colonial  Governors.     Such  Governors 
had  certainly  from  an  early  period  been 
prohibited  from  accepting  any  reward  from 
the  colonies.   It  had  been  argued  that  that 
prohibition  applied  to  Governors  only  while 
in  the  service  of  the  Crown  ;  and  that  in 
regard  to  India,  Parliament  had  passed  an 
Act  expressly  forbidding  our  public  ser- 
vants to  accept  gifts  from  Native  Princes, 
which  Act  did  not    operate    elsewhere. 
It  was  perfectly  true  that  the  Act  referred 
to  did  not  apply  to  persons  who  had  been 
in  the  colonial  service  of  the  Crown,  and 
that  the  severer  rule  was  confined  to  those 
who  had  served  in  India.    But  this  by  no 
means  implied  that  Parliament  had  ever 
meant  to  sanction  the  making  of  grants  to 
those  who  had  been  colonial  Governors. 
It  arose  from  the  fact  that  legislation  was 
necessary  to  restrain  the  practice  in  the 
one  case  and  not  in  the  other.   If  a  Native 
Prince,  not  under  the  control  of  the  British 
authorities,  made  a  gift  to  a  person  who 
had  held  a  public  office  in  India,  perhaps 
to  reward  him  for  some  neglect  of  duty, 
there  were  no  means  to  prevent  so  dan- 
gerous an  abuse  till  it  was  made  penal  to 
accept  such  gifts.    But  in  a  colony  no  such 
case  could  arise,  because  the  law  invested 
the  Crown  with  authority  to  prevent  such 
a  grant  being  made,  by  refusing  its  assent 
to  any  Act  for  making  it.      In   another 
part  of  his  speech  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  argument,  if  admitted,  would  go  to 
the  length  of  making  a  colonial  Governor  a 
mere  machine  without  the  power  of  exer- 
cising any  control  whatever  over  his  ad- 
visers or  the  Legislature.     The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said  that  the  Governor  could 
not  have  refused  to  allow  a  grant  to  be 
proposed,  because  if  he  had  he  would  have 
been  left  without  a  Ministry.     But  if  to 
avoid  that  inconvenience  was  to  be  regarded 
as  a  sufficient  reason  for  permitting  the 
grant  to  be  proposed,  it  would  equally  be 
a  reason  for  not  afterwards  withholding 
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his  assent  from  the  Bill  in  which  the  grant  tion  which  the  Homo  Qofemment  migh 
was  included.  Indeed,  it  would  be  far  i  exercise  for  the  benefit  of  the  colonists* 
more  difficult  for  the  Goremor  to  interfere  '  when  party  spirit  ran  so  high  and  produced 
with  the  grant  at  the  later  than  at  the  '  such  evils  as  now  prevailed  in  Victoria,  to 
earlier  stage  of  the  proceedings ;  because  i  step  in  as  a  moderating  power  and  suggest 
when  the  Appropriation  Act  came  up  to  some  mode  of  accommodation  that  both 
him,  that  grant  to  the  former  Governor  |  parties  could  fairly  accept.  In  this  case 
would  be  only  a  single  item  in  it,  and  \  there  was  a  mode  of  accommodation  which 
therefore  tho  Governor  would  only  have  ^  he  thought  might  be  proposed  and  accepted, 
the  option  of  either  rejecting  the  whole  '  He  did  not  hesitate  to  express  his  opinion 
of  the  Supplies  of  the  year  or  of  allowing  ]  that  under  no  circumstances  ought  Ilcr 
the  Vote  to  the  ex-Governor  to  pass.  And  <  Majesty's  Government  to  admit  the  pro- 
if  he  attempted  to  do  that  he  would  posed  grant  to  be  given  to  Sir  Charles 
meet  with  precisely  the  same  difficulty  Darling.  He  did  not  think  it  ought  to  be 
from  his  Ministers  as  if  he  had  at  first  |  allowed  that  the  recallof  a  Governor  under 
declined  to  authorize  their  recommend-  such  circumstances  should  be  converted 
ing  tho  grant.  If  he  refused  his  as-  \  into  a  reward.  At  the  same  time  he  felt 
sent  to  the  Appropriation  Bill  his  Mi-  that  the  consequences  of  his  recall  fell  with 
nistry  would  resign;  and  therefore  the  |  the  greatest  severity  on  Sir  Charles  Darling, 
coercion  put  upon  the  Governor  would  come  i  who,  after  all,  had  committed  an  error  of 
at  a  dificrent  time,  but  even  more  certainly  I  judgment  only.  Instead  of  giving  that 
than  by  the  other  course.  If  the  Governor  large  grant  to  Lady  Darling,  he  would 
in  the  present  case  had  had  plain  and  dis-  ;  suggest  that  the  colonial  Legislature  might 
tinct  instructions  from  the  first  from  the  ;  consent  to  settle  on  Sir  Charles  Darling 
Secretary  of  State,  informing  him  that  Her  |  the  pension  which  under  the  Act  giving 
Majesty  could  not  be  advised  to  sanction  |  pensions  to  colonial  Go? emors  he  might 
such  a  proposal  so  contrary  to  the  estab-  have  been  entitled  to  if  he  had  served  a  few 
lished  rule  there  would  have  been  no  risk  of  -  years  longer— the  value  of  such  a  pension 
that  kind.  His  Ministers  would  have  felt  i  would  be  far  less  than  the  proposed  grant, 
thatiftheyresigned  they  would  only  throw  and  would  still  leave  the  Governor  under 
their  power  into  the  hands  of  their  politi-  '.  what  would  be  a  substantial  punishment  for 
cal  adversaries,  and  therefore  an  Instruction  the  fault  he  had  committed,  while  it  would 
from  home  to  the  effect  just  indicated  would  !  diminish  its  extreme  severity.  In  that  man- 
have  been  an  effectual  protection  against  ner  he  might  be  greatly  reUeved  from  the 
all  the  mischief  that  had  arisen.  It  had  severe  consequences  which  had  fallen  upon 
been  clearly  shown  that  a  great  %iistake  him.  There  was  another  point  that  he  wish- 
had  been  committed  in  this  case,  and  that  ed  to  notice.  People  seemed  to  think  that 
owing  to  the  want  of  proper  firmness  the  because  in  this  country  the  refusal  of  the 
colony  of  Victoria  had  been  brought  into  a  Supplies  by  the  House  of  Commons  neces- 
most  unfortunate  situation.  Before  sitting  ,  sarily  compelled,  sooner  or  later,  the  Go- 
down  he  wished  to  say  he  thought  it  the  '  vernment  to  give  way,  the  same  thing  was 
duty  of  Her  Mnjesty^s  Gt)vemment  to  eon-  the  case  in  the  colonies.  Nothing  could  be 
sider  the  position  of  extreme  hardship  in  more  entirely  erroneous.  In  their  relations 
which  the  public  servants  of  the  colony  •  with  the  Imperial  Government  the  colonial 
were  placed  throngh  the  continued  non-  Legislatures  stood  in  a  different  position 
receipt  of  their  salaries.  One  case  in  par-  from  the  House  of  Commons.  He  could 
ticular  had  been  accidentally  brought  under  speak  from  experience  on  that  point  He 
his  notice,  in  which  a  public  servant  who  knew  that  the  refusal  of  the  Supplies  in  a 
had  faithfully  served  in  the  colony  for  ten  >  colony  had  not  had  the  effect  which  waa 
years,  under  the  promise  of  promotion  and  ;  apprehended.  The  case  of  the  colony  of 
ultimately  of  a  pension,  was  at  present,  '  British  Guiina  illustrated  and  confirmed 
owing  to  the  failure  of  Supplies,  left  ac-  his  assertion  in  that  respect.  In  the  case  of 
tually  without  the  means  of  subsistence.  Demerara  where  the  colonial  Legislature 
That  was  only  one  instance  out  of  many,  threatened  to  withhold  a  part  of  the  aecos- 
for  the  entire  body  of  public  servants  in  the  tomed  grants  in  the  hope  of  coercing  the 
colony  had  long  been  deprived  of  their  Home  Government  to  a  change  in  its  oom- 
inoomes,  the  public  works  had  been  stopped,  mercial  policy,  instructions  were  sent  out 
and  the  whole  affairs  of  the  colony  thrown  -  that  the  services  for  which  grants  were 
into  a  state  of  deplorable  conAision.  It  I  not  voted  should  cease.  InstructionB  were 
■eemed  to  him  it  would  be  a  useful  fbno-   given  to  the  Oovenior  that  if  ti^e  grants 
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necessary  for  maintaining  the  criminals  in 
the  prisons  should  be  refused,  they  should  be 
let  out;  that  if  the  usual  colonial  allowances 
for  the  troops  were  not  provided  for,  they 
were  to  be  sent  to  Barbadoes,  and  that  it 
must  be  for  the  colony  to  consider  whether 
they  would  incur  these  consequences.  The 
result  was  that  the  threat  to  refuse  the 
Supplies  proved  to  be  an  utter  failure.  If 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Colonial  Secretary) 
had  instructed  the  Govemor  in  the  present 
case  not  to  include  this  grant  in  the  Esti- 
mates, and  if  thereupon  the  Ministers  had 
resigned  and  no  others  had  been  found,  it 
would  have  been  the  colony  that  would 
have  suffered.  He  had  no  doubt,  however, 
tliat  other  Ministers  would  have  been 
found.  Ko  one  would  say  that  if  the 
colony  refused  to  adopt  the  course  pointed 
out  by  the  Home  Government  any  attempt 
to  compel  them  by  force  should  be  resorted 
to ;  but  the  colony  enjoyed,  by  virtue  of 
the  connection  with  the  mother  country, 
protection  and  support  that  were  of  the 
utmost  value,  but  which  were  only  to  be 
given  under  certain  conditions  ;  and  the 
colonists  ought  to  understand  that  if  those 
conditions  were  not  fulfilled  that  support 
and  protection  would  cease.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  argued 
that  such  a  policy  would  destroy  the  ties 
between  this  country  and  colonies  enjoy- 
ing free  institutions;  but  there  was  not 
the  smallest  ground  for  that  assertion.  The 
cases  would  not  be  numerous,  and  of  course 
the  power  of  the  Crown  should  be  exercised 
with  discretion.  In  cases,  however,  where 
the  honour  of  the  Crown  and  of  the  Em- 
pire at  large  was  concerned  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  this  coun- 
try to  make  it  distinctly  understood  that 
they  would  firmly  exercise  the  powers  in- 
trusted to  the  Crown  by  the  Constitution, 
and  then  it  would  be  for  the  colonies  to 
decide.  The  moment  he  saw  the  altera- 
tions which  the  Victoria  Legislature  had 
not  only  been  permitted  but  encouraged  to 
make  in  the  Constitutions  established  in 
that  colony  by  the  Act  of  1850,  he  felt 
convinced  that,  sooner  or  later,  there  must 
come  a  collision  between  the  two  branches 
of  the  Legislature ;  for,  while  the  one 
branch  was  made  to  consist  of  a  limited 
number  of  members  elected  for  life,  the 
other  was  elected  by  the  widest  possible 
suffrage,  and  in  the  event  of  a  difference 
of  opinion  arising  between  them,  as  was 
to  be  expected,  no  means  were  provided  by 
the  Constitution  for  extricating  the  colony 
from  that  difficulty.  He  could  not  but  urge 
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upon  the  colony  to  consider  whether  even 
now  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  repeal 
or  amend  the  Acts  by  which  the  Constitu- 
tion, as  settled  by  Parliament  in  1850, 
had  been  so  injudiciously  altered.  By  the 
Act  of  1850,  by  which  the  colony  of  Vic- 
toria was  separated  from  New  South  Wales, 
a  Constitution  was  given  to  it  precisely 
the  Bsme  with  that  which  had  for  several 
years  been  in  successful  operation  in  New 
South  Wales.  Under  this  Constitution, 
the  Legislature  consisted  of  a  single  Cham- 
ber, two-thirds  of  the  members  being 
elected,  and  the  others  nominated  for  the 
duration  of  the  Parliament  by  the  Governor. 
To  return  to  this  system  need  not  involve 
any  abandonment  of  what  is  called  respon- 
sible Government,  on  the  contrary,  it 
would,  he  thought,  enable  responsible  Go- 
vernment to  work  much  more  satisfactorily 
and  easily  than  it  had  done  under  the  pre- 
sent system.  Such  was  the  equal  division 
of  parties  in  some  of  the  colonies  that  there 
were  changes  of  Ministry  every  two  or 
three  months,  and  sometimes  oftener,  and 
no  one  fixed  or  settled  line  of  policy  could 
be  pursued.  If  the  old  form  of  Constitu- 
tion were  reverted  to,  and  if  a  single 
Chamber  were  established,  containing  two- 
thirds  of  elected  members  and  one-third 
nominated  by  the  Crown,  but  really  by  the 
Minister  of  the  day,  the  nominated  Mem- 
bers would  add  weight  to  the  scale  and 
render  Government  more  permanent.  In 
his  opinion  these  colonies  had  not  the  pro- 
per mat^ials  for  constituting  two  different 
Chambers. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
desired  to  correct  a  misunderstanding  as  to 
what  he  had  stated,  lie  was  very  far 
from  saying  that  circumstances  might  not 
arise  of  such  transcendent  importance  as 
would  justify  the  Home  Government  in  is- 
suing positive  Instructions  to  the  Governor 
of  a  colony  as  to  the  course  which  his  Mi- 
nistry should  take.  What  he  had  said  was 
that  if  the  Ministry  of  a  colony,  supported 
by  the  full  approbation  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly  and  of  the  Home  Government, 
recommended  the  introduction  of  a  parti- 
cular measure,  and  if  the  Home  Govern- 
ment undertook  to  require  the  Governor 
to  refuse  his  assent  to  the  introduction  of 
that  measure,  they  would  undertake  the 
responsibility  of  bringing  about  that  which 
was  the  natural  consequence— a  change  of 
Ministry  ;  and  would  thereby  cause  a  dead- 
lock in  the  colony  in  another  form.  With 
regard  to  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Grey)  that  a  pension  should  be  voted 
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hj  tho  colony  to  Sir  Charlea  Dnrling,  in-  bring  in  ■  Bill  on  tbe  subject  of  Edn- 

Btead  of  tbe  sam  of  £20,000  being  given  cation  in  Scotland  during  the  present  See* 

to  Ladj  Bariing,  it  would,  no  doubt,  be-  aion  } 

looked  upon  with  great  favour  in  th(>  Tbe  LORD  ADTOCA.TE  uid,  inreplj, 
colony,  but  it  would  acconiplish  the  object  that  in  consequence  of  the  important  and 
they  desired  by  an  annual  payment  inBtead  preiNng  matters  which  had  occupied  the 
of  a  capital  sum.  attention  of  the  Honio,  and  must  continue 
LoBD  KINGSTON  quite  agreed  that  so  to  do  for  some  time  to  come,  it  was  not 
some  compensation  sboold  be  provided  for  the  intention  of  the  Ooremmeat  to  pro- 
Sir  Charles  Darling;  for  no  donbt  ho  sup-  ceed  with  the  measure  referred  to  by  tho 


posed  that  on  resigning  his  office  he  would 
be  entitled  to  compensation. 


ban.  and  gallant  Member. 


[ock, 


ilock,  to  MoniU] 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
FriJay,  May  8,  1868. 


MINUTES.]-Si 

— Iteiolatiim4  [M»7  7]  rtportid. 

nidertd  in  Cowtmtitta — Ki- 


ARMY— BALL  CARTRIDGE.— QUESTION. 

__ Mb.  HAYTER  said,  he  would  beg  to 

Elann  o'olook  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, haring  regard  \a  tbe  increased  danger 
,  to  life  from  the  use  of  Breech-loaders  in 
!  tlie  hands  of  Soldiora  either  insane  or  of 
intemperate  habits,  aa  evidenced  by  th« 
recent  occurrences  at  Horfield  Barracks, 
near  Bristol,  ho  will  undertake  to  adrise 
with  his  Royal  Highness  tbe  Field  Uanbal 
Commanding  in  Chief,  ai  to  the  propriety 


■cmridertd  in  Commitut    of  withdrawing  the  twenty  rounds  of  B^ 

Cartridge  now  in  tbe  poasesuon  of  all  NA- 

^  .  commissioned  Uffioera  and  Hen  of  the  Bri- 


(ScolUnil)*;  Jarori'  Affirmntioni  (Scollsnd). 
Firit  Reading — CuitODitkud  iDcamsTsi*  [t08]; 

Weight!   nnd   Mcuures  (Scotlind)  ■  [100]  ; 

Jnron'  Affirmstiont  (ScotUnd)*  [110]. 
Jtt/trrtd  (o  Stlecl  Committee — Judgioants  Eitsn- 

.ion«[341. 
Hard  Iteading—DooumtnUrj  ETideao*  *  [97] 


to  the  Troops  on  parade  when  about  to 
proceed  on  military  duty  ? 

Sin  JOUN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  n. 
!  ply,  that  be  bod  not  had  the  opportunity 
of  seeing  the  Commander- in- Chjef  upon 
tbe  subject  to  which  the  hon.  Member's 


Artiuni'  ftod  Labonren'  DwtLiinp  [6S^  sod    Question  related.     Stuting  merely  his  io- 

piuied.  dividual  opinion,  he  thought  the  ooourrcnce 

of  a  single  crime,  boweTor  atrocious  and 

POST  OFFICE  RETURNS  -ODESTION.      ^^^h  to  be  deplored,  would  not  be  oamM 

Mb.  MOFTATT  said,  he  wished  to  ask    sufficient  for  taking  a  step  which  would 

tho  Secretary  to  the  Tressury,  Why  tbe    be  felt  as  a  slur  by  the  whole  Army,  the 

Annual  Report  of  tho  Foatmnstei  General    ammnnitios  haring  from  time  to  time  been 

for  1B66,  presented  to  tbe  House  on  the    confided  to  the  csre  of  eoldiers. 

12th  August  1867,  has  not  yet  been  de-  I 

livered  ;  and,  when  the  Annual  Report  for  ,  UNITED  STATES— THE  '■  SPRINGBOK." 


1867  may  bo  expected  ? 

Ma.  SCLATFR-BOUTII  said,  in  nply,  | 
that  he  was  unable  to  give  an  explanation  I 


«trtsrioir, 
Mk.  BENTINCR   said,  he  would  beg 


of  the  reason  why  the  printing  of  tbe  docu-  »«  ">  *^,.^?u^'?  "^  ^*"*t  f?'  ^^"'T 

ments  hsd  been   ao  long  delayed.      As.  AfBurs.  1\  hen  the  Papers  relating  to  the 

however,  the  deUy  bad   taken   place,  it  condemnation  of  the  cargo  of  the  Bntish 

was  thought  that  it  would  be  mo^  oouto-  barquo  «^.»3**i,  by  the  Supreme  Conrt 

nient  to  print  and  present  the  B«tnms  for  "f  J^",^""*^  ^"H''  J^'"  ^  '"^  vPSl""" 

the  lost  two  year,  together.    They  would.  Table  ?  Portions  of  those  Papers  had  been 

probably,  be  laid  on  the  table  of  tbe  Hense  |  '^^  '^''/r/J,"" '^■ 


LoxD  STANLEY,  in  reply,  add,  theee 

Papers  were  now  before  the  Law  Officers 

of  the  Crown,  but  he  beliered  ■  portion 

of  tbem  night  shortly  be  produced.     If 

Adhiul    EBSEIKE  said,  he  wished    his  hon.  Friend  would  explain  privately 

to  Mk  tbe  Lord  Advocate,  If  it  is  the  in-  j  which  of  them  be  voated,  no  aonbt  he 

tention  of  Her  Majeety'i  QoTernnunt  ta   would  be  able  to  piooore  them. 


in  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks. 


SCOTLAND— EDUCATION.— QUESTION. 
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SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  ARMY. 
XSSOLT7TI0V. 

Mb.  PERCY  TVTNBHAM,  in  rising 
to  move  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  would  he  advantageous  and  convenient 
to  auhstitnte  a  system  of  weekly  in  lieu 
of  daily  payments  to  those  non-commis- 
sioned Officers  and  Soldiers  of  the  Army 
whose  previous  conduct  might  warrant 
the  extension  of  this  indulgence,  said,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  this  indulgence  would 
he  of  great  benefit  to  soldiers  of  good  eon- 
duct.  The  driblets  of  pay  they  received 
daily  were  of  very  little  use  to  them,  be- 
ing so  small  after  the  regulation  deduction, 
li^sing  the  soldiers*  pay  had  led  to  no 
less  than  26,000  enlistments,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  proposal  he  had  in  view  would 
be  attended  by  the  most  advantageous 
results,  and  would  greatly  encourage  and 
facilitate  the  habit  of  saving.  That  pro- 
posal was  a  very  simple  one,  and  it  had  the 
great  merit  that  it  would  not  add  one  far- 
thing to  the  Estimates.  What  he  proposed 
was,  that  non-commissioned  officers  and 
soldiers  should  be  paid  weekly  instead  of 
daily.  It  was  quite  clear  that  they  would 
prefer  it,  as  even  now  they  often  got  the 
captain  to  keep  the  money  for  them  until 
the  end  of  the  week.  The  large  number  of 
men  offering  themselves  for  re-enltstment 
had  enabled  commanding  officers  to  refuse 
men  who  had  been  guilty  of  misconduct,  so 
that  the  men  in  the  ranks  were  now  of  a 
class  clearly  entitled  to  favourable  consi- 
deration. There  had  been  instances  be- 
fore Delhi,  and  in  Canada,  and  elsewhere, 
in  which  the  ordinary  rule  of  daily  pay- 
mente  had  been  departed  from,  and  the 
change  had  given  great  satisfaction  to 
the  men.  There  was  recently 'a  case  in 
which,  when  some  troops  were  sent  to 
Malta,  the  officers  of  some  of  the  regi- 
ments directed  the  arrears  of  ninety  days' 
due — owing  to  the  advance  in  the  amount 
of  soldiers*  pay  made  last  Session,  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Huntingdon  (General 
Peel) — to  be  paid  in  one  payment,  which 
amounted  to  15«.  or  20«.  each  man;  and 
not  only  was  this  regarded  as  a  boon,  but 
the  oondttct  of  the  troops  who  received  it 


was  such  as  fully  to  justify  the  confi- 
dence reposed  in  them  by  the  officers ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  in  other  regi- 
ments at  the  same  station,  those  arrears 
were  paid  in  driblets  ;  not  only  did  the 
money  do  the  soldiers  very  little  good,  but 
their  conduct  was  not  so  praiseworthy  as 
that  of  the  men  who  received  it  in  a  lump 
sum.  He  aluo  instanced  the  case  of  the 
payment  of  the  men  who  were  sent  to 
Canada  after  the  affair  of  the  Trent,  and 
stated  that  they  much  approved  of  the 
system  of  weekly  payments.  On  these 
grounds,  he  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  give  the  question  careful  considera- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  lea?e  oot  from  the  word  <*  Thai"  to  the  end 
of  the  Qaettion,  in  order  to  add  the  word*  '*  in  the 
opinion  of  this  Floute,  it  would  be  adTantageous 
and  conTenient  to  subttitate  a  t/stem  of  weekl j  in 
lieu  of  dail J  pajmentt  to  those  non-comminioned 
OfBoeri  and  Soldien  of  the  Armj  whoee  prerioua 
oondnot  might  warrant  the  extension  of  this  in- 
dulgence,"— (Mr,  Percy  Wyndham,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  this 
was  one  of  tho^  matters  affecting  the 
internal  economy  of  regiments  in  which 
he  should  not  venture  to  interfere  with 
the  discretion  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief.  There  was,  no  doubt, 
a  good  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the 
view  advocated  by  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
the  matter,  he  promised,  should  not  be 
lost  sight  of.  Indeed,  he  believed,  the 
Commander-in-Chief  was  about  to  make 
the  alteration. 

Mk.  PERCY  WTNDHAM  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraton* 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Committee 
on  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  had  been  fixed 
for  Monday ;  but  he  understood  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
had  arranged  that  the  Navy  Estimates 
should  be  taken  first  on  Mond[ay ;  and  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  afterwards.  Now,  as 
he  understood,  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mf' 
Horsfall)— a  Motion  relating  to  the  restric- 
tions  upon  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle 
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—which  has  heen  delayed  many  times,  and 
in  which  great  interest  is  felt — will  be  taken 
before  Supply,  and  he  did  not  think  they 
could  reckon  on  getting  thit>ugh  that  dis- 
cussion in  less  than  two  hours.  Then  ho 
felt  that  the  Navy  Estimates  would  carry 
the  right  hon.  Oentleroan  far  through  the 
night.  Now,  he  should  be  glad  if,  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  they  could 
understand  what  arrangement  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  ? 

Ma.  DISRAELI  said,  he  was  aware  of 
the  circumstances  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  called  attention,  and  he 
had  been  consulting  with  one  of  his  right 
hon.  Friends  on  the  subject  at  the  moment 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rose.  He 
did  not  think  it  would  be  satisfactory 
either  that  the  House  should  be  in  any 
doubt  about  the  time  at  which  the  Scotch 
Beform  Bill  would  come  on  or  that  the 
Bill  should  be  brought  forward  at  a  late 
hour.  He  thought^  therefore,  it  was 
better  to  have  it  understood  that  the  Bill 
would  not  be  taken  on  Monday.  The 
Boundary  Bill  was  the  first  Order  for 
Thursday  night.  He  would  put  the  Scotch 
Keform  Bill  down  as  the  second ;  and  if  it 
could  not  be  brought  on  that  night  it 
might  be  fixed  for  another  day. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  that  his  convic- 
tion was  that  the  discussion  on  the  Bound- 
ary Bill  would  occupy  so  much  time  as 
to  throw  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  over. 
He  therefore  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gontleman  would  fix  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill  as  the  first  Order.  So  important  a 
Bill  should  not  be  placed  second. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  suggested  that  they 
had  better  confine  themselves  at  present 
to  arranging  that  the  Bill  was  not  to  come 
on  next  Monday.  On  Monday  they  could 
make  further  arrangements. 

INFECTIOUS  DISEASES. 

MOTIOir      FOR     AS     ADDRESS. 

Sib  J.  CLARKE  JERYOISE  said,  that 
in  rising  to  move  for  an  Address  to  the 
Queen  praying  for  an  inquiry   into  the  | 
spread  of  disease  by  infection,  with  a  view 
to  legislation  on  the  subject,  he  made  no  | 
pretence  to  science  beyond  that  knowledge  { 
which    was    founded    upon   facts.      Uis  l 
only  logic  in  connection  with  this  matter  i 
was  the  inexorable  logic  of  facts.     This  | 
question  he  (Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoise)  con- 
sidered to  be  one  of  unbounded  magnitude, 
and  of  the  greatest  possible  interest  When 
be  brought  forward  the  measure  last  year 


he  was  answered  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of  Coun- 
cil, who  said  that  all  infectious  disorders 
were  contagious,  but  all  contagious  dis- 
orders were  not  infectious,  and  stated  also 
that  a  few  Gentlemen  connected  with  the 
Privy  Council  were  acquainted  with  all 
disorders.      It  had  been  stated    bv  the 
Medical  Officers  of  the  Privy  Council  that 
every  disorder  was  desoenaed  in  regular 
pedigree,  and  that,  though  we  could  no 
more  tell  the  first  parent  of  disease  than 
we  could  tell  the  origin  of  species,  the 
consequence  might  be  predicted  with  the 
certainty  of  a  chemical  experiment.     He 
confessed,  however,  his  inability  to  per- 
ceive how,  according  to  the  rules  of  logic, 
it  was  possible  to  argue  with  the  certainty 
of  a  chemical  experiment  upon  premises 
which  were  altogether  uncertain.      The 
Pall  Mall  OauiU  had  spoken  of  his  Notice 
as  one  that  perplexed  the  student  of  the 
Notice  Paper  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  did  not,  however,  think  that  the  ser- 
vices of  any  literary  Brothers  Davenport 
were  required  to  unravel  the  meaning.  But 
if  he  was  altogether  ineomprehensible  thero 
would  be  noUiing  singular  in  that     Last 
year,  on  speaking  to  an  eminent  Member 
of  that  House  who  had  taken  a  leading 
part  in  connection  with  the  Cattle  Plague 
Bill,  that  Gentleman  observed  to  him  that 
he  knew  nothing  at  all  about  the  matter. 
*'  What  I"  was  his  exclamation,  "  and  yoa 
a    Member   of   the    Government    which 
brought  in  the  Bill !  have  you  been  legis- 
lating on  what  you  do  not  understand  ?" 
The  reply  was,  **  Certainly;  if  we  only  legis- 
lated on  what  we  understand  thera would  be 
no  legislation  at  all.*'     He  was  convinced 
that  an  inquiry  into  the  subject  would  re- 
salt  in  great  good  to  all  ranks  of  the  com- 
munity from  the  highest  to  the  lowest 
Last  year  he  mentioned  that  leprosy  was 
a  type  of  all  that  had  been  said  of  the 
dangera  and  communicability  of  disease  by 
the  process  of  infection  ;   and  he  wished 
now  to  point  out  that  the  mode  of  dealing 
with  leprosy  was  the  type  of  many  of  the 
mistakes,   follies,  and  crimes  which  had 
been  perpetrated  in  the  name  of  humanity. 
There  were  still  remains  existing  of  the 
leper-houses  which  once  were  so  numerous 
in  this  land.    The  disease  still  prevailed 
in  India  and  in  Syria,  and  since  last  yesr 
there  had    been    a    remarkable   case  at 
Alexandria,  where  Dr.  Simonides  died  in 
the  autumn  of  leprosy.    Thus,  we  had  the 
disease  descending  ttom  the  original  parent 
of  leprosy,  and  showing  itself  in  the  de- 
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Bcendant  of  the  original  Simon.  Referring 
to  fimallpoz,  he  mentioned  the  case  at 
AyleBbury  of  Emauael  Cooke,  who  twice 
escaped  from  the  workhouse,  was  taken 
before  the  magistrates,  and  sentenced  to 
fine  or  imprisonment.  It  was  also  said 
that  one  of  the  Eoyal  Family  had  suf- 
fered from  smallpox ;  and  we  could  only 
liope  that  Boyal  princes  were  at  least 
properly  vaccinated.  It  was  further  re- 
ported that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  suffered  from  something  of  the 
kind.  One  statement  said  it  was  chicken- 
pox,  and  another  said  it  was  something 
else.  He  understood  on  good  authority  it 
was  smallpox.  What  with  chicken,  and 
cowpox,  it  only  required  a  little  change 
in  age  and  sex  to  make  a  eock-and-bull 
story;  and  he  was  sorry  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  present  to  give 
the  House  some  information  on  the  mat- 
tor.  At  all  events,  we  must  hope  he 
was  not  exposed  to  the  isolation  inflicted 
on  the  pauper  at  Aylesbury,  and  that  he 
was  not  denied  the  consolation  of  his 
friends.  The  Compulsory  Vaccination  Bill 
he  had  opposed,  because  it  was  not  fair  to 
subject  poor  people  to  the  trouble  it  would 
entail  upon  them.  It  was  cruel  to  ask  a 
poor  woman  in  the  country  to  travel  four 
miles,  perhaps,  in  the  depth  of  winter 
or  height  of  summer  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  her  child  vaccinated,  merely  upon 
the  supposition  that  the  disease  might 
be  communicated,  which  had  not  been 
proved  in  a  single  instance.  There  was  a 
town  (Sheffield)  where  a  meeting  of  tbe  in- 
habitants was  held  in  consequence  of  the 
surgeon  to  the  troops  who  were  quartered 
there  having  made  a  report  that  some  of  the 
soldiers  in  the  barracks  were  attacked  with 
smallpox,  and  that  there  were  numerous 
cases  in.  the  town.  But  this  latter  state- 
ment must  have  arisen  from  a  mere  guess 
on  the  part  of  the  surgeon ;  that  because 
there  was  smallpox  in  the  barracks  there- 
fore it  must  be  in  the  town ;  for  when  an 
inquiry  was  made  hardly  a  single  case  could 
be  found  in  the  town ;  and  on  going  back 
to  the  barracks  the  cause  of  the  disease 
was  traced  plainly  enough  to  the  defective 
state  of  the  arrangements  there,  and  on 
removing  these  the  disease  disappeared. 
When  the  noble  Lord  stated  last  year  that 
smallpox  was  absolutely  preventible  by 
vaccination,  he  must  have  known  that, 
according  to  the  B«port  of  the  Small  pox 
Hospital,  in  round  numbers,  81  per  cent 
of  Uie  oases  which  entered  that  hospital 
were  vaccinated  cases.  It  might  be  that 
Sir  J,  Clarke  Jervoue 


the  majoritj  of  deaths  occurred  amongst 
those  who  had  not  been  vaccinated — ^pro- 
bably they  could  not  read  or  write ;  but 
the  fact  he  had  stated  showed  that  vacci- 
nation did  not  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
the  disease.  With  respect  to  typhus  fever 
it  was  known  that  it  was  produced  in 
many  cases  by  foul  water,  by  defective 
drainage,  and  by  other  kindred  causes, 
which  led  to  blood-poisoning.  Several  re* 
cent  cases  of  gaol  fever  occurred  at  Devizes 
— where  the  Judge  ordered  the  windows 
of  the  Court  to  be  opened,  and  the  jury  sat 
with  their  hats  on  for  fear  of  infection. 
Had  theJudge  never  heard  of  John  Howard, 
nor  ever  seen  a  Sister  of  Charity  going 
forth  on  her  mission  of  mercy  ? — he  would 
also  refer  to  outbreaks  of  typhus  fever  at 
the  village  of  Terling,  in  Essex.  That 
outbreak  was  self- originating,  but  was  said 
to  be  due  to  the  defective  state  of  the 
water  supply  of  the  village.  With  regard 
to  quarantine,  he  had  a  memorial  signed 
by  many  gentlemen,  none  of  whom  pro- 
bably would  support  him  in  all  his 
views,  who  nevertheless  saw  the  absurdity 
and  cruelty  of  quarantine.  A  large  amount 
of  evidence  had  been  obtained  in  reference 
to  the  cattle  plague,  and  that  evidence  was 
not  worthy  of  consideration  as  to  the  origin 
of  the  disease.  The  present  laws  on  the 
subject  of  infectious  diseases  were  crude 
and  cruel.  How  was  it  possible  to  put 
such  laws  in  force  ?  Called  on  as  a  magis- 
trate to  enforce  them,  he  had  felt  that 
there  is  a  time  when  duty  ceases  and  con- 
science begins  ;  and  he  had  declined  any 
longer  to  act  in  administering  these  laws. 
Mb.  LIDDELL,  in  seconcUng  the  Mo- 
tion, said  he  was  in  hopes  that  even  in  the 
midst  of  political  excitement  the  impor- 
tance— he  might  almost  say  the  necessity 
— of  this  subject  would  induce  the  House 
to  give  it  a  very  careful  attention.  His 
great  object  was  to  prevail  on  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  House  to  allow  the  scope 
of  this  inquiry  to  be  extended  to  a  point 
beyond  that  contemplated  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. He  wished  to  extend  the  inquiry 
to  a  class  of  diseases  unfortunately  too 
prevalent,  and  to  see  whether  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act  might 
not  be  applied  to  all  the  great  towns  of  the 
kingdom.  Many  Members  of  the  House 
were  aware  that  there  existed  an  important 
central  association  in  London,  whose  object 
was  to  have  that  Act  extended  to  the  civil 
population  of  our  towns,  and,  further,  very 
many  great  towns  in  the  country  were  pre- 
pared to  aak  for  the  boon.  Within  the  last 


2009 


Lificii^ui 


(Mat  8, 1S6S) 


D%9$au9. 


2010 


few  days,  the  great  town  of  Newcastle, 
with  which  he  was  connected,  had  held  a 
Tery  important  meeting  upon  the  subject, 
and  was  prepared  to  ask  the  House  to  ex- 
tend the  Act  to  them,  and  he  desired  to 
add  his  voice  to  theirs.  The  difficulty  that 
was  felt  in  debating  this  subject  was  that 
one  was  precluded  from  bringing  forward 
in  public  discussion  the  facts  and  eridence 
necessary  to  prove  the  case;   but  those 
facts  and  that  eyidence  would  be  forth- 
coming at  the  right  time  and  in  the  right 
place  if  the  inquiry  were  extended  as  sug- 
gested.   In  many  of  the  great  towns,  as  he 
had  said,  a  remarkable  unanimity  of  opinion 
had  existed  on  this  question,  and  their  case 
rested,  not  upon  panic  or  excitement,  but 
upon   the   sober   obserration  of  medical 
men.     The  evil  was  a  social  evil  in  the 
truest  sense,    because  even  the  sanctity 
of  home  was  stealthily  broken  in  upon  by 
this  intruder,  and  thousands  of  children 
were  swept  away,  or  permanently  affected 
by  its  ravages  annually,  and  the  seeds  of 
divers  diseases  were  thus  sown  broadcast 
among  the  population.  In  order  to  effect  the 
purpose  he  had  in  view  it  would  only  be 
necessary  to  exclude  from  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  words  **  distinguished 
from  contagion,"  so  that  both  infectious 
and  contagious  disorders  might  be  made  the 
subject  of  the  Inquiry.     The  hon.  Baronet 
had  designated  the  Compulsory  Vaccination 
Act  a  cruel  law ;  but  that  epithet  certainly 
did  not  apply  to  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Act.     The  military  and  naval  authorities 
could  bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Act  had  been  attended 
with  considerable  benefit  to  those  places  in 
which  it  had  been  in  operation ;  the  un- 
fortunate victims  of  these  maladies  hailed 
the  medical  surveillance  as  a  boon,  and  that 
Act  might  now,  he  thought,  be  extended 
to  the  large  centres  of  our  population  with 
such  an  amount  of  advantage  to  the  public 
welfare  as  it  was  difficult  to  estimate.  The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  deal- 
ing with  great  social  and  sanitary  ques- 
tions,  was  not  a  man  to  be  appalled  by 
difficulties,   and  he  appealed  to  him  to 
grant  the  Inquiry  now  asked  for. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaT«  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  QaettioD,  in  order  to  ndd  the  words  "an 
humble  Addrett  be  preiented  to  Her  Majeetj, 
pfrayinf  that  She  will  be  graoloutly  pleated  to 
eante  ■noh  iooairy  to  be  inttitnted  into  the  tpreed 
of  diteeae  by  infeotion  (dlttinfuithed  from  eonta- 
gion)  at  ma/  tend  to  check  legislation  and  notion 


in  eases  nnrapported  by  the  e?idenee,  whieh  in 
times  of  excitement  saves  a  people  from  the  oom* 
mission  of  great  crimes  or  great  follies,'*^ <Str 
JervotH  Clarke  Jervoite,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
question." 

Lord  EOBEBT  MONTAGU  sUtcd  that 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Baronet  was  already 
being  carried  out  by  the  Medical  Depart- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council.     The  spread 
and  the  origin  of  disease  was  the  subject  of 
scientific  study  year  by  year,  and  of  pro- 
longed and  accurate  investigation.     An- 
nually there  is  laid    before    Parliament 
every  new  experience  which  is  gained  by 
that  Office,  or  which  is  arrived  at  through* 
out  the  country,  or  even  abroad.    As  ex- 
amples he  might  mention  the  sixth  Report 
of  the  year  1864,  which  gave  the  result  of 
an   interestiog  inquiry  on  the  spread  of 
communicable  diseases  in  hospitals;   the 
Beport  of  1866  dealt  with  the  practice  of 
quarantine,  and  showed  it  was  of  very  little 
use  as  a  preventive  of  yellow  fever,  al- 
though it  might  be  required  for  commer- 
cial reasons.     If  we  did  not  impose  it  here 
on  some  ships,  all  our  ships  would  be  put 
in  quarantine  abroad.  The  medical  officers 
also  made  special  experimental  researches; 
in  1867  a  minute  investigation  touching 
the  oommunicability  of  cholera  was  made, 
and  anyone  who  had  read   that   Report 
would  see  that  no  pains  or  expense  hud 
been  spared  to  make  the  inquiry  exhaus- 
tive.    This  year  a  special  investigation 
was  being  made  regarding  the  communi- 
cability  of  phthisis  and  the  allied  diseases 
by  means  of  inoculation.    The  hon.  Baro- 
net had  complained   that  the   Pall  Mall 
OmutU  had  spoken  of  his  Motion  as  un- 
intelligible;    he  would,   perhaps,   pardon 
him  if  he  were  obliged  to  agree  with  the 
PM  Mall  OmstU.     He  had  been  greatly 
perplexed  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  Motion, 
and  had  chanced  to  fall  into  the  same  error 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Korthumberland 
(Mr.  Liddell).     The  terms  of  the  Motion 
SQgg^ted  another  kind  of  infection,  and  a 
m^e  of  infection  which  was  common  in 
large  towns,  and  especially  in  our  chief 
military  stations ;  the  terms  of  the  Motion 
were  these — 

**  The  spread  of  disease  bj  inAetion  (distin- 
guished from  contagion)  as  may  tend  to  check 
legislation  and  action  in  eases  nnsupported  bjr 
the  efidence,  whieh  in  times  of  exoitement  saTOS 
a  people  from  the  commissioa  of  great  crimes  or 
great  foUiet." 
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He,  therefore*  bad  oome  down  to  the 
House  ander  the  impression  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  intended  to  refer  to  the 
Contagions  Diseases  Act;  the  Seoretarj 
for  War  had  heen  under  the  same  im- 
pression, and  only  a  few  minutes  ago  had 
discovered  that  he  (Ihe  Secretary  for 
War)  might  be  released  from  the  trou- 
ble of  reply,  and  that  he  (Lord  Bobert 
Montagu)  was  to  be  the  yictim  of  the 
hon.  Baronet's  speech.  It  appeared  now, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  desired 
a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  sub- 
jects at  present  dealt  with  by  the  Medi- 
cal OflBcer  of  the  Privy  Council.  If  he  de- 
sired the  Commission  to  travel  over  the 
same  ground  as  the  medical  officers,  it 
would  obviously  be  unnecessary;  if  he  de- 
sired it  to  extend  its  operations  beyond 
the  scope  assigned  to  that  officer,  he  would 
be  simply  asking  the  House  to  re-consti- 
tute the  Medical  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Health,  which  Parliament  had  abolished 
in  1858.  In  either  case  the  inquiry  he 
asked  for  would  be  conducted  under  less 
rigid  control  than  that  which  ruled  the 
Medical  Department  of  the  Privy  Council, 
and  would  involve  a  far  larger  expense 
than  that  which  was  now  voted ;  and  for 
these  reasons  he  recommended  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Motion. 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  he  believed  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Liddell)  was  mistaken  as  to  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  Motion.  As 
he  understood  the  case,  the  hon.  Baronet 
wished  for  an  inquiry  into  the  subject  of 
infection,  seeming  to  be  under  the  impres- 
sion that  infection  was  dififerent  from  con- 
tagion. In  this  view  of  the  case,  the  ad- 
dendum of  the  hon.  Member  was  not  appli^ 
cable ;  but  he  noticed  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
approved  the  proceedings  of  a  wrong-headed 
man,  at  Sheffield,  whose  sole  object  in 
life  seemed  to  be  to  incite  people  to  resist 
the  beneficent  law  of  vaccination.  He 
(Mr.  Bruce)  therefore  desired  to  say  a 
word  to  correct  the  harm  which  might  re- 
sult from  the  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  During  the  last  few  days 
a  Return  had  been  made  as  to  the  results 
of  the  Yaccination  Act  in  Ireland  since 
1864,  when  compulsory  vaccination  was 
first  enforced.  The  Commission  stated  in 
that  Report  that  the  smallpox  returns  from 
workhouse  fever  hospitals  in  1867  showed 
4  deaths  as  compared  with  149  in  1864, 
or  1-3  7th.  The  returns  of  smallpox  medi- 
cal officers  of  dispensaries  showed  that 
only  24  cases  had  been  treated  in  the  half- 
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year  ending  September.  1867,  while  850 
cases  had  been  treated  in  the  correspond- 
ing half-year  of  1864.  It  also  appeared 
that,  out  of  153  Unions  in  Ireland, 
there  were  only  4  in  which  smallpox 
existed  at  the  time  the  Report  was  made. 
Then  the  Return  showed  that  in  1864  the 
deaths  from  smallpox  were  853  ;  in  1665, 
the  number  was  reduced  to  347;  in  1866, 
it  was  reduced  to  187  ;  and  in  1867  only 
20  died.  Considering  what  an  amount  of 
misery  had,  as  this  Return  showed,  been 
prevented  by  the  Vaccination  Act  during 
these  few  years  in  only  one  portion  of  the 
kingdom,  he  could  not  permit  derision  of 
vaccination  by  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  pass  without  rebuke.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
umberland on  the  question  he  had  raised 
— he  thought  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act 
might  be  beneficially  extended  to  the  large 
towns  —  but  he  recommended  the  hon. 
Member  to  bring  forward  a  special  Motion 
on  the  subject. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
TURNPIKE  TRUSTS. 

XOTIOK   FOB   AK  ADDRESS. 

Mr.  CLIYE  said,  he  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  Seventeenth  General  Report  on 
Turnpike  Trusts  made  by  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment under  the  Act  3  &  4  Will  lY., 
c.  80.  In  1864,  he  had  the  honour  of 
being  Chairman  of  a  Committee  on  the 
subject,  of  which  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  was  a  member;  so  that,  whenever 
during  the  past  ^ear  or  two  he  had  been 
asked  by  his  Friends  what  progress  had 
been  made  in  the  matter,  or  rather,  why 
no  progress  at  all  had  been  made,  he 
answered  that  there  was  a  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  that  Department  of  Home 
A£fairs  who  was  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  the  subject,  and  would,  no  doubt,  do 
it  justice.  He  had  believed  there  was 
every  reason  to  hope  for  favourable  results 
from  the  present  Administration.  But 
what  had  occurred  ?  Under  the  former 
Administration,  120  or  130  Turnpike 
Trusts  where  scheduled  for  abolition ;  but 
since  the  accession  to  Office  of  the  present 
Government— *  and  especially  under  the 
Administration  of  the  noble  Lord,  now 
a  Governor  in  Australia  (the  Earl  of 
Belmore) — a  retrograde  course  had  been 
pursued,  and  the  policy  adopted  for  many 
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jean  past  with  regard  to  tampikee  had 
been  exactly  reveraed.  In  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  Report,  credit  was  taken  for 
a  great  improvement  in  the  work  in  con- 
nection with  this  subject  in  the  Home 
Office.  He  objected  that  a  reflection 
should  be  thrown  upon  the  administration 
of  the  Home  Office  in  former  years ;  and 
contended  that  no  credit  whatever  was  due 
to  the  present  administration,  notwith- 
standing the  claim  which  had  been  put 
forward.  The  official  Eeport,  contrary  to 
all  precedent,  was  taken  up  with  two  or 
three  pages  of  the  old  stock  trumpery 
arguments,  which  had  been  answered 
again  and  again  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  turnpikes ;  and  the  statement, 
moreover,  was  entirely  ex  parU,  It  cer- 
tainly was  disheartening  to  find  that,  after 
so  many  years'  effort  to  get  rid  of  the  evils 
of  the  turnpike  system,  renewed  impedi- 
ments should  be  Uirown  by  the  action  of 
the  Government,  or  by  the  iufiuence  of 
their  supporters,  in  the  way  of  useful 
legislation. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HTJOBSSEN,  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  that  all  that 
the  Home  Office  could  do  was  to  press 
the  clerks  to  produco  the  returns  as  soon 
as  possible.  He  concurred  in  the  com- 
^plaint  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Olive),  and  must  further  complain  that 
the  action  of  the  Home  Office  bad  led  to 
the  introduction,  for  the  first  time,  of  argu- 
ments into  the  annual  statement  with  re- 
ference to  trusts.  He  was  aware  that  the 
Act  of  Parliament  stated  that  observations 
might  be  made  in  the  Beport;  but  the 
Legislature  never  intended  that  it  should 
contain  a  series  of  arguments  which  would 
enable  persons  who  took  a  peculiar  view 
to  quote  an  official  document  in  support  of 
it,  and  to  assert  that  it  was  the  judgment 
of  the  Home  Office.  During  the  few 
months  that  he  had  filled  the  Office  of 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, he  had  never  ventured  to  embody  in 
an  official  statement  of  this  nature  his  own 
views  on  the  subject  of  turnpike  tolls. 
This  was  a  question  of  the  very  greatest 
importance,  and  he'  should  like,  if  the 
opportunity  were  afforded,  to  have  a  fur* 
ther  discussion  upon  it.  When  he  saw  the 
oontenta  of  this  annual  statement  he  was 
inclined  to  answer  it,  but  refrained  from 
doing  so  because  he  thought  that  course 
would  be  inconvenient  to  the  House.  He 
oould  not  enter  into  the  question  as  it 
stood  now  without  raising  the  whole  turn- 
pike question ;  but,  when  the  Turnpike 


Bill,  of  which  he  had  charge,  came  before 
the  House,  he  should  be  glad  to  discuss 
the  whole  subject,  and  to  expose  the  weak- 
ness and  fallacy  of  the  statements  which 
had  been  made.  The  present  Government 
had  reversed  the  process  which  had  been 
acted  upon  for  years  with  regard  to  turn- 
pike trusts,  deliberately  setting  aside  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee.  He  per- 
ceived in  the  Report  statements  which  he 
ventured  to  think  he  had  answered  suc- 
cessfully two  or  three  years  ago.  He 
hoped  they  had  not  been  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  creating  a  precedent ;  but 
he  thought  that  they  ought  not  to  have 
been  introduced  in  their  present  shape, 
even  with  the  object  of  elucidation.  He 
believed  the  present  state  of  the  law  to  be 
unequal,  uncertain,  and  most  unsatisfac- 
torv;  and,  therefore,  if  the  Government 
undertook  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  effect  the 
desired  reform,  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
give  them  his  assistance. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  tlie  word  "TUt"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaeition,  Id  order  to  add  tbo  words 
"an  humhle  Addreea  be  preeented  to  Her  Ma* 
jetty,  that  She  will  be  graciooily  pleaaed  to  giro 
direotioni  that  there  be  laid  before  thii  Uoaee, 
Copj  of  all  the  Communioatloni  reoeiTed  in  reply 
to  the  Ciroalar  tent  in  February  1869  to  certain 
Turnpike  Tmiteet  referred  to  in  p.  9  of  the 
SeTontcenth  Report  on  Turnpike  Tnuta,  of  which 
Extraotf  are  therein  ffiven,  together  with  the 
namef  of  the  Correspondentc,''-^irr.  Clwe,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iueation." 

Lord  HENLEY  said,  that  the  subject 
was  one  of  great  importance.  The  Re- 
port confirmed  an  idea  which  he  had 
formed,  af\er  what  he  had  heard  in  Com- 
mittees on  the  turnpike  system — namely, 
that  the  Home  Office  was  not  the  tribunal 
by  which  matters  relating  to  turnpike 
trusts  oould  be  decided  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  There  were  as  many  as  1,033 
of  those  trusts,  and  it  oould  not  be  sup- 
posed that  either  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  or  his  Under 
Secretary  had  time  to  attend  to  them. 
Besides,  they  required  local  knowledge 
which  one  could  not  expect  to  find  in  the 
Home  Office.  There  were  194  trusts  out 
of  debt,  but  with  these  the  Home  Office 
had  not  dealt  very  satisfactorily.  As  for 
the  reasons  assigned  in  the  Report  for  not 
throwing  the  roads  on  the  parishes  when 
the  trusts  had  expired,  they  might  ba 
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Bummed  up  ia  the  allegation  that  such  a 
coarse  would  increase  the  rates.  Why,  of 
course  it  would;  but  he  had  supposed 
that  the  great  desideratum  was  to  hare 
the  roads  maintained  by  the  parishes. 
That  had  been  done  in  some  districts  of 
the  metropolis  where  the  expense  of  main- 
taining the  roads  was  something  like 
£2,000  a  year  per  mile.  When,  in  1863, 
the  suburban  parishes,  such  as  Fulham 
and  Hammersmith,  objected  to  the  Act 
throwing  open  about  seventy  miles  of 
roads  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  metro- 
polis, on  the  plea  that  the  wear  and  tear 
of  those  highways  were  caused  by  the 
metropolitan  traffic,  the  answer  was  that 
the  valuation  of  those  parishes  had  been 
enormously  increased  in  consequence  of 
their  proximity  to  the  metropolis.  In 
Hammersmith  the  rateable  value  of  the 
property  in  the  parish  had  been  increased 
from  £30,000  to  £150,000  in  about  thirty 
years,  and  the  same  argument  could  be 
applied  to  almost  every  turnpike  road  in 
the  country  which  ran  through  an  agricul- 
tural district.  All  parishes  through  which 
a  high  road  passed,  were  to  some  extent 
benefited  by  it.  There  were  834  trusts 
still  in  debt,  and  in  respect  of  these  also 
the  action  of  the  Home  Office  had  not 
been  satisfactory.  He  throw  out  these 
suggestions  in  the  hope  that,  in  any  legis- 
lation on  the  subject  which  might  be  in 
contemplation,  some  of  the  difficulties 
might  be  removed. 

Mr.  GOLDNE Y  said,  the  Report  showed 
that  there  were  in  round  numbers  about 
1,000  turnpike  trusts,  of  which  800  were 
in  debt,  and  200  out  of  debt.  The  lettable 
amount  of  the  tolls  was  in  1866  about 
£950,000,  and  the  expense  of  collection 
and  toll-rents'  profits  amounted  at  the 
lowest  computation  to  about  £300,000 
more,  bringing  the  total  amount  which  the 
public  contributed  up  to  about  £1,250,000. 
The  whole  sum  expended  for  the  repair  of 
the  roads  only  amounted  to  about  £500,000 
however,  and  in  reduction  of  that  the 
parishes  contributed  about  £50,000.  ^ow, 
if  the  repair  of  the  roads  throughout  Eng- 
land were  thrown  on  the  parishes,  those 
parishes  would  be  relieved  to  a  very  large 
extent  from  the  maintenance  of  many  of  the 
parallel  roads  in  existence,  or  would  only 
have  to  repair  them  to  an  extent  sufficient 
for  the  agricultural  purposes  of  the  various 
districts.  He  had  been  able  to  prove 
to  farmers  who  objected  to  having  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  thrown  upon  the 
rates,  that  if  that  course  were  adopted 
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they  would  pay  considerably  less  in  the 
shape  of  rates  for  the  repair  of  the  roads 
than  they  had  to  pay  now  for  tolls  in 
going  to  markets  and  railway  stations. 
The  public  were  mulcted  of  £1,500,000 
annually,  for  which  they  were  only  bene- 
fited in  return  to  the  amount  of  about  two- 
fifths,  the  rest  going  in  one  way  or  another 
towards  expenses  and  machinery.  The 
county  of  Essex  had  got  rid  of  all  its  turn- 
pikes and  was  now  experiencing  the  benefit 
of  the  stop  it  had  taken.  Surely  that  was 
good  evidence  in  favour  of  the  abolition 
of  turnpikes.  The  Beport  now  before 
the  House  ventilated  the  whole  subject 
thoroughly,  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  that 
the  Government  intended  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
Beport  went  in  a  retrograde  direction,  and 
entirely  upset  all  that  had  been  done 
before.  The  Home  Office  had  in  a  most 
extraordinary  way  taken  the  part  of  the 
country  against  the  cities,  and  had  actually 
gone  out  of  its  way  to  show  reasons  why 
the  law  should  be — he  might  almost  say 
— violated.  They  had  gone  as  far  back 
as  the  year  1836.  All  the  tolls  through- 
out the  country  were  levied  under  certain 
Acts  of  Parliament.  The  power  to  levy, 
was  originally  a  contract,  ratified  by  Par- 
liament, between  the  trustees  and  the 
public,  and  was  always  limited  to  a  cer- 
tain number  of  years.  Every  year,  there- 
fore, a  Turnpike  Trust  Continuance  Bill 
was  brought  in,  usually  at  the  end  of 
July  to  continue  these  contracts  and  the 
power  of  levying  tolls.  The  public  in  the 
districts  concerned  were  never  consulted 
with  regard  to  the  Bill;  there  was  no 
possibility  of  discussing  the  question,  and 
Parliament  was  really  acting  entirely  in 
opposition  to  the  interests  of  the  public 
in  this  matter.  He  would  observe  that 
those  persons  who  lent  their  money  on 
these  trusts  knew  that  the  investment  was 
in  the  nature  of  a  terminable  annuity, 
and  consequently  in  the  matter  of  their 
renewal  they  had  the  barest  equity.  If 
the  turnpikes  were  to  become  an  institu- 
tion, under  the  Home  Office,  why  was  the 
Continuance  Act  brought  in  every  year? 
The  proper  course  would  be  to  make  the 
Act  permanent.  It  was  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  this  question  was  one  in  which 
no  interest  was  felt.  The  state  of  the 
roads  had  occasioned  riots  in  Wales,  and 
Sir  George  Lewis  had  said  the  only  way 
the  people  could  remedy  the  grievance 
was  by  taking  the  law  into  their  own 
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hands.  He  trusted  the  right  hon.  OeDtle- 
man  the  Home  Secretary  would  be  good 
enough  to  listen  to  the  earnest  appeals 
that  were  made  to  him  to  pay  attention  to 
this  matter,  which,  as  time  advanced, 
affected  the  interests  of  the  country  more 
and  more. 

LoKD  GEORGE  CAVENDISH,  while 
admitting  that  nothing  in  a  small  way  was 
more  vexatious  than  to  be  stopped  on  the 
road  to  pay  a  toll,  said,  that  the  toll  sys- 
tem at  least  secured  good  roads,  which 
were  paid  for  by  those  who  used  them. 
If  the  repair  of  all  roads  was  thrown  on 
the  parishes,  a  much  more  vexatious  state 
of  things  would  exist — the  roads  would  be 
allowed  to  go  out  of  repair.  You  might 
force  the  repair  of  the  road  upon  the  un- 
willing ratepayers,  but  they  would  prove 
like  the  horse  at  the  water  that  could  not 
be  made  to  drink.  Farmers  would  repair 
the  roads  to  be  traversed  by  their  own 
carts,  but  would  leave  them  in  an  unsatis- 
factory condition  for  other  conveyances. 
Had  we  possessed  all  our  present  expe- 
rience we  might  have  devised  a  better 
system  as  regards  our  legislation  on  turn- 
pike trusts.  Certain  districts  might  have 
been  grouped  together,  and,  as  the  terms 
fell  out,  the  trusts  might  have  been  con- 
tinued from  year  to  year  until  all  the  roads 
in  that  district  could  have  been  brought 
under  the  Home  Office  together.  If  that 
had  been  done,  greater  economy  could  have 
been  practised,  many  toll-bars  might  have 
been  removed,  and,  finally,  one  term  could 
have  been  fixed  for  all  the  roads  in  the 
district.  As  it  was,  great  injustice  often 
arose ;  because  an  Act  was  allowed  to  ex- 
pire a  road  was  thrown  upon  the  highway 
rates,  perhaps  a  parallel  road  was  repaired 
by  tolls,  and  the  result  was  the  trafiic  was 
diverted  to  the  road  which  had  been  freed 
from  toll-bars.  This  might  have  been 
avoided  under  a  more  uniform  system, 
which  would  have  allowed  those  who  took 
an  interest  in  the  matter  to  put  the  roads 
of  a  large  district  under  one  management. 
The  gradual  abolition  of  tolls  under  such 
a  system  would  have  led  farmers  to  look 
upon  highway  districts  with  greater  satis- 
faction. In  speaking  of  the  debt,  he  wished 
to  refer  to  the  system  which  prevailed  in 
Scotland,  and  which  worked  admirably. 
The  system  of  rating  was  different,  for  the 
landlords  assumed  the  payment  of  the  debt; 
but,  although  the  English  system  was  dif- 
ferent, the  solution  of  the  difficulty  would 
be  facilitated  if  the  landowners  would  take 
one-half  the  debt  on  themselves,  and  the 
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other  half  were  paid  by  the  oceupien.  One 
source  of  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  debt 
was  the  apalhy  of  creditors  about  their 
capital  when  it  was  once  lodged  in  the 
hands  of  a  trust.  That  might  be  natural 
when  5  per  cent  interest  was  paid,  but  the 
extraordinary  thing  was  that  it  should  be 
so  in  the  case  of  trusts  paying  1^  per  cent. 
He  had  known  cases  where  persons  who 
were  only  receiving  1 }  per  cent,  and  not 
always  that,  upon  the  worst  security  in 
the  world,  had  neglected  to  accept  offers 
to  pay  them  off  at  £50,  and  even  at  £60. 
In  one  case  he  had  got  on  behalf  of  a 
charity  a  composition  of  £47  for  such  a 
debt,  which  was  at  the  rate  of  more  than 
thirty  years'  purchase,  where  the  Act  would 
expire  in  five  years.  This  apathy  accounted 
for  the  large  debt  still  remaining  on  the 
trusts ;  but  when  Government  took  action, 
and  proposed  to  do  away  with  the  trusts, 
these  same  people  would  object  that  their 
property  was  being  confiscated,  though 
they  had  neglected  their  chance  of  obtain- 
ing composition  for  their  money  invested 
in  the  roads.  He  thought  that  the  only 
settlement  of  the  question  which  could 
prove  satisfactory  would  be  to  throw  the 
cost  of  the  roads  on  large  districts  rather 
than  upon  parishes.  It  was  understood 
that  a  measure  was  to  bo  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Home  Secretary,  who  would 
perhaps  give  some  explanation  of  it,  but 
without  knowing  what  the  Government 
would  do  the  House  could  hardly  come  to 
a  practical  conclusion. 

Mr.  SCOUKFIELD  agreed  that  the 
fanner  who  used  the  roads  would  not  have 
to  pay  more  if  the  roads  were  maintained 
out  of  the  rates ;  but  the  grievance  would 
be  that  those  who  did  not  use  them  would 
have  to  pay  the  same  as  those  who  did. 

Ms.  GATHORNE  hardy  said,  he 
was  very  sorry  so  much  fault  had  been 
found  with  a  Report  published  under  his 
auspices ;  but  many  of  the  objections  taken 
to  it  were  not,  in  his  opinion,  valid.  It  was 
said  that  credit  was  taken  for  something 
now  carried  out  by  the  present  Govern* 
ment.  It  was  not,  however,  this,  but 
the  last  Government  that  had  the  cre- 
dit— if  credit  were  to  be  taken  at  all — 
for  something  that  had  been  done  by  Mr. 
William  Harrison.  From  the  speeches 
made  it  might  be  supposed  that  the  task 
of  settling  the  turnpike  affairs  of  the 
country  was  an  easy  one;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that,  having  had  his  atten- 
tion drawn,  during  the  last  two  months* 
to  the  subject,  he  had  come  to  the  con* 
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dlasion  that  the  difficulties  in  the  way 
appeared  greater  the  Dearer  they  were 
approached.    In  consequence  of  the  strong 
feeling  generally  existing  against  any  in- 
crease in  the  rating,  the  present  time  was 
the  very  worst  for  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion ;   and  therefore,  if  an  attempt  were 
made  now  to  throw  the  roads  upon  the 
rates,   he  helieved  the  outcry  would  he 
great  indeed,  and  in  many  instances  it' 
would  he  just.     It  was  true,  according  to 
the  Report,  that  the  tolls  levied  amounted 
to  £945,458,  and  that  the  cost  of  repairs 
was  only  58  per  cent  of  the  receipts.     But 
SO  per  cent  was  paid  for  interest  upon  deht, 
making  80  or  90  per  cent,  and  law  charges 
and  salaries  hring  up  the  amount  to  ahout 
the  100.      Beyond  this  there  were  the 
expenses  and  profits  of  the  toll  collectors, 
and  thus  a  greater  cost  was  imposed  on  the 
country  than  was  estimated  hy  the  sum  of 
£945,000.     He  could  not  say  how  much 
this  would  he.  But  he  thought  that  hefore 
any  steps  were  take)i  to  deal  with  the 
suhjeot  of  turnpike  trusts  there  should  he 
a  yaluation  taken  of  dehts  at  the  present 
time  with  a  view  to  ascertain  what  they 
were  really  worth ;  hecause,  at  the  rates 
mentioned  hy  the  nohle  Lord  (Lord  George 
Cavendish)  they  would  not  prove  so  for- 
niidahle  in  fact  as  they  looked  on  paper. 
It  would  he  desirahle  to  know  what  they 
were  really  worth  in  the  market ;  and  he 
helieved  that  the  creditors  of  the  roads 
would  he  glad  to  take  such  a  valuation  if 
it  were  fairly  made.     The  next  question 
that  arose  was,  how  the  roads,  when  freed 
ftom  deht,  were  to  he  dealt  with — whether 
by  county  Boards,  or  -hy  highway  dis- 
tricts.    He  confessed  his  present  impres- 
sion was  that  highway  districts  would  give 
insufficient  areas  for  the  purpose.     ^gain» 
when  you  were  dealing  with  these  turn- 
pike roads,  which  were  not  now  all  main 
roads,  power  must  be  given  to  any  autho- 
rity set  up  to  declare  which  should  be 
main  roads,  and  in  the  case  of  turnpike 
roads  which  were  now  only  common  high- 
ways,  to  let  them  fait  into  comparative 
disrepair.  He  did  not  say  that  they  should 
be  allowed  to  fall  into  absolute  disrepair  ,- 
but  all  these  roads  need  not  absolutely  be 
kept  up  on  the  same  footing.     It  would  be 
necessary,  also,  to  enter  into  many  other 
points.     A  difference  existed  in  the  penal 
laws  affecting  turnpike  roads  and  main 
roads.     To  take  a  small  instance.     By  the 
Turnpike  Acts  a  person  was  not  allowed  to 
place  manure  within  thirty  feet  of  the 
middle  of  the  road ;  in  the  caso  of  a  high- 
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way,  the  distance  allowed  was  fifteen  feet, 
A  case  had  occurred  in  which  the  moment 
a  road  was  thrown  upon  the  parish  manure 
had  been  deposited  within  fifteen  feet  of 
it.     It  would  be  necessary,  therefore,  if 
they  proceeded  to  deal  with  the  question, 
to  consider  all  the  laws  relating  to  the  two 
classes  of  roads.     Great   fault  had  been 
found  with  a  part  of  this  Report  which 
contained  certam  reasons ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  well  that  the  House  should  have 
before  them  a  narrative  of  what  occurred 
in   1866.     In  giving  this  narrative  his 
object  was  not  to  offer  an  argument  on  the 
part  of  the  Home  Office,  but  to  show  the 
nature  of  the  trusts  in  different  parishes. 
His  hon.  Fnend  had  included  in  the  Turn- 
pike Trusts  Continuance  Bill  a  great  num- 
ber of  trusts  that  were  meant  to  expire. 
At  one  time  he  had  thought  of  inserting 
in  the  Continuance  Bill  all  the  trusts  which 
were  out  of  debt,  and  referring  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee.  He  should  have  done 
that  this  Session,  but  hon.  Members  whom 
he  would  have  liked  to  place  upon  the 
Committee  expressed  a  disinclination  to 
undertake  so  great  -a  task.     He  proposed, 
however,  to  introduce  a  Continuance  Bill 
at  an  earlier  period  than  usual— as  soon  as 
he  could  get  it  ready  ;  and  he  should  have 
no  objection,  in  cases  which  seemed  to  the 
House  to  require  investigation,   to  refer 
them,  or  any  part  of  them,  to  a  Select 
Committee.     With  respect  to  bringing  in 
a  Bill  himself,  he  had  had  a  Bill  prepared, 
but  having  only  just  received  it  from  tho 
draftsman,  he  had  not  yet  had  time  to  ex- 
amine it ;  and  he  should  not  bring  it  in 
unless   it  was  one  which  met  with  his 
entire  approval,  and  unless  it  was  in  a 
shape  which  satisfied  him   that  it  had  a 
chance  of  passing.    His  desire  was  that 
the  thing  should  be   thoroughly   under- 
stood ;  but  the  circumstances  of  the  Ses- 
sion forbade  a  general  inquiry.     It  was 
not  desirable  to  discuss  the  question  fur« 
ther  on  a  Motion  of  this  description.     He 
agreed  that  turnpikes  and  turnpike  tolls 
were  disagreeable  things;    and   on  this 
point  he  spoke  feelingly,  because  in  no 
part  was  the  toll  system  more  vexatious 
than  in  that  in  which  he  resided.     Up  to 
last  year  there  were  three  turnpikes  be* 
tween  his  house  and  the  railway  station, 
and  there  were  now  two.     As  far  as  he 
was  concerned,   therefore,  he  should  be 
glad  to  get  rid  of  turnpikes.     At  the  same 
time,   it  was  only  fair  to  consider  who 
was  to  bear  the  burden  when  tolls  were 
abolished.    His  own  notion  was  that  you 
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eould  not  arriye  at  a  aatiafaotory  concla- 
aion  on  this  point  without  the  creation  of 
count  J  Boards,  giving  them  power,  as  he 
understood  was  the  ease  in  Scotland,  to 
take  tolls  at  such  points  as  they  thought 
proper. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  overlook 
the  case  of  those  roads  where  the  tolls  had 
been  abolished ;  for  redress  was  called  for 
with  respect  to  them  as  much  as  it  was 
called  for  with  respect  to  those  where  tolls 
still  existed,  A  flagrant  injustice  had 
been  done  under  the  substituted  system  of 
rating.  There  were  instances  in  which 
those  roads  were  made  without  any  refer- 
ence to  the  parish  in  which  they  were 
made,  and  which  was  rated  for  their  main- 
tenance. He  knew  an  instance  in  which 
a  road  had  been  made  just  outside  a  gen- 
tleman's park,  and  not  with  any  unjust 
idea,  for,  in  the  first  instance,  the  road 
had  been  kept  up  by  tolls ;  but  the  aboli- 
tion of  those  tolls  had  thrown  the  burden 
upon  an  adjoining  parish. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdratcn. 

Mb.  HARDCASTLE,  who  had  given 
Notice  of  a  Motion  that  the  position  of 
Turnpike  Trusts  now  expired  but  annually 
renewed  should  be  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Select  Committee,  said  he 
should  not  press  it,  but  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  consider  the  expired 
Turnpike  Trusts  Acts  which  might  be 
brought  under  his  notice ;  and  he  trusted 
that  it  would  not  be  long  before  the  Con- 
tinuance Act  was  introduced. 

ARMY— FORTIFICATIONS— DOCKYARDS 
AND  NAVAL  ARSENALS. 

RSaOLUTIOK. 

Mn.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  plans  upon 
which  the  Fortifications  for  the  defence  of 
the  Dockyards  and  Naval  Arsenals  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  for  the  defence  of 
our  Colonies,  were  being  constructed.  He 
wished  to  state  at  the  outset  that  he 
brought  forward  this  question  in  no  party 
spirit,  but  purely  in  a  national  point  of 
Tiew.  For  much  of  the  information  which 
he  had  obtained  on  the  subject  he  was 
indebted  to  articles  which  had  appeared 
in  the  organ  of  the  right  hon.  QenUeman 
opposite— the  Standard  newspaper  —  and 
he  had  satisfied  himself  that  the  informa- 
tion thus  obtained  was  in  every  instance 


strictly  correct.  In  1860  Lord  Palmerston 
startled  the  House  by  proposing  a  Vote  of 
£9,000,000  for  fortifications  for  the  de- 
fence of  our  naval  arsenals.  Upon  that 
occasion  a  debate  of  a  most  interesting 
character  took  place,  in  which  the  hon. 
Members  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne) 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  and  others 
who  had  ever  been  foremost  as  the  care* 
ful  custodians  of  the  public  purse,  op- 
posed the  Vote  ;  but  the  influence  of  the 
Oovemment  was  too  much  for  them,  and 
after  a  protracted  debate,  extending  over 
two  or  three  nights,  and  after  many  Amend- 
ments and  divisions,  the  Besolution  was 
carried — Lord  Palmerston  promising  that 
the  Oovemment  in  power  should  come  to 
Parliament  every  year  for  a  Vote  for  the  sum 
required  of  that  year,  and  present  an  Ap- 
propriation Act  for  that  purpose.  On  the 
9th  of  August,  1860,  when  the  second 
reading  of  the  first  Appropriation  Bill  was 
proposed,  Mr.  Edwin  James,  who  was 
then  a  Member  of  the  House,  moved  a 
very  remarkable  Amendment,  to  the  efiect 
that,  before  proceeding  further  with  the 
Bill,  it  was  desirable  that  the  House 
should  be  in  the  possession  of  more  cer- 
tain information  as  to  the  entire  cost  of 
the  constructions  and  the  efficient  main- 
tenance of  the  proposed  sea  and  land  forti- 
fications, distinguishing  the  expense  of 
each.  That  Amendment  was  seconded 
by  Sir  Charles  Napier,  but  it  shared  the 
fate  of  its  predecessors.  The  Minister  of 
the  day  had  his  way  upon  the  subject,  and 
the  Oovemment  went  on  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  forts  on  their  own  plans, 
as  if  the  question  was  not  open  to  debate. 
It  would  almost  seem  reasonable  that,  be- 
fore an  expenditure  of  between  £5,000,000 
and  £6,000,000  was  entered  upon,  some 
degree  of  caution  and  inquiry  with  refer- 
ence to  these  fortifications  should  have 
marked  the  movements  of  those  in  antho* 
rity  ;  but  tlie  House  would  be  surprised 
when  he  stated  that  little  or  no  inquiry 
took  place,  as  would  be  seen,  when  he  ex- 
plained to  them  the  experiments  that  took 
place,  and  the  result.  They  were  in  no 
better  position  now  with  reference  to  the 
eonstraction  of  these  forts  than  they  were 
in  1860.  At  that  time,  as  well  as  at  this 
moment,  the  following  questions  among 
others  were  entirely  open — whether  the 
land  forts  should  be  constractcd  of  granite 
only,  or  granite  in  connection  with  iron 
shields — whether  they  were  to  be  faced 
with  iron  upon  granite,  or  whether  granite 
was  first  to  be  built  up,  and  iron  in  the 
3  T  2 
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Bhape  of  fortresses  erected  upon  it ;  and 
then  what  was  to  be  the  thickness  of  the 
iron,  and  whether  it  shonld  be  solid  or 
laminated  ?  all  of  them  most  serious  ques- 
tions, and  each  one  involving  the  success 
or  failure  of  the  undertaking.  The  con- 
struction of  the  first  fortification  proceeded, 
and  a  few  experiments  were  attempted. 
The  first,  which  took  place  the  year 
before  the  Vote  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, was  with  reference  to  a  combi- 
nation of  iron  and  stone.  The  experi- 
ment was  made  with  the  40,  70,  and  68- 
pounders  of  that  day,  at  400  yards  range, 
and  the  result  was  that  the  stone  was 
smashed  to  atoms,  whilst  tlie  iron  remained 
uninjured  ;  and  on  the  following  day,  the 
stone  being  cut  away,  the  iron  stood  the 
test  of  the  same  guns,  even  in  salvoes. 
That  was  the  state  of  their  information 
in  1860.  In  that  year  other  experiments 
were  tried.  Mr.  Hawkshaw,  the  cele- 
brated engineer,  who  had  been  a  few  days 
since  named  a  member  of  the  new  Gom> 
mission  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
John  Pakington),  produced  a  target  on  the 
laminated  principle,  but  that  was  easily 
penetrated  by  two  shots  from  a  seven- 
inch  Armstrong  breech-loader,  the  second 
shot,  in  fact,  going  clean  through  it.     In 

1863  Colonel  Inglis  produced  a  laminated 
target  which  proved  a  partial  success,  and 
Captain  Noble  and  General  Lefroy  reported 
that  a  six-inch  laminated  target  was  not 
BO  strong  as  a  four-inch  solid  iron  ono.  In 

1864  and  1865  one  or  two  very  remark- 
able experiments  took  place — the  first  ex- 
periment in  which  the  shield  principle  was 
fairly  tested.  Two  sets  of  casemates  were 
constructed  at  Shoeburyness.  One  had  a 
shield  12  feet  by  8  feet  and  4  inches  thick 
fixed  in  front  of  it.  The  result  was  a 
total  failure,  and  that  settled  the  combina- 
tion principle  of  stone  and  iron,  the  Report 
of  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  was 
unfavourable  to  the  stability  of  casemates 
so  constructed,  which  they  stated  were 
unable  to  withstand  six  consecutive  shots 
firom  the  same  gun.  The  Defence  Com- 
mittee also  distinctly  stated  in  their  Report 
that  granite  forts  were  untenable,  and 
Colonel  Inglis  had  expressed  a  similar 
opinion  upon  one  occasion.  A  68-pound 
cast  iron  shot  fired  at  a  granite  block  shat- 
tered it  into  a  thousand  pieces,  and  a  more 
complete  demolition  could  hardly  bo  effect- 
ed. Those  experiments  he  thought  would 
be  sufficient  to  prove  all  that  he  desired  to 
impress  upon  the  House,  that  this  momen- 
tous question  was  far  f^om  being  settled, 

Mr,  G^Bet'rne 


and  that  they  had  not  yet  got  on  the  right 
road  with  reference  to  the  construction  of 
fortifications  ;  he  asked  the  House  whether 
they  would  persist,  or  permit  the  Govern- 
ment to  persist,  in  the  construction  of  these 
forts  untU  they  had  arrived  at  some  cer- 
tain data  from  which  they  could  safely 
start  ?  He  had  no  desire  to  embarrass  the 
Executive  in  any  way ;  his  only  object  in 
bringing  the  subject  forward  was  the  in- 
terest of  the  public,  in  order  that  the 
construction  of  these  fortifications  might 
be  discontinued  until  something  more  was 
known  about  the  subject,  and  that  by  the 
suspension  of  the  works  a  waste  of  public 
money  might  be  prevented.  In  the  early 
part  of  last  year  Colonel  Jervis  presented 
a  Report  upon  the  various  fortifications 
which  were  then  in  course  of  erection,  in 
which  Report  he  minutely  described  them, 
distinguishing  those  of  stone  and  mortar, 
and  of  earthworks,  and  those  at  Portsmouth 
and  on  the  Plymouth  Breakwater.  It  was 
not  his  intention  to  go  through  that  Report, 
but  he  would  simply  mention  the  result. 
The  greater  number  of  forts  in  which 
granite  was  used  were  described  as  being 
constructed  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  at 
their  embrasures  iron  shields,  and  from 
that  Report  the  consideration  of  the  iron 
shield  principle  might  be  said  to  have  ori- 
ginated. But  it  was  with  reference  to 
the  third  class,  which  was  the  most  im- 
portant—  namely,  the  Plymouth  Break- 
water forts  and  the  Portsmouth  forts, 
that  he  desired  the  attention  of  the 
House  a  few  moments.  He  believed  the 
only  fort  for  which  contracts  had  been 
completely  entered  into  was  that  for  the 
Plymouth  Breakwater.  It  was  no  doubt 
a  structure  of  great  importance.  Colonel 
Jervis  had  carefully  described  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  it  was  to  be  built,  but 
he  (Mr.  0*Beime)  would  point  out  what 
he  considered  the  fault  of  its  construction, 
and  the  necessity  for  further  inquiry.  It 
would  be  a  very  costly  structure  ;  it  was 
to  be  built  of  stone  and  mortar,  of  con- 
siderable thickness,  to  the  height  of  18 
feet  above  high  water  mark ;  and  upon 
that  structure  an  iron  fortification  was  jo 
be  erected,  for  which  a  contract  was  en* 
tered  into  in  the  early  part  of  last  year. 
This  fort  was  to  be  of  iron,  and  would 
cost  £40,000.  It  was  to  be  placed  on  a 
building  of  stone  and  mortar,  offering  to 
the  enemy's  guns  an  assailable  surface  of 
1 8  feet  below  the  iron  wall,  which  could 
not,  under  any  circumstances,  be  protected 
by  the  water.  Now,  if  the  experiments  he 
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liod  quoted  were  good  for  anything  they 
Bhowed  that  stone  and  mortar  were  not 
materials  on  which  a  fort  could  be  aafcly 
built  if  any  port  of  that  stone  and  mortar 
was  exposed  to  an  enemy's  fire ;  that  a 
very  few  shots  from  an  ordinary  sized  gun 
would  destroy  it  and  thus  send  the  iron 
structure  which  was  placed  upon  it  about 
the  men's  ears.  That  opinion  was  also 
entertained  by  experienced  engineers,  iron- 
masters, and  military  men  who  had  given 
the  subject  their  attention.  Stone  and 
mortar,  it  had  been  clearly  shown,  were 
useless  with  regard  to  strength  and  resist- 
ing power.  What  reliance,  therefore, 
could  the  House  or  the  countiy  place 
upon  those  who  had  adopted  for  the  erec- 
tion of  one  of  the  most  important  and  one 
of  the  most  expensive  of  the  intended 
works,  a  principle  which  even  the  little 
knowledge  we  possessed  had  declared  to  be 
worthless.  Last  year,  when  the  Provision 
for  Expenses  Bill,  to  authorize  the  expendi- 
ture of  £800,000  for  forts,  during  the 
year  1867-8,  was  in  Committee,  he  (Mr. 
O'Beime)  moved  a  Resolution,  which 
ho  was  very  anxious  at  the  time  to  have 
carried,  that  all  further  expenditure  on  the 
forts  should  be  stopped  until  a  Committee  of 
the  House  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  and  reporting  upon  the  whole 
subject ;  but  his  proposal  was  modified  upon 
the  promise  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  that  such  ex- 
periments as  they  wished  should  be  car- 
ried out.  [Sir  John  Pakixgton  :  Hear, 
hear !]  The  experiments  were  to  be,  as 
ho  understood,  of  two  characters  —  first, 
with  reference  to  shields ;  and  secondly, 
with  reference  to  forts.  But  when  the 
Bill  came  up  for  a  third  reading  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Stamford  (Sir 
John  Hay)  declined  to  give  any  undertak- 
ing that  the  expenditure  should  be  stopped 
pending  the  result  of  such  experiments  ; 
consequently  the  House  was  helpless  in  the 
matter,  and  obliged  to  depend  entirely  upon 
the  promise  that  had  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  He  (Mr.  0*Beimo) 
was  naturally  anxious  to  know  something 
about  the  experiments  aAer  that,  but 
months  passed  away  and  nothing  was  heard 
of  them.  However,  in  October  last  a  small 
paragraph  appeared  in  that  vigilant  journal, 
the  ^Yniiiari/, announcing  thai  oiperiments 
had  taken  place  on  the  25th  of  that  month, 
and  that  in  two  shots  the  shield  fired  at  had 
been  knocked  to  pieces.  It  was  further 
stated  in  the  same  journal  that  the  shield 
ailer  it  had  been  fired  at  was  carefully 


wrapped  up  in  a  tarpaulin,  and  that  a  sentry 
was  placed  over  it  to  prevent  anyone  from 
ascertaining  the  actual  amount  of  damage. 
There  was  another  peculiar  feature  connect- 
cd  with  that  transaction.  The  usual  prac* 
tice  of  admitting  the  representatives  of  the 
Press  to  witness  these  experiments  was  de- 
parted from.  He  had  it  on  the  authority 
of  a  gentleman  connected  with  the  Press 
that  ho  was  refused  admission,  being  in- 
formed that  orders  had  been  sent  down 
from  London  that  no  stranger  whatever 
was  to  be  present  at  the  experiment.  In 
the  following  November  Session  of  Par- 
liament the  hon.  Member  for  the  Queen's 
County  (Qeneral  Dunne)  put  a  Question  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  with  reference  to 
these  experiments,  and  he  (Mr.  O'Beime) 
subsequently  followed  that  up  with  Ques- 
tions with  regard  to  the  Malta  and  Gibral- 
tar shields  and  the  fortifications  generally. 
The  reply  of  the  hon.  Baronet  to  those 
Questions  would  no  doubt  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  hon.  Members  who  took  an  in- 
terestin  the  subject.  He  (Mr.  O'Beime)  had 
also  asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John 
Pakington),  whether  the  specifications  and 
drawings  issued  by  the  War  Office  for  the 
intended  target  were  a  true  section  of  the 
Plymouth  and  the  Bermuda  forts;  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington  (Lord 
Elcho)  having  been  informed  that  they  were 
not.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  ho 
was  not  aware  that  there  had  been  any  al- 
teration ;  that  he  had  given  the  most  strict 
injunctions  that  the  target  should  be  a 
correct  and  faithful  representation  of  the 
Plymouth  and  Bermuda  forts,  as  it  was  in- 
tended to  erect  them,  and  that  if  there 
was  any  variation  it  was  this — that  as  it 
was  difficult  to  give  a  target  the  strength 
and  stability  of  a  permanent  structure 
some  additional  supports  might  have  been 
used  for  that  purpose ;  but  in  all  substan- 
tive respects  they  were  the  same.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  O'Beime)  regretted  to  say  that 
the  facts  of  the  case  were  totally  at 
variance  with  the  opinion  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  expressed.  The  target, 
which  was  ordered  in  the  North  of  England, 
was  in  many  respects  difierent  from  the 
fort  now  building  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
London,  and  it  in  no  degree  represented 
the  fortification  of  which  it  was  intended 
to  be  an  identical  example.  More  than 
that,  the  target,  he  was  informed,  had, 
since  it  had  gone  to  Shoeburyness,  been 
subjected  to  repeated  alterations  at  an  ex- 
pense of  £10,000  ;  and  if  the  fort  now 
erecting  in  the  neighbouriiood  of  London 
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were  altered  in  the  same  manner  it  would 
cost  £20,000  more  than  the  amount  oon- 
traoted  for.  If  that  statement  were  untrue 
or  unfounded  he  would  be  happy  to  have 
it  contradicted. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  I  beg  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  What  does  he 
mean  by  the  fortereotingin  the  neighbour- 
hood of  London  f 

Mb.  O'fiEIBNE  said,  he  meant  the  Ply. 
mouth  Breakwater  fort,  which  was  being 
constructed  at  MillwalL  But  in  addition 
to  the  objections  he  had  already  made,  he 
arraigned  the  fort  as  unsound  in  principle, 
if,  indeed,  there  could  be  said  to  be  any 
principle  in  a  plan  which  was  being  altered 
from  day  to  day.  But  however  the  plan 
might  be  altered  or  modified,  it  was  still, 
and  always  would  be,  an  erroneous  one. 
The  structure  was  of  iron,  placed  upon 
stone  and  mortar;  and  in  the  iron  con- 
struction the  laminated  principle  was 
adopted— a  principle  which  experiment  had 
also  proved  to  be  faulty  ;  while  stone  and 
mortar,  as  a  base,  were,  as  he  had  shown, 
equally  so.  He  now  came  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  shields.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  prudence  might  have  suggested  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  have  stayed 
the  erection  of  these  shields  till  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Committee,  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  himself  had  appointed,  was  re- 
ceived ;  but  he  declined  to  prevent  their 
being  sent  out,  and  thirty-four  had  ac- 
tually gone  to  their  destination,  one  being 
retained  at  home  to  be  fired  at.  In  ad- 
dition, fifty  of  these  shields  were  to  form 
en  integral  portion  of  the  home  defences. 
They  were  to  be  let  into  the  embrasures 
of  forts,  built  of  granite,  to  protect  the 
gunners.  But  a  shot  striking  the  granite 
would  dislodge  the  shield  and  expose  the 
men  inside  to  the  fire  of  the  enemy.  In 
speaking  upon  this  subject,  he  could  not 
refrain  from  expresaiog  his  entire  approval 
of  the  labonra  of  the  Committee  presided 
over  by  his  distinguished  and  gallantFriend 
the  Member  for  Stamford  (Sir  John  Hay). 
That  Committee  had  done  its  work  in  a 
very  efficient  manner.  He  observed  that 
fault  had  been  found  with  it  by  some  of 
the  Press,  because  it  had  not  answered 
the  third  question  that  was  submitted  to 
its  consideration.  But  he  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  done  perfectly  right.  Those 
who  knew  the  hon.  Baronet  knew  that  he 
had  a  thorough  knowledge  of  this  difficult 
question ;  and  those  who  did  not  know  him 
had  only  to  look  at  his  examination  of  the 
various  witnesses  before  the  Committeei 

Mr.  O'BHme 


and  the  character  of  the  questions  he  put 
to  them  would  prove  how  thoroughly  he 
had  mastered  the  subject.     The  Beport 
of  the  Committee  when  it  appeared,  would, 
he  believed,  give  general  satisfaction.     If 
he  had  any  objection  to  make,  it  was  that 
the   Beport    was    not    yet  printed   and 
issued  to  Members.    [Sir  Johv  Hat  :  It  is 
printed.]    It  must  have  been  printed  only 
to  day — at  least  he  had  not  got  a  copy. 
And  here  he  must  complain  Uiat  he  had 
seen  with  extreme  surprise  articles  in  the. 
Press  for  the  last  fortnight  commenting  on 
the  Beport,  the  character  of  the  evidence, 
and  the  nature  of  the  findings,  while  the 
Members  of  the  House  had  not  seen  it.   It 
might  be  worth  while  to  ask  the  Speaker's 
opinion,  whether  this  was  regular — it  was 
certainly  scarcely  courteous.    But,  passing 
from  that,  he  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  Beport  on  the  shields. 
It  was  believed  that  they  were  useless  and 
unfitted  for  their  purpose.    After  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  and  loss  of  time  a  Commit- 
tee was  appointed  on  the  5th  of  December 
last,  and  it  made  its  Beport  on  the  11th  of 
February.     There  were  .three  questions 
put  to  the  Committee — the  first  two  were 
vital ;  the  third,  he  thought,  with  great 
respect,  had  better  not  have  been  put. 
The  first  question  was,  how  far  have  these 
trials  proved  favourable  to  the  shields? 
the  second,  what  are  the  .causes  which 
have  led  to  any  failure  in  the  shields?  and 
the  third  was,  what  changes  in  the  con- 
struction of  the   shields  the  Committee 
would  recommend  ?     He  was  glad,  as  he 
had  already  said,  that  the  Committee  de- 
clined to  give  an  answer   to   the  third 
question,  as  it  was  not  fair  to  ask  them 
to  decide  a  matter  so  important    in  a 
few  weeks,  and  if  they  had  fixed  on  any 
particular  shield  they  ought  to  have  been 
allowed  to  superintend  its  construction.  To 
the  first  question  the  Committee  answered 
that  thev  had  considered  the  result  of  the 
first  trial  by  the  Ordnance  Select  Commit- 
tee, on  the  2l8t  October,  1867 — that  was 
the  remarkable  trial  when  the  shield  was 
wrapped  up  in  a  tarpaulin — and  other  ex- 
periments made  since,  and  they  had  come 
to  a  conclusion  unfavourable  to  the  shields, 
as  they  did  not  consider  them  strong  enough 
to  resist  the  direct  attack  of  powerful  ord- 
nance at  a  distance  of  200  yards.    They 
went  on  to  specify  as  defects  the  weakness 
of  the  girders,  and  the  danger  to  the  gun- 
ners from  the  number  of  nuts  and  screws 
that  were  liable  to  be  displaced  in  action. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  stated  that 
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the  construction  adopted  allowed  of  the   been  properly  placed  and  properly  huilt, 


strengthening  of  the  shield  hy  the  su- 
per-iro position  of  additional  plates.  He 
thought,  then,  he  had  estahlished  a  case 
for  inquiry,  and  for  pausing  in  the  present 


and  if,  al)OTe  all,  they  had  been  necessary 
— the  country  might,  perhaps,  hate  over- 
looked this  enormous  expenditure.  But 
there  had  been  annually  communicated  to 


expenditure.     He  would  conclude  by  ask-  i  him  statements  to  the  effect  that  the  forti- 


ing  tho  House  to  agree  to  a  Resolution  to 
the  effect  that  there  be  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee two  Members  of  this  House  and 
nn  additional  Engineer ;  and  that  all  fur- 
ther outlay  be  suspended  till  that  Com- 
mittee should  have  made  its  Report  to  tho 
House.  Of  the  £11,000,000  which  was 
first  estimated  as  the  cost  of  the  forts, 
they  had  already  spent  £5,000.000 :  he 


fications  were  neither  properly  placed  nor 
properly  built,  and  that  they  were  not 
adapted  to  the  purpose  for  which  they 
were  designed.  In  fact,  it  had  been  repro* 
son  ted  to  him  that  some  were  on  overhang- 
ing cliffs,  so  that  in  time  'they  would 
topple  over  into  the  sea,  or  on  swampj 
ground,  where  the  foundation  was  unstable 
and  treacherous,  so  that  the   magasincs 


hoped  the  House  would  refuse  to  sanction   had  cracked,  the  ramparts  had  slipped  from 


any  further  waste  of  money  until  it  had 
full  knowledge  of  how  and  with  what  pro- 
bable results  such  expenditure  should  be 
incurred.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  his  Resolution. 

CoLONRL  8YKBS,  in  seconding  the  Re- 


their  bases  and  filled  up  the  surrounding 
fosse.  The  forts  erected  on  Fortsdown 
Hill  stood  on  a  mass  of  chalk.  Now,  if 
any  geologist  had  been  consulted  as  to  the 
appropriateness  of  such  a  site,  he  would 
at  once  have  said    that  the  concussion 


solution,  said,  that  in  1860  the  Defence  j  caused  by  the  great  gnns  being  fired  from 
Commission  recommended  a  system  of  I  the  fortifications  would  in  time  make  the 
fortifications  involving  an  expenditure  of  i  scarps  of  the  chalk  itself  ommble  away, 
£11,000,000.  Subsequently  to  1860  there  .  from  the  friable  nature  of  the  chalk.  In 
was  a  re-consideration  of  tho  subject ;  |  particular  he  wished  to  direct  attention  to 
there  was  a  modification  of  the  plan  of  a  letter  which  was  published  in  Th$  TYmm 
the  Defence  Commission,  and  the  expen-   newspaper  of  the  1 0th  of  March  last  year, 


diture  was  reduced  to  £6,000,000  or 
£7,000,000.  In  1860,  he  opposed  the  sys- 
tem of  fortifications  then  recommended. 
He  knew  it  was  impossible  to  defend  our 
whole  sea  coast,  and  therefore  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  defence  of  our  arsenals 
was  all  that  should  be  undertaken.  In 
1867,  he  moved  for  a  Return,  and  he  pro- 
posed that  the  modifications  should  be  set 


in  reference  to  some  remarks  made  on  this 
subject  by  tho  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

Sni  JOHN  PAKINGTON  remarked 
that  he  was  not  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  at  the  date  mentioned. 

Colonel  SYKES  admitted  that  he  had 
made  a  mistake.  The  letter  appeared  in 
The  TimeM  on   the   10th  of  March  this 


in  detail,  with  a  statement  as  to  costs '  rear, 
past  and  prospective,  &c.  The  Return  laid  Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  the  hon.  Member 
on  the  table  in  consequence  of  the  Motion  was  not  in  order  in  reading  a  newspaper 
made  by  him  showed  that  the  total  outlay  comment  on  a  debate  which  had  occarred 
proposed  up  to  that  date  was  £6,995,000, 1  in  the  present  Session, 
independently  of  armament  and  troops.  Up  Colonel  SYKES  went  on  to  remark 
to  the  Ist  of  January,  1867,  there  had  been  >  that  The  TUmet  on  the  14th  of  March, 
expended  upon  the  works  £3,491,872.  It ,  1868,  contained  a  long  criticism  on  the 
was  stated  that  987  large  rifled  guns  would  j  state  of  the  Spithead  forts  ;  but  he  would 
be  required,  and  1,104  guns  of  95  cwt.  >  uot  read  it  to  the  House,  as  it  extended  to 
and  under.  The  estimated  cost  of  the ,  three  or  four  columns.  With  regard  to 
armament  was  £1,883,722;  the  number  |  the  question  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend 
of  artillerymen  required  would  be  9,841  ;  the  Member  for  Cashel  (Mr.  0*Beime)  re- 
and  the  number  of  infantry  22,441.  It  also  •  specting  shields  being  applied  to  masonry, 
appeared  from  the  Return  that  the  land  |  he  wished  to  point  out  that  the  engineers 
to  be  p\irohascd  would  cost  no  less  than  j  of  the  Defence  Commission  ought  to  have 
£1,064,761 ;  that  the  actual  expenditure  known  that  experiments  had  been  made 
up  to  the  first  of  January,  1867,  was  i  in  America  as  to  the  application  of  iron 
£4,556,633;  and  that  £2,438,367  more !  shields  to  granite  defences,  and  that  it 
would  bo  required  to  complete  the  fortifi- 1  had  failed  absolutely, — it  being  found,  as 
oations  alone.  Now,  if  the  works  had ;  indeed  might  have  been  expected,  that 
been  of  a  suitable  chamcter^if  they  had ,  when    such   shielda  were   placed   npoa 


a  very  leasonabls  one.  He  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  oonaent  to 
give  additional  weight  to  the  Committee 
he  hod  appointed  by  nominating  upon  it 
another  distinguished  Civil  Enxinecr  and 
two  competent  and  impartial  Members  of 
that  House.  Ho  supported  that  sugges- 
tion without  the  imalleat  personal  object, 
because  he  frankly  admitted  that  he  had 
a  bias  in  the  matter.  He  was  not  compe- 
tent to  be  a  Kember  of  the  Committee, 
having  from  the  first  entertained  a  strong 
prejudice  against  the  general  system  of 
fortifications  adopted,  embracing  as  it  did 
not  less  than  seventy-one  defences  ;  but 
he  trnsted  that  no  further  expense  would 
be  incurred  in  the  direction  spoken  of 
by  his  hon.  Friend  until  the  investiga- 
tion which  was  recommended  had  taken 
place.  He  believed  that  the  true  defences 
of  the  country  would  be  found,  not  in 
fortifications,  but  in  the  stout  hearts  and 
strong  arms  of  the  people. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  lesTs  out  from  the  woril  "  That"  to  the«nd 
ol  the  Quettion,  in  order  to  add  the  word*  "  two 
Mcmbera  of  this  IIou*B  >nd  another  Civil  Ea- 
ginecr  ibould  be  edded  to  tha  Committee  appointed 
to  ooniider  tho  qaeation  of  the  FortiBcationi  for 
the  defenoe  of  the  Uniird  Kingdom  and  of  the 
CotoDiei,  and  that  arrangements  (ball  be  made  to 
■top,  OS  far  as  pouiblo,  all  further  oullnj  untU 
that  Cominlttee  ahall  haie  reported  to  tbU  Home." 
—{Mr.  O'Beimt,) 
— instead  _thcreof. 

QucBtioa   proposed,    "  TImt  the    words 
proposed  to  bo  loft  out  stand  part  of  the 


deal  of  monej. 
more  recently  a 
both  oases  tJis. 
away.     And  vt 

same  manner  tb 
(even  years  wool 
he  asked,  was  | 
take  possession  4 
them  at  all.  A 
was  the  uso  of 
could  understand 
the  arsenals  mi| 

Volunteers,  andt 
more  than  all  tb 
llB.  OSBORl! 
some  Qentlemu 
re  mm  en  t  would 
able  statement 
if  em  bar  for  Cm 
had  been  forcibl 
ance  which  the 
presented .  Tha 
to  the  public  as 
public  purse,  f 
spect  of  a  debt 
acrimonious  rooci 
alities,  the  Ba 
crowded,  and  tl 
sounded  with  oil 
the  state  of  tha 
of  the  discuBsioi 
the  expenditure 
ably  brought  foi 
the  rcpreaentatii 
— and  the  hight 
the  House  at  ai 
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and  furnished  an  example  of  the  most  pro- 
fligate and  uselesB  expenditure  that  was 
ever  voted  by  the  **  guardiaus  of  the  public 
purse."  In  1860  a  Royal  Commission  was 
issued  to  report  upon  the  defences  of  the 
country.  And  here  he  might  remark  that 
the  whole  theory  of  Government  seemed 
now  to  be  this  —  that  everything  was  to 
be  referred  to  a  Eoyal  Commission,  the 
consequence  being  that  the  Ministry  abdi- 
cated all  responsibility,  and  sheltered  them- 
selves under  the  recommendations  of  a 
Commission.  They  all  knew  that  the  Vote 
for  fortifications  was  passed,  in  the  first 
instance,  under  the  infiuenco  of  a  panic. 
The  total  estimate  was  £1], 850,000,  and 
the  works  at  Portsmouth  alone  were  to 
cost  £1,192,000.  These  works  extended 
over  seventeen  miles  ;  and  the  House 
rushed  into  this  expenditure  without  con- 
sidering that  works  of  that  vast  extent 
would  require  at  least  30,000  men  to  de- 
fend them.  [Sir  Jonir  Hat:  80,000.] 
He  had  never  ventured  to  put  the  num- 
ber so  high  as  that  He  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  how,  in 
the  face  of  that  statement,  he  could  oppose 
the  present  Motion  ?  An  army  of  80,000 
men  to  defend  the  works  of  Portsmouth 
alone !  Where  are  the  men  to  come  from  ? 
The  Volunteers  could  not  supply  them. 
The  Iloyal  Commission  of  1860  recom- 
mended that  £1,000,000  should  be  ex- 
pended on  floating  batteries,  together  with 
£500,000  for  their  armaments.  That  was 
the  most  sensible  recommendation  which 
emanated  from  that  Commission ;  but  what 
had  happened  ?  The  whole  of  the  money 
had  been  expended  upon  these  useless 
forts,  and  not  one  Id.  had  been  laid  out 
upon  floating  batteries.  As  far  back  as 
1860  he  resisted  the  expenditure  on  for- 
tifications and  proposed  that  floating  bat- 
teries should  be  built,  and  how  was  he 
supported  on  that  occasion  ?  He  was  sup- 
ported by  thirty-nine  Members,  who,  in 
derision,  were  called  the  Thirty-nine  Ar- 
ticles, lie  persevered  in  his  proposal  until 
at  length  he  worked  up  the  minority  to 
84.  What  happened  then  ?     The  hon.  and 

SiUant  Admiral  now  in  office  (Sir  John 
ay)  seconded  a  Motion  made  by  a  gallant 
officer  of  Engineers,  then  a  Member  of  that 
House  (Sir  Frederick  Smith),  to  the  effect 
that  these  forts  should  not  be  proceeded 
with.  [Sir  John  Hat  :  Hear,  hear !  ]  The 
same  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  stated  in 
1862  that  he  had  been  at  one  time  in 
favour  of  the  forts  at  Spithead,  but  that 
ho  had  since  had  reason  to  change  his  opi- 


nion, and  he  recommended  that  floating 
batteries  should  be  constructed.  That  re- 
commendation was  backed  up  by  a  great 
naval  authority,  the  late  Sir  Eichard 
Dundas,  who  recommended  that  instead 
of  constructing  floating  batteries  they 
should  expend  £60,000  in  rendering  iron- 
clad vessels  available  for  purposes  of  de- 
fence in  our  harbours.  The  recommenda- 
tions of  these  able  officers  and  scientific 
men  had,  however,  been  totally  disre- 
garded. What  he  complained  of  was  that 
the  House  had  never  had  before  it  a  proper 
estimate  for  these  fortifications.  The  origi- 
nal plan  had  been  altogether  departed  from, 
and  public  money  had  been  thrown  away 
and  wasted  in  the  sands  at  Spithead.  Ac- 
cording to  the  original  plan  there  were  to 
be  five  forts ;  but  only  three  were  in  pro- 
cess of  construction.  It  should  be  recol- 
lected that  the  original  estimate  for  these 
forts  did  not  contemplate  any  iron  con- 
struction. They  were  to  be  built  of 
granite,  and  it  was  not  until  Admiral 
Elliot,  a  member  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion, said  they  ought  to  be  covered  with 
wrought  iron  ten  inches  thick,  that  the 
estimate  was  completely  altered  ;  and  now 
the  House  was  involved  in  an  enormous 
and  indefinite  expense,  without  any  plan 
before  it.  He  suspected,  moreover,  that 
there  was  no  working  plan  for  the  regular 
construction  of  fortifications.  The  present 
Government  had,  it  was  true,  suooeedcd 
to  a  damnoM  her$dita% ;  but  having  suc- 
ceeded to  this  damnoM  hereditas,  what  was 
the  common  sense  of  their  position  now  ? 
He  knew  that  the  Government  did  not 
approve  of  these  works.  [Mr.  Serjeant 
Gasblxx  :  They  say  that  the  contracts  were 
made.]  He  believed  that  the  contraotors 
for  them  would,  upon  the  payment  of  a 
certain  sum  of  money,  be  glad  to  wash 
their  hands  of  them.  He  would,  there- 
fore advise  the  Government  to  close  this 
account  and  to  put  an  end  to  a  gigantic 
imposture  which  was  wringing  money  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  try  and  get  rid  of  the  respon- 
sibility. They  were  all  tarred  with  the 
same  brush.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  (General 
Peel)  said  he  would  not  accept  one  atom 
of  responsibility  with  regard  to  the  forta 
— that  they  were  the  work  of  the  last  Go- 
vernment. But  why  did  the  party  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  General  belonged  vote 
a  large  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose  of 
continuing  the  fortifications?    He  could 
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not  nnderstand  a  Goyernment  which, 
knowing  this  outlay  of  money  to  he  un- 
called for,  remained  in  Office  and  allowed 
this  wasteful  expenditure  to  go  on.  While 
ho  cordially  concurred  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gashel  (Mr. 
O'Beime)  in  his  representation  of  facts, 
he  doubted  whether,  if  his  suggestion  to 
add  two  Members  of  that  House  and  one 
Civil  Engineer  to  the  Committee  were  ac- 
ceded to,  there  would  be  any  Report  at 
all.  He  had  no  confidence  in  Members  of 
that  House  reporting  upon  fortifications ; 
for  it  was  entirely  owing  to  hon.  Members 
that  they  had  been  involved  in  this  ex- 
travagant outlay  of  money  at  all.  He  was 
ready  to  vote  a  sum  of  money  with  a  view 
to  closing  the  contracts.  He  hoped  that 
some  Member  of  the  Government  would 
explain  exactly  how  matters  at  present 
stood,  and  the  reason  why  that  most  sen- 
sible recommendation  of  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners, that  £1,000,000  should  be 
expended,  on  floating  batteries,  had  been 
wholly  disregarded.  They  heard  a  great 
deal  about  responsibility.  He  would  read 
to  the  House  one  of  the  most  useful  bits 
of  advice  ever  given  by  a  Minister  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  Sir  Robert  Feel  said 
that,  in  a  time  of  peace,  this  country 
should  not  be  looking  to  keep  up  an  ex- 
tensive system  of  fortifications,  and  that  if 
the  House  listened  to  the  opinions  of  mili- 
tary men,  who  were  always  ready  to  recom- 
mend something  connected  with  their  own 
profession,  they  would  involve  this  coun- 
try in  an  outlay  that  no  amount  of  funds 
would  cover.  That  was  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  in  1846.  He  would  ask  hon. 
Members  to  take  that  advice — and  as  an 
election  was  at  hand  they  might  be  the  more 
inclined  to  listen  to  it  now  than  at  another 
time — ^and  to  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Fnend  for  the  suspension  of  this  useless 
expenditure. 

Sib  JOHN^  HAY  said,  the  hon.  GenUe- 
man  had  fairly  quoted  him  as  having 
always  been  opposed  to  these  fortifications, 
for  the  building  of  which  he  was  by  no 
means  responsible  ;  but  he  could  not  con- 
ceive that  the  House  which  was  really 
responsible  for  them  would  interpret  un- 
favourably the  action  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment in  continuing  the  contracts  which 
were  in  operation  when  they  succeeded  to 
Office.  The  sea  forts  at  Spithead  he 
believed  to  be  entirely  useless ;  indeed, 
they  would  prove  admirable  marks  to 
guide  an  expert  enemy  into  the  harbour, 
while,  as  Sir  Frederick  Smith  said,  in  a 

Mr.  Osborne 


former  debate,  in  these  days  of  iron-clad 
vessels  they  would  not  be  able  to  keep 
the  enemy  out.  But  when  the  present 
Government  succeeded  to  Office  these  for- 
tifications were  raised  considerably  above 
their  foundations  and  formed  sand  banks, 
and  it  was  thought  that  the  best  use 
they  could  be  put  ,to  was  to  place  upon 
them  the  fortifications  for  which  the  con- 
tracts had  been  already  made.  With  re- 
gard to  the  special  question  as  to  fioating 
defences  recommended  by  the  Commission, 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham (Mr.  Osborne)  he  had  to  inform  him 
that  this  was  one  of  the  first  things  con- 
sidered by  the  Admiralty  after  succeeding 
to  Office ;  but  they  found  that  while  the 
House  of  Commons  had  agreed  to  the 
Yote  for  the  land  fortifications,  they  had 
struck  out  the  £1,000,000  for  the  float- 
ing batteries.  He  hoped,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cashel  (Mr.  0*Beirne)  would  not 
press  his  proposal  for  adding  two  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  to  the  Committee, 
the  members  of  which  had  been  se- 
lected with  the  greatest  care  and  atten- 
tion, while  its  Chairman  (Sir  Frederick 
Grey),  an  Admiral  of  distinguished  ability, 
had  certainly  not  been  selected  with  re- 
ference to  his  political  views.  The  Com- 
mitee  in  its  present  form  was  a  most  effec- 
tive one,  and  one  from  which  might  be 
expected  not  only  a  full  and  honest  bat 
also  a  speedy  Report.  He;  did  not  think 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  the  ad- 
dition of  a  Civil  Engineer  to  the  Commit- 
tee; but  such  an  appointment  would,  of 
course,  considerably  add  to  its  expense. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  see  that  the 
Government  was  not  responsible  for  the 
expenditure  incurred  with  reference  to 
these  fortiBcations ;  but -at  the  same  time 
he  must  remind  hon.  Members  that  the 
contracts  already  in  force  could  not  be  put 
an  end  to  without  a  considerable  loss  being 
thrown  upon  the  public.  It  was  one  thing 
to  disapprove  of  commencing  such  forti- 
fications, but  quite  another  to  leave  them 
in  a  half-finished  state.  He  trusted  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cashel  (Mr.  O'Beime) 
would  not  press  his  Motion  after  the  ex- 
planation he  had  given  of  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  theso  works. 

Mb.  SAMUDA,  as  an  Independent  Mem- 
ber, would  say  that  to  him  it  was  no 
matter  who  projected  or  agreed  with  these 
fortifications.  If,  on  re-examination,  they 
were  considered  useless,  they  ought  to  be 
discontinued.  After  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  Hay),  a  naval  Lord 
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of  the  Admiraly,  that  the  Spiihead  forta 
would  enable  an  enemy  to  obtain  a  better 
position  in  the  country  'than  if  they  were 
not  there,  a  revision  of  this  question  was 
important  to  the  country.  Ho  had  under- 
stood from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
that  it  would  take  £4,000,000  to  pay  for 
the  necessary  guns.  That  was  another 
reason  why  the  subject  should  bo  re-consi- 
dered, lie  believed  that  only  £7,000,000 
out  of  the  £12,000,000,  of  the  original  Esti- 
mate, had  been  spent  upon  these  fortifica- 
tions, which  took  their  origin  in  a  time  of 
panic,  and  the  permission  to  construct 
which  was  obtained  from  the  House  upon 
a  statement  that  was  now  found  to  be 
wholly  unsatisfactory.  In  1860  it  was 
represented  that  the  arsenals  and  dock- 
jtadB  at  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth  were 
undefended,  and  that  these  fortifications 
were  necessary  to  protect  them  from  an 
enemy.  Now  the  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  attention  Was  that  in  ancient  times, 
when  the  navy  of  this  country  relied  ezdu* 
sively  on  sails  for  their  evolutions,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary,  in  time  of  war,  to 
possess  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth  ;  but 
that  necessity  did  not  now  exist,  when  this 
country  had  a  steam  navy  which  could  be 
speedily  directed  to  any  particular  spot 
Whether  the  fleet  issued  from  Chatham, 
Pembroke,  or  Portsmouth,  mattered  not 
Adverse  winds  did  not  stop  the  ships.  It 
might  be  well  in  time  of  war  to  abandon 
those  great  arsenals,  or  even  destroy  them 
if  necessary.  It  should  be  remembered, 
too,  that  we  were  making  Chatham  Bock- 
yard  large  enough  for  all  the  works  of  the 
navy.  It  was  an  opinion,  confirmed  by 
high  military  authority,  that  the  defence 
of  the  country  oould  never  be  made  in 
these  forts.  As  long  as  we  possessed  the 
command  of  the  sea  we  were  safe,  and  if 
we  lost  the  command  of  the  sea,  not  one  of 
these  forts  would  be  useful  except  to  the 
enemy.  His  opinion  was,  and  had  always 
been,  that  this  country  should  depend 
mainly,  if  not  entirely,  upon  her  ships, 
and  that  the  number  ought  to  be  made 
equal  to  those  of  two  or  three  of  the 
greatest  European  Powers  combined.  That 
being  done,  if  an  enemy  should  obtain 
A  footing  in  this  country,  it  would  be 
better  for  our  army  to  be  posted  about 
forty  miles  inland  so  as  to  draw  the  enemy 
that  distance  from  his  base  of  operations. 
That  would  be  a  better  base  for  opera- 
tions, and  for  stopping  a  successful  raid 
being  made  upon  the  metropolis.  If  these 
fortifications  were  oompletad,  we  could  not 


spare  an  army  to  man  them.  The  con- 
stitution of  the  Committee  was  not  a  mat- 
ter of  so  much  Importance,  but  what  was 
wanted  was  to  get  the  matter  thoroughly 
re-considered  and  revised.  He  hoped  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cashcl  (Mr.  0*Beime) 
should  be  induced  to  withdraw  his  pro- 
position the  matter  would  not  be  allowed 
to  slumber. 

Gehebal  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  ho 
supposed  that,  as  there  was  ''nothing  like 
leather,''  it  was  natural  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tavistock  (Mr.  Samuda)  should  pre- 
fer ships  to  forts.  If  the  House  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  Portsmouth 
and  Plymouth  were  now  of  no  consequence, 
the  fortifications  there  would  no  doubt  bo 
unnecessary.  But  the  oonstmotion  of  those 
fortifications  was  based  on  the  belief  that 
the  arsenals  at  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth 
were  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  ihttt 
naval  supremacy  upon  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  laid  so  much  stress.  The  forts 
at  those  two  places  were  not  designed  for 
use  so  long  as  we  maintained  the  command 
of  the  sea ;  but  in  case  that  which  had  oc- 
curred should  be  repeated,  and  a  Britbh 
fleet  should  be  compelled  to  retire  before 
the  advancing  fleets  of  the  enemy.  That 
was  the  contingency  to  meet  wluoh  these 
forts  were  constructed,  so  as,  in  the  event 
of  a  hostile  fleet  getting  the  command  of 
the  Channel,  to  prevent  the  arsenals  of 
Portsmouth  and  Plymouth  from  failing 
into  the  enemy's  hands. 

Mr.  Sbrjeasit  GASELEE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham  had  accused  him 
of  being  asleep.  There  would  be  nothing 
very  wrong  in  his  "  taking  a  nap,"  espe- 
cially after  the  heavy  debates  they  had 
lately  been  listening  to,  but  if  he  had  been 
asleep  during  the  discussion  he  was  not 
aware  of  it.  At  all  events  he  was  not 
asleep  during  the  astounding  statement 
that  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth  might  bo 
done  away  with.  It  was  not  the  first 
time  he  had  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Samuda)  advocate  the  employment 
of  private  instead  of  nublio  yards,  and  of 
course  on  the  ground  of  "  nothing  like 
leather,"  it  was  easy  to  see  why  the  hon. 
Member  should  wish  to  do  away  with  the 
latter.  With  regard  to  these  fortifications, 
he  disapproved  of  them  entirely,  but  he 
looked  forward  to  no  dimunition  of  expense 
so  long  as  this  old  Parliament  continued. 
He  only  wished  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  was  there.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  described  the 
eomllenee  of  the  late  and  the  present 
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Parliament.  In  that  he  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Gaselee)  did  not  agree.  He  looked  for- 
ward to  a  new  Parliament  very  different 
from  the  present,  and  the  reason  why  he 
had  taken  such  a  prominent  part  in  obtain* 
ing  household  suffrage  was  his  belief  that, 
in  Parliaments  elected  by  the  new  consti- 
tuencies, we  should  have  no  abuses  like 
this,  which  made  the  House  of  Commons 
stink  aloud.  No  Parliament  in  its  senses, 
no  Parliament  elected  under  household 
suffrage  would,  even  under  the  magio  wand 
of  Lord  Palmerston — who  was  Uie  most 
wonderful  mesmerist  he  had  ever  seen — 
ever  have  consented  to  such  a  futile  and 
outrageous  outlay  of  public  money.  These 
fortifications  were  ordered  under  the  in- 
fluence of  panic;  and  we  never  knew  what 
we  might  do  when  we  became  old  women, 
and  yielded  to  panic.  It  was  an  ill  wind 
that  blew  nobody  any  good,  and  his  con- 
stituents at  Portsmouth  had  benefited  by 
this  expenditure,  though  nobody  else  had. 
At  the  same  time  they  would  not  wish 
their  private  interests  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  the  public  good.  This  was  the  reason 
they  did  not  hear  him  perpetually  boring 
the  House  upon  naval  questions,  or  asking 
for  an  increase  of  pay  to  dockyard  artifi- 
cers. His  constituents  sent  him  here  to 
represent  not  their  petty  interests,  but 
those  of  the  public  at  large.  The  proposed 
addition,  of  a  Civil  Engineer  to  the  Com* 
mission  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  valuable 
suggestion,  and  he  thought  that  arrange- 
ment would  work  very  advantageously 
though  he  owned  he  abhorred  Commissions 
and  Committees  altogether.  But  he  hoped 
that,  after  the  admission  of  a  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  that  these  forts  were  useless, 
the  Government  would  urge  the  Commis- 
sion to  expedite  their  labours,  as  had  been 
done  in  the  case  of  the  Irish  Church  Com* 
mission,  which  went  on  slowly  until  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  introduced  his  Heeolu- 
tions  ;  and  he  trusted  that  an  early  Re- 
port would  be  obtained,  and  an  end  put  to 
this  outlay. 

SibJOHNPAKINGTON  said,  he  could 
feel  no  surprise  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Serjeant  who  had  just  spoken  should  enter- 
tain great  objection  to  any  proposal  to  do 
away  with  Portsmouth,  but  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  discuss  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tavistock  (Mr.  Samuda),  that 
it  might  be  desirable  to  suspend  Portsmouth 
and  Plymouth  during  war.  He  wished, 
liowever,  to  refer  to  a  statement  he  had 
made  on  a  former  evening,  and  to  which  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Tavistock  had  adverted,  as 
to  the  armament  required  for  rendering  our 
fortifications  defensible.  What  he  said 
was,  that  it  would  require  for  the  arma- 
ment of  our  fortifications  a  number  of 
rifled  modem  guns,  not  less  than  8,000, 
involving  an  expenditure  of,  at  least, 
£4,000,000.  He  did  not  say  over  how 
long  a  period  the  expenditure  was  to  be 
spread,  or  what  were  the  best  modes  of 
obtaining  the  money ;  and  when  he  made 
that  statement  he  did  not  allude  only  to 
the  fortifications  they  were  now  discus- 
sing, and  which  were  proposed  by  Lord 
Palmerston.  He  referred  to  what  would 
be  required  to  enable  our  fortresses  in  all 
parts  of  the  world  —  including  Malta, 
Gibraltar,  Bermuda,  and  Halifax — to  re- 
sist any  enemy  who  came  to  attack  them 
with  the  advantage  of  modem  arms.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne) 
had  complained,  perhaps  not  unnaturally, 
of  the  thin  attendance  in  the  House  at  a 
time  when,  instead  of  an  acrimonious  party 
debate,  they  had  to  discuss  a  question  re* 
lating  to  the  expenditure  of  millions  of 
money.  But  while  he  admitted  there  was 
force  in  that  observation,  he  would  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman — it  was  only  just  to 
the  House  of  Commons  to  do  so^tbat  if 
hon.  Members  were  to  come  down  to  attend 
to  the  expenditure  of  "  millions  of  money," 
it  was  right  and  proper  that  they  should 
receive  due  notice  of  the  purpose  and  ob- 
ject for  which  they  are  expected  to  be  pre- 
sent He  did  not  complain  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cashel  (Mr.  O'Beirne)  for 
bringing  forward  this  subject ;  on  the  con- 
trary he  gave  credit  to  any  Member  on 
either  side  of  the  House  who  called  atten- 
tion to  the  immense  expenditure  incurred 
and  being  incurred  in  this  system  of  forti- 
fications, and  he  always  admitted  that  the 
more  carefully  Parliament  attended  to  that 
expenditure  the  better.  But  he  did  regret 
the  terms  and  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cashel  had  brought  for- 
ward the  subject.     The  Notice  was — 

<<  To  oall  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  plans 
upon  which  the  Fortiflcationi  for  the  defence  of 
the  Dockyards  and  Naval  Arsenals  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  for  the  defence  of  our  Colonics  are 
being  constructed  ;  and  to  move  a  Resolution.*' 

He  had  had  to  meet  the  hon.  Member  before 
on  this  subject,  and  it  had  been  frequently 
discussed.  lie  had  not  been  able  to  collect 
from  the  terms  of  the  Notice  what  was  the 
object  the  hon.  Member  had  in  view.  And 
when  the  hon.  Member  said  he  intended  to 
move  a  Besolution,  he  appealed  to  erery 
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Ifember  whether  it  was  not  the  uniform 
practice,  in  courtesy  between  the  two  sides, 
that  when  a  Resolution  was  to  be  moTed 
on  an  important  subject,  and  tending  to 
throw  blame  on  a  great  Department,  the 
terms  of  that  Resolution  should  be  put  on 
the  Paper?  The  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
menced his  speech  by  referriug  to  the 
early  experiments  made  at  the  oommenoe- 
ment  of  this  system  of  fortifications  in 
I860.  These  experiments  were  made 
under  the  immediate  superintendence  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  near  him  (Sir 
John  Hay),  in  his  capacity  of  Chairman  of 
the  Iron  Plate  Committee,  and  therefore  it 
would  be  for  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
rather  than  for  him  to  enter  into  an  ex- 
planation of  those  experiments.  But  with 
regard  to  the  system  of  fortifications,  he 
did  not  think  they  were  now  treated  with 
all  the  fairaess  they  might  claim.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  spoke  of 
them  as  the  result  of  a  profligate  and 
useless  expenditure.  [Hr.  Osbobne  :  I 
spoke  of  the  expenditure  on  the  Spithead 
forts.]  It  was  the  fashion  in  the  House 
at  the  present  time  to  ridicule  and  decry 
the  expenditure  on  these  fortifications. 
Now  he  was  fond  of  justice  and  fair 
play.  He  had  no  more  to  do  with  these 
fortifications  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cashel,  who  introduced  this  discussion, 
and  the  present  Gbverament  was  en- 
tirely free  from  praise  or  blame  in  regard 
to  them.  [Mr.  Osbobkx  :  You  Toted  for 
them.]  His  best  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham  was  this— that  he 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  never  joined  in  con- 
demnation of  Lord  Palmerston  for  pro- 
posing, them  and  those  who  were  suppor- 
ters and  members  of  Lord  Palmerston's 
GoTemment — who,  year  after  year  sup- 
ported him— should  rather  abstain  from 
throwing  on  him  the  odium  of  profligate 
and  useless  and  absurd  expenditure.  [Mr. 
Osborne:  I  never  said  so.]  He  (Sir 
John  Pakington)  never  was  a  supporter  of 
Lord  Palmerston  ;  he  was  always  in  poli- 
tical opposition  to  him,  hot  he  would  say 
this — he  did  not  believe  any  man  ever  ex- 
ercised power  in  that  House  who  was  more 
thoroughly  English  in  his  views  and  feel- 
ings, or  more  anxious  to  exercise  the  great 
power  he  possessed  for  the  honour  and  in- 
terests of  the  country.  Whether  right  or 
wrong,  he  proposed  and  advocated  this 
system  of  fortifications  with  most  patriotic 
and  honourable  intentions ;  and  when  hon. 
Gentlemen  criticised  with  so  much  severity 
those  who  had  carried  that  system  into 


effect  he  must  say,  in  justice  and  fair  play, 
they  ought  to  bear  in  mind  more  than  they 
did  the  changes  that  had  occurred  in  our 
armament  and  the  whole  military  system 
since  the  fortifications  were  commenced. 
[Lord  Elcho  :  Look  at  the  contracts  of 
1867.]  He  was  not  referring  to  contracts 
— he  was  answering  a  speech  which  he 
had  just  listened  to.  If  his  noble  Friend 
had  anything  to  say  about  contracts  he 
would  meet  him  by-and-by.  His  noble 
Friend  was  one  of  those  who  referred  to 
the  fortifications  with  undue  severity.  He 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  was  not  responsible 
for  the  system  which  Lord  Palmerston 
thought  it  right  to  commence.  He  was 
not  the  advocate  of  the  system,  and  he  was 
Aree  from  all  prejudice  or  concern  in  the 
matter  except  for  the  last  year.  What, 
then,  was  the  state  of  affairs — what  was 
our  military  system  in  1860?  A  great 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cashel  had  been  devoted  to  a  question 
of  how  much  of  our  fortifications  should 
consist  of  granite  and  how  much  of  iron. 
[Mr.  O'Beirxe  :  I  said  nothing  about  any 
part  being  of  granite.]  He  did  not  intend 
to  misrepresent  the  hon.  GenUeman,  the 
early  part  of  whose  speech  was  certainly 
devoted  to  the  question  as  to  how  far  iron 
ought  to  be  an  ingredient  in  these  fortifi- 
cations. Why,  in  1860,  nobody  ever 
thought  of  putting  iron  into  fortifications. 
What  led  to  the  introduction  of  iron? 
What  but  the  clothing  of  our  ships  with 
iron?  In  1860  no  such  things  as  iron 
ships  existed.  There  had  been«  indeed, 
floating  batteries,  but  there  were  no  iron 
men-of-war;  and  at  that  period  the  sys- 
tem  of  war&re  was  between  granite  forts 
and  wooden  ships.  No  doubt  the  changes 
that  took  place  after  1860  were  very  rapid; 
but,  as  he  had  to  advert  to  other  subjects 
which  had  been  referred  to  by  several  hon. 
Members,  he  would  not  further  detain  the 
House  by  dwelling  on  that  early  period. 
He  would  oome  now  to  1864  and  1865. 
Experiments  were  made  in  those  years 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  treated,  as 
far  as  he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  was  aware, 
with  perfect  fairness;  and  the  result  of 
those  experiments  was  to  prove,  first  that 
a  oonstruction  of  solid  iron  was  much 
more  to  be  depended  on  than  one  of  lami* 
nated  iron  ;  and,  secondly,  that  a  con- 
struction of  iron  and  stone  was  not  so 
powerful  as  one  of  iron  alone.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Aber 
deen  (Colonel  Sykes)  had  entered  into  a 
good  deal  of  matter  which  really  did  not 
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bear  upon  this  question,  for  he  had  alluded 
to  the  American  experience  of  the  great 
imperfections  of  granite  backing  to  iron 
fronts.  He  (Sir  John  Pakington)  was  not 
aware  that  plan  had  ever  been  adopted  in 
any  of  our  English  fortifications,  and  there- 
fore, he  would  not  dwell  upon  the  subject. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Cashel  went  on 
to  say  that  the  question  still  remained  un- 
settled. That  was  perfectly  true,  experi- 
ments were  still  in  progress.  He  now 
came  to  a  period  for  which  he  admitted 
his  entire  responsibility.  It  was  a  very 
short  period,  comparatively,  in  the  history 
of  these  fortifications — ^namely,  the  time 
which  had  elapsed  since  he  had  the  honour 
to  be  called  to  the  office  that  he  now  filled 
—the  time  since  1667,  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  had 
BO  often  referred.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cashel  had  alluded  to  what  had  taken 
place  in  connection  with  the  experiments 
to  be  tried  on  what  was  called  the  Ply- 
mouth fort.  He  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  impute  to  him  any- 
thing like  a  breach  of  faith  in  these  trans- 
actions ;  for  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  the  House  that  no  imputation  was 
ever  more  thoroughly  undeserved.  [Mr. 
0*Beibke  :  I  had  no  such  intention.]  He 
was  glad  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  dis- 
claimed it,  because  from  the  time  he  had 
become  responsible  he  had  been  deeply 
sensible  of  tiie  difficulty  and  importance  of 
the  subject,  and  whenever  he  had  to  speak 
of  it  he  endeavoured  to  do  so  with  the 
utmost  candour  and  fairness.  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  had,  he 
was  sure  unintentionally,  misrepresented 
his  promise.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  had  promised 
last  year  that  experiments  should  be  made 
on  the  Plymouth  fort  and  on  shields. 
Now,  when  he  made  the  promise  with 
regard  to  the  Plymouth  fort  he  gave  no 
promise  with  respect  to  shields,  and  he 
thought  that  no  question  about  shields  had 
then  arisen.  His  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  brought 
the  question  of  the  Plymouth  fort  from 
time  to  time  before  the  House,  and  what 
he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  promised  was 
this,  that,  so  far  as  he  could  exercise 
his  influence,  there  should  be  a  bond  fide 
trial  of  that  fort,  and  that  the  experi- 
ment  should  be  made  upon  a  target  which 
should  represent  the  fort  as  it  was  in- 
tended to  be  erected.  His  noble  Friend 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to 
what  they  described  as  a  certain  change  in 
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the  drawings.  [Lord  Eloho:  Hear,  hear !  ] 
Now,  he  must  frankly  confess  that  he  was 
not  so  much  in  the  secret  as  his  noble 
Friend  seemed  to  be— he  did  not  know  to 
what  extent  the  change  in  the  drawings 
had  taken  place.  He  had  no  desire  to 
shield  the  officers  concerned  more  than 
was  fair.  On  the  other  hand,  he  had  a 
great  desire  that  the  officers  who  were 
responsible  should  not  be  entirely  run 
down  and  condemned.  He  thought  the 
House  would  be  disposed  to  agree  with 
him  that  if  a  public  officer  charged  witli 
a  great  responsibility,  for  which  very  few 
public  officers  had  the  necessary  ability 
and  skill — if  such  an  officer,  charged  with 
the  construction  of  those  great  works  for 
the  defence  of  England,  found,  from  expe- 
rience, after  he  had  made  his  first  designs, 
that  those  designs  could  be  improved  upon 
and  made  more  fit  for  the  purpose,  he 
ought  not  to  be  made  the  object  of  censure 
and  condemnation  for  making  the  improve- 
ment. It  should  be  remembered,  too, 
that  this  was  a  time  when  not  only  every 
year,  but  almost  every  month  was  adding 
to  our  knowledge  on  these  subjects.  He 
would  go  no  further,  but  he  thought  it 
sufficient  to  say  that  in  the  case  supposed, 
even  if  there  had  been  some  change  in  the 
drawings,  it  ought  not  to  be  made  a  sub- 
ject of  too  severe  condemnation.  He  had 
already  said  that  his  promise  was  that,  so 
far  as  he  had  the  power,  the  target  should 
be  a  correct  representation  of  the  fort  to 
be  afterwards  constructed ;  but  it  should 
be  always  borne  in  mind — and  it  was  a 
part  of  the  case — that  it  was  very  difficult 
to  oonstruct  a  target  with  the  real  con- 
sistency of  the  fort,  because  they  could 
not  expect  to  find  in  a  target  of  a  few 
yards  broad,  the  strength  which  the  size, 
shape,  and  weight  of  one  part  of  a  fortress 
must  give  to  another.  Therefore,  this 
was  a  thing  in  which  some  licence  should 
be  allowed.  He  was  happy  to  say,  how- 
ever, that  the  preparations  for  the  trial  of 
the  target  were  almost  complete,  and  he 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  not  think  it 
unfair  that  the  target  should  represent 
two  different  constructions,  and  two  diffe- 
rent degrees  of  strength.  It  would  be 
divided  into  two  parts,  one  of  which  would 
represent  what  was  intended  to  be  the 
construction  of  the  fort.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  complained  that  the  target  at 
Shoeburyness  had  been  constantly  altered. 
Now,  he  knew  nothing  about  this  ;  he 
had  never  heard  that  any  such  changes 
had  been  made,  and  his  desire  was  to  as- 
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certain  the  faett  before  sayiiig  anything 
more  on  the  tubjeot.    He  came  now  to  the 
experiments  which  had  been  made  with 
respect  to  the  shields.     And    there  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Cashel  had 
been  a  little  unfair  when  he  said  in  speak* 
ing  of  his  (Sir  John  Pakington's)  conduct 
last  autumn  that  "  after  much  loss  of  time 
a  Committee  was  appointed."    Now»  the 
ikots  were  these.    Thej  did  not  hear  until 
October — and  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
had  filed  that  month^-of  the  trials  of  the 
two  shields.     He  was  very  sorry  they  had 
not  been  tried  long  before,  and  he  quite 
admitted  that  they  ought  to  hare  been 
tried  long  before  they  were  sent  to  Gibral- 
tar and  Malta.    He  beUeved  it  was  owing 
to  the  great  pressure  of  the  moment  for 
national  defence  that  they  were  hurried 
out  as  fast  as  possible  ;  therefore,  he  threw 
no  blame  on  any  one.     But  the  trial  was 
made,  the  shield  failed,  and  what  was  his 
course  f    As  far  as  he  remembered  he  did 
not  allow  a  week  to  pass  before  he  re- 
quested his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  next 
him  (Sir  John  Hay)  to  resume  his  old  post 
as  Chairman  of  the  Iron  Plate  Committee 
«-and  no  more  competent  body  could  be 
got — with  the  view  of  resuming  the  ex- 
periments and  testing  the  quality  of  the 
shields.     His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  dis- 
charged that  duty  with  his  usual  ability. 
It  appeared  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
seen  the  Report,  and  had  expressed  him- 
self satisfied  with  it     He  hoped,  there- 
fore, the  hon.   Member   would    not  be 
disposed  to  find  fault  with  the  course  which 
he  had  taken.    He  had  here  to  ranark  on 
a  part  of  the  practice  of  that  House  which 
had  prevailed  for  some  few  years,  that 
certain  portions  of  their  Papers — ^bot  what 
they  were,  or  where  the  line  was  drawn, 
he  did  not  know — were  sent  to  an  Office, 
and  were  not  in  the  hands  of  Members 
unless  they  chose  to  ask  for  them.     Great 
inoouTenience  arose  from  this  practice,  and 
in  the  present  instance  the  hon.  Member 
ought  to  hare  been  in  possession  of  the 
information  which  one  of  these  Papers 
which  were  not  distributed  contained.     I 
have  myself  suffered  ftt>m  this  non-distri- 
bution of  Papers,  and  I  am  satisfied  that, 
though  the  omission  is  traceable  to  consi- 
derations of  economy,  the  public  interests 
suffer  from  it.     With  regard  to  the  Com- 
mittee which  he  had  lately  appointed,  he 
had  formerly  stated,  in  answer  to  a  qoea- 
tion  asked  by  the  hon.  Member  himself, 
the  motires  which  had  led  to  its  appoint- 
ment. Not  long  ago  there  was  a  disemon 


on  the  subject  of  the  fortifications,  and 
the  House  was  than  told  that  some  of  them 
were  constructed  on  marshy  ground,  that 
some  had  cracked,  that  the  scarps  had 
fallen  in;  that  others  were  built  on  chalky 
ground,  and  could  not  be  relied  on  ;  that, 
in  fact,  they  were  in  an  unsatisfactory 
state,  considering  the  money  which  had 
been  spent  on  them.  Now,  it  was  too 
late  to  talk  about  the  original  plans,  and 
he  was  not  responsible  for  them ;  but  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  able  men  called  in 
by  Lord  Palmerston  acted  to  the  best  of 
their  ability  at  the  time,  and  arailed  them- 
selves of  all  the  scientific  knowledge  of 
the  day.  The  complaints  to  which  he 
had  referred  rested  on  the  mere  assertion, 
first  of  one  amateur  and  then  of  another, 
for  he  could  only  regard  his  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Haddington — if  his  noble 
Friend  would  forgive  him  for  saying  so— 
as  an  amateur.  His  noble  Friend  fortified 
himself  by  reading  an  extract  from  the 
St,  PauU*$  Ma§min$.  He  had  never 
heard  before  of  the  8t,  PauVi  M0$astin$, 
He  had  a  great  respect  for  St.  Paul,  but 
not  for  Si,  FauTt  MMgnin$,  Then  down 
came  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Aberdeen  one  night,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  on  another 
night,  with  their  remarks  on  the  question. 
When  he  asked  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  his  authority,  he  said  it  was  a  writer 
in  Th$  2Sm4i,  whose  name  he  knew  but 
must  not  tell.  Yet,  those  were  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  decision  of  men  of  the 
highest  scientific  character— >men  like  Sir 
John  Burgoyne — was  to  be  impugned  and 
condemned,  and  their  works  stigmatized. 
However,  he  thought  the  time  was  come 
to  meet  these  anonymous  and  amateur  cen- 
sures, and  he  accordingly  appointed  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  and  put  at  the 
head  of  it  an  officer  of  great  distinction 
and  ability.  Sir  Frederick  Grey,  in  whose 
competence  and  honour  he  had  entire  trust. 
With  that  officer  he  associated  Mr.  Hawk* 
shaw.  Colonel  Harness,  Colonel  Simmons, 
and  Colonel  Dixon.  He  had  since  added 
to  the  Committee  an  eminent  artillery 
officer.  Colonel  Evans,  and  he  did  not  be* 
lieve  he  could  have  selected  men  more 
worthy  of  public  confidence.  He  hoped 
that  the  House  would  be  content  to  wait 
for  the  Report  of  that  Committee,  com- 
posed, as  it  was,  of  such  competent  per* 
sons ;  and  he  must  decline  to  accede  to 
the  Reeolntion  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  departed  most  inconveniently  from 
the  practice  of  tiie  Houasi  in  not  having 
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given  notice  of  the  import  of  his  Motion. 
The  Eesolution  embraced  two  propositions. 
The  first  was  that  all  further  expense  with 
regard  to  the  fortifications  should  be  sus- 
pended. Now,  to  that  proposition,  he 
could  not  assent,  as  it  would  touch  a  large 
amount  of  existing  contracts.  The  hon. 
Member  desired  to  add  to  the  Committee 
two  Members  of  that  House  and  a  Civil 
Engineer.  Kow,  he  was  as  desirous  as 
anyone  that  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  give  satisfaction,  bilt  he 
doubted  whether  the  Committee  would 
derive  any  additional  strength  from  having 
two  Members  of  that  House  upon  it,  or 
acquire  additional  power  by  being  made 
more  numerous. 

Mr.  CHILBEES  confessed  that  he  felt 
some  difficulty  in  addressing  the  House  on 
the  subject,  because,  from  the  want  of 
proper  notice  of  the  Resolution,  no  one 
could  tell  what  precise  proposition  was  to 
be  brought  forward.  At  the  same  time 
he  could  not  help  noticing  the  remarkable 
line  taken  that  evening  by  Gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  Bench.  Lord  Palmerston's 
policy  and  the  responsibility  of  the  present 
Oovemment  in  connection  with  it  had  been 
treated  in  a  manner  entirely  undefensible. 
The  House  was  pretty  severely  lectured 
the  other  night  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
upon  the  matter  of  expenditure,  and  told 
that  those  who  did  not  object  to  any  par- 
ticular public  expenditure  were  just  as 
responsible  for  it  as  those  who  proposed  it. 
If  that  were  true,  how  much  more  respon* 
Bible  must  be  those  who  not  only  did  not 
object  to  the  expenditure  for  the  for- 
tifications, but  voted  for  it.  He  had  taken 
the  trouble  to  refer  to  the  record  which 
showed  who  did  and  who  did  not  support 
the  particular  policy  with  respect  to  these 
fortifications  which  was  adopted  in  1860, 
and  he  found,  among  other  names  in  favour 
of  the  proposal,  which  was  then  made  by 
the  Government  of  Lord  Palmerston  on 
the  subject,  the  names  of  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and  several 
other  Gentlemen  by  whom  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Stamford 
(Sir  John  Hay)  was  now  cheered.  When, 
therefore,  his  hon  and  gallant  Friend  told 
the  House,  not  only  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment were  in  no  way  responsible  for 
those  fortifications,  but  that  the  fortifica- 
tions themselves  were,  to  a  great  extent, 
useless,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  must 
excuse  him  for  enlaiging  on  the  doctrine 
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which  had  been  laid  down,  and  maintain- 
ing that  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench  were  responsible  for  those  useless 
works.  He  hoped,  he  might  add,  that  hoo. 
Members  woiUd  not  run  away  with  the 
idea  that  it  was  any  light  matter  which 
they  were  discussing.  He  himself  was 
perfectly  free  so  far  as  the  original  question 
of  the  construction  of  those  fortifications 
was  concerned,  inasmuch  as  he  had  taken 
no  part  in  the  two  divisions  on  the  original 
Resolutions  of  1860.  Standing  in  that 
position  ho  must  say  he  thought,  after  the 
declaration  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  the  public 
mind  should  be  set  at  rest  on  the  subject. 
The  words  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  used  towards  the  end  of  his  speech 
were,  in  his  opinion,  perfectly  sound,  and 
he  could  not  blame  him  for  saying  that  he 
was  not  prepared  to  adopt  a  Be^lution  like 
that  under  discussion  without  notice,  and 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
seeing  that  there  was  a  large  number  of 
contracts  at  the  present  moment  on  hand. 
That  being  the  view  of  the  Government, 
he  would  suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cashel  that,  instead  of  the 
second  part  of  his  Resolution,  the  terms  of 
which  he  was  sure  he  would  admit  were 
too  trenchant,  he  should  accept  the  foUov- 
ing  words  by  way  of  Amendment : — 

"  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  Home,  no  further 
oatlay^on  the  Fortiflofttioni  for  the  defence  of  the 
United  Kingdom  and  of  the  Colonies,  except  snch 
88  may  be  absolutely  neoessarj  under  existing 
Contraots,  or  to  complete  works  which  cannot  be 
suspended  without  serious  inoonTenienoe,  ought 
to  be  incurred  until  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
recently  appointed,  shall  have  been  laid  before 
this  llottse." 

A  Eesolution  like  that  would,  he  believed, 
if  adopted  entirely  satisfy  the  public  mind, 
and  be  in  accordance  with  that  moderate 
course  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech  pointed  out.  Then 
again,  with  reference  to  the  first  propo- 
sition of  his  hon.  Friend,  "  that  two 
Members  of  this  House  and  a  Ciyil  Engineer 
be  added  to  the  Committee,"  he  wished  to 
say  that  he  objected  to  the  proposed  appoint- 
ment of  Members  of  that  House,  inasmuch 
as  it  would  have  the  effect  of  taking  away> 
in  a  great  measure,  the  responsibility  ^n 
the  matter,  which  ought  to  rest  solely  on 
the  shoulders  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment; and  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
promised  that  he  would  appoint  a  civil 
engineer.  He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cashel  would  accept  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  suggested. 
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Mb.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  had  no  wish  last  year  was  to  let  them  hare  a  section  of 
to  inconvenience  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  Plymouth  Breakwater  fort  as  per 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  or  act  dis- .  drawing  signed  hy  Colonel  Jerris  on  the 
courteously  towards  him  or  the  House.  '  19th  of  January,  1867,  and  issued  to  the 


The  best  course  would  be  to  move  the  ad 
joumment  of  the  debate;  but  as  that 
could  not  be  done,  he  should  not  press 
his  Motion  to  a  division. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  should  not  have 
trespassed  on  the  attention  of  the  House 
had  he  not  understood  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
in  his  absence  coupled  his  name  with  that 
of  St.  Paul.  Kow»  he  had  quoted  on  a 
former  occasion  from  the  8L  PauTi  Maga- 
%in$  because  the  article  from  which  the 
quotations  were  extracted,  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  very  able  one,  and  to  have  been 
written  by  a  person  who  thoroughly  un- 
derstood the  subject  on  which  he  was 
writing.  He  should  not,  perhaps,  have 
referred  to  it  had  not  an  article  of  a 
similar  character  been  published  in  The 
Ihnet  newspaper,  in  consequence  of  which 
a  question  had  been  put  by  the  gallant 
General  opposite  (General  Dunne)  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Sir  John  Pakington),  in 
reply  to  whose  answer  Ths  Time**  corre- 
spondent wrote  a  letter,  maintaining  the 
accuracy  of  his  original  statement  But,  be 
that  as  it  might,  the  country  had,  at  all 
events,  he  thought,  good  reason  to  rejoice 
that  the  St.  FauTe  Magmne  and  the  com- 
munication of  The  jHrnee*  correspondent  had 
been  quoted  in  that  House,  for  it  was,  per- 
haps, not  a  little  owing  to  that  circumstance 
that  an  inquiry  into  the  real  state  of  the 


contractor.  His  right  hon.  Friend  implied 
that  he  (Lord  Elcho)  was  actuated  in  the 
course  ho  took  by  personal  motives:  he 
absolutely  disclaimed  anything  of  the  kind. 
Whenever  the  Minister  in  cases  like  that 
defended  the  acts  of  an  officer  in  his  De- 
partment whose  conduct  was  supposed  to 
be  impugned  by  a  Member  of  that  House, 
he  invariably  elicited  a  cheer.  For  him- 
self, however,  he  did  not  in  the  least 
attack  the  individual,  but  the  work  ;  and 
if  the  work  was  found  to  be  faulty  he  left 
the  House  and  the  country  to  form  their 
own  opinion  as  to  whether  the  individual 
was  or  was  not  to  blame.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  undertook  that  there  should  be  a 
section  of  that  fort,  but  a  section  as  it  was 
now  intended  to  be  constructed.  That  was 
not  what  was,  he  believed,  the  understand- 
ing come  to  between  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  himself  last  year.  That  understand- 
ing was  that  it  should  be  a  section  of  the 
fort,  not  as  it  was  intended  to  be  con- 
structed at  some  future  time,  but  as 
it  was  intended  to  be  constructed  as  per 
drawing  signed  by  Colonel  Jervis  on  the 
19th  gf  January,  1867,  and  issued  to  the 
contractor.  In  November  last  he  had 
reason  to  believe  there  was  a  departure 
from  that  understanding,  in  so  far  as  that 
the  section  which  was  being  constructed 
was  not  according  to  the  design  as  con- 
tracted for,  and  a  Question  was  asked  in 
the  House  on  the  subject.     He  then  went 


fortifications    was    instituted.      He   had   abroad,  and  when  he  came  home  in  March 


never  questioned  the  propriety  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Commission  issued  by  Lord 
Palmerston,  and  which  recommended  the 


he  had  still  further  reasons  to  believe  that 
the  original  understanding  was  departed 
from,  and  had  to  bring  the  matter  before 


expenditure  of  the   public  money  upon   the  House.     What  he  then  wanted,  and 


forti6cations  ;  but,  assuming  that  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  be  constructed, 


what  was    promised  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  was  that  there   should  be  two 


he  had  expressed  his  doubts  as  to  whether  {  drawings  published— namely,  one  of  the 
the  nation  was  getting  the  worth  of  the    fort  as  originally  designed,  and  another  of 


money  expended,  and  experience  had  now 
shown  that  it  might  as  well  have  been 


the  same  section  of  the  fort  with  such 
alterations  marked  and  coloured  as  would 


thrown  into  the  sea,  because  they  were  j  show  how  it  was  eventually  intended  to 
not  constructed  in  such  a  manner  as  to   be  erected,  so  that  the  publio  might  judge 


resist  modem  artillery.  It  was  from  a 
belief  that  the  Plymouth  fort  did  not 
fulfil  that  condition  that  he  last  year 
brought  the  subject  before  the  House.  He 
admitted  that  his  right  hon.  Friend,  since 
he  had  been  in  Office,  had  acted  with  per- 
fect fairness,  and  had  shown  every  will- 1  original  design  of  1860.  If  there  had  not 
ingneas  to  have  a  thorough  inquiry.  But  ■  been  extemid  action — if  the  question  had 
what  he  had  asked  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  :  not  been  raised  in  that  House,  he  believed 


between  the  two.  His  firm  convictioQ 
was  that  the  section  as  it  was  now  in- 
tended to  be  put  up  and  to  be  fired  at 
would  be  found  to  be  as  different  from 
the  fort  originally  meant  to  be  constmoted 
as  that  fort  of   iron  differed  from  the 
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that  fort  would  have  been  constracted  as 
it  was  originally  designed  and  contracted 
for,  and  that  the  country  would  have  had  a 
bad  article  instead  of  a  good  one,  where- 
by the  public  money  would  have  been 
wasted. 

Mb.  BAZLEY  said,  he  considered  that 
the  investment  of  the  public  money  in 
fortifications  was  essentially  a  bad  oqCi 
and  that,  as  pointed  out  in  a  former  de« 
bate  by  General  Peel,  the  real  defence  of 
the  country  was  to  be  found  in  the  fleet 
and  in  floating  batteries.     They  had  been 
in  reality  throwing  the  money  of  the  na- 
tional Treasury  into  the  sea.  The  proposal 
for  the  construction  of  the  fortifications 
was  made  and  agreed  to  at  a  time  of  na- 
tional panic,  when  it  was  supposed  that 
an  enemy  was  about  to  invade  us.    But 
during  the  past  eight  years  no  enemy  had 
invaded  them,  though  the  forts  had  not 
been  constructed,  and  why  should  they  go 
on  spending  this  enormous  sum  of  public 
money  on  such  a  chimerical  idea  ?    Be- 
sides, an  enemy  would  never  attempt  to 
land  in  the  face  of  forts,  but  would  seek 
some  other  part  of  the  coast  on  which  to 
land.  They  must  remember  that  when  the 
fortifications  were  constructed,  an  enor- 
mous expense  would  have  to  be  incurred 
to  defend  them;  and  they  would,  after  aU, 
be  perfectly  useless.    He  was  glad  he  was 
one  of  the  thirty-nine  Members  who,  from 
the  very  first,  protested  and  voted  against 
this    extravagant    expenditure,  and  was 
sorry  that  the  House  did  not  take  the  ad- 
vice of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Huntingdon  (General  Peel),  who  so 
justly  pointed  out  that,  in  the  event  of  an 
enemy  landing,  they  might,  by  means  of 
the  existing  railway  communication,  con- 
centrate troops  in  a  few  hours,  in  any  part 
of  the  kingdom.     No  real  economy  would 
be  effected  for  the  nation,  until  the  execu- 
tion of  these  fortifications  was  totally  sus- 
pended.    Believing  that  the  fortifications, 
when  constructed,  would  be  utterly  use- 
less, he  would  move  that  all  investments 
in  fortifications  should,  from  the  present 
time,  cease  and  determine. 

Mb.  SPEAXEB  informed  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  there  being  an  Amendment 
before  the  House,  the  one  he  had  now 
moved  was  inadmissible. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINQTON  said,  that 
since  he  had  come  into  Office  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  deal  with  the  question  in  vari- 
ous ways  and  with  the  utmost  fairness  and 
moderation,  and  he  was  obliged  to  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Elcho)  for  the  admis- 
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sion  he  had  made  to  that  effect.  He  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
(lii,  Childers),  whether  it  would  not  be 
a  departure  from  the  usual  practice  of  the 
House  on  a  matter  of  great  importance  if 
they  adopted  the  proposal  he  now  made  ? 
It  was  a  Motion  without  Notice  in  refer- 
ence to  a  large  expenditure,  which  might 
be  condemned  in  one  moment,  and  rightly 
condemned,  but  which  had  been  going  on 
for  a  period  of  eight  years.  Lai^ge  sums 
of  money  had  been  expended  on  works  of 
the  greatest  national  importance ;  and  he 
submitted  to  the  House  with  very  great 
confidence  that,  if  they  were  to  reverse* 
their  policy  and  abandon  what  was  done 
in  I860,  they  ought  not  to  do  so  without 
the  fullest  notice  and  the  gravest  thought. 
He  must  say  he  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to 
accept  a  proposal  of  that  serious  im- 
portance without  a  reference  to  his  Col- 
leagues in  the  Cabinet.  The  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Friend  who  had  spoken  of  the 
impropriety  in  the  hon.  Member  for  Cashel 
making  a  Motion  without  Notice  was  itself 
moved  entirely  ivithout  any  Notice  ;  and 
he  appealed  to  the  House  whatever  its 
ultimate  decision  might  be,  not  to  proceed 
with  precipitation.  He  had  already  pro- 
mised that  the  Instructions  to  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  laid  on  the  table.  Well, 
they  were  not  going  even  to  wait  for  those 
Instructions,  and  if  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  were  accepted  by  the  House  he 
believed  it  would  be  necessary  to  alter 
them. 

Sib  GEOBGE  OBEY  said,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  altogether  misunder- 
stood the  object  of  his  hon  Friend  (Mr. 
Childers).  There  were  two  questions  in- 
volved, one  was  whether  it  was  desirable 
that  their  great  arsenals  should  be  placed 
in  a  state  in  which  they  could  be  defended 
from  the  attack  of  a  foreign  enemy ;  and 
the  other  was,  whether  the  manner  in 
which  the  fortifications  were  being  exe- 
cuted would  best  attain  the  end  in  view. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers)  had  raised  np  doubt  as  to 
the  first — he  had  not  proposed  a  reversal 
of  the  present  policy,  or  that  the  fortifica- 
tions should  not  be  erected.  But  the 
question  raised  was  whether  there  should 
be  an  alteration  in  the  manner  of  their 
construction?  Complaints  having  been 
made  that  these  fortifications  were  being 
erected  in  a  way  that  would  render  them 
useless  for  their  object,  the  Government 
had  very  properly  appointed  a  Committee 
to  examine  into  and  carefully  report  upon 


2053 


Naval  Arienak — 


(Mat  8,  1868( 


Resolution. 


2054 


the  manner  in  which  thcj  were  being  exe- 
cuted. He  believed  that  the  complaints 
ogainst  the  fortifications  were  unfonnded, 
bnt  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
implied  that  there  was  some  doubt  on  the 
Bubjoct.  There  was  great  force  in  the 
objection  of  the  Secretary  for  War  that 
the  Motion  had  been  made  without  notice, 
and  that,  in  consequence,  he  wished  to 
consult  his  Colleagues.  The  best  plan 
would  therefore  bo  to  adjourn  the  debate. 
No  public  inconvenience  would  arise  from 
postponing  any  ulterior  expenditure,  as 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  was  likely 
to  be  obtained  in  a  short  time.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. [Mr.  Speaxkr  intimated  that 
this  could  not  be  done.]  He  would  then 
recommend  the  hon.  Member  for  Cashel  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  on  the  under- 
standing that  he  should  have  an  early 
opportunity  of  bringing  the  matter  on 
again  after  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
consulted  his  Colleagues. 

Mr.  0*fi£IKN£  said,  he  would  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pontefract. 

Mr.  SAMTJDA  said,  he  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
the  Royal  Commission  made  two  recom- 
mendations—one with  reference  to  fortifi- 
cations, the  other  with  regard  to  floating 
batteries  for  the  defence  of  our  shores.  If 
the  matter  was  re-considered  by  the  Qo- 
vemmcnt,  it  would  perhaps  bo  found  that 
they  had  carried  out  the  less  important 
matter,  and  neglected  the  more  important 
of  the  two. 

Mu.  SPEAKER :  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  has  taken  exception  to  the  terms 
of  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cashel  (Mr.  O'Beime),  as  not  being  suffi- 
ciently precise  and  complete,  and  I  should 
wish  to  take  the  direction  of  the  House, 
as  to  what  should  be  the  practice  for  the 
future.  It  is  a  rule  of  the  House,  that  no 
original  Motion  should  be  made  without 
due  Notice ;  but  of  late  years,  on  the 
question  of  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply on  Fridays,  the  Motions  all  partake  of 
the  nature  of  original  Motions,  though 
made  in  the  form  of  Amendments  to  the 
Motion,  "  That  the  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair  ;*'  but  they  are,  in  fact,  a  suc- 
cession of  original  Motions,  which  Mem- 
bers exi>ect  will  be  called  on  in  due  order. 
Now,  this  is  a  new  practice,  and  I  should 
like  to  know  if  it  is  the  opinion  of  the 
House  that  Notices  for  Friday  should  be 
given  in  sufficient  time  and  in  as  oomplete 


a  form  as  ori;;inal  Motions.  I  do  not  wi^h 
to  say  anything  with  regard  to  this  par- 
ticular case,  because  the  practice  has  not 
been  settled.  The  Notice  to  call  attention 
to  the  question  of  fortifications,  and  to 
move  a  Resolution  by  the  Member  for 
Cashel,  would  have  been  sufficient  Notice 
at  a  week's  distance :  but  before  the  day 
arrived,  it  would  have  been  suitable  and 
proper  that  the  exact  terms  of  the  Resolu- 
tion should  appear  upon  the  Paper.  And 
if  that  is  the  general  opinion  of  the  Houee, 
it  is  a  course  thut  ought  to  be  followed  for 
the  future.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers),  it  is  not  liable  to  the  some 
objection,  because  it  constantly  happens 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  that  the  ori- 
ginal Motion  is  objected  to,  and  that  hav- 
ing been  withdrawn  another  is  substituted 
more  acceptable  to  the  House.  I  have 
taken  the  liberty  of  making  these  observa* 
tions  to  the  House,  rather  with  the  view 
of  collecting  ihe  opinion  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  its  future  practice. 

Mr.  QOSCHEN  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cashel,  whether  it  would  not 
be  well  to  bring  this  question  before  the 
House  again  ?  [CViVs  of  "  Divide ! "  ] 
Hon.  Members  opposite  were  not  acced- 
ing to  the  wish  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  for  War,  who  had  pleaded 
that  sufficient  Notice  had  not  been  given. 
[Renewed  criee  of  ''Divide!"]  As  it 
seemed  the  wish  of  the  House  to  divide, 
they  must  each  vote  according  to  their 
convictions,  and  he  had  no  option,  but  to 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pontefract. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdreicn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  ooi  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Qaettion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *'  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  further  outUy  on 
the  Fortifleations  for  the  defence  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  of  the  Colonies,  except  such  at  may 
be  at>solntcljr  necessary  under  existing  Contracts, 
or  to  complete  works  which  cannot  be  suspendea 
without  serious  inconTcnience,  on|rht  to  be  in- 
curred until  the  Report  of  the  Committee  recently 
appointed  shall  haTc  been  laid  before  this  Uoaae, 
-^Mr.  Childers,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  bo  left  out  stand  port  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided  :^Lje%  93;  Noes 
48 :  Majority  45. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  Mr« 
SpMker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.** 
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INDIA— BANK  OF  BOMBAY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  ATBTON  said,  he  supposed  the 
House  would  not  go  into  Committee  that 
night,  and  he  therefore  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  Papers  laid  on  the  tahle  with 
reference  to  the  Bank  of  Bomhay,  and  to 
ask  a  Question  thereupon.  The  Question 
was  one  of  pressing  importance,  relating 
as  it  did  to  the  existence  of  an  institution 
in  Bomhaj,  which  had  a  very  great  effect 
upon  the  state  of  puhlic  credit  and  credit 
generally  in  Bomhay,  and  might  indirectly 
seriously  affect  the  credit  of  this  country. 
In  consequence  of  the  failure  of  the  Bank 
of  Bombay,  a  new  bank  had  been  estab- 
lished, and  the  Goyemment  had  estab- 
lished relations  with  it,  resembling  those 
which  it  had  sustained  with  the  late  Bank. 
To  this  he  should  hare  felt  no  objection 
but  for  the  extraordinary  circumstance 
that  oil  the  evils  that  existed  in  the  old 
Bank,  and  that  led  to  its  failure,  had  been 
re-created  in  the  new  Bank,  which  was 
to  be  supported  by  the  Government  of 
India.  The  old  Bank  was  founded  in  1840. 
It  was  established  by  an  Act  of  the  Le- 
gislative Council,  which  defined  the  powers 
and  duties  of  the  directors.  The  Court  of 
Directors  in  England  sent  out  instructions 
on  which  the  Bank  Act  was  passed  ;  and 
they  adopted  this  fundamental  policy,  that 
it  was  improper  to  give  to  a  bank  in  India 
those  unlimited  powers  which  were  given 
to  similar  institutions  in  this  country ; 
that  no  funds  should  bo  advanced,  except 
on  security,  either  of  public  loans  of  the 
Government  of  India,  or  merchandize,  or 
bills  of  exchange  having  the  security  of 
an  independent  and  solvent  person  in 
addition  to  the  drawer  and  acceptor ;  and 
further,  that  no  one  should  obtain  upon 
his  own  credit  loans  exceeding  £30,000. 
There  was  a  further  provision  that  the 
length  of  credit  to  be  given  should  be 
limited  to  three  months  ;  and  there  was  a 
strict  prohibition  against  the  funds  being 
appropriated  in  any  other  manner.  Under 
this  admirable  system  the  Bank  was  carried 
on  for  many  years,  and  its  credit  stood 
higher  than  the  credit  of  any  bank  in  the 
world.  Unfortunately,  however,  a  change 
was  made  in  the  constitution  of  the  Bank. 
A  new  law  was  passed  empowering  the 
directors  to  advance  money  on  cash  credit, 
and  to  buy  and  sell  bills  of  exchange 
without  those  restrictions.  Thus  they 
were  at  liberty  to  advance  what  they 
pleased  on  the  security  of  a  single  person, 
without  any  collateral  security.  Then  began 


in  Bombay  an  inflation  of  credit,  before 
that  time  unknown  ;  and  when,  on  the 
failure  of  the  Bank,  the  Government  called 
for  an  explanation  of  the  cause,  a  schedule 
was  delivered,  from  which  it  was  apparent 
that  it  arose  from  the  changes  which 
had  been  made.  In  that  schedule  he 
fdund  this  —  Financial  company,  bill  dis- 
counted £  100,000,  no  security ;  fixed  loan, 
£113,000,  no  security  ;  a  merchant, 
£50,000,  cash  credit,  and  no  security. 
And  those  three  items  represented  the 
character  of  the  institution  which  had 
failed.  In  proposing  the  establishment  of 
a  new  bank  one  would  have  expected  that 
there  would  be  an  avoidance  of  the  errors 
that  had  brought  the  old  Bank  to  grief. 
But  looking  at  the  constitution  of  the  new 
Bank  he  was  surprised  to  find  that  there 
was  precisely  the  same  power  given  to 
invest  funds  without  security  that  existed 
in  the  old  Bank.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  was  surprised  to  find  that  the 
Government  of  Bombay  proposed  to  take 
shares  in  the  Bank,  and  that  the  only  se- 
curity they  proposed  for  their  own  pro- 
tection was  the  appointment  of  an  auditor 
or  inspector,  who  would  not  be  able  to 
control  any  laches  in  the  management  of 
the  business  of  the  Bank  as  it  proceeded 
from  day  to  day.  The  reason  assigned  for 
the  Government  taking  shares  was,  that 
persons  of  influence  would  not  take  shares 
unless  the  Government  did  so.  On  making 
inquiry  who  those  persons  of  influence 
were,  he  was  surprised  to  find  that  one 
distinguished  member  of  the  Council  of 
the  Governor  General  had  applied  for 
shares  while  these  negotiations  were  pend^ 
ing,  and  that  he  threatened  to  withdraw 
his  application  unless  matters  were  thus 
arranged  to  his  satisfaction.  Kow,  he 
had  always  thought  the  besetting  sin  of 
Indian  administration  was  the  tendency  of 
its  members  to  embark  in  joint-stock  com- 
panies, but  he  did  not  expect  to  find  this 
instance  of  it.  He  knew  the  gentleman  in 
question  to  be  a  man  of  the  highest  sense 
of  honour ;  but  there  were  hundreds  who 
would  imitate  his  example  for  one  that 
would  imitate  his  motive,  and  in  India 
people  did  not  discriminate.  He  thought 
that  the  Government  of  India  should 
merely  watch  over  the  accuracy  of  its  own 
account,  and  that  it  should  be  made  clear 
that  the  Government  had  no  intention  of 
securing  either  the  public  or  the  share- 
holders against  loss.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, to  know,  what  were  the  views  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  on   these 
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points,  and  he  ventured  to  suggest  that — 
if  it  had  not  already  been  done — orders 
should  be  sent  out  to  India  directing  and 
insisting  on  the  constitution  of  the  new 
Bank  on  the  same  principle  as  that  which 
at  its  outset  regulated  the  old  Bank  ;  that 
the  powers  of  the  directors  should  be  regu- 
lated, not  by  a  mere  deed  of  incorporation, 
but  by  an  Act  of  the  Legislative  Council, 
which  should  make  it  penal  for  the  direc- 
tors to  misappropriate  the  funds  of  the 
institution. 

Mb.  DYCE  NICOL  said :  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  beyond  urging,  in  the 
strongest  manner,  on  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  the 
severing  of  the  present  connection  between 
the  Bombay  Government  and  the  Bank  of 
Bombay,  a  continuance  of  which  exposes 
the  Government  to  a  repetition  of  the  diffi- 
culty in  which  they  are  now  involved  with 
the  old  Bank — calculated,  as  it  is,  to  de- 
grade the  authority  of  the  Government  in 
India,  and  placing  it  in  an  entirely  false 
position  by  assuming  a  responsibility  before 
the  public  which,  when  called  on  to  fulfil, 
it  is  under  the  necessity  of  repudiating. 
The  present  time  appears,  also,  opportune 
for  dissolving  this  commercial  partnership. 
The  community  of  Bombay  have  in  a  great 
measure  rcco?ered  from  the  effects  of  their 
insane  speculations,  and  have  been  the 
chief  recipients  of  the  millions  expended 
in  the  Abyssinian  expedition,  while  the 
chief  article  of  export — namely,  cotton — 
has,  within  the  last  few  months,  increased 
in  value  100  per  cent,  there  can  be  no 
longer  any  claim  for  the  interposition  of 
the  Government  credit  in  banking  opera- 
tions. I  trust,  therefore,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  give  early  notice  of  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Government  from  this 
co-partnership,  and  to  intimate  to  the 
Banks  of  Bengal  and  Madras  the  intention 
of  Government  of  adopting  the  same  course 
with  those  institutions  at  the  expiry  of 
their  present  charters. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  explain  to  the  hon.  Member 
whQ  last  spoke  that  he  (Sir  Stafford 
Korthcotc)  was  in  error  when  he  told  him 
the  other  day,  in  answer  to  a  question, 
that  the  Act  of  1863,  which  made  an 
alteration  of  the  charter  of  the  Bombay 
Bank,  had  not  been  sent  home  before  it 
was  sanctioned.  It  had  not  been  sent  to 
the  usual  Department  to  which  these 
dispatches  came — he  meant  the  Judicial 
Department ;  but  he  now  found  it  had 
been  sent  to  the  Finance  Departmenti  and 


was  therefore  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  before  it  was  considered  by  the  Le« 
gislative  Council.  With  regard  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  he  agreed 
with  most  of  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
said ;  but  he  had  to  state  that  the  Bank 
had  only  been  temporarily  constituted  un- 
der articles  of  association  which  had  been 
considered  by  the  Home  Government  The 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council  had  already 
sent  a  dispatch  to  Bombay  pointing  out 
that  the  articles  of  association  were  not 
satisfactory,  and  expressing  a  desire  that 
an  Act  should  pass,  and  that  a  draft  of 
this  Act  should  be  sent  home  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  in  order  that  its  details 
might  bo  considered  here  before  it  was 
submitted  to  the  Legislature  of  Bombay. 
When  the  draft  came  home  it  would  be 
considered  carefully,  with  a  view  to 
making  it  as  perfect  as  possible.  With 
respect  to  the  question  of  the  connection 
of  the  Government  with  banks,  it  was  one 
on  which  his  general  opinion  had  in  no 
way  changed,  but  was  rather  strengthened 
by  what  had  occurred.  It  was  his  opinion, 
as  a  general  principle,  that  it  was  inexpe- 
dient for  the  Gk)vemment  to  be  sharehold- 
ers  in  Presidency  banks,  and  so  rendered, 
to  all  appearance,  responsible  for  their 
management  When  the  question  of  al- 
lowing the  Government  to  take  shares  in 
the  new  Bank  at  Bombay  came  up  for  de- 
cision,  he  felt  so  strongly  unon  it  that  he 
overruled  the  opinions  of  a  large  majority 
of  his  Council,  and  sent  out  a  despatch  ob- 
jecting to  take  shares.  In  the  particular 
case  of  Bombay,  however,  he  subsequently 
surrendered  his  own  opinions  upon  finding 
that  without  the  co-operation  of  the  Go- 
vernment it  would  be  impossible  to  re- 
estabHsh  the  Bank,  and  that  if  it  were  not 
re-established  great  difficulties  would  arise 
and  great  injustice  would  be  done  to  the 
mercantile  oommunily  in  Bombay.  His 
assent,  however,  had  been  accompanied 
with  this  condition — that  a  Commission 
should  inquire  into  the  whole  subject,  and 
should  examine  whether  the  precautions 
taken  were  sufficient,  or  whe^er  it  was 
desirable  that  any  other  arrangements 
should  be  made.  He  hoped  that  by  that 
inquirv  some  conclusions  might  be  arrived 
at  which  would  regulate  the  future  rela- 
tions between  the  Governor  General  of 
India  and  the  Presidency  banks  generally. 
In  the  case  to  which  reference  had  been 
made  there  would  bo  no  ground  for  com- 
ment or  censure,  either  as  to  the  spirit  or 
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intention  of  the  distinguiBhed  person  re- 
ferred to.  He  was  a  shareholder  in  the 
old  Bank  of  Bombay,  and  when  the  new 
Bank  was  proposed  to  be  re-constitnted,  he 
made  an  application  in  the  ordinary  coarse 
for  shares,  under  the  impression  that  the 
Goremment  were  to  be  shareholders  as 
before.  Finding,  however,  that  an  objec- 
tion was  raised  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
he  at  once  said  that  altered  the  position  of 
affairs,  and  withdrew  his  application. 
There  conld  be  no  doubt  that  both  the 
application  and  the  withdrawal  were  per- 
fectly right ;  but  it  was  equally  true  that 
this  proceeding  on  the  part  of  a  person  so 
exalted  in  position  exercised  an  immense 
effect  throughout  a  country  like  India. 
The  question  whether  it  was  possible  to 
lay  down  any  rules  forbidding  Members  of 
the  Government  or  persons  employed  in 
Government  Departments  to  hold  shares  in 
banks,  he  had  discussed  pri?ately  in  letters 
with  Sir  John  Lawrence  and  with  menbers 
of  his  own  Council ;  but  it  was  exceedingly 
diflScult  to  arrive  at  a  decision  as  to  putting 
limits  to  private  investments;  and  he  could 
only  hope  that  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion would  throw  some  light  upon  it.  He 
did  not  commit  himself  to  any  positive 
opinion  upon  the  point,  but  owned  that  he 
thought  the  present  arrangement  unde- 
sirable. Power  would  be  given— probably 
had  been  given  by  this  time — to  the  Com- 
mission to  take  evidence  in  India ;  and  he 
had  desired  the  Governor  General  to  facili- 
tate, if  necessary,  the  adjournment  of  the 
Commission  to  England,  though  he  did  not 
expect  that  such  a  course  would  be  neces- 
sary. Sir  C.  Jackson  had  sailed  that  day 
for  Bombay,  and  had  directions  from  him 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  to  obtain  power, 
if  necessary,  to  carry  on  the  inquiry  with- 
out delay. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  offer  one  word  of  hostile  critioism 
upon  what  had  been  done  by  the  right 
hon.  Boronet.  Not  the  least  satisfactory 
part  of  his  explanation  was  that  in  which 
he  stated  his  views  as  to  the  undcsirable- 
ness  of  the  Government  becoming  share- 
holders in  a  bank.  But  there  was  one 
moral  to  be  drawn  from  the  case  of  the  old 
Bank  of  Bombay  which  ought  not  to  be 
overlooked — namely,  the  inefficiency  and 
unreliable  character  of  Government  inspec- 
tion and  Government  interference  in  com- 
mercial matters.  Where  there  was  Go- 
vernment inspection  the  public  was  always 
likely  to  cease  to  be  vigilant  or  to  contest 
the  action  of  the  directors ;  and  then  if 

Sip*  Stafford  Northcot$ 


anything  went  wrong  they  held  tbe  Go- 
vernment responsible  for  what  really  was 
the  result  of  their  own  want  of  caution.  It 
was  very  desirable,  now  that  there  was  a 
constant  demand  for  Government  super- 
vision and  direction  in  a  variety  of  ways, 
that  from  the  recent  occurrences  in  India  a 
lesson  should  be  drawn  and  that  it  should 
be  impressed  both  upon  the  Government  and 
the  mercantile  community.  Anything  more 
disastrous  than  this  case  of  the  Bank  of 
Bombay  he  could  hardly  conceive,  for  it 
had  covered  the  Government  of  Bombay 
with  a  kind  of  discredit,  at  the  same  time 
that  the  supervision  of  the  Government 
had  wholly  failed  to  avert  that  ruin  against 
which  it  was  supposed  to  operate  as  a  com- 
plete safeguard. 

Mr.  KINNAIRB  said,  he  thought  it 
certain  that  the  fact  of  a  member  of  the 
Council  of  Government  in  India  being  con- 
nected with  the  management  of  a  bank 
must  give  a  great  impulse  to  speculation. 
As  matters  stood  in  India,  it  appeared  as 
if  there  were  an  irresponsible  Council 
which  was  continually  reversing  the  opi- 
nions of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  would  adopt  effective  measures 
to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  the  evils  com- 
plained of.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
distinctly  stated  that  he  had  taken  steps 
to  prevent  the  possibility  of  a  member  of 
the  Governor's  Council  becoming  a  share- 
holder. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mihdrawn. 

Committee  defemd  till  Monday  next. 


ARTIZANS'    AND    LABOURERS'    PWEL- 

LIN6S  BILI^[Biu.  88.] 

(3fr.  M'Cullagh  Torrent,  J/r.  Kxnnaxrd, 
Mr,  Locke,) 

THIRD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  the  third 
time."— (Jfr.  M*Cullagh  Torrms.) 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  as  the  Bill 
stood  persons  who  had  no  interest  in  the 
finances  of  the  metropolis  would  be  at 
liberty  to  impose  burdens  on  the  tax- 
payers. With  a  view  of  having  this  al- 
tered he  moved  the  re* committal  of  the 
Bill. 


2061 


CuitoiM  and 


{Kit  8,  1868}  Incom  Ike  Bill. 


2062 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  lemve  out  from  the  wordi  ''Bill  bo"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qoeition,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'re-oommitted,  for  the  purpose  of  amending  the 
Sohedale/'— (ifi-.  Ayrtan,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Sib  JAMES  EEROUSSON  said,  this 
-was  not  a  Government  Bill,  bnt  last  year 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Grown  stated 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbary  (Mr. 
Torrens),  who  introduced  it,  would  hare 
his  sympathy.  The  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  was  not  a  new  one. 
The  House,  after  a  full  discussion  of  the 
subject,  had  decided  on  adopting  the  area 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  No 
sufficient  reasons  for  re-considering  that 
decision  had  been  advanced  either  by  the 
hon.  Member  or  by  the  deputation  that 
had  waited  that  morning  upon  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  of  opinion  that  there  were  no 
good  grounds  for  re-committing  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  appre- 
hended that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would 
be  to  increase  and  not  as  was  supposed  to 
diminish  the  inequalities  of  taxation  in  the 
metropolis.  The  measure  would  impose 
a  charge  of  2d.  in  the  pound  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  objects  which  could 
be  effected  equally  well  without  it.  The 
vestries,  and  not  the  Board  of  Works  which 
did  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the  rate- 
payers, ought  to  be  charged  with  carrying 
out  the  measure,  and  he  would  appeid  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  to  agree  to 
its  being  re-committed. 

Mb.  MELLY,  as  representing  a  large 
constituency  of  150,000  persons,  objected 
to  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill,  which  he 
hoped  would  be  at  once  read  a  third  time 
and  passed. 

CoLoiTEL  HOQQ  said,  that  the  accusa- 
tions made  against  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  were  unfounded.  The  Board  did 
not  wish  for  additional  responsibilities,  al- 
though thev  would  discharge  to  the  best 
of  their  ability  any  fresh  duties  which  I 
Parliament  might  impose  upon  them. 

Ma.  FAWCETT  thought  it  was  alto- 
gether too  late  to  raise  the  objections 


made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  felt 
that  the  metropolis  had  not  had  opportu- 
nity enough  to  consider  this  Bill.  The 
Bill  had  been  hurried  through  the  House 
and  therefore  it  ought  to  be  re-committed. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paseed. 

WATS  AVD  1CBAVS. 

Cimndered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Besolved,  That,  towards  making  eood  the 
Sopply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Commii- 
lionert  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authoriied 
to  raise  any  sum  of  money,  not  exceeding  £600,000, 
by  an  issue  of  Exchequer  Bonds. 

2.  Betolved,  That  the  principal  of  all  Exchequer 
Bonds  which  may  be  so  issued  shall  be  paid  on  at 
par  at  any  period  not  exceeding  five  years  from 
the  date  of  such  Bonds. 

3.  Resolved,  That  the  interest  of  such  Exche- 
quer Bonds  shall  be  payable  halP>yearly,  and  shall 
be  charged  upon  and  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  or  the  growing  produce  thereof. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 
Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

WEIGHTS  AND  H£ASUBES  (sOOTLiJn))  BILL. 

V  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Craufurd,  BiU  to  amend  the 
Acts  relating  to  Weights  and  Measures  in  Soot- 
land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Crauvubo 
and  Sir  Edwabd  Colxbbooki. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  109.] 

jrUBOBs'  AFFntMATIOKS  (SCOTLANI))  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Craufubd,  BiU  to  give  relief 
to  Jurors  who  may  refuse  or  be  unwilling,  from 
alleged  oonsoientious  motiTcs,  to  be  sworn  in  Cifil 
or  Criminal  Proceedings  in  Scotland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Bir.  Crauvuiid  and  Mr.  Duhlof. 
BUlpreeenUdf  and  rsad  the  first  time.  [BiU  110.] 


OnSTOXS  AHI)  IKCOHB  TAX  BILL. 

BiU  *'  to  grant  certain  Duties  of  Customs  and 
Income  Tax,"  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[BUI  108.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  Twelye 
o'olook,  tUl  Monday  next. 
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Anson,  Hon.  Major  A.  H.  A.,  Lichfield 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  04 

Colliers  in  the  Wigan  District,  Strike  of,  1224 

India — Caso  of  Sir  T.  J.  Metcalfe,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  1268,  1278,  1280 
Snpplj— Woiks,  Buildings,  Ac.  285, 291 

Anstextthbr,  Sir  R.,  Fife$hirB 

Passenger  Steamers,  OTerloading  of,  450 
Supply— Volonteer  Gorps,  277 

Abgtll,  Dttke  of 

Crete^Insurreotion  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 
806,  813,  810 

Education,  2R.  1314 

Established  Charch  (Ireland) — The  Resolu- 
tions, 1448, 1453 

Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  1974, 1976, 1977 

Arhstboko,  Mr.  Serjeant  R.,  Sltgo  Bo. 

Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  830 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  023 

Army 

Ball  Cariridgtt  to  Soldiers  in  Barraehi, 
Question,  Mr.  Hayter ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  May  8,  2002 

Committioni,  Question,  Sir  Thomas  Lloyd; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  27,  358 

Cookinff  Apparatui — Captain  WatTeru',  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pa- 
kington Mar  26, 257 — Mestrs.  Jeakes*,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Thomson  Ilankey;  Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington  Mar  30,  468 

Daily  Payment  of  Men,  Question,  Colonel  W. 
Stuart ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jtfar  20, 
263 

Fever  at  the  Mauritiui — Mortality  in  the  SM 
Regiment,  Question,  Mr.  Otway;  Answer, 
Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  23,  37 ;  Mar  27, 
300  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Whalley  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Adderley  April  1,  660  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Whalley ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pa- 
kington April  28,  1460;  Question,  Colonel 
North  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  May  7, 
1883 

Fortificattcm —  Treasury  MimUe,  Aug,  16, 1 867, 
Question,  Colonel  Sykes;  Answer,  Mr. 
Solnter-Booth  Mar  26,  260 

Fortifications — Committee  on  Coast  Defences, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Beirne ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  April  28,  1456 

Ojficers  nolding  CivU  Appointments,  Question, 
Mr.  White;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
Ajnil  27, 1333 

Promotions  in  the  Coldstream  Guards,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington  April  30,  1579;  May  7, 
1883 

Reserve  Forees-^Militia  Regulations,  Question, 
The  Marquess  of  Uartington ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington  May  5,  1787 

Woolwich  Arsenal  —  Repair  of  Machinery, 
Question,  Captain  Pack-Beresford  ;  Answer, 
Sir  John  Pakington  April  28, 1455 

Army — Administration  of  the 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leave  out  from  "That"  and  add  "in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be  ndvan- 

[cont. 


Army'-'Administration  o/i/itf-HSODt. 

tageous  and  couTenient  to  substitute  a  sys- 
tem of  weekly  in  lieu  of  daily  payments  to 
those  non-commissioned  OflBcers  and  Soldiers 
of  the  Army  whose  previous  conduct  might 
warrant  the  extension  of  this  indulgence" 
(Mr.  Percy  JFyndham),  2003  ;  Question, 
*'  That  the  words,  ^0. ; "  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Army  —  Fortifications  —  Dockyards  and 
Naval  Arsenals 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That "  and  add  "  two  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  and  another  Civil  En- 
gineer should  be  added  to  the  Committee 
appointed  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
Fortifications  for  the  defence  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  of  the  Colonies,  and  that  ar- 
rangements shall  be  made  to  stop,  as  hr  as 
possible,  all  further  outlay  until  that  Com- 
mittee shall  have  reported  to  this  House" 
{Mr.  O'Beime),  2021 ;  Question,  "  That  the 
words,  Ac. ; "  after  debate,  Amendt,  with- 
drawn 

Another  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  ^  That " 
and  add  "in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
no  further  outlay  on  the  Fortifications 
for  the  defence  of  the  United  Kingdom 
and  of  the  Colonies,  except  such  as  may 
be  absolutely  necessary  under  existing  Con- 
tracts, or  to  complete  works  which  cannot 
be  suspended  without  serious  inconvenience, 
ought  to  be  incurred  until  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  recently  appointed  shall  have 
been  laid  before  this  House  "  {Mr.  Childers), 
2049  ;  Question,  "That  the  words,  Ac,  ;" 
A.  93,  N.  48  ;  M.  45 


Army — Military  Education 
Resolution  for  Address,  **  Praying  that  a  Royal 
Commission  composed  of  Military  and  Civilian 
Members  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Military  Education  in  this  Coun- 
try, and  more  especially  into  the  training  of 
Candidates  for  Commissions  in  the  Army,  and 
into  the  constitution,  system  of  Education, 
and  discipline  of  the  Royal  Military  Academy 
at  Woolwich,  and  of  the  Royal  Military  Col- 
lege at  Sandhurst,  as  well  as  into  the  rules 
and  regulations  under  which  Candidates  are 
admitted  into  those  Colleges  "  (  Lord  Euitaee 
Cecil)  May  5,  1819  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to 


Artizaiu'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Bill 

(Mr.  M'Ciillagh  Torrens,  Mr.  Kinnaird, 

Mir.  Locke) 

0.  Committee— n.p.  April  1,  672  [Bill  11 

Committee;  Report ilprtV  21, 1063  [Bill 88] 
Considered  as  amended  April  29, 1564  ;  after 

short  debate.  Debate  adjourned 
Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [29th  April], 
"  That  the  Clause  (Act  not  to  apply  to  cases 
in  which  freeholder  has  successfully  instituted 
proceedings  and  carries  out  necessary  repairs) 
{Sir  Francis  Ooldsmid)  be  now  read  2«" 
May  6,  1875 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
and  clause  withdrawn 


[eont. 


ART 


BAG 


(  SESSION   186    .8) 
191. 


BAI       BAX 


Baikis,  Mr.  E.,  LenU 
Scientiflo  InatraetioDi  Motion  for  a  Committee^ 


ArtisaM*  atui  Labounrs'  Dwellinffi  £i2^— oont. 

Moved.  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  8*  "  (Mr, 

M'Cullagh  Tifrrens)  May  8,  9060 
Ainendt  to  leave  oat  from  '*  Bill  bo"  and  add 

*'re-ooininitted,  for  the  porpote  of  amending  !  p^^nV  HotidaTS  Bill 


and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3* 

AiTOBNET  General,  The  (Sir  J.  B.  Kara- 
lake),  Andover 


Artiians'  and  Labourers'  Dwellingt,  Coniid. '  '•  5****,s^*i^*!r^? 


<*.  Select  Committee  nominated ;  Liet  of  the  Com* 
roitteo  AprU  23, 1216 

Bankraptcy  Bill  [h.l.]  ( The  Lord  Ckmutllwr) 


(Noa.  81-73) 


1563 

Bankruptcy  Taw,  268 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 

eil»  Comm.  1198;  d,  1, 1201 
Libel,  2R.  663 
Religious,  Ac.  Buildings  (Sites),  2R.  063 

Atbtox,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Tower  HiamkU 
Arm/  Estimates — Land  Forces,  73 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'    Dwellings,  Comm. 
cl.  6.  674  :  cl.  28,  678  ;  add.  cl.  1064, 1063  ; 
Schedule,  Amende.  1066 ;   Consid.  Motion 
for  Adjournment.  1365,  1367,  1369.  1873 ; 
Amendt.  1876. 1877.  1878 ;  8R.  2060 
Ecctcsiastioal  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil. Comm.  1107 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  310, 321 
Electric  Telemphs,  706 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland).  Comm.    1410, 

1420  :  Res.  1906,  1007, 1027 
India— Bank  of  Bombay.  430,  2033 
Libel.  2R.  666 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continnanee, 
Comm.  200  ;  ci.  2.  Amendt.  202,  204  ;  add. 
el,  203  ;  Consid.  add.  d,  826, 327 
Marine  Mutiny,  Comm.  339 
Ministerial  Statement,  1724.  1746.  1801 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouso,  1080 
Post  Horse  and  Carriage  Licences  Duties,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee.  194 
Supply— British  Embauy  Houses,  000,  993 
Royal  Palaces.   1009,  1010,  1011.  1013; 
Volunteer  Corps,  272 
Supply— Proceedings  in  ^  Reiolution.  1023, 
1466 

ATTory,  Mr.  B.  Sinclair,  Kirhaldy 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  76 
Established  Church   (Ireland),    Comm.    Res. 

1902.  1916,  1924 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of,  430 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses.  987 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  SUteme&t,  1178 

Bagxall,  Mr.  C,  Whiibif 
Coble,  Mr.,  Case  of,  1437 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1869 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
168 


Question.  Lord  Chelmsford ;  Answer,  The  Lord 

Chancellor  April  3.  802 
Committee;  Report;  Biilre-committcd  Jpn72i 

Bankruptcy  Acts  Bepeal  Bill  [u  l.] 

(The  Lord  Vkancellor) 

L  Moved.  «<That  the  Bill  be  now  rend  2*" 
( Th€  Lord  ChoHcelhr)  Mar  23.  1 ;  aOer  de- 
bate. Bill  read  2*  (No.  30) 

Committee :  Report  AprU  24, 1217  (No.  71) 

Bill  re-ooflomittod 

Bankruptcy  Law 
Observations,  Mr.  Moftitt;    Reply,  The  At* 
tomey  Qoneral  Jfor  26,  263 

BiRCLAT,  Mr.  A.  C,  TauHlo?$ 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  93 
Mauritius— Ferer  at  tho,  660 

Babi50,  Mr.  T.,  JIuntbigdon 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1176 

Barhow,  Mr.  W.  H.,  NottiHghaMihire,  S. 
Commissions,   Permanent  Expenses  of.   Res. 

1204 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1332 

Babrt,  Mr.  Serjeant  C.  B.,  Dungarvan 
Representation  of  tho  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
1930 

Barttxlot,  Colonel  W.  B.,  Suisix,  W. 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners — Benefice  of  Kit* 

pec,  701 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Motion 

for  A<youmment,  1418  ;  Rm.  1, 1406 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  268 

Bass,  Mi.  M.  T.,  Derhy 
Licences,  Ites.  133, 138 

BATEsoy,  Sir  T..  Docize* 
Ireland— Preebyt^  of  Antrim,  1381 


Bagwell,  Mr.  J.,  Clonmel 


Bath,  Marqness  of 

_     _  !      Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition.  2R.  1141 

EVtabliSed  ■chV^h^(li;'und),  Comm.  Ret.  1,  j      P«J»J«»wt-BttsineM  of  the  House,  Report, 

1942  )         ^^ 

Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  21 1  j 

Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  11.    BAXTER,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Moniroie,  jr. 

221  ;  Amendt.  223  I      Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

Ireland— Uabeu  Corpus  Act,  1781  ICOd 


BAZ 


BOA. 


Bazl£T,  Mr.  T.,  Manchester 
Army— Fortifieaiiont,  Ret.  3051 
Cotton  SUtUUot,  2R.  1874 
Railways,  RoTision  of,  35 
Soientifio  InstraotioOi  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
167, 180 


Beach,  Sir  M.  £.  Hicxs-,  (Secretary  to 

the  Poor  Lav  CommissionerB),  Olou- 

eestenhire,  E, 
Established  Church  (Ireland).  Comm.  Rei.  1, 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1534, 1584 
Poor  Law— Grareiend  Board  of  Guardlanii 

704 
Ri^rt.  Dr.,  Medical  Officer  of  the  Strand 

Union,  263 

Beaumont,  Mr.  Wentworth  B.,  Norihum- 
herland,  8. 
Minei  Asseisment,  3R.  1873 

Belgium,  Biote  in 
Qnestioo,  Mr.  Grant ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
April  3.  837 

BsHTiKCX,  Mr.  G.  GaTendiah,  Whitehaven 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Council, 
3R.  337 ;  Comm.  Amendt.  1105  ;  €l.\,  1300 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1370 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  1005, 1009 
Tancred's  Charity,  3  a.  320 
United  SUtes—The  *<  Springbok,"  3003 

Bebesford,  Capt.  D.  W.  Pack-,  CotIow  Co* 
Army— Woolwich  Arsenal,  1455 

Berkeley,  Hon.  P.  H.  P.,  Brietol 
Election  Petiiiong  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  303 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promisaory  Notes 

Bill  [H.L.]  ( The  Marqueet  of  ClanricanU) 
L  Presented ;  read  1*  *  April  2  (No.  65) 

Blake,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Waterford  City 
Grand  Jury  Ceu  (Ireland),  3R.  311 
Ireland— Searching  Suspicious  Persons,  468 

Board  of  Trade 

ComptUeorp  Pilotaqe.  Amendt.  on  Committee 
of  Supply  Mar  37,  To  leare  Qut  from  •*  That," 
and  add  "  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  representing  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  measures  ought  to  be 
taken  for  the  early  abolition  of  Compulsory 
Pilotage,  with  due  regard  to  existing  in- 
terests, and  for  requiring  Pilotage  Autho- 
rities to  examine  and  license  all  competent 
persons  applying  to  them  for  the  purpose  of 
qualifying  to  act  as  pilots"  {Mr,  Candlish), 
801;  Question,  "That  the  words,  Ao,;" 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Merchant  Shipping  Coniolidation  Sill,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Graves;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  April  3,  690 

Overloading  of  Patsenger  Steamers,  Question, 
Mr.  Sinclair  Aytoun ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  Mar  27,  450 

icoU. 
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Board  of  Trade^eoni, 

Passenger  Acts — Foreign  Transallaniie  Steam- 
ers,  Question,  Mr.  Graves;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  April  30,  1574 

Private  Bills —  Board  of  Trade  Beporte, 
Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave-LesUe ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Stephen  Cave  April  3,  831 

Bute  of  the  Road  alt  Sea,  Question,  Mr.  Hol- 
land ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  April  3, 
705 


Bokhak-Carter,  Mr.  J.,  Winchester 
Supply— Harbours  of  Refuge,  1003 


} 


Borondis  and  Divisions  of 

'MUr'Aftervoards 

Boundary  Bill 

(iff.  Secretary  Oatheme  Hardy,  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Excheqticr,  Sir  James  Fergusson) 

c.  Motion  (or  Leave    (Mr.  Secretary  Oaihome 

Hardy)  Mar  34, 196  ;  BiU  ordered 
Read  1«  •  Mar  36  [BUI  78] 

Question,  Mr.  Watkin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 

Hardy  April  3,  706 
Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*  "  {Mr, 

Oatkorne  Hardy)  Avril  30, 1014 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  this  House 

do  now  adjourn"  (Mr,  Serjeant  Gaeelee); 

Motion  withdrawn ;  main  Question  put,  and 

agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2° 
Question,  Mr.  Hibbert ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 

Hardy  May  5, 1786 

Boundary  Commistion'^Asiiiiant  Boun- 
dary  Commwnoii«r#*  Beporti 
Questions,   Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee,   Mr.  Darby 
Griffith ;  Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  34, 146 

BoiTTKRiE,  Kt.  Hon.  E.  P.,  Eilmamock,  ^e. 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Conn- 

cU,  3R.  337  :  Comm.  1199 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  313 
Marine  Mutiny,  Consid.  573 
Ministerial  Stotement,  1736 
Mutiny,  3R.  571 

RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (Scotland),  1885 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  1583 


BowTEH,  Sir  G.,  Lundalk 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  301 
Established   Church  (Ireland),  Comm,  1433, 

India— Case  of  Sir  T.  J.  Metcalfe,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  1380 
Licences,  Res.  159 
London  Oosl  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance 

Comm.  add,  cl,  305 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1745 
Municipal  Corporations   (Metropolis),  Leave, 

1863 

Parliament— Busineu  of  the  House,  1680 
Peerage  (Ireland),  3R.  1564 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  987 

Royal  Palaces,  1010,  1013 

Volunteer  Corps,  377 


fiBA        BUL 


Bradt,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrim  Co, 
IreUnd  —  ImpriioDinent  of  Meurt.  SaUifan 

and  Pigott,  449 
••  Olircr  Twiit,"  PUy  of.  834 
RepretenUtion  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
1957 


Br(uih  War  in^Mediation 
Qnesiion,  Mr.  Horsman  ;  Anawer,  Lord  Stan- 
ley Mar  27,  369 

BuETT,  Sir  II.  B.,  see  Solicitor  Qeneral, 
The 

Bright,  Mr.  John,  Birmingham 

EsUblithed  Cbnroh  (Ireland),  Comm.  645, 720, 

769;  Res.  1,  1649,  1908,  1932,  1941^ 
lliniitorial  SUtement,  1780, 1746, 1794 

Bristol^  BepresefUatum  of 

Qoestion,  Mr.  KeTille-GrenTille  ;  Answer,  Hr. 
PoweU  Mar  27,  359 

Bbomlst,  Mr.  W.  Davxnfobt-  Warwick* 
shire.  If. 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1558 

Bronghtj  Ferry  ProYisional  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  QaAwme 
Bardy,  Sir  James  Fcryusson) 

tf.BiU  ordered*  i4^n7  21 

Read  1«  •  April  22  [BiU  90] 

KtMd2''^Apri!23 

Committee* :  Report  Aprii21 

Read3«*  April  2S 
L  Read  1**  ( The  Lord  ClitUon)  April  80  (No.  86) 

Read  2*  •  May  8 

Bbuce,  Et  Hon.  H.  A.,  Merthyr  Tyicil 
Artixans'  and  Laboarers'  DweUuij^i  Consid. 

1507 

Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  1080 

County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1550 

Education,  Technical— Mr.  Whitworih's  En- 
dowment, 699 

Infectious  Diseases,  Motion  for  an  Address,  201 1 

Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1868 

Scientific  Instruction^  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
180, 181 

Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  234 

Bhucb,  Sir  H.  H.,  Coleraine 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  616 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  210 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R.  1957 

Bruct,  Mr.  H.,  Carlow  Co. 
India— Bonus  Committee,  The,  261 

Buckikgbak,  Dake  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies) 
Canada— Assassination  of  Mr.  D'Aroy  M*6ee, 

1109 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1113 
Parlument — Business  of  the  House,  1682 
Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  1967,  1976, 1977 

BuLLRR,  Sir  £.  M.,  Stajhrdshire,  N. 
Registration  of  Electors,  1458 


ISESSIOM    186  7-8)         BUR        CAN 

191. 

Burials  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  MonsclU  Mr,  Sullivan) 
e.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*"  (Mr. 
MoMell)  April  22, 1067 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  **  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Colomtl  William 
Sttsart) ;  Question, "  That  *  now/  Ac. ;"  A.  74, 
N.  51 ;  M.  23 ;  BUI  read  2«  [BiU  5] 


Burials  [Ireland)  Bill-^Mr.  JfonseU  and 

the  Dean  of  Cork 
Explanation,  Mr.  HonseU  April  28, 1454 

BuxTON,  Sir  T.  F.,  King's  Lynn 
Slave  Trade—Zansibar,  1578 
Supply— Volunteer  Coips,  283 

BuxTOir,  Mr.  C,  Surrey ,  E. 
Army— AUeged  Flogging  of  Mule  Drivers  in 

Abyssinia,  834 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comnu 

1039 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1470 

Cairr8|  Lord  (see  Chancellor,  The  Lord) 

Cambridge,  Duke  of  (Field  Marshal  Com- 
manding-in-Chief) 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  683 

Cahpbbll,  Lord 
Crete— Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 
803 

Canada'^Auassinaiion   of  Mr.  D'Arcf 
M'Oee 

Question,  The   Earl  of  Camarron ;    AnswoTi 
The  Duke  of  Buckingham  April  23,  1108 

Caxdlish,  Mr.  J.,  Sunderland 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm.  el. 

8,  Amendt.  675  ;  d,  \l,ib, ;  cLli,  Amendt* 

t6.,  676 ;  Consid.  1567 ;  Schedule,  1877 
Boundary,  2R.  1014 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax.  2R.  1098 
Capital  Punishment  within    Prisons,  Comm* 

cl  4, 1060 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  e/.  11, 222, 

223 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continnanct, 

Comm.  Amendt  196 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1869 
PUotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  861,  373.  387 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses,  996 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  1000,  1002 


uge, 
,«c. 


Works,  BnUdings,4(c.  296 

CanoBgatf^  Annuity  Tax  BiU 

( Jfr.  MLarCH,  Mr.  Dunlop.  Mr.  Baxter) 

c.  MoTcd,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2*  *'  (Mr. 
MLartn)  April  22, 1087 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *< now,**  and  add  "upon 
this  day  six  mwtJtiM**  (The Lord Advecate)i 
after  debate,  QuesUon,  -"That  'now'  dte.;" 
A.  59.  N.  86 ;  M.  27 ;  Dirision  List,  Ayes 
and  Noes,  1107 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to ; 
BiU  put  off  for  six  months 


CAN 


CAV 


Caktebbttet,  Archbishop  of 

Gompttleory  Gbaroh  RatM  Abolition,  2R.  1123 
Education,  2R.  1309 


Capital  Punishment  within  PrisonB  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary  Gaihcrne  Eardy^  Mr,  WalpoU, 

Mr,  AUi^mey  Oetyeral) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  MoTcd,  •'  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  April  21, 

1033 

Ameodt.  to  leave  out  from  "That*'  and  add 
'<  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient, 
instead  of  carrying  out  the  punishment  of 
death  within  prisons,  that  CapiUl  Punish- 
ment should  be  abolished"  (Jfr.  Oilpin); 
after  debate,  (^estion,  "That  the  words, 
Ao. ;"  A.  127.  N.  23 ;  M.  104 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee ; 
Report,  1055 

Considered  as  amended  *  Aj^l  27 

Kotid9<^^  April  28  [Bill  36] 

I.  Read  1*  •  ( 77i«  Duke  of  Riehmand)  April  80 

Moved,  *'  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2*"  ( The 
Duke  of  Richmond)  May  7»  1870 ;  after  short 
debate,  Bill  read  2*  (No.  83) 

Committee*;  Report Ifay 8 

Caedwbll,  Right  Hon.  E.,   Oxford  City 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  03 
Ecclesiastical  Commiflaioneri  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, 1200 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  888 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1745, 1700 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1680 

Caru8LB»  Bishop  of 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1141 

CabkabYoit,  Earl  of 
Canada— Assassination  of  Mr.  O'Aroy  M'Gee, 

1108 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1127 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,   Report, 

562 :  Res.  605 
Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  1070 

Cabteb«  Mr.  S.,  Coventry 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  622 

CaitU  Plague 

Question,  Mr.  Read;    Answer,   Lord  Robert 

MonUffU  April  30, 1578 
ImportaHon  of  Foreign  Cattle,  Observations, 

Lord  Robert  Montagu ;  Reply,  Mr.  Horsfall 

ilp^23, 1140 

Cave,  Et.  Hon.    S.  (Paymaster   of  the 
Forces  and  Tice  President  of   the 
Board  of  Trade),  New  Shoreham 
Board  of  Trade— Private  Bills,  831 
Carriage  of  Parcels  by  Railway,  1333, 1334 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

1604 
Merchant  Shipping  Consolidation,  600 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of,  451 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  371 
Private  Bill  Legislation— SUndiag  Order  131 
Repeal,  143 ;  Explanation,  351,  356 

[contt 
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Catb,  Right  Hon.  S.— eonf. 
Railway  and  Joint  Stock  Companies  Accounts, 

2R.  1539 
Railways  (Guards'  and  Passengers'  Communi- 
cation), 2R.  206 
Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  705 
Supply— llarbours  of  Refuge,  1000 
Lighthouses  Abrood,  1003,  1004 
Thames  River,  Obstructions  in  the,  1577 


Caykstdtsb,  Lord  E.,  Sussex,  £. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.- 1, 
1611 

Cayekdish,  Lord  0.  H.,  Derbyshire,  If, 

Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1860 

Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  2017 

Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G.,  £ssex,  8. 

Army— MiliUry  Education,  Res,  1819 
Weights  and  Measures,  False,  Commission  on, 
467 

CeyUm^  Condition  of 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  20, 
To  leave  out  from  "That/*  and  add  **a  Se- 
lect Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  of  Ceylon  and  the  action  of 
its  Government "  {Mr.  Waikin),  071 ;  after 
short  debate,  Question,  '*That  the  word«, 
Ac,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

Chakbebs,  Mr.  M.,  Deconport 
Army— Military  Education,  Rea.  1836 
Burials  (IreUnd),  2R.  1082 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm.  el.  3, 

1058;  cl  4,1061 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court,  2R. 

1874 

Chaxbsbs,  Mr.  T.,  Marylebone 
Artisans'   and   Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 
cl,  6,  673  ;  el  35,  Amendt.  678 

Chavceixob,  The  Lonn  (Lord  Caieks) 

Bankruptcy  Acts    Repeal,  2R.  1,  30,  803; 

Comm.  1217, 1219, 1220 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1136 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britnin  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  252 
Established  Church  (Ireland) —The  Rcaolutions, 

1446 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1687, 1689 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  602 
United  SUtes— The  <*  Alabama ''  Claims,  Mo- 
tion for  Papers,  342,  340 
VictorU- Appropriation  Act,  1087,  1004. 2000 

Chancellob  of   the  ExcmsauEB-  (Rigbt 
Hon.  G.    W.   Hunt),  Northampton- 
shire, N, 
Commissions,  Permanent    Expenses  of,  Res. 

1204 
Court  of  Chancery— Salaries  and  Expenses,  700 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Leave,  678,  681,  706 
Licences,  Res.  153 

Parliament— Business  of  tho  House,  1680 
Post  Horse  and  Carriage  Licences  Duties,  Mo* 
tion  for  a  Committee,  194 
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CBAKCIKLOBOf  the  ExOHB^UUr-^On^. 

Supply— British  EmlHuwy  Hoatef/988,  900i 
904,  996 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  1002 
Mission  House,  Telienui,  999 
Royal  Palaces,  1011 
Supply — Proceedings   in— Retolutioo,   1029, 

1031,1464 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1 149, 
1173,  1190  ;   Comm.  Res.   1,  1751,  1770, 
1772  ;  Res.  2, 1774 

CharUahle  InstiMiom,  Tassatian  of 

Question,  Mr.  Hadfleld ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
May  4, 1693 

Chblmsyobd,  Lord 

Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  26, 802,  803 
Parliament —  Business  of  the    House,    Res. 
Amendt.  696 

Childsbs,  Mr.  H.  0.  E.,  Pontefract 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  77,  79 
Army-— Fortifications,  Res.  2047 
Ceylon — Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

979 
Civil  Serrice  Estimates,  830 
Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of.  Res.  1284 
Court  of  Chancerj — Salaries  and  £xpenses,'700 
Land  Wriu  Registration  (ScotUnd)  Fees,  830 
Middlesex  Registry  OiBoe,  1146 
Ministerinl  Statement,  1726 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl,  67,  323 
NaTy  Estimates,  147 

Parliament — Business  of  tho  House,  1681 
Post  OfDce—Case  of  A.  J.  Dufly,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  1298 
Supply  — British  Embassy  Houses,  989,  991, 
992,  994,  906 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  1001 
Lighthouses  Abroad,  1003 
Mission  Honse,  Tehenn,  999 
Royal  Palaces,  1004,  1006 
Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  286,  292,  294,  295 
Supply  —  Proceedings  in  —  Resolution,   1030, 

1031 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1182  ; 
Comm.Rea«  1, 1767>  1769 


China--'Treaty  of  Tien-Uin 
Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Lord  Stan- 
ley ii/ini  23, 1147 

Cholera  in  the  Mediterranean 

Question,  Sir  J.  Clnrke  JerToise ;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  Aptil  2, 703 

Church  Bates  Coxnmiitation  Bill 

(Mr,  Newdegate,  Colenel  Stuart) 

c.  Moved, «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2**'  {Mr 
Nevodegatt)  April  29,  1333 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn 

CtiNBiciJiDE,  Marquess  of 
Brecon  and  Neath  Railway — Accident  on  the, 

1879.  1881 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Irc- 

hind,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  248,  230 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report, 
369  ;  Res.  693, 694 
Public  Petitions,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 690 


Clat,  Mr.  J.,  Kingdon'On-Hull 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1923 

Clbysland,  Doke  of 
Parliament —  Business  of  the  House,  Report, 
309 ;  Res.  692 

Clive,  Mr.  6.,  Hereford  City 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1532 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  732 
Tampike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  2012 

Colle,  Mr,i  Case  of 
Question,  Mr.  Bagnall ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  April  28, 1437 

CooHBAKB,  Mr.  A.  D.  B.  W.BaiWief  Hbniion 
Crete— Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

1248,  1233 
Bstablished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  319 
'<  St.  Abbe,"  SurTirors  of  the,  260 

CoGAK,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.  P.,  Xildare  Co. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1920 


CoLCHESTEB,  Lord 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1131 

C0T.EBB00KS,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkshire 
Supply — Volunteer  Corps,  274 


CoLEBiDGE,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Exeter 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm,  Motion 
for  Adjoummenty  797, 837, 830 

CoLinsB,  Sir  B.  P.,  Plymouth 

India — Civilian  Judges  (Bombay),  1460 
Libel,  2R.  664 
Ministerial  Statement,  1741 


Colliers  in  the  Wigan  District,  Strike  of 
Question,  Major  Anson ;  Answer,  Sir  James 
Fergusson  April  24, 1224 


Colliery  Accidents 
ObserTations,  Mr.  Greene  April  28, 1464 

Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  24, 
To  leaTC  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  '*  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  expenses  of  the 
Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe  Commission, 
Inolosure  and  Drainage  Acts,  and  Charity 
Commission,  ought  not  to  be  borne  by  the 
public"  {Mr.  Ooldney),  1280;  after  debate. 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  die. ;"  A.  104, 
N.  103 ;  H.  1 ;  Question,  *<  That  those  words 
be  there  added;"  A.  106,  N.  103;  M.  1 ; 
words  added;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 


i 
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Compulsory  Church  Bates  AboUtion  Bi 

{Mr.  OladBUme,  Sir  (7.  Orey,  Sir  R.  Palmer) 
e,  QoeBiion,  Mr.  Newdegate ;  Answer,  Mr.  GUd- 

•tone  Mar  23,  39 
Third  Reading  deferred,  after  short  debate 

Mar  23, 101 
MoTed,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3^  "  (Jir, 

OladtUme)  Mar  24. 306 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  this  House 

do  now  adjourn     {Mr,  NewdegaU)  put,  and 

negatired ;  Question  again  proposed 
Moved,  ^  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

(Mr.  Sehreiber)  ;  A.  28,  N.  131 ;  M.  103 
After  further  short  debate,  original  Question 

put,  and  amed  to ;  Bill  read  S«       [Bill  72] 

/.  Presented  ( The  Earl  Russell) ;  read  1*  Mar  26 

MoTed,  "  Tbat  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*  "  {Earl 

Russell)  Apnl  23,  1108 ;  after  deUte,  Bill 

read  2»  (No.  65) 

SUtement  {Earl  Russell)  April  24, 1317 
Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 

into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill"  {Earl 

Russell)  Apnl  30,  1670 
After  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn;  Bill 

referred  to  a  Seleot  Committee 
And,  on  May  1,  Committee  nominated;   List 

ofthe  Committee,  167i 

CoiroLLT,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal  Co. 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1712 ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1717,  1710 

Comecraiion  and  Ordination  Fees 
Question,  Mr.  Monk;  Answer,  Mr.  Selater* 
Booth  Apnl  27, 13S3 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (£362,398 19s.  9d.)  BiU 

e.  Read  3«  *  Mar  23 
I.  Read  1»  •  ifar  24 

Read  2»  •  Mar  26 

Committee*;  Report  Jfor 27 

Read  3*  *ifar  28 

Royal  Assent  ifar  80  [31  FTef.  0. 10] 

ConsoUdated  Fund  (£6,000,000)  Bill 

f.  Read  l"*  Ifar  24 
Read  2«  •  Mar  25 
Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  26 
Read  3«  *  Mar  27 

h  Read  1*  •  Mar  30 
Read2**  JlfarSl 
ReadS"*  Jj9n72 
Rojal  Assent  April  3  [31  Ftcf.  0. 13] 

ConsoUdated  Fond  (£1,000,000)  BUI 

r.  Ordered*  ifay  6 

CoiiK,  Earl  of 
Sea  Fisheries,  2R.  466 

Corporation  of  London  BiU 

{Mr,  Mill,  Mr,  Thomas  Hughes,  Mr,  Tomlinet 
Mr,  Buxton,  Mr,  Layard) 

e.  Ordered*  i/<iy  6 

Co£EAi7CE,  Ifr.  F.  S.,  SuffolU:,  JE. 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1870 


CosBT,  Bight  Hon.  H.  T.  L.  (First  Lord 
of  the  Admindtj),  I^rone  Co. 
India-oTelegraphio  Communioation,  1469 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.99 
NaT7--Floggin|  on  board  the  '<  Farourite,"  37; 

—Retired  Offieers,  1693 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  1760, 1763 

Cotton  Statistics  BUI 

{Mr.  Bazley,  Mr,  Mxlner  Gibson,  Mr,  Hors/all, 
Mr.  Watkin,  Mr,  Cheetham) 

€.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  April  27  [Bill  961 

MoTod,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  {Mr. 
Baxley)  May  6,  1874 ;  Bill  read  2« 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jnrisdietion) 
BUI 

(Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  Headlam,  Mr.  CanHish) 
e.  Committee  * ;  Report  April  24      [BUls  33-94  J 

County  Financial  ArrangemenU 

Question,  Sir  William  Gallwey ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  May  4, 1694 

Connty  Financial  Boards  (No.  2)  BiU 

(Mr.  WyU,  Mr.  Hodgkinson) 

e.  Moved.  <'  That  the  BiU  bo  now  read  2«  "  (Mr. 
Wyld)  Apnl  29,  1642  [BiU  62] 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  "  a 
Seleot  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  present  mode  of  oondncting  the  Kinanoial 
Arrangements  of  the  Counties  in  England 
and  Wales,  and  whether  any  alteration  ought 
to  be  made  either  in  the  persons  by  whom 
or  the  manner  in  whioh  suoh  arrangements 
are  now  conducted  "  ( The  Judge  Advocate) 
April  29,  1668 ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  A.  46,  N.  164; 
M.  108 ;  words  added 

Ordered,  That  a  Seleot  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  present  mode  of 
ooudueting  tho  Financial  Arrangements  of 
the  Counties  in  England  and  Wales,  and 
whether  any  alteration  ought  to  be  made 
either  in  the  persons  by  whom  or  the  man- 
ner in  whioh  such  arrangements  are  now  con- 
ducted (  The  Judge  Advocate) 

Committee  nominated  May  1 1 ;  List  of  Corn- 
mittee— #^tf  page  93,  vol.  ozoU 

Connty  Oeneral  Assessment  (Scotland) 

BUI        ( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oathorne  Hardy,  Sir  James  Ferguuon) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Apnl  2  [BiU  84] 

Conrt  of  Appeal  Chancery  (Despatch  of 
Business)  Amendment  BUI  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  St.  Leonards) 

e.  Committee  •  ;  Report  Mar  24  [BiU  68] 

Read8<'*ifar26 
/.  Royal  Assent  Mar  80  [31  Viet,  0. 12] 

Court  of  Chancery — Salariu  and  E*' 

pontes 
Question,  Mr.  Childers ;   Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  April  2,  700 
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CowTSB,  Earl 
ParlUment— BmiiiMf  of  Um  IIoiim,  Rm.  990 

CowPEB,  Eight  Hon.  W.  F.,  E$rtfwri 
EsUblishtd  Charoh  (Irtbuid),  Comm.  Rm.  1, 

1601 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Dotiot  ConUniianot^ 

Comm.  el,  2, 303 
MetropoUa— Boriington  HoiiWi  407 

Cbavbobitx,   Eight  Hon.  YiBOount,  (See 

alao  SiUBBTTETi  UarqneBS  of)     8lam- 

fm-d 
Ettablitbed  Charoh  (Iroland),  Comm.  5d3»  708 
India— Sjttema  of  GoreraoMnt,  434 
Tanored'i  Charity  3&.  330,  301 

Cbaitwobth,  Lord 
Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  Comm.  1318 
Capital  PttniabmenI  within  Priaont,  3R.  1870 

CfiAUFUBDi  Mr.  E.  H.  J.,  Ayr^  ifc, 

Canongate  Annoity  Tax.  3R.  1100 

Election  Petitions  and  Cormpi  Praotlees  at 

Elections,  Comm.  Motion  for  Adjoomment, 

831 
Representation  of  the  People  (Seotland),  830, 

3005 

Cbawfobd,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Xonion 
Artisans'  and  Laboorers'  DwelUogs,  Conald. 

Schedule,  1877 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Dntiee,  Consid.  add.  et. 

337 
Ministerial  Statement,  1788, 1818 
Postal- Eastern  Mail  Senioe,  308 


Ofiminal  Law 
ClerkmmeU  EgpUtim—Tks  C^mrici  BanttU, 

Question,  Mr.  Rearden  ;   Answer,  Mr.  G. 

Hardy  April  3, 1070 
DeviMU  Qad,  Question,  Mr.  Marth ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Ajpril  38, 1403 
Ffathfr$Uinh<mgh,  Mr,,  Murder  tf.  Question, 

Mr.  Eykyn;   Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 

April  28,  U69 
Johfuion,  Ur„  Case  of.  Question,  Colonel  Forde; 

Answer.  The  Eari  of  Mayo  Mar  80,  400 
Military  Prinrns,  Qaeetioo,  Mr.  D.  GrifBth ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pahinfton  Mar  38.  88 
Millar,  Tk4  C<mm€t  ( ViOona),  QoestioB,  Mr. 

Uurst;    Answer,  Mr.    Addierley  Afrii  80, 

1370 

(See  Ireland) 

Caitoms  and  Incaiiie  Tftx  Bill  ,^,..  ,^^.. 

c.  Keadl**  J/oyS  [BiU  108] 

Cuttimi  Ofie^rs,  £frU9amG$$  0/—  Bapart 
of  CommisiUm 
Queikiott,  Mr.  Qrmves ;  Aaawif,  Mr.  Sdater- 
Booth  April  38, 1405 

DiiaLXBH,  Mr.  S.,  Ohugaw 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Ree.  1, 1700 

yOL.  CZCL   [nzu  bbobi.] 


D1W8ON,  Mr.  E.  Feel,  Limdondtrry  Co. 

Estahlished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  005 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  317 
Repreeeotation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  3R. 
1933 

Dx  Grit  akd  Ripoir,  Earl 

Marine  MuUny,  3R.  087 

Parliament— Bnstnesi  of  iho  Boms,  Rtport» 

507 

Dehbigb,  Earl  of 
Crete— Insorreotion  in.  Motion  for  an  AddnM^ 

813 

DsiOBov,  Eight  Hon.  J.  E.,  «^#  SpejlxHi 
The 

DxiniLur,Hon.  O.,  TivirUm 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  (^omm. 

c/.  3, 1037:  cl.  4, 1001 
Estahlished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

1400 
Mincf  Assessment,  3R.  1808 

DxHT,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Senrhorouyk 

Snpp^— Volunteer  Corpe,  373 
Tanered's  Charity,  3R.  331 

DntBT,  Earl  of 
Compulsory  Church  Rutes  Aholition,  3R.  1134 
Estahlished  Church  (Ireland)— The  Reeoln- 
tions,  1303, 1435, 1434, 1487, 1440 

DiToir,  Earl  of  (Chief  CommiMioner  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board) 
Poor  Relief,  3R.  138 ;  Comm.  457 
Scotland  —  Poor  Assessment,  Motion  fof  Sf 
turns,  833 

DiLLwnr,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swamia 
Established  Church (Ireiaod).  Comm.  1857 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  377 
Royal  Palaces,  1008 


DixiDALi,  Mr.  E.,  Hertford 
India  —  ReUrmnent  of  Field  ClBcen  of  the 
Indian  Army,  830 

DisRAQJ,  Eight  Hon.  B.  (First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury)  BuekinyhamMre 
Ahyssinian  Expedition,  1337 
Boundary  Commission,  140 
British  Museum,  308 
Charitable  Institutions,  Taiation  of,  1008 
CirU  Senrice  Estimatee,  830 
Compound  Householder,  The,  1785 
Edioburffa,  Duke  of.  Address  to  U«r  M%}e8i/, 

1334 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  PracUeee  at 

Elections,  Comm.  Motion  for  Adjoommeat, 

831,  703 
Established  Church  (IreUnd)— The  ResolBtioiis, 

88,35 
Established  Church  (Irsland),  CJomm.  003, 707. 

803,  030,  081,  1418,  1430,  1403:   Res.  I, 

1007, 1070 :  Res.  8, 1001, 1030, 1030»  1040, 

1041, 1040 

8  T  [<*••• 


DIS 


EAS 


DiSBiiu,  Right  Hon.  B.— tfont. 

Member  for  Thetford— Titles  of  Dignity,  833 
Ministerial  Statement.  836,  1604.  1711, 1743, 

1745,  1746,  1793, 1704,  1814, 1810 
Parliament— Arrangement  of  Business,  264  ; 

^Easter  Recess,  836 
Registration  of  Electors,  1468 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  630, 

1885,  3005 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  1583 
Supply— Proceedings  in— Resolution,  1083 

IMvoroe  and  Katrimonial  CaTues  Court 
BiU 

(Mr,  C.  Foriter,  Mr.  HeacUam,  Mr,  Kartldke) 

c,  MoTed, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  So  "  {Mr, 
C.  FcriUr)  May  6, 1873  ;  after  short  debate, 
BiU  read  3«  [BUI  50] 

Dixon,  Mr.  G.,  Birmingham 
Seientiflo  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
165 

Documentary  Eridence  Bill 

(Sir  James  Fergunon^  Mr.  Secretary  0,  Hardy) 
€,  Onlered  ;  read  l""*  April  37  [BiU  07] 

Read  3«  •  April  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  7 

Read3»*  AfoyS 

DoDSOir,  Mr.  J.  0.  (Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  ond  Means),  8%uteXyE, 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1400; 

Res.  1008. 1013, 1034, 1035, 1031 
Private  Bill  Legislation — Standing  Order  No. 

131  Repeal.  130 
Supply — British  Embassy  Ilouses,  084 
Royal  Palaces,  1007, 1000,  1013 

DxTKKS,  Major- Gen.  F.  P.,  Quern* »  Co. 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  71 
Ireland — Duty  on  Spirit  Licences,  38 

Dyke,  Mr.  W.  Hart,  Kent,  W. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1354 

E€ut  India  Cinil  Service 

MoTed,  "  That  this  Uouse,  whilst  cordially  ap- 
proving of  the  system  of  open  competition 
for  appointments  in  the  East  India  Civil 
Service,  is  of  opinion  that  the  people  of  India 
have  not  a  fair  chance  of  compsting  for  these 
appointments  as  long  as  the  examinations 
are  held  nowhere  but  in  London  ;  this  House 
would  therefore  deem  it  desirable  that,  simul- 
taneously with  the  examination  in  London, 
the  same  examination  should  be  held  in  Cal- 
cutta, Bombay  and  Madras  "  ( Jfr.  Fawcett) 
May  5,  1838 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  open  competition," 
and  add  "as  regards  the  appointment  of 
untried  young  men  to  the  East  India  Civil 
Service,  is  of  opinion  that  natives  of  India 
who  havo  proved  in  the  Uncovenanted  Ser- 
tIco  or  otherwise  their  superior  fitness  for 
situations  at  present  held  exclusively  by 
Members  in  the  Corenanted  Service  should 

[tont. 


(INDEX)  EAS  EDI 

191. 

Edit  hidia  Civil  Serviee^-coni, 

be  appointed  to  them  without  undergoing 
a  competing  examination  "  {Mr,  TVevelyan) ; 
Question,  ^  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;*'  aftor 
short  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn 


Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes  (Scot- 
land) BiU 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Oaihome 

Eardy,  Sir  Oraham  Mentgomery) 
c.  Read  S"  •  April  30  [BiU  58] 

Ecclesiastieal  Commissionere — Benefice  0/ 

EilpeCt  Hereford 
Question,    Colonel   Barttelot ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Mowbray  April  2,  701 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in 

Council  Bill  [ni* ]  (The  Lord  Chancellor) 
c.  Read  3«,  after  short  debate  Mar  36,  337 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair "  {Mr, 
Gaihome  Hardy)  April  33,  1 194 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That"  and  add 
'*  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  ( Jfr. 
Bentiftck) ;  Question, "  That  the  words,  ^ .  ;*' 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Committee;  Report Jpn7 33 

Read  3«  •  April  34  [Bill  69} 

Royal  Assent  May  39  [31  Vici,  c.  10] 

Ecclesiaeiieal  Tiilee  in  Oreai  Britain  and 

Ireland 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Operation  of  any  Ijiw  or 
Laws  as  to  the  Assumption  of  Rcclesiastical 
Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland;  and 
whether  any  and  what  Alteration  should  be 
made  therein'*  (Earl  Stanhope)  Mar  36, 
339 :  after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

List  of  the  Committee,  355 

Edinburgh,    Hie    Royal    Bxghnese    the 

Duke  of 

Resolved,  after  short  debate, "  That  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
convey  to  Uer  Majesty  the  expression  of  the 
sorrow  and  indignation  with  which  this  House 
has  learned  the  atrocious  Attempt  to  assassi- 
nate His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgli  while  on  a  Visit  to  Iler  Majesty's  loyal 
Australian  Colonies,  and  of  their  heartfelt 
Congratulations  to  Her  Majesty  on  his  Pre- 
servation from  mortal  Injury  ;  and  to  assure 
Her  Majesty  of  tHe  Sympathy  of  this  House 
in  Her  Majesty's  present  Anxiety,  and  of  their 
earnest  Hope  for  the  speedy  Recovery  of  His 
Royal  Highness"  ( The  Earl  of  Malmeebury) 
April  37,  1304 

The  Queen's  Answer  reported  May  1, 1683 

Resolved,  after  short  debate,  **  That  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Iler  Majesty,  Ac." 
(Mr,  Duraeli)  AprU  37, 1334 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  reported  May  4, 1694 
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British  Muieum — South  Ktntington  MuseuM, 
ObserYniions,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Berosford 
Hopo  :  Reply,  Mr.  DUmcli  Mar  37.  388 

Endowed  Orammar  Schoott»  Question,  I^rU 
Tnunton  ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Marlborough 
J/ayA,  1782 

Paris'  Universal  Exhibition,  1807— Paym^n/^, 
Question.  Mr.  Unyloj  Potter ;  Antwtr,  Lord 
Robert  MonUgu  Mar  37, 356 

Scient!^  Instruction,  Moved,  '*  That  a  Select 
Committee  be  nppointed  to  inquire  into  the 
provisions  for  giving  instruction  in  theore- 
ticAl  and  applied  Science  to  the  Industrial 
Classes"  {Mr.  Samuetson)  Mar  24,  160; 
after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  List  of  the 
Committee.  186 

Seotiand-^Education  Bill,  Question.  Admiral 
Erskine ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Jfay  8, 
20<)l 

Technical  Edueaiion^The  Whitworth  Scholar- 
ships.  Question,  Mr.  Bruce ;  Answer,  Lord 
Robert  Montagu  Xjirt/ 2, 600  ;  Observations, 
Earl  Granville  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough April  3,  820 
(See  Army — Military  Education) 

Education  Bill  [h.l.]    ( The  Lord  President) 
I.  Presented  ;  after  debate,  read  1*  Mar  34,  103 
Moved.  "  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2^**  {The 

Lord  President)  April  27, 1305 
Amondt.  to  leave  out  (**  now,")  and  insert  ("  this 
Day  Three  Months  ")  ( The  Earl  of  Airlie)  ; 
after   debate,    Amendt.    withdrawn  ;     Bill 
read  2«  (No.  53) 

Edwaebs,  Sir  H.,  Beverley 
Ministerial  Statement,  1810 

iyectments  Stupension  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Mr,  Kennedy,  Mr.  Serjeant  Armstrong) 
r.  Order«d  :  read*  P  •  April  20         [BIU  100] 

Elcho,  I/ordy  Haddingtonshire 
Army  Estinifttes-^Land  Forces,  67.  07 
Arniy—Fortiflcations.  Res  2042,  2040 
Established  Church  (IrcUnd),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

1043,  1040 
Mutiny,  Consid.  Amendt.  557 
Supply—Volunteer  Corps,  273,  281 ,  282 
Works,  BuUdingt.  Ac.  287 

Eleetion  Petitions  and  Corrapt  Practices 
at  Elections  Bill 

{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  ExcheqHcr,  Mr,  Secretary 

Gathomc  Hardy,  Sir  Sta/ord  Nerthe^te) 

c.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  Jf<ir  36, 
206 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '*  That."  and  add 
"this  lIouse»  while  earnestly  desiring  to 
provide  the  best  tribunal  for  the  trial  of 
Controverted  Elections,  to  reduce  the  cost 
of  sueh  trials,  and  to  ensure  the  detection 
and  punishment  of  bribery  and  corruption,  is 
not  pi-epared  to  ascent  to  any  measure  which 
aims  at  the  dcstmction  of  its  ancient  right 
and  privilege  to  hold  in  its  own  bands  the 
power  of  df  tomuning  who  art  ita  Members, 

[oml. 


Election  Petitions   and   Corrupt   PraeUcee  at 
Elections  Bill^~€oni. 

a  right  which  the  House  has  asserted  and 
exercised  to  its  great  advantage  for  several 
hundred  years,  and  upon  the  possession  of 
which  the  dignity  and  independence  of  this 
House  and  the  constitutional  freedom  of  the 
electors  greatly  depend"  {Mr.  Alexander 
Mitchell)  ;  after  long  debate,  Qocstioo, 
**  That  the  words,  Ac."  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Committee— B.r.,  321 

Question.  Ur.  J.  Stuart  Mill ;  Antwer,  Mr. 
DUraeli  April  2,  702 

Election  Petitions  and  Crormpt  Practices 
at  Elections  [Salaries,  ftc.]  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  Mar  27 
Report  Mar  30 

Electric  Telegra]^s  BiU 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Stephen 

Cave,  Mr.  ScUtter.Booth) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exehe* 
gucr)  Apnl  1,  678 
After  debate.  Bill  ordered  .  read  1«  [Bill  82] 
Question,  Mr.  Ayrton  ;    Answer,   The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  April  2,  706 

Ellkkbobouoh,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouao,  Report,  565 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  457,  464 

Ekfisld,  Yiscoont,  Middlesex 
Sanitaij  Improvements,  Rates  for,  258 

Entail  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  James  Feryusson,  Mr, 

Secretary  O'lthome  Hardy) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  April  3  [BUI  86] 

Ekskihk,  Vico-Adiainil  J.  E.,  Stirlingshire 
Mauritius—The  80th Regiment,  1461 
ScotUnd — Education,  2001 

EsxoxDB,  Mr.  J.,  Waterford  Co. 
Petit  Juries  (Ireland),  263 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
1058 

Estahltshid  Chwreh  {Ireland) 

COMMOlft— 

Notice    of    Resolutions,    Obser?atloni,    Mr. 

Gladstone ;  Reply.  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  23,  33 
Notice  of  Amendment  {Lord  Stanley)  Mar  27« 

3^ 

Acts  read  :— 

Moved,  -  That  this  Honse  will  immediately  n- 
solve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  tbo 
said  Acts  "  {Mr.  Gladstone)  Mar  30.  469 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  House."  and  add 
**  while  admitting  that  considerable  modifi- 
cations in  the  'I  emporalities  of  the  United 
Church  in  Ireland  may,  after  the  pendinf 
inquiry,  appear  to  be  expedient,  is  of  opinion 
that  any  propotitton  iendiof  to  the  disesub- 
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EtUAHihed  Church  (ii-«2aiM2)— «ont. 

lishment  or  disendowment  of  that  Chvroh 
ought  to  be  roMrred  for  the  deeision  of  a 
new  Parltament"  (Lord  SUuUe^)  Mar  80, 
AW ;   Qaeetion,  «*  That  the   wordi,  dro.  ;" 
after  long  debate.  Debate  adjoamed 
Debate  reaamed  Mar  31,  575  ;  after  long  de- 
bate, Debate  fortber  adjourned  till  Thnnday 
Th4  Approaehing  DivtHm,  Qaestionf,  Mr. 
Torke,  Viiooant  Cranbome ;  Aniwen,  I/>rd 
Stanley,  Mr.  Speaker  April  2,  706 
Maynooth  Orant,  Qoettion,  Mr.  Whalley ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  ^pnV  2, 708 ;  Obeenra- 
tions,  Mr.  Whalley  April  9,  836 
Debate  reaamed  April  2,  790 ;  alter  long  de- 
bate. Debate  further  a4]oamed 
JUgium  Jhnum^  Question,  Mr.  Yanee ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  April  3,  835 
Debate  resumed  April  3,  837  ;  after  long  de- 
bate, Question  put ;  A.  330,  N.  270  ;  M.  60 
DiTislon  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  041 
Main  Question  put ;  A.  328,  N.  272 ;  M.  56 

Aots  considered  in  Committee 

Question  proposed,  ••  That  it  is  neoessary  that 
the  EsUbhshed  Churoh  of  Ireland  should 
oease  to  exist  as  an  Establishment,  due  re- 
gard beinff  had  to  all  personal  interests  and 
to  all  indifidual  rights  of  property"  {2£r. 
Oladttone) 

Committee— n.p. 

Aots  oonsidered  in  Committee  April  27»  1838 

Question  again  proposed 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  first  word  "  That," 
and  add  *'so  lonff  as  the  Union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  continues  to  exist, 
it  is  just  and  consistent  that  the  principle  of 
the  Established  Churoh  should  be  maintained 
in  Ireland,  and  its  endowment  on  a  scale 
suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  population  " 
(Sir  Frederick  HeygaU) ;  Question,  **  That 
the  words,  Ac.;"  uter  long  debate,  Com- 
mittee—b.p. 

Question,  Mr.  Tomer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
AprU  28,  1462 

Acts  oonsidered  in  ComiAttee  April  28,  1466 
Question  again  proposed ;  after  long  debate, 

Committee— B.P. 
Acts  oonsidered  in  Committee  AprU  30,  1588 
Question  again  proposed ;  after  long  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn;    main  Question  put; 
Comm.  divided :  A.  330,  N.  265,  M.  65 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1675;  Com- 
mittee—b.p. 
Moved,  "  That  the  House,  at  rising,  do  adjourn 
till  Monday  next"  {Mr.  Disraeli),  1670; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Mimiterial  StaUment^^Defeal  of  the  Govern- 
ment  on  the  Irish  Chureh  Resolutions,  Ob- 
servations, Mr.  Disraeli  Map  4, 1604  ;  debate 
thereon 

Moved,  <'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr,  ConoUy);  after  long  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 

Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
May  5, 1787 

Moved,  «  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr.  Oladsitone);  after  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Meeting  ai  St,  James*i  Eall,  Question,  Mr. 
Venisr  Jfa^  7, 1886 

[eoni. 


Established  Chureh  (Irekaidy^wai. 

Acts  oonsidered  in  Committee  May  7, 1886 

(2.)  Moved,  That,  subject  to  the  foregoing  con- 
riderations,  it  is  expedient  to  prevent  the 
creation  of  new  personal  interests  by  the  ex- 
ercise of  any  public  patronage,  and  to  confine 
the  operations  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners of  Ireland  to  objects  of  immediate 
necessity,  or  suoh  as  involve  IndiTidoal  rights, 
pending  the  final  decision  of  Parliament" 
(Mr,  Gladstone) ;  after  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to 

(3.)  Moved,  "  That  an  humble  AddreM  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  humbly  to  pray  that, 
with  a  Tiew  to  preventing,  by  legislation 
during  the  present  Seuion,  the  creation  of 
new  personal  interests  through  the  exercise 
of  any  public  patronage.  Her  Mi^jesty  would 
be  graciously  pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal 
of  Parliament,  Her  interest  in  the  temporali- 
ties of  the  Archbishoprics,  Bishoprics,  and 
other  Ecclesiastical  Dignities  and  Benefices 
in  Ireland,  and  in  the  onstody  thereof"  (Mr. 
Gladstone)^  1808  ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  when  the  Anglican  Churoh  in 
Ireland  is  disestablished  and  disendowed,  it  is 
right  and  neoessary  that  the  Grant  to  May- 
nooth  and  the  Regium  Donum  be  discon- 
tinued ;  and  that  no  part  of  the  secularised 
fimds  of  the  Anglican  Church,  or  any  State 
funds  whatever,  be  applied  in  any  way,  or 
under  any  form,  to  the  endowment  or  fur- 
therance of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in 
Ireland,  or  to  the  establishment  or  main- 
tenance of  Roman  Catholic  denominational 
schools  or  colleges  "  (Mr,  Siftdair  Aytoun), 
1002 

After  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  the 
first  word  "  That,"  and  add  "  when  le^sla- 
tive  efBect  shall  have  been  given  to  the  First 
Resolution  of  this  Committee  respecting  the 
Established  Churoh  of  Ireland,  it  is  right 
and  necessary  that  the  Grant  to  Maynooth 
and  the  Regium  Donum  be  discontinued" 
(Mr,  Whithread),  1923 :  after  short  debate. 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  dtc ;"  Coram, 
divided ;  A.  85,  N.  108 ;  M.  113 

Question,  "That  the  words  *when  legislatirt 
effect,'  Ao, ; "  be  added  May  7, 1025 

Amendt.  proposed  to  said  proposed  Amendt. 
by  adding  the  words  "  due  regard  being 
had  to  all  personal  interests"  (JIfr.  Gladstone), 
1026 ;  after  short  debate,  Question,  "  That 
those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed 
to 

Amendt.  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendt. 
as  amended,  by  adding  the  woitis,  "  And  that 
no  part  of  the  Endowments  of  the  Anglican 
Churoh  be  applied  to  the  Endowment  of  the 
institutions  of  other  religious  communions  " 
(Mr,  Greene),  1031 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  added,  Ao, ; " 
after  short  debate,  MoTcd  to  report  Progress 
(Mr,  Whalley);  Motion  withdrawn;  Ques- 
Uon  put,  A.  07,  N.  132  ;  M.  35 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  '  when  legislative 
efiect,'  &o. ; "  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Chairman  report  the  Re- 
solutions to  the  House"  (Mr,  Gladstone), 
1041 ;  after  short  debate,  Resolutions  re- 
ported a&d  agreed  to 
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BttMiMUd  Church  (IreUmi) 

Renolved,  "Tbmt  an  humble  Addretf  b#  pre- 
fented  to  Her  Majesty,  hnmbly  to  praj  that, 
with  a  Tiow  to  prerentlng,  bj  legislation 
daring  the  present  Session,  the  oreation  of 
new  personal  interests  throogh  theezereise  of 
anj  publio  patronage.  Her  Migest/  would  be 
gracioosly  pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal  of 
Parliament,  Her  interest  in  the  temporalities 
of  the  Arohbishopries,  Bishopries,  and  other 
Eoelesiastioal  Dignities  and  Benefices  in  Ire- 
land, and  in  the  costody  thereof"  {Mr, 
OladiUmt)  May  1, 1049 

Lows — 

The  Resolvtiotu,  Notice  (The  Earl tf  Derby) 
April  97,  ia03  :  Question,  The  Eari  of 
Derby ;  Answer,  Earl  Rassell  AprU  28, 1495 

MimiiUrial  Suuemeni — Defeat  of  the  Oeven^ 
meni  in  the  Cammont,  Obeenrations,  The 
Earl  of  Malmesbory  Miay  i,  1630 :  short 
debate  thereon 

£wiK6,  Mr.  H.  E.  Cbvic-  Paieley 

Bnrials  (Ireland).  2R.  1083 
Canongate  Annnity  Tax,  9R,  1091 

EXGHEQUEBy      ChANCBLLOB      of      tho,      96$ 

Chakcellob  of  the  Exchbquxb 

£xxTEB»  Marquess  of 
Marine  MoUny,  9R.  087 

ErsTN,  Mr.  B.,  Windsor 
Ireland  —  If  order  of  Mr.  Feathcrstonhaiigb, 
1409 

Fairs  (Ireland)  Bill  (The  Lord  CUmtom) 

l.  Read  9*  •  JIbr  94  (No.  47) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  90 
Read  3**  Mar  97 
Royal  Assent  Mar  30  [81  Viet.  e.  1 1] 

Fawcktt,  Mr.  H.,  Brighiam 
Abyssinian  Expedition— Eetimates,  703,  1148 
Artiiant*  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  3R.  9001 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Ret.  1913, 1 
1993  I 

India-East  India  CirU  Service,  Res.  1838,  < 
1831,  1839  ! 

Systems  of  Gorsmmeat,  499  I 

Supply— Royal  Palaces,  1000 ;  AoMiidl.  1007, ' 

1009, 1010 
Ways  and  Ifeani— rinancial  Statement,  1180 


FgBorssozr,  Sir  J.   (TTnder  Recrettry  of; 

State  for  the   Home   Department), ' 

Ayrshire 
Artisans'  and  Labomrtrt*  DweUings,   CoBun. 

el  97, 077 ;  8R.  9001 
Colliers   in  the   Wigaa   District,  Strike  cT, 

1994 
Established   Choicb  (InUad),   Com.    Rea. ! 

1010. 1934  I 

Monieipai   Ccrpontiou  (Metropolii)^  Ueft, 

1803 

Sanitary  iDpioffnM&ti,  Bales  fNTi  939 


Fbtebshaic,  Lord 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1091 

FnxGEBALD,  Lord  0.  A.,  Kildare  Co. 

Mutiny,  Comm.  c(.  07.  Amendt.  393 
Thames  Rirer,  Obstructions  in  the,  1377 

FcBDE,  Colonel  W.  B.,  Dounuhire 
Ireland — Case  of  Mr.  Johnston,  469 

FoEsxEB,  Mr.  C,  WaUall 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Caoics  Court,  9R. 
1673 

F0B8TEB,  Mr.  W.  £.,  Bradford 
Carriage  of  Parcels  by  Railway,  1333,  1334 
County  Financial  Boards,  9R.  1333 

FoBTBscuK,    Bight   Hon.   Chiehester  S.| 

Louth  Co. 
Industrial    Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  11, 

999 
RepreeentatioB  of  the  People  (Ireiandy,  9R. 

1049 

Fbskch,  Bt.  Hon.  Ck>loncl  F.,  Eooeomwton 
Co. 

Grand  Jnnr  Cess  (Ireland),  9R.  913 
IreUnd— RiTcr  Shannon,  337 ;— Stake  Nets  on 

the,  407 
Parilament — Conference  Room,  1148 
Peerage  (Ireland),  9R.  Amendt.  1303 
Post  Offloe— Case  of  A.  J.  DulQr*  Motion  Ibr  a 

Committee,  1998 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  9R. 

1931 
Sunday  Trading,  9R.  1083 
Sup^y— British  Embassy  Houses,  993,  993 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  1001 
Royal  Palaces,  1013 
Supply^Proceedinp  in^Reeoluticn,  1039 

Fbesrhbld,  Mr.  C.  K.,  Dor^r 
Sunday  Trading,  9R.  1084, 1083 

Friendly  Sodetiee  BiU  [nt.] 

{TKe  Earl  of  LickJUld) 

L  After  short  debate.  9R.  deferred  May  1, 1083 
MoTcd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  rMd  9>  **  (I^ 
Earlef  Liehjidd)  May  3, 1773 ;  BUI  read  9«, 
after  short  debate  (No.  43) 

Oailwbt.  Sir  W.  P.,  Think 
County  Financial  Boards,  9R.  1330, 1094 
Supply— Enrolled  Poaskoeie,  Ac.  984 


Oalwat,  Yisoonnt,  Botford  {Ent) 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comnu  Bee 

loeo 

ParUamsnt— Budnees  of  the  House,  1081 


U 


OarUr  Singai  Armo 
Queotioo,  Mr.  Alderman  Leak ; 
Selatw-BooUi  Mar  93, 39 


Angwer.  Mr. 
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Oaselee,  Mr.  Serjeant  S.,  PorUmouth 

Army—Fortifleationt,  Res.  2034,  2038 
Artiians'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 

cl.  6.  672 
Boundary,  146 ;  2R.  Motion  for  Adjoamment, 

1014 
Ceylon — Condition  of,  Motion  for  Committee, 

082 
County    Financial  Boards,  2R.   1557,    1558, 

1559 
Election  Petitions  and  Corropt  Practioes  at. 

Elections,  Comm.  311 
Established    Church   (Ireland),  Comm.    Res. 

1907 
NaTy— Flogi^tng  on  Board  the  "  Favourite.**  35 
Supply— British  Embauy  Houses,  980,  097 
Mission  Uoose,  Teheran,  999 
Royal  PaUces,  1007, 1009, 1013 

OiBSOir,  Bight  Hon.  T.  M.,  AMon-under- 
Lyne 
Electric  Telegrapbs,  Leare,  689 
Libel,  2R.  668 
PiloUge,  Compulsory,  Res.  881,  382,  384 

GiLPiKy  Colonel  B.  T.,  Sed/ortUhire 
Army  Estimates-^Land  Foroes,  68 

OiLFiK,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

Capital  Punishment  within   Prisons,  Comm. 

Amendt.  1033 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1305 

GLAnsTovsi  Bight  Hon.  W.  £.,  Lanea* 

ihire,  8. 

Commiuions,  Permanent  Expenies  of,  Res. 
1291 

Compulsory  Cbaroh  Rates  Abolition,  40 ;  SR. 
101 

Edinburgh,  Duke  of,  Addreu  to  Her  Majesty, 
1336 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Motion  of  Re- 
solutions, 32,  35 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  856  :  Comm. 
470,  500,  709,  759.  797,  924,  1364,  1379, 
1418, 1423, 1463  :  Res.  1. 1650,  1660, 1679 : 
Res.  2, 1886  ;  Res.  3, 1898, 1901, 1914, 1916  ; 
Amendt.  1925,  1930, 1032,  1033, 1938  ;  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  1941, 1944 

Ireland — Questions,  Ae, 

Presbytery  of  Antrim,  1581 
Regium  Dooum,  The»  835 

Licences,  Res.  157 

Ministerial  SUtement,  827,  1706,  1707, 1708, 
1745;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1787, 1818, 
1819 

Parliament— Arrangement  of  Business,  263, 
264,  1679,  1680 

Representation  of  tbe  People  (Scotland),  2004 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  1582 

Supply — Proceedings  in — Resolution,  1465 

Ways  and  Means— -Financial  Statement,  1166, 
1169,  1173,  1190;  Comm.  Res.  1,  1746, 
1753, 1772 

GoLDNET,  Mr.  G.,  Chippenham 

Artisans'  and    Labourer/  Dwellings,  Comm. 

cl  6,  672, 1064 ;  add.  cl.  1066 ;  Consid.c/.4, 

Amendt.  1876 
Commissions,  Permanent   Expenses  of.  Res. 

1280, 1295 

[eoni» 


GoLDRST,  Mr.  O.— eoMf. 

Supply — Mission  House,  Teheran,  999 

Royal  Palaces,  1005, 1012 
Supply  —  Proceedings  in — Resolution,  1032, 

1466 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  2015 

GoLDSinD,  Sir  F.  H.,  Reading 

Artisans'  and  labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm; 
cl,  6.  674  :  el,  27,  676  ;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1063.  1064  ;  cM,  cl,  1065.  lOGO  ; 
Consid.  add,  cl,  1564 

Crete — Insurrection  in,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
1236 

GoLDBiaD,  Mr.  J.,  Soniton 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1809 

GoBDov,  Bight  Hon.  E.  S.,  eee  Adtocate, 
The  Lord 

G0B8T,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Cambridge  Bo. 
Capital  Punishment    within  Prisons,  Comm. 

d,  4, 1059 
Ceylon — Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

978 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1340 

GoscHEK.  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.,  Lofidon 

Army — Fortifications,  Res.  2054 

Artisans*  and  liabourers*  Dwellings,  Coram. 

Schedule,  1066 ;    Consid.  1568 ;  Schedule, 

1877 
Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of,   Res. 

1295 
Established   Church   (Ireland),   Comm.    509, 

603 
India— Bank  of  Bombay,  2059 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  199  :  el,  2, 204 ;  add,  cl,  205 ;  Consid. 

add.  d,  327 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1, 1758 

Ooyenunent  of  India  Act  Amendment 

Bill    {Sir  8.  NarihcoUy  Sir  J,  Ferguiton) 

e.  Motion    for    LeaTO  {Sir   Stafford   Northeot^) 
April  2S,  1201 
Bill  ordered ;  read  l'  [Bill  91] 

OoYomor  General  of  India  Bill 

{Sir  Stafford  NorlhcoU,  Sir  Jamet  Ftrguuon) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l'  •  Aptil  23  [Bill  92] 

Gbahah,  Mr.  W.,  Olasgoto 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  Amendt.  1085 

Grand  Jnry  Ceis  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  StacpooU,  Mr.  CorbaUy,  The  (X Conor  Don) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^  "  {Mr, 
Slacpoole)  Mar  25,  209  [Bill  14] 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  d.ay  six  months  "  ( The  Earl  of  Mayo) ; 
after  debate,  Question,  "  That '  now,'  Ac.  ;*' 
A.  57,  N.  70 ;  M.  13  i  words  added  ;  2R.put 
off  for  six  months 
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Grand  Jury  Pretentmenti  (Ireland) 
Moved,  "  That  the  Seleot  Committee  on  Grand 
Jury  Pretentmentt  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members  {Mr,  Vance)  Mar  83,  101  ;  after 
debate,  Motion  and  original  Qnettion  with- 
drawn 
MoTcd,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Grand 
Jury  Presentments  do  eonsist  of  Nineteen 
Members  "  (Mr.  Vanet)  Mar  90, 238 ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

OBAirr,  Mr.  A.,  Kiddermin$ter 
Belgium,  RioU  in,  837 

Gbanyille,  Earl 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  248 

Education,  IR.  129,  137:  2R.  1321 

Education,  Tecbnioal  *  Whitworth  Scholar- 
ships. 820 

Estnblishctl  Choreh  (Ireland)— The  Reiolntioni, 
1434.1443,  1440 

Parlinment— Busineis  of  the  House,  Rea.  002, 
094 

Orates,  Mr.  S.  R.,  Liverpool 

Artiians'  and    Labourers'   Dwellings,  Conun. 

cL  14,  075  :  cl.  27,  070  ;  el.  33,  078 
Customs  OiBeers,  Grieranoes  of,  1533 
Merchant  Shipping  Consolidation,  099 
Ministerial  Statement.  1803 
Passenger  Acts,  1574 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  380 
Postal- West  India  Mails,  1222 
Suppl/— Ilarboon  of  Refuge,  1000, 1001 

Obat.  Sir  J.,  Kilkenny  Bo. 
Established  Chureh  (Ireland),  Comm.  757 
Grand  Jurr  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  214 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  Motion  for  AdJoammeBt, 
101 
Ireland  —Imprisonment  of  Mettrt.  SolUfan  and 

Pigott,  445. 440 
RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
1900 

Obervx,  Mr.  E.,  Bury  8i.  JEdmunds 
Artisans*  and    Ijibonrert'  Dwellings,  ComiB. 

cL  0,  074  ;  Consid.  1508 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  1074 
Colliery  AccidenU,  1 104 
Established    Charch  (Ireland),    Comm.    Ret. 

Amendt.  1931.  1940 
IJcences,  Res.  159 
Metropolis  Gas,  2R.  708 
Supply^ Mission  IIausc,  Teheran,  990 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  1182 

Oreoobt,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Oalway  Co. 

British  Mnseum,  388,  403 

Capital  Vtmiahment  within  Prlsoni,  C^mm. 

1041 
Crete— Insnrreetion  in.  Motion  for  an  Addrtta, 

1230 
India— Fnrionghfl,  1570 
IreUnd— Cattle  I'bgoe.  1784 

Deaths  from  Small  Pox,  1784 
Wilson,  Rer.  Mr.»  ExpUaation,  204 


ORFnLLE-NuoENT,  Coloxiol  F.  S.,  Zong* 

ford  Co. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  881 
Parliament — Members'  Seatf   in  this  llouie, 

097 
Representation  of  tho  People   (Ireland),  2R, 

1057 

Obit,  Earl 

Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  Comm.  1220 
Compulsory  Church  Kates  Abolition,  2  R.  1182 
Crete^Insnrrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

819 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ir«* 

land,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  251 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  080. 087 
Ministerial  Sutement.  1087,  1088 
Plate,  River,  ilostiliiies  in  the,  450 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  404 
Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  1995 

Obey,  Right  Hon.  Sir  0.,  Morpeth 
Army — Fortifications,  Res.  2052 
Established    Chnreh   (Ireland),    Comm.   Res. 
1913, 1934 

Gbiffith,  Mr.  C.  Darbj,  Deviue 

Army— Military  Prisons.  38 
Bcondary  Commission,  148 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm.  c/.3, 

1055, 1057  ;  el  4,  1050,  1001  :  el.  0, 1002 
County  Financial  Boards,  2 R.  1557 
Crete^Insnrrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

1208 
Debates  in  the  Ilonse  of  Lords,  1780 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res,  3, 

1900,  1920.  1937 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  99 
Member  for  Tbetford^Titles  of  Dignity,  831 
Ministerial  Sutement,  1729,  1818 
Mutiny,  2R.  238;   Comm.   d.  32,  Amendt. 

325 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  209,  284 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1189  ; 

Comm.  Res.  2,  Amendt.  1773 

Obostexob,  Hon.  Capt.  B.  W.,  WeetminHer 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1350 

Oitbnbt,  Rt.  Hon.  Bosaell,  Southampton 
Capital  Punishment   within    Prisons,  Comm. 
c{.  3, 1057 

Hadfibld,  Mr.  O.,  Shejfleld 

Burials  (IreUnd),  2R.  1081 
Chariuble  Institution*,  Taxation  of,  1003 
Middle«>x  Registry  OOee.  1147 
Religions,  Ae.  BnUding  (Sites),  2R.  002 

Halifax,  Viaeottnt 
EsUblished  Church  (IreUnd)— The  Reaolntions, 

1451,  1453 
Parliament— Bosiness  of  the  House,  Ret.  091, 

005 
Public  OiBees,  The  New,  104 
Railways  RegnUtioB  —  The  ParoeU   CUoft, 

1423 


HAK 


HAB 


191. 


HAB 


HEN 


Samxltov,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  C.  (Vioe 
Chamberlain     of    the    HooBehold). 

Tynna  Co. 
EfUbliahed  Cbaroh  (Iralaiid)»  Comni.  Rm.  1, 

1614 
Grand  Jury  CeH  (Ireknd),  9R.  915 
Indosiriml  Schools  (IreUnd),  Gomm.  219 
Sundaj  Trading,  9R.  1086 

Haiultoit,  Lord  C.  J.,  Londonderry  (Hty 
Eitablished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  767 

Hamilton,  YiBoount,  Donegal  Co. 
Eitabliihed  Ghuroh  (Ireland),  Gomm.  886 

Hafxbt,  Mr.  T.y  PoUrlorough 

Armj^Cookinff  Apparatus,  857f  468 

Tanerwl*!  Chanty,  2R.  289 

Ways  and  Means,  Gomm.  Res.  9, 1774 

Hakhxb,  Sir  J.,  Flint,  4se. 
Prirate  BUI  LegisUtion,  858,  856 

Kahtkiawle,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Bury  8i.  £dmund$ 

Thames,  RiTer— Obstruotions  in  the,  1577 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  9021 

HiBDiveB,  Yiaoonnt 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  685 

Hasdwicr,  Earl  of 

Compulsory  Ghuroh  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1140 
EsUbltshedChnrob  (Ireland)^The  Resolutions, 
U40 


Hasdt,  Bight  Hon.  Q.  (Secretary  of  State 

for  the  Home  Department),  Oxford 

Unkernty 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  Gomm. 

el,  6,  678 ;  cU  8.  675 
Barrett.  The  Gonviot,  1570 
Boroughs  and  Difisions  of  Counties,  Leare,  106 
Boundary,  706 ;  2R.  1014, 1786 
Capital   Punishment  within    Prisons,  Gomm. 

d,  8,  1057 :  el,  4, 1059, 1060 ;  el  6,  1062 
County    Finanoial    Boards,  2R.  1548,  1558, 

1550, 1604 
Devises  Gaol,  1455 
Eoclesiastioal  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 

oil,  2R.  827 ;  Gomm.  1194, 1200 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  556,  575, 850, 1898 ;  Res. 

2  1894 
Metropolis— Deptford  Gi«ek  Out&Us,  857 
Middlesex  Registry  Office,  1147 
"  Olifer  Twist,"  Play  of,  835 
Peerage  (Ireland),  2R.  1564 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  702 
Sunday  Trading,  2  a.  1086 
Surrey  Constabulary,  Dismissal  of  an  Inspector 

of  the,  571 
Turnpike  Trusts,  834,  1462 ;  Motion  for  an 

Addreu,  2018 
Wetghta  and  Measures,  False,  Commission  on, 

467 


Habbt,  Mr.  J.,  Darimovi!A 
Established  Ghuroh  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  19 19 

Harrowbt,  Earl  of 

Education,  IR.  187;  2R.  1818 

Established  Church  (Ireland) — ^The  Resolutions, 

1458 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  1780 
Parliament — Businees  of  the  House,  Report,  570 

Habtikoton,  Kight    Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Laneoihire,  iT. 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  61 
Army — ReserYc  Forces,  1787 
Established  Ghuroh  (Ireland),  Gomm.  Res.  1, 

1504.  1514 
Mutiny,  Gonsid.  558 

Supply — Enrolled  Pensioners,  Ac.  284,  285 
Ways  and  Means,  Gomm.  Res.  1, 1765 

Hat,  Lord  W.  M.,  Tauntm 

Bank  of  Bombay,  1228 

Metcalfe,  Sir  T.  J.,  Case  of.  Motion  for  a  Com* 

mittee,  1273 
Systems  of  GoTemment  in  India,  405 

Hat,  Bear  Admiral  Sir  J.  G.  D.  (Lord  of 
the  Admiralty),  Stamford 
Army— Fortiaeations,  Res.  2028,  2083,  2085 
EsUblished  Ghuroh  (Ireland),  Gomm.  1428; 
Res.  1, 1623 

Hattbb,  Mr.  A.  D.,  WelU 
Army— Ball  Cartridges,  2002 

Hbai)t.A¥,  Right  Hon.  T.  E.,  NowcoBiU^ 
upon- Ty  no 
Boundary.  2a.  1014 
DiToree  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court,  2R. 

1874 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d,  32,  323 
NsTy— Coal  for  the,  1575 
Religioui,  die.  Buildings  (Sites),  2R.  668 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  1013 

Heathgotb,  Sir  W.,  Oxford  Univor$ity 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Gomm.  Res.  1, 
1508 

Hbklbt,  Lord,  Northampton 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1547 
Tancred*s  Charity,  2R.  233 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  2014 

Henlet,  Right  Hon.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshiro 
Artisans'  and    Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 

el.  6,  672 ;  el  27,  676 ;  Consid.  1569 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  1081 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  8R.  20O 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1651 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  319 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  716 
Libel.  2R.  670 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
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HEEBEar,  Bight  Hon.  Major  General 
Percy  £.  (Treasurer  of  the  House- 
hold), Shropihire,  8, 

Armj  EiUmatM— Land  Foroet,  84,  93 

Armj^— Fortifleatioos,  R«t.  2038 
MiliUry  Edocation,  Res.  1835 

Hbbbert,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Xerry  Co, 
BaUblithed  Church  (Ireland),  Oomm.  Res.  lOiO 

HxTGATE,  Sir  F.  W.,  Londondeny  Co. 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt. 
13i0 ;  Ret.  1, 1675 ;  Res.  9R.  1897 


HiBBERT,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Oldham 
Artiiani'  and    Labooren'  Dwellingi,  Comm. 

el  28,  Amendt.  677,  678 
BoundAry,  1786 
Capital   Punishment   within  Prisons,  Comm. 

c<.  3. 1056;  c/.  4,  1059,  1061 
Establiihed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1939  !  /nj;^ 


HuBST,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Ilor$1mm 

Victoria — Case  of  the  Convict  MiIIat.  1576 


HuTT,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.,  Gatuhead 
Railwajr  and  Joint  Stock  Companies  Accounts, 

8R.  1535 
Railways,  Revision  of,  35 


Indofure  Bill 

{Sir  J,  Ff^rputton,  Mr,  Secretary  O,  Hardy) 

e.  Read  2«  •  Mar  23  [Bill  73] 

Committee*;  Report  Jtfcir  26 

Read  3*  •  ifar  31 
/.  Read  1*»  ( The  Lord  C/infon)  S/ar  31  (No.  61) 

Read  2*  •  ^/>rt7  9 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  3 

Read  3*  *  April  23 

Rojal  Assent  ATny  20  [31  ViH.  0.  31] 


Hogg,  Colonel  J.  M.,  Sath 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellinj^s,  3R.  2061 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

1501 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Contlnusnoe, 
Comm.  200 ;  ci.  2,  202,  204 

Holland,  Mr.  £.,  Evetham 

Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  475 

Hope.  Mr.  A.  J.  Beresford,    Camhridge 
Univenity 
British  Museum,  396 

Established  Churoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  852 
Tancred*8  Charity,  2R.  224 

HoBSFALL,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Liv$rpool 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  748,  750 
Foreign  Cattle,  ImpoHation  of,  1149 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  378 

HoBsuAX,  Bight  Hon.  £.,  Stroud 

Brasil— War  in,  359 

Established  Churoh    (Ireland),  Comm.   1303, 

130;^,  1400;  Res.  1931 
Ministerial  StaUment,  829, 1807 

HoTHAic,  Lord,  York$hire^  E,R, 

Private  Bill  Legislation — Standing  Order  131 
Repeal,  145 

HocoHTOK,  Lord 
Capiul  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R«  1879 

HuBBABD,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Buchingham 
Burials  (IreUnd),  8R.  1082, 1683 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  1179 

HuonEs,  Mr.  T.,  L^mhiih 

Sunday  Trading,  2R.  1084 

Hrrr,  Bight  Hon.  0.  W.,  $00  Chakcillob 
of  the  ExcBxacsa 

VOL.  CXCI.     [TBDIO  fXlIIB.  1 


BanJI:  0/  Bombay,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Rawlin* 
son  ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northeote  JMar  24, 
147 ;  Question,  Mr.  Dyoe  Nieol :  Answer,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcoto  Mar  27.  420;  debate 
thereon  ;  Questions,  Lord  William  Ilay ;  An- 
swers, Sir  Stafford  NorthcoUi4f>rt7  2l,  1223; 
Question,  Mr.  Ayrton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Sufford 
Northoote  May  8,  2055 

Bonus  CommitUe,  The  —  Oficert  of  the  Late 
Company's  Army,  Question.  Mr.  Bruen  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northeote  Mar  26,  261 

Civilian  Jvuhei  {Bombay),  Question,  Sir  Robert 
Collier ;  'Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northeoto 
April  28.  1460 

Conira€t  Law — ReperU  of  JnHan  Law  Co»t» 
miiiioneri.  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Stafford  Northeote  Mar  24.  147 

Field  Oficen  of  the  Indian  Army,  Rrtirtmint 
of.  Question,  Mr.  Dimsdale ;  *  Answer,  Sir 
Stafford  Northoote  April  3,  830 

Furloui/hi,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory  :  Answer, 
Sir  SStafford  Northeote  April  30,  l.'>76 

Byderabad^Poliiical  Section,  Administrative 
Report,  Question,  Mr.  Stacpoole;  Answer, 
Sir  Stafford  Northeote  Aftril  23, 1148 

Jrriaation^  Postponement  of  Motion  {Mr. 
KiHnaird)Mar^\,575 

Irritfation  of  Public  Lands,  Amendt.  on  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  April  20,  To  leave  out  from 
**That,"  and  add  "in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  advance  of  £600,000  of  public 
money  on  loan  to  a  priv.ite  company  of  ad- 
Tentnrers  styling  themselves  the  Madras  Ir- 
rigation Company,  granted  on  the  15th  dnj 
of  May  1866  for  their  sole  benefit,  and  like- 
wise the  oflbr  of  a  large  loan  on  similar  terms 
annoonoed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  on  tho 
20th  day  of  February  last  as  eontemplated 
to  be  given  to  the  East  lodia  Irrigation  and 
Canal  Company,  are  acts  of  impropriety,  aro 
mischievous  in  policy,  and  should  be  diacon- 
tinoed(Jfr.5fliotfrri),046:  Question.  •*  That 
the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Madras  Jrritfatum  Cotupany,  Obserrations,  Mr. 
Stansield*ilpn7  24,  1298 

Belitfiotis  Prii'ision  for  Soldiers  in  India, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly:  Answer^  Sir  Stafford 
NorthcoU  Jfor  26, 262 
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Syitemi  of  Oovemment  in,  ObseiraiioDi,  Lord 

William   Unj,  Mr.   Smollett,  Mr.  Fawoett 

Mar  37.  i05 
TeUprapkic  Communication  tvith,  Qaettion,  Mr. 

Dyoe  Nicol ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  April  28, 

U6S 

Indian  Railway  CompanieB  Bill 

(Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 

c.  Read  3«  •  Mar  23  [Bill  55] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  24 

Read  S*"  •  Mar  26 
L  Read  !•  •  ( The  Lord  CHnion)  Mar  21  (No.  57) 

Read2**  Mar 30 

Committee*  3/ar 31  (No.  63) 

Report  *  April  2 

Read3»»  Aprils 

Royal  Assent  ifat^  29  [21  Ftef.  0.  26] 

Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)  Bill 

( Tlte  <yCowr  Don,  Mr.  Moniell,  Mr.  Leadn") 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair*'  {The 
0*ConorDon)  Mar  25,  217 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
'*  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee''  {Mr. 
Vance) ;  after  short  debate,  Question,  **  That 
the  words,  to. ;"  A.  82,  N.  46 ;  M.  86 ; 
main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Com- 
mittee—r.p.  [Bill  6] 

Committee*  ;  Report  April  1 

Considered  as  amended*  April  2 

Read  3«  *  April  8 
;.  Read  1**  {'ITu  Earl  of  KimherUy)  April  23 

Read  2*  *  May  7  (No.  69) 


Indmtrial  Schooh  {Ireland)  [  Exptnm] 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  Mar  97 
Report  Mar  30 

Infeciioui  Dutaiti 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leave  out  from  *'That,"  and  add  <'an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
iog  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
cause  such  inquiry  to  be  instituted  into  the 
spread  of  disease  by  infection  (distinguished 
from  contagion)  as  may  tend  to  cheek  legisla- 
tion and  action  in  cases  unsupported  by  the 
evidence,  which  in  times  of  excitement  saves 
a  people  from  the  commission  of  neat 
erimes  or  great  follies"  {Sir  Jervoiie  Clarke 
Jervoite),  2005  ;  Question,  '*  That  the  words, 
dM$. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 


Ihnes,  Mr.  A.  C,  Netory 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 
1611 


Xnyestment  of  Trust  Fnnds  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(^Mr.  Henry  B,  Sheridan^  Mr,  Ayrton) 
e.  Ordered  *  Mar  24 


Ireland 

Ardferi  Twter^^Kerry  Orand  Jury,  Question, 
The  O'Oonoghue;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  25, 208 

Bankruptcy  {Ireland),  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Armstrong ;  Answer,  Tho  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  April  3,  830 

Cattle  Plague,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory  ;  An- 
swer, The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  5, 1784 

Downy,  Mr.  /.,  Arre$t  of,  Question,  Mr. 
Rearden  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  April  8, 
838 

Orand  Jury  Presentmentt,  Moved,  "  That  the 
Select  Committee  on  Grand  Jury  Present- 
ments do  consist  of  Nineteen  Members  " 
{Mr.  Vanee)  Mar  23, 101  ;  after  debate.  Mo- 
tion and  original  Question  withdrawn 
Moved,  **  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Grand 
Jury  Presentments  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members  "  {Mr.  Vance)  Mar  25,  238 ;  after 
short  debale.  Motion  withdrawn 

Babeat  Corpus  Act  —  ReUaae  of  Priioners, 
Question,  Mr.  Bagwell ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Mayo  May  5,  1784 

Land  Qticstion,  Question,  Mr.  Pim;  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Mayo  April  2S,  1450 

Local  Oovemment  Acts,  Question,  Mr.  Pim; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  26,  256 ; 
April  28,  1457 

Preibylery  of  Antrim,  Questions,  Sir  Charles 
Lanyon,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  April  30, 1581 

Prisoners  Convicted  of  Seditious  Libel — Treat- 
ment of  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Pigott,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Stock;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
Mar  26,  259 ;  Question,  Mr.  Maguire ;  An- 
swer, The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  27,  436  ;  de- 
bate thereon 

Railway  Commission,  Report  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Monscll ;  A  oswer.  The  Earl  of  Mayo  April  28, 
1463 

River  Shannon^Fish  Passes,  Question,  Colo- 
nel French;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
Mar  27,  357'-Stahe  Nets,  Question,  Colonel 
French  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  30, 
467 

Searching  Suspicious  Persons,  Question,  Mr. 
Blake ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  30, 
468 

Small'pox,  Deaths  from — The  VaccineUion  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Mayo  May  5, 1784 

Spirit  Licences,  Duty  on,  Question,  General 
Dunne  ;  Answer,  Air.  Solater-Booth  Mar  23, 
38 

State  of  Irelandf  The  Debate  on^Wilson,  The 
Rev.  Mr.,  Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  Gregory 
Mar  26,  264 

See  Established  Church  {Ireland)^ StaU  of 
/re^arKJ— 'Resolution  {Mr.  Maguire) 

Jebvoise,  8ir  J.  Clarke,  Sampshire,  S. 
Artisans'  and   Labourers'  Dwellings,    Comm. 

el  6,  673 
Cholera  in  the  Mediterranean,  703 
Infectious  Diseases,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

2005 
Vaccination — Small-poz  at  Woolwich,  701 
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Judgment  Debtors  Bill  [b.l.] 

(Tlie  Lard  Chancellor) 
I,  Read  2*  •  ifor  23  (Noi.  82-76) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  24 
Bill  re-committed 

Jnron'  AfiOrmationB  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Craufurd,  Mr.  Dunlop) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Afay  8  [BUI  UO] 

Kabslake,  Sir  J.  B.,«^«  Attorney  General, 
The 

Kab8LA£k,  Mr.  E.  K.,  Colche^ier 
Established  Churoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  1374 
Supplj — British  Embassy  Houses,  985 

XsNDALL,  Mr.  N.,  Cornwall^  E, 

County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1346 
EsUblished  Churoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  Ret.  1928 
Grand  Jury  Cess,  2R.  213 
Mines  Assessment,  2U.  1868 
Ministerial  Statement,  1741 

KE5NEDT,  Mr.  T.,  Lmth  Co. 
Crete,  Insurrection  in,  703 

EniBERLKT,  Earl  of 
Crete,  Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

814 
Education,  2R.  1310 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilonse,  Res.  695 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  463 

KiNGLAKE,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Bridgwater 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  297 

KixosTox,  Earl  of 
Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  2001 

KiNVAiRD,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Perth 
Artisans*  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,   Consid. 

1567 
India — Questions,  Ac. 

Bank  of  Bombay,  430,  2060 
Contract  Law,  147 
Irrifation,  575 

Madras  Irrigation  Company,  1302 
Irrigation  of  Public  Lands.  India,  Res.  967 
Registration  of  WriU  (Scotland),  2R.  100 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
99 

K^ATCHBUix-HuGGSsfiN,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Sand- 
wich 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  2013 


K90X,  Hon.  Colonel  W.  Stuart,  Dungawnon 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  97 
Established  Churoh  (Ireland),  Conua.  469, 627, 

763, 1948 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina* 

Uon  of  Comm.  Amendt.  101 
Ministerial  Statement,  1807 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland).  Conm. 

100 


Laboucbebr,  Mr.  H.,  MtddUux 

Artisans'  and    Labourers'  Dwellings,    Comm. 

d.  6,  674  :  Consid.  1568 ;  3R.  2061 
Licences,  Res.  152 
London  (Joal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  197  :  cL  2,  Amendt.  201.  202,  206 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  998,  909 
Royal  Palaces,  1005, 1007  ;  Amendt.  1008 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  702 
Supply—British  Embauy  llouses,  984,  988, 

995 


Laiko,  Mr.  S.,  Wiet,  Sfc, 
Established   Church   (Ireland),   Comm.  541 ; 

Res.  1901 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1, 1766 


Lamoht,  Mr.  J.,  BuUMre 

Established  •  Churoh   (Ireland).   Comm.    Res. 

1905 ;  Amendt.  1025 
Scotland— Trawling  for  Ilerrings,  1882 

Land  Writs  Begittration  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  AdvocaU,  Mr,  Secretary  O,  Hardy. 

Mr.  Walpele) 

c.  Road  2«  •  Ifor  23  [Bill  56] 

Question,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  April  3,  830 

Land  Writs  RegittnUian  {Seotland)  [Sa* 

laries,  JteJj 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  Mar  27 
Report  ifor  30 

Laxto!c,  Sir  C,  Belfast 

Established  Charoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  883 
Ireland— Presbytery  of  Antrim,  1581 


Lawrence,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  London 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwelliup,  CwMid. 

Schedule,  1877 
Capital  Punishment   within    Prisons,  Comm. 

d,  4,  Amendt.  1061 :  el,  6, 1062 
Post  Ilorse  and  Carriage  Licences  Doties,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  187,  195 


Lawsox,  Bight  Hon.  J.  A.,  PortarlingtoH 
Established  Churoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  551 


Latard,  Mr.  A.  II.,  Southwark 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  1337 
Crete— Condition  of,  1149 

Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address,  12M 
Royal  Academy,  The,  1580 


Lrathax,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Huddsrifield 
BsUblished  Churoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  507 


I 


Lkaibah,  Mr.  W.  H.,   Wakefield 
Mines  Aiscstment,  2R.  1871 
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Leehav,  Mr.  Q.,  York  Viiy 

Arttians'  And  Laboarert'  Dw^llingf,  Oomm. 

d.  6,  672  :  d.  8,  675 
Capital  Panishment    within    Prifonti  Conun. 

1041 
Eooleiiattioal  Gommiasioners  Orders  in  Connoili 

1200 
Prifate  Bill  Legidation— Standing  Order  131 

Repeal,  Ul 

Lbfetre,  Mr.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Heading 
Married  Wotaen's  Proper!/,  Lea^e,  1015 
Tancred'e  Charitj,  2R.  Amendt.  229,  231 

Lefsot,  Mr.  A.,  Dublin  University 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  1071 
Established  Church  (Ireland),   Comm.    754 ; 
Res.  3, 1890 

Legitimacy  Declaration  (Ireland)  Bill 

[H.L.]    {The  Marqueti  0/  Clanricarde) 

/.  Read  2*  •  Mar  26  (No.  27) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  27 

Read  3'  *  Mar  30 
c.  Read  !•  •  April  3  [Bill  87] 

Read  2«  •  April  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  22 

Considered  as  amended  *  April  23 

Read  3*  •  April  24 

Royal  Assent  May  20  [31  VicL  0.  20] 

Leknox,  Lord  H.  0.   C.   G.    (Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty),  Chichester 

Marine  Mutiny,  Comro.  550  :  Consid.  574 
NaTj— Coal  for  the,  1575 

School  and  Training  Ships,  1786 
NaT/  Estimates,  148 

Lewis,  Mr.  Harvey,  Uarylehone 

Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 
cU  6,  072,  C73 ;  add,  el,  1064 ;  Schedule, 
1067  ;  Consid.  1565,  1566, 1569;  Schedule, 
1877 ;  3R.  2062 

Lihel  Bill  (Sir  Cohnan  O^Loglden,  Mr.  Baiwi) 
e.  Moved,  "That  the  BiU  he  now  read  2«"  (Sir 
Colman  O^Loghlen)  April  1,  664  ;  after  de- 
bate. Bill  read  2'' 

lAcences 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  desirable  that  all  Licences  injuriouslj  af* 
fecting  the  Industry  and  Commerce  of  the 
Country  should  be  abolished  "  (Mr,  Marih) 
Mar  24,  148;  after  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Licences  Duties,  Post  Horse  and  CatYiage, 
and  Hackney  Carriage  Duties 
Moved,  '*  That  this  House  will  immediately  re- 
solve itself  Into  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
Acts  relating  thereto  "  (Mr,  Alderman  Lauh 
rence)  Mar  24, 187  ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

Lichfield,  Earl  of 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  1685, 1775 
Riots  in  Lancashire,  1221 


Lidbell,  Hon.  H.  0.,  Ifbrth$tmherkmd,  S* 

Infections  Diseases,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

2008 
Ministerial  SUtoment,  1816 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  1186 

LixcoLV,  Bishop  of 

Education,  2E.  1320 

LiKDSAT,  Hon.  Colonel  C.  H,,  AUnyian 
Supply — Volunteer  Corps,  270 

Llotd,  Sir  T.  D.,  Cardiganshire 
Army — Commissions,  358 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  885 

Local  OoYemment  Supplemental  (1868) 

Bill       (Mr,  Secretary  Oathorne  Hardy, 
Sir  James  Fergusscn) 

c.  Ordered  ;  rMid  !«•  Mar  26  [BiU  77] 

Read  2«  •  Mar  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  2 

Read  3«  *  April  3 
l  Read  1*  •  ( The  Lord  CHnUm)  April  28 

Read  2*  •  April  28  ( No.  70) 

Committee*:  Report ^pn7 30 

Read  3*  *  May  8 

Royal  Assent  May  20  [31  Ftd.  c.  10] 

Local  Officers  Superannuation  (Ireland) 

Bill    (Sir  Caman  (TLoghlen,  Mr.  Pirn,  Sir 
John  Oray) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  *  Mar  30  [Bill  17] 

LooKR,  Mr.  J.,  Southwark 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellinffs,   Comm. 

cl,  27,  677 ;  c^.  28,  678 ;  Consid.  Schedule, 

1877 
Ireland — Imprisonment  of  Messrs.  Sullivan  and 

Pigott,  449 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  W.  2,  202,  203 
Metropolis — Park  Lane,  1882 
Post  Office— Southern  District,  358 

LoNDOx,  Bishop  of 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1118 
Education,  IR.  137 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continu- 
ance BiU 

( Mr.  Dodion,  Lard  John  Manners^  Mr,  Hunt) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 

Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  {Lord 

John  Manners)  Mar  24,  106 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add 

"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 

resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee"  {Mr, 

Candtish) 
After  short  debate,  Question,  "  That  the  words, 

Ac.;"  A.  147,  N.  33;  M.  114 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Committee ;  Report  Mar  24 
Consideration  Mar  26,  326 
Read  3«  •  Mar  27 
/.  Read  !••  (The  Lord  Privy  Ssal)  Mar  80 
Read  2*  *ifar  31    •  (Xo.  50) 

Committee* ;  Report ^pn7  2 
Read  3*  •  April  3 
Royal  Assent  May  20  [31  Vict.  c.  17] 
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LoNOFOBD,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War) 
MartDO  Motioj,  SR.  083,  688 

Lowe,  Right  Hon.  B,.,  Calne 

EsUblished  Church  (Irelimd).  Comm.  728,  920 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1719, 1812 

LowTHER,  Mr.  J.,  York  City 

Capital  Punishment  witliin  Prisons,    Comm. 
cL  4,  Amendt.  1059,  1000 

Lu9K,  Mr.  Alderman  A.,  Fimhurg 
Armj  Bstimates—Land  Forees,  70 ;   Motion 

for  Adjournment,  98 
Arm  J — Fortifications,  Res.  2031 
Military  Education,  lUs.  1884 
Capital  Punishment   within  Priaons,  Comm. 

cl,  3,  1056  ;  cL  4,  1060,  1061  ;  eL  6, 1062 
Ceylon— Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

975,  978 
Garter  King  at  Arms,  39 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  370 
Post  Uorte  and  Carriage  Licences  Duties,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  105 
Sapplj— British  Embassy  Houses,  987,  991 ; 
Amendt.  995 
Harbours  of  Rcfugo,  1000, 1001 
Lighthouses  Abroad,  1003 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  997 
Royal  Palaces,  1004 
Volunteer  Corps.  272 

Works,  Buildings,  ko.  290,  291  ;   Amendt. 
295 

Ltvedek,  Lord 
Compulsory  Churcb  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

1571 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  247,  248 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report  of 
Select  Committee,  566 
Notice  of  Questions,  689,  699 
Publio  Petitions,  Motion  for  a  Seleoi  Com- 
mittee, 689 
Plate,  RiTcr,  Hostilities  in  the,  452 
Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  1682,  1063 

Hacktkkox,  Captain  L.  B.,  Ry$ 

Nary— Retired  OflBcers,  1693 

McLakex,  Mr.  D.,  Edinburgh 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  Consld. 

1569 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  2R.  1087,  1096,1104, 

1106 
Capital   Punishment  within  Prisons,   Comm. 

c/.3,  1056:  c/.  4, 1059,  1061 
Ceylon— Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

981 
India— East  India  Ciril  Serrice,  Res.  1843 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  990 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  1188 

HiouiEK,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Cork  City 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Irelaad),  2R.  216 
Ireland— Imprisonment  of  Metsri.  SoUifan  and 
Pigott,  439,  442,  443* 


^liXMESBUBT,  Earl  of  (Lord  FHtj  Seal) 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1145  : 
Comm.  1571,  1574 

Crete — Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 
805.816 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  254 

Edinburgh,  Duke  of,  Addreu  to  Her  Migesty, 
1304 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland)— The  Rotolations, 
1449 

Friendly  Societies,  2R.  1781 

Ministerial  SUtement,  1686 

Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House,  Reportf 
560  ;  Res.  690.  693,  694,  696 
Proxies,  570 

Publio  Petitions,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com* 
mittee,  689 

Plate,  Rifer,  Hostilities  in  the,  455 

Publio  OfBces,  The  New,  103, 104, 1684 

Riots  in  Lancashire,  1221 

Viotoria— Appropriation  Act,  1682 

Maitnebs,    Right    Hon.   Lord  J.  J.   H. 
(Chief  Commissioner  of  Works,  8co.), 
Leieettenhire,  N. 
Ariisans'  and   Labourers'  Dwellings,   Comm. 

add,  el  1065;  Consil  1566 
EsUblished  Chureh  (Ireland),  Comm.  1408,1943 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 
Comm.  198 ;  cl.  2,  202.  203 :  add.  cl  201, 
205;  Connd.add.clS27 
Metropolis — Burlington  House,  467 

Park  Lane,  1882 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1681 

Conferenoe  Room,  1148 
Royal  Academy,  The,  1580 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

181 
Supply— Royal  PaUoes,  1005,  1008,  1010 

Xurine  ICntiiiy  BiU 

(Mr.  DodiOHt  Mr.  Carry,  Lord  Henry  Lennox) 

c.  MoTod,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2* "  (ifr* 

Corry)  Mar  23,  99  ;  aOer  short  debate,  Bill 

read  2* 
Committee  Mar  30,  559  ;   after  short  debate, 

Report 
Considered  as  amended  Mitt  31,  573 
Mored,  "*  That  the  Bill  be  now  raad  3^"  {Lord 

Htnrjf  Lennox)  ;   after  short  debate.  Bill 

read3» 
/.  Read  !*•  (The Earl  of  Lonahrd) Mar  31 
MoTed,  *•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^**  (The 

Enrl  of  Lonaford)  April  2,  683  :  after  short 

debate,  BiU  read  2*  ;  Committee  negatired 
Read  3**  April  3 
Royal  Assent  Apnl  3  [31  Md.e.  15] 

Marlbosouoh,  Duke  of  (Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 

Education,  IR.  105,  138 ;  2R.  1305, 1325 
Edueation,  Technical— Whitworth  Sebdarships, 

832 
Endowed  Grammar  Schools,  1783 
Parliament— Bnsineu  of  the  House,  Res.  695 

Iburriaffe  Law  (Iralud)  Amwidmimt  Bill 

( The  Maa^neee  of  Clanricarde) 
I  Presented ;  read  1«  •  May  5  (No.  80) 
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Marriages  (l^ampton  Ibaflel)  Bill 

(Sir  Jamet  Ferguston,  Mr.  Secretary  O,  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  30  [Bill  70] 

Road  2«  •  April  23 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  34 

Considered  as  amended  *  April  27 

Read  3'*  ^pn7  28 
/.  Read  \^^  {The Lard  CtinUm)  April 30 

Read  2*  •  May  1  (No.  65) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  4 

Read  3**  Ifay  5 

Rojral  Assent  May  29  [31  Vict.  0.  23] 

Xarried  Women's  Property  Bill 

{Mr,  ShauhLefevrCy  Mr,  HuiseU  Ourney,  Mr, 

Stuart  MUl) 

€,  Motion  for  Leave  [Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre)  April  21, 
1015 
BiU  ordered ;  read  1*  [Bill  80] 

Mabsh,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Salisbury 
Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of,  Rei. 

1286 
Deviies  Qaol,  1455 
Licences,  Res.  148 

Mabtin,  Mr.  P.  Wykeham,  Soehester 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  807 
Post  Ofllce— Case  of  A.  J.  Dutiy,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  1207 

Mayo,  Earl  of  (Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland), 

Coekermauth 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  553,  885 
Grand  Jury  Ceu  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  200 
Industrial  Schools  (IreUnd),  Comm.  220 ;  cl, 

11,  Amendt.  221,  222,  223 
Ireland—  Questions,  dsc. 

Arrests  in,  833 

Cattle  Plagne,  1784 

Featherstonhaugh,  Mr.,  Murder  of,  1460 

Habeas  Corpus  Act,  1785 

Imprisonment   of  Messrs.    SuUtfan    and 
Pigott,  441,  445,  440 

Johnston,  Mr.,  Case  of,  460 

Land  Question,  1450 

Local  Goremment,  1457 

Railway  Commission  Report,  1403 

Shannon,  Rirer,  358 ; — Stake  Nets  on  the, 
467 

Searching  Suspicious  Persons,  468 

Small-pox,  Deaths  from,  1784 

Treatment  of  Prisoners,  250 
Local  Government  Acts,  257 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
1058,  1000 

Kedical  PractitionerB  (Colonies)  Bill  [ui"] 

[The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandoe) 

I,  Presented ;  read  l^^  Mar  26  (No.  56) 

Read  2*  •  April  2 
Committee*;  Report  i4pn7 3 
Committee  *  April  27  (No.  78) 

Report  •  May  5 
Reads**  May  1 

Melit,  Mr.  0.,  Stoke-upon-Trent 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  OvreliingB,  311.  2001 


Meioalfe,  Sir  T.  /.,  Cote  of 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  24.  To 
leave  out  from  "•  That,"  and  add  «  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
ease  of  Sir  Theophtlus  John  Metcalfe,  C.B.,  as 
set  forth  in  his  Petition  of  the  24th  day  of 
February,  and  printed  in  the  Appendix  to 
the  Fifth  Report  on  Public  Petitions  on  the 
7th  day  of  March  1868 "  {Major  Anson), 
1268;  Question,  "That  the  words,  d;c. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Metropolis 

BtirlinyUm  House — The  Royal  Academy,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cowper;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  Mar$0, 467  ;  Question,  Mr.  Layard; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  April  30, 1580 

Main  Drainage — Deptford  Creek  OuAfalls, 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons ;  Answer, 
Mr.  G.  Hardy  Mar  27,  357 

Park  Lane,  Question,  Mr.  Locke;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  May  7,  1882 

Thames  Embanhnent — Steamboat  Piers,  Ques* 
tion,  Mr.  Watkin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ttte  April  27, 
1332 

Thames,  Obstructions  in  the,  Questions,  Mr. 
Hardcastle,  Lord  Otho  Fitagerald ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Stephen  Cave  April  30, 1577 

Ketropolifl  Oaa  Bill 

{Mr,  Morrison,  Mr.  Locke,  Mr,  Gorst) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  bo  now  road  2''  *'  ( Ji&. 
Morrison)  April  2,  708 ;  after  short  debate, 
Bill  read  2«  [Bill  40] 

Committee* ;  Report  April  3 

Ketropolifl  Subways  Bill 

{Mr,  Ayrton,  Mr,  Tiie,  Colonel  Hogg) 

c.  Committee  *  ;  Report  April  22         [Bill  41 J 

Read  3»  *  April  23 
I,  Read  1*  *  April  24,  and  referred  to  the  Exa* 
miners  (No.  73) 

Middlesex  Registry  Office 
Question,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  Jpn7  23,  1146 

miitary  at  ElectionB  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Serjeant  Barry,  Major  Gavin,  Mr.  Esmonde) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  April  27  [Bill  05] 

Mill,  Mr.  J.  Stuart,  Westminster 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,   Comm. 

1047 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  308,  702 
Established   Church  (Ireland),   Comm.   Res. 

1028 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  Leare, 

1850 
Supply,  Proceedings  in,  Resolution,  1030 

MzLLEA,  Mr.  W.,  Leith,^e, 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  2R.  1008, 1105,  1106 


Mills,  Mr.  J.  Bemington,  Wycomle  (Chep- 

ping) 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  1085 
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IDnes  ABseatment  Bill 

( J/r.  Ptrc^  Wyndham,  Mr,  Cavendiih  BtnHncl; 

Mr,  Etnderson) 

c.  Mo? ed, '« That  the  Bill  be  now  rend  8«  "  (Mr. 
Percy  Wyndham)  May  6,  1864  ;  %fi%t  tbort 
debate,  BUI  read  2«  [Bill  11] 

Mitchell,  Mr.  A.,  Beneick-oH" Tweed 
Election  PetitioDB  and  Cornipi  Practices  at 
Eleotioni,  Comm.  Amendt.  S96 

MoFFATT,  Mr.  O.,  Southampton 

Bankruptcy  Law,  9<UI 
Pott  Office  Hetuma,  2001 

MoNCEEiFF,  lUght  Hon.  J.,  Edinhurgh 
Canon^ate  Annuity  Tax,  3R.  1 100 
Establithod  Cboroh  (Ireland),  Comm.  535 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  1885 

Monk,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Glouceiter 
Consecration  and  OHination  Fees,  1932 
Crete — Insurrection  in,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

1225 
Kccletiattical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil. 2R.  327:  Comm.  1198;  d.  1. 1201 
Supply  —  British  Embassy  Houses,  Amendt. 
083,  088,  080 

MoNSELL,  Right  Hon.  W.,  Ltmeriek  Co, 
Army—Military  Education,  Res.  1830 
Burials   (Ireland),   2R.   1067  :    Explanation, 

1454 
Ireland^  Railway  Commission  Report,  1403 

M05TAOU,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  PriTj 
Council  for  Education),  JTuntinffdon" 

ihire 
Cattle  Pljigue,  1578 
Education,  Technical— Mr.  Whitworth's   En* 

dowment,  700 
Foreign  Cattle,  Importation  of,  1140 
France— Paris  Exhibition,  357 
Infectious  Diseases,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

2010 
Scientific  Instmotion,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

177 
Vaccination— Small-pox  at  Woolwleh,  701 

More,  Mr.  R.  J.,  ShropihirOt  8. 
Turnpike  Tolls,  1461 

M0BEI8,  Mr.  0.»  Oatway  Bo, 
Representation  of  the  People  (Irehmd),  2R. 
1050 

MoRBisoK,  Mr.  W.,  Plymonth 
Metropolis  Gas,  2R.  708 


MowBBAT,  Right  Hon.  J.  E.<— eMil. 

Established  Church  (IreUnd),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

1512 
Ministerial  Statement,  1706 

Munidpal  Corporationfl  (Metropolis)  Bill 

(Mr.  Mill,  Mr,  Thomai  Huyhee,  Mr.  Tomline, 

Mr.  Bujctcn,  Mr.  Layard) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mitt)  May  5, 
1850  :  after  short  debate.  Bill  ordered 
Read  !•  •  May  7 

Municipal  Bate  (Edinlrargh)  Bill 

(Mr.  McLaren,  Mr.  Dunlop,  Mr.  Baxter) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  A^il  20  [Bill  00] 

MuRPHT,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  City 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland).  2R.  211 
Industrial  Schools  (IreUnd),  Comm.  cl.  11, 222 

Mutiny  Bill  {^r.  Dod$(m,  Sir  John  Pakingt<m* 
The  Judne  Advocate  General) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1***  Mar  24 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Jfor  25.  238 

Committee  ;  Report  Mar  26,  321 

Considered  as  amended  ifar  30,  556 

Read  3*,  after  short  debate  Mar  31,  573 
I.  Read  !*•  [The  Lord  Silcheeter)  Mar  31 

Read  2*  *  April  2 

Committee  negatived 

Read  3**  Aprils 

Royal  Assent  April  3  [31  Vict,  c.  14] 

Navy 
Floaginy  on  B.M.S.  "Favourite,"  Question, 

Mr.  SerjcMit  Gaselee;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry 

ifar  23,  35 
Navy  Eetiimatee,  The,  Question.  Mr.  Childers  : 

Answer.  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Mar  24, 147 
Retired  OjjUert,  Question,  Captain  Mackinnon  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Corry  May  4. 1603 
School  and   Traininy   Shijte,  Question,    Mr. 

Whalley  ;    Answer,    Lord    Henry    Lsnnox 

May  5, 1785 
Tenden  for  Coal,  Question,  Mr.  Headlam; 

Answer,  Lord  Henry  licnnoz  April  30,  1575 

Neatb,  Mr.  C,  Oxford  City 
Capital  Punishment  within   Prisons,   Comm. 

1046  :  el  4,  Amendt.  1058 ;  add.  c/.  1063 
India— East  IndU  Ciril  SerYice,  Res.  1851 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  007 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  2021 

NETiLLw-ORwrTiLLE,    Mr.    R.,    Somenet* 

ikirot  E. 
Bristol,  Representation  of,  350 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1555 
EsUblished  Church  (IreUuid},  Comm.  1423 


M0WBRAT9    Right   Hon.   J.    R.    (Judge ;  Newdioate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  JFarwicishire,  Ji. 
Advocate  General),  Durham  City        .     Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  1074. 1080 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.AmeQdL  1558     !      Capital  Punishment  within    Prisons.  Comm. 
Ecclesiastical    Commissioners  —  Btneace    of  \         el.  3. 1056, 1058 


Kilpeo,  701 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Conn* 
cil,  Comm.  1106;  d.  1, 1201 

\o$am* 


Church  Rates  Commutatloo,  2R.  1535 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  30 ;  3R« 
101 ;  Motion  for  AdjotinuDent,  207 

[t^ni. 


NEW 
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KON 


OBR 


KiwBiQiTB,  Mr.  C.  N.--eMil. 

.    EtUbliebed   Chureh   (Ii^Uind),  Oomn.    941, 
1421  ;  Rm.  1,  1621 ;   Rm.  3,  IBW,  1005, 
1913, 1922, 1928,  1940, 1947 
Blinitterial  SUtement,  1722 

Hew  India  and  Farngn  Offieu 
Qaeittoo,  Lord  Redetdale :   Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Malmesbury  Mar  24, 101 ;  May  1, 1683  ; 
ihort  debate  thereon 

Nno  Writi  Itiued 
April  3 — For  Lanneeston,  v.  Alexander  Henry 
Campbell,  Eiq.,  Manor  of  North- 
steaa 
For    Chipping   Wjoombe,   t^.    lion. 
Charles    Robert    Carington,   now 
Lord  Carington 
April  20 — Far  Cockermouth,  v,   John  Steel, 
eaq. ,  deceased 
For   The    Parts    of   Kesteven   and 
Holland,  in  the  Coontj  of  Lincoln, 
V.  Sir  John  TroUope,  baronet|  called 
up  to  the  House  of  Peers 
For  Kent  (Eastern  Division),  v.  Sir 
Brook    William  Bridges,   baronet, 
called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers 
For  Radnorshire,  v.   Sir  John  Bonn 
Walsh,  baronet,  called  up  to  the 
House  of  Peers 
Far    Leominster,   1;.    Hon.    Arthur 
Walsh,  Manor  of  Northstead 
April  21— /V  Grantham,  v.   William  Earlo 

Welbj,  eso.,  Chiltern  Uuodreds 
April  28— JW  Bristol,  v.  Sir  Samuel  Morton 
Peto,  baronet.  Manor   of  North- 
stead 
Far  Stirling  District  of  Burghs,  v. 
Lawrence  OUphant,  esq.,  Chiltern 
Hundreds 
April  29^^Far  Stamford,  v.  Viaoount  Cran- 
borno,  now  Marquess  of  Salisbury 

New  Memheri  Sworn 
Mar  23 — Edward  Aldam  Leatham,  esq.,  Hud' 
derifield 
.    Mar  27 — Samuel  Carter,  esq.,  Coventry 
April  20 — Hon.  William  Henry  Peregrine  Ca* 
rington,  Chipping  Wyeonm 
Henry   Charles  Lopes,   esq.,   Laun- 
eetton 
April  2S^Andrew    Oreen    Thompson,    esq., 
Coekennouih 
Viscount  Mahon,  Leominster 
April  30— William  Earle  Welby,  esq.,  ParU  of 
Ketteven  and  ffoUand,  in  the  County 
of  Lincoln 
Edmund  Tumor,  esq.,  Orantham 
Hon.  Arthur  Walsh,  Radnonhire 
John  William  Miles,  esq.,  Bristol 
May  4— John  Ramsny,  esq.,  Stirling  District 
of  Burghs 
Viscount  Ingestre,  Stamford 
Edward      Leigh      Pomberton      the 
Younger,  esq.,  Kent  (Eastern  Di- 
vision) 


NicoL,  Mr.  J.  Dyce,  Kincardineshire 

India— Bank  of  Bombay,  426,  2057 
Telegraphic  Communication,  1458 


Non-Traders  Bankruptcy  (Irelaad) 

(  The  Marquess  of  Clanriearde) 

I.  Read  2*  *  Mar  23  (No.  38) 

Committee*  ;  Report  Mar  26 

Read  3**  Mar  30 
c.  Rend  !•  •  April  28  [Bill  98] 

North,  Colonel  J.  S.,  Oxfordshire 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  73 
Army— MiliUry  Education,' Res.    1882;—- 

Fever  at  Mauritius,  1883 
Mutiny,  Consid.  058 
Supply-^Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  200 

NoBTHCOTE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  S.  H.  (Secrc- 
tary  of   State   for   India),    Devon- 
shire, iVl 
Abyssinian  Expedition — Estimates,  703,  1148, 
1338  ;— Alleged  Flogging  of  Mule  Driyers 
in  Abyssinia,  834 
Army— Military  Education,  Res.  1834 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  304 
Established    Church  (Ireland),  Comm.   786 ; 

Res.  1933 
GoTernment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Leare, 

1201 
India— Questions,  die. 

Bank  of  Bombay,  147,  432, 1223, 1224, 2057 

Bonus  Committee,  The,  261 

Civilian  Judges  (Bombay),  1460 

Contract  Law,  147 

East  India  Civil  Serrice,  Res.  1852 

Furloughs,  1576 

Hyderabad,  1148 

Irrigation  of  Public  Lands,  Res.  958 

Metcalfe,  Sir  T.  J.,  Case  of,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  1274 
Religious  Provision  for  Soldiers  in  India, 

263 
Retirement  of  Field  Officers  of  the  Indian 
Army,  830 
Ministerial  Statement,  1801 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1681 
*'  St.  Abbe,"  Survivors  of  the.  260 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1185 

O'Beiene,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Oashel 
Army— Fortifications,  1456;  Res.  2021,  2027, 

2042,  2043,  2049,  2053 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  1077 
Grand  Jury  Cess  ^Ireland),  2R.  213 
Representation  ot  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
1958 


O'Bbiek,  Sir  P.,  King^s  Co, 
Army — Promotions  in  the  Coldstream  Guards, 

1579,  1883, 1884 
Burials  (Ireland),  2 R.  1080 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1370 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  215 
Ii'eland  —  Imprisonment  of  Messrs.    SuUiran 

and  Pigott,  447 
Ministerial  Statement,  1741 
Post  Office— Case  of  A.  J.  Duffy,  MoUon  for  a 

Committee,  1206,1297 
Supply — Harbours  of  Refuge,  1002 
Lighthouses  Abroad,  1004 
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O'CoKOE  Doy,  The,  Bos^omnum  Co, 

Qraod  Jury  Ceu  (IrtUnd),  2R.  310 
Grand  Jary  PretentmenU  (Ireland),  Nomina* 
tion  of  Committoo,  101 ;  Motion   for  Ad- 
journment, 103,  388 
Induitrial   Schools   (Ireland),    Comrn.   318  ; 
<r/.  11,  221, 333 

O'DoNOOHUE,  The,  Urale^ 

EtUblished  Chnroh  (Ireland),  Comm.  1883 
Ireland^Tower  of  Ardfert—  Korrj    Grand 
Jorj,  308 

O'LooHLKN,  Sir  C.  M.,  Clare  Co. 
EstAblished  Chnreh  (Ireland),  Comm.  Rei.  J, 

IffOO 
Libel,  2R.  664,  671 
Peerage  (Ireland),  3R.  1559, 160i 

O'Neill,  Mr.  E.,  Antrim  Co, 
Eitablished  Choreh  (Ireland),  Comm.  513 

QygLOw,  Mr.  G.  J.  H.,  Ouildfard 
Sorrey  Conttabnlarj,  Diimiatal  of  an  Infpeo- 
torofthe,  571 

O'Beillt,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Longford  Co. 
Armj  Estimatefl^Land  Foroet,  73 
Armj— Militarj  Edaoatlon,  Ret.  1833 
Establifhed  Cboroh  ( Ireland),  Comm.  630 
India —  Religious  ProTision  for   Soldiers    in 

India,  363 
Industrial  Sohools  (Ireland),  Ck>mm.  d.  11,  333 
Poor  Law^Graresend  Board  of  Goardians,  704 

OsBOBirs,  Mr.  R:  B.,  NoitinaJmm 
Armj— FoKiiloations.  Ret.  3083,  3041 
EsUblished  Choreh  (Ireland),  Comm«  684,  771 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1808,  1807 


Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Chatham 
Arm  J  Estimatee— Land  Forees,  Amtndt.  83, 06 
Armj— Mortality  in  tlio  86th  Regiment,  Ifanri- 

tius,  37,  860 
Marine  Mutiny,  3R.  00 ;  Comm.  Amendt.  880 ; 

Consid.  874 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d.  23,  Amendt.  831;  Preamble, 

Amendt.  336 
Supply— British  Embassy  Iloaies,  000,  008, 
006 
Rojal  Palaces,  1007 
Volunteer  Corps,  373 
Works,  BttUdings,  Ac.  388 

Oxford,  Bishop  of 
Compnlsory  Chnreh  Rates  Abolition,  3R.  1184 

O7  sterand  Kiinel  Fisheries  Bill 

{Mr,  Stephen  Cave,  Mr.  Selater^Booih) 

c.  Committee  •  ;  Report  Mar  33         [Bill  841 

Read  3*  •  Ifdr  36 
/.  Read  1*  •  (7%«  Duke  0/  RiehmoHd)  Mar  37 

R«ui3**J|wri/84  (N0.88) 

Committee*  ;  Report  AprU  80 

Read3**  May  \ 

Royal  Assent  Ma^  38  [81  Vui.  0.  0] 

VOL.  GXCL    [xshd  snm.] 


Paoet,  Mr.  T.  T.,  Leicufonhire,  8. 
County  Financial  Boards,  3R.  1888 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
184 

Fakikoton,  Right   Hod.  Sir  J.   S.  (So- 
cretary  of  State  for  War),  Droit* 
wich 
Army — Questions,  dre. 
Ball  Cartridges,  3003 
Commissions,  388 
Cooking  Apparatus,  287,  468 
Daily  Payment  of  Men,  363 
Fortifications,  1486,  1487 
MiliUry  Education,  Res.  1838, 1831 
MUitary  Prisons,  80 
Mortality  in  the  86th  Regiment,  Mauritius, 

37, 360.  1461, 1883 
Oflleers  Holding  Cifil  Apnointments,  1333 
Promotions    in   tho    Coldstream    Guards, 

1870,  1883 
Reeenre  Forces,  1787 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  1488 
Army,  Administration  of  the,  Res.  3004 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  40,  70,  80,  83, 

08.08 
Fortifications,  Res.  3037,  3030,  3030,  3081 
Marine  Mutiny,  Consid.  874 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d.  33,  838 :  cl.  33.  338  :  Pro* 

amble,  336 ;  Consid.  886 ;  Amendt.  888 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1681 
Supply— Enrolled  Pensioners,  Ac.  384,  288 
volunteer  Corps,  278,  380,  281 
Works,  Buildinp,  Ac.  288,  201,  203,  204, 
208 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1. 1740, 1780, 
1782, 1783,  1780, 1760, 1760, 1770 

Palmxb,  Sir  R.,  Richmond 
Compnlsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  8R.  306 

Parker,  Major  Windsor,  Suffolk^  W. 
County  Financial  Boards,  3R.  1858 

ParUammt 

LORDS— 

Buiin€9i  of  the  HoMe,  Moved,  *'To  agreo 
to  the  Report  of  the  Select  Comnuttee  on 
Business  of  the  House"  {The  Jjird  Prwy 
Seal)  Mar  31,  860;  after  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 

Pt-ivaU  Bills,  On  Motion  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  Ordered,  That  no  Prirate  Bill 
brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  shall  bo 
read  a  Second  Time  after  Friday  the  13th 
Day  of  June  neit  [and  other  Orders]  April  37i 
1303 

Private  Bills,  The  Easier  Becess,  Stonding 
Order  No.  170.  Sect.  1.  suspended  ;  Time  lor 
Petitions  against,  extended  to  tho  First  Day 
00  which  tho  House  shall  sit  after  tho  Recess 
at  Easter  April  3,  683 

Pr9jeies^Resol9ilion,  That  the  followiog  Order 

be  added  to  tho  Roll  of  Standing  Orders : 
**  SUndlng  Order  XXXIIa.  Ordered,  That 
the  Praetioo  of  calling  Ibr  Proxies  on  a 
Division  shall  be  disoontinood,  and  that  Two 
Days'  Notice  bo  given  of  any  Motion  Unf  tbo 
Sospensioa  of  this  Standing  Ordtr  "  Mar  81 

4  A  [etnf. 
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PiBLUsnifT—  Lords— 0onl. 

Publie  Petiticm — Printing  Petitions,  After  de- 
bate, Resolved ,  That  h  Select  Committee 
bo  appointed  to  whom  aU  Petitions  presented 
to  this  House,  other  thsn  Petitions  relating 
to  Private  Bills,  shall  be  referred,  with  In- 
structions to  the  said  Committee  to  direct  the 
printing  for  the  Use  of  the  House  of  sooh 
Petitions  as  they  shall  think  fit  {The  Earl 
Rv$$ell)  April  2,  C88  ;  List  of  the  Committee 
Apnl2i,  1221 

Ordered,  That  the  Name  of  the  Lord  present- 
ing a  Petition  shall  be  written  thereon 
Mty  1,  1685 

QueiiiimSt  Notice  0/,  Moved,  '*  That  it  is  expedi- 
ent that  Notice  of  an  Intention  to  ask  a  Ques- 
tion should  be  given  in  the  Minutes,  except  in 
Cases  which  admit  of  no  Delay  "  ( The  Lord 
Privy  Seal)  April  2,  090 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn 

Moved.  **  That  it  is  desirable  where  it  is  in- 
tended to  make  a  Statement  or  raise  a  Dis- 
cussion on  asking  a  Question  that  Notice  of 
the  Question  should  bo  given  in  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  and  Notices"  {The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor), 603 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

Committeet,  Moved,  *'  That  the  Committee  of 
Selection  are  desired  to  exercise  their  Dis- 
cretion in  calling  for  the  Service  of  Lords 
absent  from  the  House  "  ( The  Lard  Privy 
Seal) 

Amendt.  moved,  to  leave  out  from  ("  Selec- 
tion ")  and  insert  (*'  should  in  the  Exercise 
of  their  Discretion  call  more  frequently  than 
at  present  for  the  Service  of  ]x)rds  absent 
from  the  House  " )  {Lord  Chelmi/ord)  ; 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Moved,  "  That  the  Absence  of  any  Lord  from 
this  House,  except  for  sufficient  Reason, 
ought  not  to  f»revent  the  Committee  of  Se- 
lection from  calling  for  his  Services"  {The 
Viscount  HtiHfax)  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Reports  of  Bills^  Resolved,  That  in  entering 
in  the  Journals  the  Reports  of  Bills  amended 
in  Committees  of  the  Whole  House,  the  only 
Name  entered  therewith  shall  be  that  of  the 
Lord  who  moves  the  Reception  of  the  Report 
and  takes  Charge  of  the  Bill  in  that  Stage 
( The  Lord  Privy  Seal) 

OOMMONS-- 

Arranyement  of  Btuinets,  Question,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  20,  203 

Easter  Recess,  Moved,  **  That  the  House  upon 
its  rising  do  adjourn  until  Monday,  20th 
April ;"  Ministerial  Statement  (ifr.  Disraeli) 
April  3.  826 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to ;  House,  at  rising,  to  adjourn  till 
Monday,  20th  April 

Members'  Seats  in  this  House,  Observations, 
Colonel  Greville-Nogent ;  Reply,  Colonel 
Sykes  April  2,  697 

Oath  of  Roman  Catholic  Members,  Moved, 
"That  the  Oath  taken  by  Roman  Catholio 
Members  previous  to  the  alteration  of  the 
Oath  on  the  30th  of  April.  1866.  be  read  by 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table"  {Mr,  Freville- 
SurUes)  April  SO.  1382 ;  after  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

"  Oliver  Twist;*  Play  of  The  Lord  Oiam- 
btrlain.  Question,  Mr.  Brady ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Oathorne  Hardy  April  B,  83i 

[eont. 


Pabuamxht-o GoiiMOVs— eonf. 

Order -^  AUusion  to  Debates  in  Ike  House  of 
Lords,  Question,  Mr.  Darby  Grifl9th;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Speaker  May  5,  17^6 
Proceedings  in  Committee  of  Supply,  Resolu- 
tion [9tb  February  1858]  relative  to  Pro- 
ceedings in  Committee  of  Supply  read,  as 
followeth  :— 

'*  That  when  it  has  been  proposed  to  omit 
or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Question 
shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  original 
Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the  ease 
may  be,  without  amendment "  April  21, 1023 

Moved,  "  That  the  said  Resolution  be  re- 
scinded "  {Mr.  Ayrton) ;  after  short  debate. 
Debate  adfourned 

Debate  resumed  April  28,  1464 :  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

1.  Resolved,  That  when  it  has  been  proposed 
to  omit  or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Qoea- 
tion  shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  ori- 
ginal Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the 
case  may  be 

2.  Resolved,  That  after  a  Question  has  been 
proposed  firciu  the  Chair  for  a  reduction  of 
the  whole  Vote,  no  Motion  shall  be  made  for 
omitting  or  reducing  any  item  [Mr,  Chan* 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

Private  Bills 

Board  of  Trade  Reports  —  Question,  Mr. 
Waldegrave- Leslie  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  April  3,  831 

Conference  Room,  The,  Question,  Colonel 
French  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
ApHl  23.1148 

Private  Bill  Legislation — Standing  Order  131, 
Moved,  "That  Stantling  Order  131  (Compe- 
tition  to  be  a  ground  of  locus  standi)  be  re- 
pealed" {Mr,  Dodson)  Mar  24,  139:  after 
short  debate,  .Motion  withdrawn ;  Personal 
Explanation,  Mr.  Stephen  Care,  Sir  John 
Uanmer  Mar  27, 331 


Partition  Bill [B.L.]    (The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  I*  •  April  3  (No.  67) 

Read  2*  •  April  27 

Committee  * ;  Report  April  28      (No.  116) 

Read  3*  *  Apnl  30 
c.  Read  1«»  May  7  [BiU  107] 

Passenger  Steamers^  Overloading  of 

Question,  Mr.  Sinclair  Aytoun  ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Stephen  Cave  Mar  27,  430 


Pi^TTSir,    Right    Hon.    Colonel    J.    W. 
(Chancellor  of  the  Duchj  of  Lan- 
caster), Lancashire.  N, 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl,  22,  324 


Pease.  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham^  S. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Hei.  1. 

1483 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continaanee» 

Comm.  107 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1867 
Pilotage,  CompulMry,  Res.  370 
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Feel,  Kighfc  Hon.  Bir  R.,  Tamteorth 

Sootland— EtUbiUhed  Charob,  1884 


Pefx.  Right  Hon.  Gen.  J.,  Huntingdon 

Army  Kttimates-^Laod  Forces,  05 
£ftablith««l  Church  (Irelan*!),  Comm.  791.  1388 
"Wjiys  iind  Means,  Comm.  Ret.  1, 1784 

Feel,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Warwick 
India— Cmo  of  Sir  T.  J.  MetealTo,  Motion  for 
a  Committee,  1271 

Feel,  Mr.  J.,  Tamwortk 
India— Bank  of  Bombay.  1334 

Peerage  dreland)  Bill  (5>>  Colman  CLogMen, 

Mr,  Monsell,  Mr,  ShauhLefevrt) 

e.  Ordered  :  read  1«  •  April  3  [Dill  831 

Mored,  «*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  "  {Sir 

Colman  O'Loghlen)  April  20,  1558 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,'*  and  add  "upon 

this    day  six    months  *'    ( Colonel  /Wn«A) ; 

Question,  ««  That  '  now/  Ae. ; "  after  short 

debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Bill 

withdrawn 

Perth  and  Brechin  ProTisional  Orderi 

Confirmation  Bill  ( The  Lord  Advocate, 
Mr,  Secretary  Oatkome  Hardy,  Sir  Jamit 
Ftrpuiion) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Mar  23  [BiU  74] 

Read  3«  •  Mar  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  30 

Read  Q"**  Mar  SI 
L  Read  1*  •  ( 7il«  Jjord  aitUon)  April  3  (No.  04) 

Read  3*  •  ^^7  30 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  8 

PetU  Juries  {Ireland)  Bill 
Question,    Mr.   Esmonde  ;    Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  Mir  30,  803 

Petrolenm  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  James  Ferguison,  Mr,  Secretary  OaihorHO 

Eardy) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Afril  33  [BiU  93] 

Read  3*  •  il;;rt/ 37 

Petty  Seesioni  and  Lock-np  Honsee,  Jbc. 

Bill    (Sir  Jam€$  Ferguoton,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oaihorne  Eardy) 

e.  Ordered  :  read  1*  •  Mar  33  [Bill  75] 

Read  f  •  April  3 

Committee*;  Report  ^i>rt7  30 

Read3«*  J0n7  2l 
I  Read  }*•  {Tke  Lord  ainion)  April  23 

Head  '^*  •  April  30  (No.  71 ) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  I 

Pilotage,  Compuliorp ^Bee Board  of  Traie^ 
CompuUorif  Pilotage 

Fnr,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  dig 

Burials  (Ireland),  3R.  1073 

Esublisbcd  Chareb( Ireland),  Comm.  Rea.  1024 

Industrial  Sehoola  (Jc«laBd)^0<wiai«  330 

[com. 


Pm,  Mr.  J.-^eont. 
Ireland— lioeal  Govemroent,  1457 

Ijind  Qui-siion,  J459 
I^ocal  Goremment  Acts,  250 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  3B. 
1054 

Plate,  Biter,  Hostilities  in  the 
Obsenrations,  Lord  Lyveden  ;  Reply,  The  Earl 
of  Malmesbury  Mar  30,  453 

Police 

Case  of  Poliee  Sergeant  Stcne,  Qoestion,  Mr. 

Laboucliere;   Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome  Ilardj 

April  3,  703 
Surrey  Comtabnlary^Diemiiial  of  Inspector 

Miller,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gatbome  Hardy  Mar  31,  571 

PoLLAED-UHQrHABT,  Mf.  W.,   Westmeuth 
Co. 

Established  Churob  (Ireland),  Comm.  510 
Grand  Jury  Ces8(IreUuid),  3E.  310 
Licences,  Res.  155 

Poor  Law 
Ortivesend  Board  of  Ouardians,  Qoestion,  Mr. 
O'Reilly  :  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Uicks-Bcaeh 
April  2,  704 
Dr.  Rogers,  Medical  OJicer  of  Strand  Union, 
Question,  Sir  John  Simeon  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Miebatl  Uicks-Bcach  Jfor  30.  201 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  BiU 

{^Sir,  Serjeant  Barry,  Major  Gavin) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  ^  *  May  4  [Bill  103] 

Poor  Relief  Bill  [n J^)    ( The  Earl  of  Dei-OH) 
I,  Mored,  "That    the  Bill    be    now  read  3*" 
( The  Earl  of  Devon)  .Var  34, 138  :  Bill  read  3* 
Moved,  '*  Tliat  the  Uoose  do  now  resolre  itself 
into  a  Committee*'   {The  Earl  of  Devon) 
Mar  30,  457 ;    after  short  debate,   Motio« 
withdrawn ;   BUI  referred  to  a  Select  Corn- 
mittee 
And,  on  April  3,  Committee  nominated  ;  List 
of  the  Committee,  405 

Post  Ofiee 

Annnal  Reports,  1806  and  1807,  QaesUon,  Mr. 
Moflktt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  May  8, 
3001 

Eastern  Mail  S<n*ic(S  Estimates,  Question, 
Mr.  Crawford  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sdatcr- Booth 
ifar  30.  258 

Post  Ofic^,  General,  Case  of  A,  J,  Dnfy, 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  bupply  April  34, 
To  leave  out  from*'  Tliat,"  and  add  ^  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
cironmstanees  connected  with  tlie  removal  of 
Anthony  J.  Uufly  from  bis  appointment  of 
permanent  elerk  in  the  Circulation  depart- 
ment of  tlie  General  Post  OOce '*  {Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien),  1290 :  Question,  '*  That  the 
words,  Ac.  ; "  after  abort  debate,  Anendt. 
withdrawn 

Southern  District  Pest  0/iee,  Qoeelion,  Mr. 

Locke;  Answer,  Mr.  .^Uier-  BootbJIfm-  27,358 

West   India    Mail    Contract,    Questioa,    Mr. 

Grares;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Bootb  J/ri/34, 

1223 


I 


POT 


RAI 


(INDEX) 
191* 


RAI 


Rsa 


Potter,  Ur.  E.,  Carlisle 
Soientiflo  InstinoiioD,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
169 

loTTER,  Mr.  T.  Bayley,  BoeMaU 
France— Paris  Exhibition,  856 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Camlridg^ 

Artizani'  and  Labooren'  Dwelliogii,  Comm.  d. 

24,  Amendt.  676 ;  d,  27,  Amendt.  ib„  677  ; 

a.  28,  Amendt.  ib. ;   add.  el,  1064,  1065, 

1066 :  Consid.  1566 
Bristol,  Representation  of,  359 
Eoolesiastiod  Comnussioners  Orders  in  Conn« 

oil,  1108;  el.  1,  Amendt.  1201 
BsUblished  Church  (Ireland},  Comm.  Res.  1987 
Snpply— British  Embassy  Houses,  987 
Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  282 

PriMQfl  (Compenflation  to  Officers)  Bill 

{SirJame$Ferffuts<m,  Mr.  Secretary  0.  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •  Mar  80  [BiU  80] 

Read2**^pn7  2 

Committee**;  Report  ^pn/ 20 

Read8°*J[/»^7  21 
U  Readl**(7%«LoniC/uKMi)4|»t2  23 

Read  2*  •  Apnl  27  (No.  72) 

Committee*;  Report  JprtI 28 

Read  8*  *  April  80 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [81  Vict.  c.  21] 


PromiMory  Oaflui 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Report  of  Select  Committee  Jfiir  23  (No.  51) 
Committee  •  April  24  (No.  52) 

Report*  April  27 
Read  8«  April  28 

Puhlte  Offices,  The  New 

Question,  Lord  Redesdale ;  Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Malmesbury  Mar  24. 102  ;  May  1,  1688 ; 
short  debate  thereon 

PuGH,  Mr.  D.,  Carmarthefuhire 
Armj  Estimates— Land  Forces,  72 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1871 

Quesmland — Polynesian  Labourers 
Qaostion,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderk^  May  7, 1882 

Railways 

Accident  upon  the  Brecon  ai\d  Neath  Railway^ 

Question,    The  Marquess  of   Clanrioarde  ; 

Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  May  7, 

1879 
Carriaaeof  Parcels  by  BaUway,  Question,  Mr. 

W.  L.  Forater ;   Answer,  Mr*  Stephen  Care 

4prt7  27,  1333 
Revision   of  Railways   BiU,   Question,   Mr. 

Bailey ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Hutt  Mar  28, 

96 

BailwajB  and  Joint  Stock  Companies 
Accounts 


J  Sir  William  Btdt,  Mr.  EUiee) 
.  *<  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2* "  (Sir 
William  Hutt)  April  29,  1585 ;  after  short 
debate.  Bill  read  2° 


Railways  cSxtenaion  of  Time)  BQl 

(The  Duke  of  RkkmoncFi 

I.  Committee*  Mar  27  (No.   6) 

Report*  Jfor  30 
Reads**  Mar Bl 
Royal  Assent  May  21  [81  Viet.  e.  18] 

Bailways  (Onards'  and  Passengers'  Com- 
mnnication)  Bill 

(Mr.  Henry  B.  Sheridan,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien) 

e.  2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Mar  24, 206 

[BiU  66] 

Rawlxhsoit,  Sir  H.  C,  D'ome 
India— Bank  of  Bombay,  147,  427 

Read,  Mr.  C.  S..  Norfolk,  E. 
Cattle  Plague,  1578 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1552 

BEiLBD£N,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Atfdone 

Barrett,  The  Conviet,  1579 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  1088 
EsUblished   Church  (Ireland),  Comm.   1584, 

1620 
Industrial    Schools   (Ireland),   Conun.   218 ; 

cl.  II,  22s 
Ireland— Arrests  in,  888 

Imprisonment  of  Messrs.  SnUiTan  and  Pigott, 
450 
Libel,  2R.  672 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 

1952 

RiBOw,  Mr.  J,  O.,  Colchester 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1551 

Redxbdalb,    Lord    (Chairman    of  Com- 
mittees) 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  245 
Established  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolutions, 

1452 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report  of 
Select  Committee,  565,  570 ;  Res.  694, 
695 
PubUc  Petitions,  Motion  for  a  Seleot  Com- 
mittee, 689,  690 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  465 
PttbUo  Offioe,The  New,  102, 104, 1683, 1684 


Reformatory  Schools  (Ireland) 

(The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr.  Attorney  Oensralfor 

Ireland) 
e.  Read  2^  •  Mar  30  [BUI  65] 

Registration  of  Writs  (Scotland)  Bill 

[H.L.]     ( The  Lord  Cobmsay) 

e.  Moved, "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2^*' (The 
Lord  Advocate)  Mar  28,  100 ;  after  short 
debate,  BUI  read  2«  [BUI  62] 

Regulation  of  Railways  Bill — The  Parcels 
Clause 

Question,  Viscount  Halifax ;  Answer,  The  Dnke 
of  Riohmond  4pri{  28, 1425 


REL        RIC 


Seligiona,  ftc.  Buildings  (Sites) 

fMr.  Ead/Md,  Mr,  BatUy,  Mr.  Litman,  Mr. 

Akroyd) 

c.  Moved.  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  raad  2*  "  {Mr. 
Had/Uld)  April  I,  062  ;  after  ihort  debate, 
BUI  read  2<'  [BiU  18] 

Committee*  ;  Report  April  21 
Considered  as  amended*  April  22 
Read  S^  *  April  2i 
I  Read  !*•  {The Lord  Cranwcrth)  April  27 

(No.  77) 

Renewable  Leasehold  Conyersion  (Ire- 
land) Act  Extension  Bill 

{Mr.  Oregcry,  Mr,  Qtorge  Mcrru) 
c.  Read2«*^jm7  2  [BUI  61] 

Bepruentation  of  thd  PeopU  Act  (1867) 

Compound  Houttholderg,  (Question,  Mr.  Sehrei- 
ber  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  5, 1785 

Regiitration  of  EUcion,  Question.  Sir  Edward 
Boiler;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  April  28, 
1468 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland) 

Bill    {TheEarlofMayo.ih'.DUnuli.Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 

^  Moved. ''  That  the  BiU  be  now  rwul  T**  (TU 
Earl  of  Mityo)  May  7, 1040 ;  after  dei>ate, 
BiU  read  2^*  [BUI  71] 

JRepre$ent(Ui<m  of  the  People  {Scotland) 
BiU 
Qaestioo,  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disn^li 

May  8,  2004 
Poor  As9eiimeni,  Motion  for  Retam  of  Dedoo- 
tions  allowed  [and  other  Fsrtienlarsl  {Tke 
EaH   of  Airlie)   Mar  27,   328  ;    Motion 
agreed  to 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland) 
Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Chancellor  oftkeExcU' 
quer.  Sir  Jamet  Feryusion) 

c.  Committee  deferred,  after  short  debate  ITor  23, 
92  [BiU  22] 

Question.  Mr.  Graofurd ;  Answer,  Mir.  Disraeli 
April  3.  839 ;  Questions.  Mr.  MonoreUT,  Mr. 
Bonverie;  Answers,  Mr.  DisraeU  May  7, 
1886 

Rerenne  Officers  DisaUlities  Renunral 

BiU  {Mr.  Monk,  Sir  B.  Vemey,  Mr.  Otway) 
c.  Ordered ;  Md  1*  •  Mar  24  [BUI  76] 

RicBMOKD.   Duke   of  (President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade) 
Brecon  and  Neath  Railw«j,  Aoeident  on  tht, 

1881 
Capital  PuiishmMit  wUhin  Prisons.  2R.  1872 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  AboUtion,  Comm. 

1672 
MinisterUl  SUtement,  1600 
Railwajs  R«gttlatio»— TIm  Parotls  CUiem,  1426 
Sea  Fisberiee,  2R,  466, 466 
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RioU  in  LaneoMre-'Tke 

Colliert 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Lichfield :  Answer,  Tho 
Earl  of  Malmesbnry  April  24, 1221 


RoEBUCE,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 
Establisiied  Choreh  (Ireland).  Comm,  Motion 
for  Atyoumment,  660,  710,  776,  772 ;  Res. 
1207 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sundaj,  40 

RoMiLLTf  Lord 
Bankruptcy  Acts  Rapsal,  2R.  26 ;  Comm.  1218, 
1220 


Boydl  Academy— BurlingUm  Houee 

Question.  Mr.  Cowper;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  Mar  30.  467  ;  Question.  Mr.  Laj- 
ard  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  April  $0, 
1680 

RoTSTON,  Right  Hon.  Visooont   (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Cambridge' 
ihire 
EsUblisbed  Choroh  (Ireland),  Comm.  Rot.  1, 
1486 

Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea 
Question.  Mr.  Holland ;   Answer,  Mr.  Siephta 
Care  April  2, 706 

Russell,  Earl 
Compulsory  Choroh  Rates  Abolition.  2R.  1111, 

1142.  1217;  Comm.  1670 
Crete^Insurreetion  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

817 
EdinboTf  h,  Doko  oU  Address  to  Her  MaMr, 

1604 
Education.  IR.  164 
Established  Church  (Ireland)— Tho  Rsoolutioos, 

1466, 1467 
Marine  Mutiny.  2R.  087 
Parliament— BusiViess  of  the  Hooso.  Report 
of  Select  Committee.  670 
Notice  of  Questions,  Res.  691 
Public  PetiUons.  Motion  for  a  Sekei  Com- 
mittee, 688,  620 
United  States— The  <•  Alabama"  Claims,  Mo- 
tion for  Papers.  666,  660 

Russell,  Colonel  Sir  C,  Berkshire 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  80 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d.  22, 624 
Ways  nnd  Means,  Comm.  Rot.  1, 1766 

*«  St.  Ahbe,''  SurvveoTi  of  ike 
Queetion.  Mr.  BailUe  Cochrane ;   Aotww.  Sir 
Stafford  Nortlwoto  Mear  26.  260 

St.  Aubtn,  Mr.  J.,  Comtcall,  W. 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1867 

Sale  of  Limtare  en  SuMdajf  Bill 
Que^ioa.  Mr.  Roebuck  ;   Answer,  Mr.  J.  A« 
Smilkifiv  26,40 
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Salisbubt,  Marquess  of  (see  also  Cbaw- 

BOBNE,  Yiscoant) 
Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  1992, 1094 

Salomows,  Mr.  Alderman  D.,  GrHnuAeh 
Loudon  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Gontinnanoe, 

Comm.  add,  cl,  306 
Metropolis— Deptford  Creek  Outfalls,  367 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Sutement,  1189 

Bamxtda,  Mr.  J.  D'A.,  TavUioel 

Army— FortiflcaUons,  Res.  2036,  2063 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  197 :  d,  2,  203 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1, 1763 

Samuklsok,  Mr.  B.,  Baniury 
SoientiAc  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
160, 186 

Sahdfoed,  Mr.  O.  M.  W.,  Maldon 

Ministerial  SUtement,  1798 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  1013 

Sanitary  Act,  lS6Q^Sewags  VtilUaiitm 
Aei,  1^7 --Levying  of  RaUi 
Question,  Viscount  EnBeld  ;  Answer,  Sir  James 
Fergusson  Mwr  26, 268 

Bai  Fifii 

April  2— Tbe  Lord  Carington,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 
Mdff  7— The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  afier  the 

Death  of  his  Father 
May  8— The  Earl  of  £llesmere,  after  the  Death 

of  hU  Father 

New  Peert  Mroduced 
Tbe  Right  lion.  Sir  John  TroUope,  Baronet, 

Baron  Kesto^en  of  Caeewick  in  tbe  County 

of  Lincoln  May  6 
Sir  Brook  WUliam  Bridges,  Baronet,  Baron 

Fitswalter   of    Woodbam    Walter    in    the 

County  of  Essex 

ScHBEiBER,  Mr.  C.«  Cheltenham 
Compound  Honsebolder,  Tbe,  1786 
Compulsory  Cburob  Rates  Abolition,  3R.  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  207 
Esteblished   Church   (Ireland),  Comm.  633; 

Res.  1939 
Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  236 

Scieniifie  Imtruction 
MoTcd,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  provisions  for  giving  in- 
struction in  theoretical  and  applied  Science 
to  the  Industrial  Classes  "  {Mr,  SamueUtm) 
Mar  24, 160 ;  after  debate.  Motion  agreed 
to ;  List  of  tbe  Committee,  186 

ScLATEK-BooTH,  Mr.  G.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Hampthire^  N. 
Army— Grant  for  Fortifications,  260 
Coble.  Mr..  Case  of,  1467 
Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses   of.  Res. 

1287 
Consecration  and  Ordination  Fees,  1332 

[coitt. 


SCULTKB-BOOTH,  Mr.  G. — C&lA, 

Customs  OIBccrs.  Grievances  of.  1466  ^■ 

Garter  King  at  Arms,  39 

Irehind— Duty  on  Spirit  Licences,  38 

Ijtnd  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)  Fees,  830 

Poet  OfBce— (Questions,  die. 

Duffy,  A.  J.,  Case  of.  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, 1298 

Eastern  Mail  Service.  268 

Southern  District.  368 

West  India  MsiU,  1222 
Post  Ofllce  Returns.  2001 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  992,  996, 
997 

Uarboun  of  Refuge,  1001, 1002 

SeoAand 

Edtteation  BUI,  Question,  Admiral  Erskine  ; 
Ansvrer,  The  Lord  Advocate  May  8.  2001 

EitaUUhed  Church  of^The  Lard  High  Cam" 
miftiofi^r.  Question,  Sir  Robert  Peel ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  May  7>  1884 

Poor  Auesimeni,  Motion  for  Return  of  Deduc- 
tions allowed  [and  other  Particulars]  {The 
EaH  of  AxrlU)  Mar  27,  328;  Motion 
agreed  to 

Representation  0/  the  People  Bill,  Question, 
Mr.  Gladstone ;  Answer,  Mr.Disraeli  Afay8, 
2004 

Roads,  Legislation  respecting.  Question,  Mr. 
Waldegrave- Leslie :  Answer,  Tbe  Lord  Ad^ 
▼ocate  Mar  27.  367 

TrajoiUng  for  Herrings  BiU,  Question,  Mr. 
Lament ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  May  7, 
1882 

ScouRFiELS,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Haverfordwest 
Commissions,  Permanent    Expenses  of,  Res; 

1287 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1664 
Established  Church   (Ireland),   Comm.    Res. 

1938 
Railway  and  Jomt  Stock  Companies  Accounts, 

2R.  1641 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  2018 

Sea  FiBherieB  Bill 

( The  Duke  0/  Richmond) 

K  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«*'  {The 
Duke  of  Richmond)  Mar  30, 466  ;  after  short 
debate,  Bill  read  2*  (No.  46) 

Sea  FiBheries  dreland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Blake,  Colonel  Annesley,  Lord  Claud  John 

SamiUon,  Mr,  Kavanagh) 
c  Ordered ;  read  1"  •  AprU  30  [BiU  101] 

Sblwin-Ibbetbon,  Mr.  H.  J.,  JSssex,  8. 
Esteblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1367 

Sbtmoitr,  Rear-Admiral  G.  H.,  Antrim  Co. 
Esteblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1370 

Shebidjln,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Dudley 
Railways  (Guards' and  Passengers'  Communioa- 
tion),  2k.  206 
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Simsoir,  Sir  J.,  liU  of  Wight 
Capital    Panithment  within  Priionf,   Comm. 

cl.  4.  1050 
Roflren,  Dr.,  Medical  OflBcer  of  tho  Stnuid 

Union.  261 

Slate  Trade,  Zaruihar 
Question,  Sir  T.  P.  Baiton;    Aaswtr,  Lord 
Sunlejr  April  SO,  1676 

8^nTB,  Mr.  J.  A.,  ChichuUr 
Sale  of  Uqnort  on  Sundajr,  40 

BiriTH,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Stoehport 
India— Irrigation  of  Publio  Lands,  Rot.  070 

Smollett,  Mr.  P.  B.,  Dumhartimehire 
India— Irrigation  of  Publio  Lands,  Rot.  040, 
058 
Madras  Irrigation  Company,  1301 
Systems  of  Gofemment  in,  417 

SouciTOR  General,  The  (Sir  W.  B.  Bbbtt) 

IleUton 
Capital    Punishment  within  Prisons,   Comm. 

(/.  4, 1000,1061 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial   Causes  Court,  SR. 

1874 
Established  Churoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  544 
Mines  Assessment,  3R.  1870 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  389,  388 

SoiTERSET.  Duke  of 

Compulsory  Churoh  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
1573 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  040 

Education,  Technical — Whitworth  Scholarships, 
825 

Ministerial  Statement,  1680 

Parliament — Public  Petitions,  Motion  lor  a  So* 
lect  Committee,  680 

Spain    and    Prutiia^Treatf   of    Cmh 

mntt 
Question,  Mr.  Akroyd  ;   Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
ApriliS,  1147 

Speaxrb,  The  (Riffht  Hon.  J.  £.  Benison) 

NoHingham$hire,  N, 
Army — Fortifications.  Res.  9030,  9051,  9053 
Artitnns'  and    laibourers'   DwelUnp,   Consid. 

1565  :  Schedule,  1877 
Burials  (lrrUnd),9R.  1083 
Cnnongate  Annuity  Tax,  9R.  1105.  1106 
County  Financinl  Boards,  911.  1556 
Debates  in  the  House  of  l^rds,  1786 
Kloctric  Telegraphs,  l.eaTe,  681,  689 
Established  Church  (IreUnd).  7u8,  1048 
InilLi^Madms  Irrigation  Company,  1309 
Marine  Mutiny,  Consid.  574 
Mininterial  SUtement,  1710,  1810 
Mutiny,  3 R.  573 
Parliament — Members'  Seats  in  this  Hottts^ 

608 
PeeragP  (Ireland),  9R.  1564 
Roman  CalhoUo  Onlb,  1589, 1588 


Stacpooli,  Mr.  W.,  EnnU 

Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  9R.  900 
India— Hyderabad.  1148 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  9R. 
1050 

Stakbope,  Earl 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  BriUin  and  Irt* 

land.  Motion  for  a  Committee,  230 
Parliament— Questions,  Ac. 

Business  of  the  House,  Report  of  Soloct 

Committee,  566 
Notice  of  Question,  Ros.  603. 606 
Public  Petitions,  Motion  for  a  Seleet  Com- 
mittee, 680 


Stanley,  Right  Hon.  Lord  (Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Aflain),  Xyiw 
Bsgii 

Belgium^  RioU  in,  837 

Brasil^War  in,  350 

China— Treaty  of  Tien-tsio,  1147 

Cholera  in  the  Mediterranean,  704 

Crete^Insurrection  in,  705 ;  Motion  for  an 

Address,  1961  ;— Condition  of,  1140 
Established   Churoh   (Ireland),  356  ;    Comm« 

Amendt.  405,  500,  707 
Slave  Trade,  Zaniibar,  1578 
Spain  and    Prussia  —  Treaty  of  Commtret, 

1147 
Supply^British  Embassy  Houses,  086,  087, 
080.  005.  006 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  008.  000 
United  Sutes— The  •'  Springbok,"  9009 

Staklet  or  Aldeelet,  Lord 
Parliament^Business  of  the  House,  Report, 

560 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  465 
Sea  Fiaheries,  9R.  466 

Staksfelb,  Mr.  J.,  Halifax 

Established  Church  (Ireland).  Comm.  850 
India— Madras  Irrigation  Company,  1908, 1301 

Stteukg-Maxwell,  Sir  W.,  P$rth%hir$ 
W«ys  and  Means^  Financial  Statement^  1178 

Stock,  Mr.  0.,  Carlow  Bo. 
Ireland— Treatment  of  Prisoners,  950 

Stockbrokert  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Pirn,  Sir  Benjamin  OuimUis) 
c  Orderod ;  read  l^" •  J/ay  5  [UiU  104] 

STR090B,  Sir  J.  M.,  Armagh  Co, 
RepreeeoUtion  of  tlio  People  (Ireland),  9R. 
1056 

Stuart,  Colonel  W.,  Bedford 
Army— Daily  Payment  of  Men.  963 
Burials  t  Ireland),  9R.  Amendt.  1083 
EsUblished  Church  (Irehind),    Comm.    Ros. 

1094 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continnanoo, 

Coram.  901 
Marino  Mutiny,  9R.  00 
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SuLLiTAK,  Mr.  Serjeant  E.,  Mattow 
EttablishMl  Charoh  (IreUnd),  Gomin.  Rm.  1, 

1518 
Graud  J1117  Ceif  (Irelmnd),  2R.  aiff 

Sunday  Trading  Bill 

{Mr.  T.  Bughe$,  Lord  C,  HamiUan,  Mr.  Lutk) 
^  MoTed, "  Thai  the  Bill  be  now  road  2«"  {Mr. 
Th<nna8  HugUi)  April  29, 1084 
Amendt.  to  leafe  oat  "  now^"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  liz  mootbi"  {Mr.  Qraham) ;  Qnet- 
tioD,  *'That  «now/  Ao;"  A.  e8,  N.  31; 
M.  87 ;  BiU  read  2«  [B1U40] 

Supply 
Prociedinfft  in  CcmmitUe  of  Supply,  Reaola- 
iioQ  [Otb  February  1858]  relatifo  to  Pro- 
oeediagi  in  Committee  of  S  apply  read»  aa 
-foUoweth:— 

*'  Tbat  wben  it  baa  been  proposed  to  omit 
or  redaoe  items  lo  a  Vote,  the  Question 
sball  be  afterwards  pal  apon  tbe  original 
Vote  or  apon  tbe  redooed  Vote,  as  tbe  ease 
may  be,  witbont  amendment "  April  91, 1095 

Moved,  <*Tbat  the  said  Resolotion  be  re- 
ioinded  "  {Mr,  Avrion) ;  after  short  debate. 
Debate  adjoamed 

Debate  resnmed  April  98,  1484  ;  after  abort 
debate,  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to 

1.  ResoWed,  That  when  it  has  been  proposed 
to  omit  or  redaoe  items  ia  a  Vote,  the  ^es- 
tion  shall  be  afterwards  pat  apon  tbe  origi- 
nal Vote  or  apon  the  redooed  Vote  as  &e 
ease  may  be 

9.  Resolfed,  Tbat  after  a  Qaestlon  has  been 
proposed  from  the  Chair  for  a  redootion  of 
the  whole  Vote,  no  Motion  sliall  be  made  for 
omittinff  or  redaoing  any  item  {Mir.  Chat^ 
edlor  ojihe  Mkchiquer) 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  Afar  93  — -  Aucr 
EsTiiiAna— Statement  of  the  Seeretary  of 
Stote  for  War  (Sir  John  Pakin0en)  on 
noTing  the  First  Resolntion,  40 

Resolutioas  reported  Mar  94 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  98, 988— Abkt 
EsTiMATsa 

Resolotions  reported  Jfor97 

Considered  in  Committee  April  9,  789^Citil 
SuTXCi  EsTDfins — Vote  of  £1,900,000  on 
aoooont 

Resolution  reported  April  3 

Considered  in  Committee  April  20— Cxm  Sa»- 
Tica  EsTiifATsa  — Class  I.— Publio  Works 
and  Buildings,  983  —  Resolutions  reported 
AprU  21 

SuBTEEs,  Mr.  C.  Frryille-,  Durham^  S. 

Roman  Catbolio  Oath,  1582, 1583 

SuBTBEs,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Hertfardshifi 
Army  Estimates — Land  Foroes,  07 
Established  Charoh  (Ireland),  Comm.  470 

Btkbs,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Aherthen  City 

Abyssinian  Eipedition,  1338 

Army — Cooking  Apparatus,  957 
Fortiaeations,  Res.  9029,  9030 
Grant  for  Fortiaeations,  260, 1457 
MiUUry  Education,  Rei.  1887 


Stxis,  Cobnel  W.  H>    oonl. 

Artisans'  and  Laboorers*  Dwellings,  Comm. 

a.  98, 877 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  9R.  1104 
Ceylon-^Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

979 
China— Treaty  of  Tien-tsin,  U47 
India— East  India  CivU  Senrioe,  Res.  1850, 

1851 
Parliament— Members'  Seats  in  this  House, 

898 
Supply — Qoelti<ms,  ko. 

British  Embasqr  Houses,  983, 984, 991, 993, 

095  ' 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  998 
Volunteer  Corps,  260 
Works,  Buildings,  to.  987 
Ways  and  Means— llnanoial  Statement,  1175 

Taaered'B  Charily  Bill  ( J^r.  Beretford  Hope, 

Mr.  Walpole,  Viscount  Cranboms) 

e.  MoTed,  <«  That  tbe  Bill  be  now  read  9*"  {Mr. 
Beretford  Bope)  Mar  95,  994  [BiU  87] 
Amendt.  to  leave  out "  now,"  and  add  ''upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre); 
after  debate,  Question,  '<  That  '  now/  Ac : 
A.  89,  N.  83 ;  M.  14 ;  words  added ;  2R. 
put  off  for  six  months 

TiimTOjT,  Lord 
Education,  Teohnioal  —  Whitworth  Soholarships, 

824 
Endowed  Grammar  Schools,  1782, 1783 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  699 
Public  Offices,  The  New,  1684 

Tatlob,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester 
Queensland — Polynesian  Labourers,  1889 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  1085 

Thanui  Embankment^  Steamboat  Piers 
Question,    Mr.  Watkin;    Answer,  Xr.  Tite 
AprU  97, 1339 

Thetford,  Member  for— Titles  of  Dignity 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  AprU  3,  831 

TiTB,  Mr.  W.,  Bath 
Metropolis — Thames  Embankment,  Steamboat 
Piers,  1332 

TifloB  to  Land  XloiuoUdation  (Scotland) 

Bill  ( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary 

Gatkome  Bardy,  Sir  Qraham  Montgomery) 

c.  Read  9«  •  April  20  [BiU  57] 

T0EEBK8,  Mr.  W.  T.  MoCullagh,  Finshury 

Artisans'  and   Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 

el,  6,  673  ;  cl,  24,  870  ;  d,  27,  077 ;  add,  el. 

1004  ;  Consid.  1505 ;   add,  el,   1875,  1870, 

1877 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  008 

Tbeybltax,  Mr.  0.  0.,  Tynemouth 
India— East  India  Cifil  Serfice,  Res.  Amendt. 

1843 
Mutiny,  C^nm.  d.  99,  324 


TUR       UNI  {SB  SSI  ON      1867-8) 


VAC        WAL 


191. 


Turkey 
Jnturr^ctim  in  Crete,  Question,  Mr.  Kenoedy ; 
Answer,   Lord  SUnley  April  2,  705 

MoTed,  '*  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for,  Copy  of  the  Instructions 
to  the  British  RepresentatiTO  at  Paris  in 
reference  to  the  identic  Note  proposed  to 
be  oommnnicated  to  the  Porte  by  Russia, 
France,  luly,  and  Prussia  "  {Lord  CampbfU) 
April  3,  803;  after  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Question,  Mr.  Lajard  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  J/>ri/ 23.  1140 

Amcndt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  24, 
To  leave  out  from  "That."  and  add  "an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Uor  Ma- 
jesty, praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid 
before  this  Uouse,  Copy  of  any  Despatches 
or  Correspondence  between  the  Russian  (lo- 
Temmcnt  and  the  Foreign  Office  on  the 
subjects  of  the  Insurrection  in  Crete  and 
of  the  condition  of  the  Christians  in  Turkey 
in  the  years  1866  and  1807  "  {yfr.  Monk), 
1225;  Question,  "That  the  words,  dc.  ;*' 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Turnpike  Tolls  Legiilation 

Question,  Mr.  More  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oathorne 
Uardy  April  28,  1461 

Turnpike  Trued  Legielation 

Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Gathorno 
Hardy  AprU  3.  833 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  J/ay  8,  To 
leare  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  "  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that 
She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  giro  direc- 
tions that  there  bo  laid  before  this  House. 
Copy  of  all  the  Communications  rcceivtHi  in 
reply  to  the  Circular  sent  in  February  1806 
to  certain  Turnpike  Trustees  referred  to  in 
p.  0  of  the  ScTonteenth  Report  on  Turnpike 
Trusts,  of  which  Extracts  are  therein  given, 
together  with  the  names  of  the  Correspond- 
ents" (,Vr.  C/ii;<r).  2012;  Question,  "That 
the  words,  do.  ;**  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

United  PariflheB  (Scotland)  Bill 

(JkTr.   Waldf^rav€'Ltslie,  Major   Walker,   Mr. 
Wellwood  Maxwell,  Mr,  M*LaQan) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  AprU  1  [Bill  81] 

Read2«*  April  iZ 

Committee  *  ;  RepoK  April  24 

Considered  as  amended  *  April  27 

Read  3""  •  April  28 
/.  Read  U^  {The  Lord  Cdomay)  April  30 

(No.  84) 

United  SUttee 
The  Xefdrality  Laws— The " Alabama**  Chims, 
Motion  for  an  Address  for  "  Copies  or  Extracts 
of  any  further  Correspondence  that  may  have 
taken  place  between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  Goveniment  of  the  United  States  in 
reference  to  the  Aleibetma  and  other  claims  " 
(  Th4  Earl  Rui$ell)  Mar  27,  333  ;  after  dt- 
bate.  Motion  withdrawn 
"  Springbok,"  Ceue  of  tki.  Question,  Mr.  Ben- 
tinck  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  ifoy  8,  2002 

VOL.  CXCI.   \xmm  mm.] 


Vaccination-^ Small-pox  at  Woolwich 
Question,  Sir  J.   Clarke  Jerroise;    Aafwer, 
Lord  Robert  Montagu  AprU  2,  701 

Vagrant  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Peate,  Mr.  Akroyd,  Mr,  LiideU) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  April  30  [BiU  102] 

Read2*>*  May  7 

Vakce,  Mr.  J.,  Armagh  City 

Established  Chnroh  (Ireland),  Comm.  Rit,  1, 

1494 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomim^ 

tionof  Committ(K^,  101,  lu2.  238 
Indu8tri.ll  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  AflMiidi. 

217,221  ;  rl.  11,  223 
Ireland — Rrgiuiii  Donum,  83/S 
Representation  of  the   People  (Ireland)^  SE. 

1955 

Veuner,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Linhum 
;      Established  Church  (Ireland).  1463  ;— Meeting 
at  St.  James's  Hall.  r^86 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  920 

'  Veknet,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  70 
Supply—  British  Embassy  llouses,  009 
Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  200,  204 


Fittoria —  The  Appropriation  Act 
Postpone  me  fit  of  Motion,    Observations,  The 

Earl  of  Maltnesbury  Mag   1,   1082 ;    short 

debate  thereon 
Ob»ervations,  Lord  Lyveden  ;  Reply,  The  Duke 

of  Buckingham  Mig  8.  lOOd;  long  debate 

thereon 

I 

I 

I  YiYUv,  Hon.  Captain  J.  C.  W.,  Hrw9 
Army  Estimates — Land  Foroet,  01 
Mutiny.  Comm.  el,  22.  323 
Supply — Works,    Buildings,  Ac.  288  ;  el,  67» 
323 


ViviAX,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Olamorganehire 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1870 

Waldeqkave-Lehme,  Hon.  0.,  JTastinge 
Board  of  Trade— Private  Bills,  831 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continoanee, 

Coram,  atid,  d,  205 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of,  451 
Scotland— Roads.  357 


Walker,  Major  0.  G.,  Jhtm/neuhire 
Army  Estimates — loind  Forces,  08 

WALroLE,  Right  Hon.  S.  H.,  Camhrtdge 

Umvereitg 
Capital   PunishmeDl    within   Prlsont,    Comm. 

el,  4,  1050 
Election  Petitions  and  Cormpt  Prmotieefl  at 

Elections,  Comm.  317 
Established  Church  (IreUad^  Coma.  Ret.  1 

1082 

4  B 


I 


WAL 


WEI 


{  INDEX ) 
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WEI 


YOU 


WiumrD,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Tiverton 
£itobiiriM4  Chareh  (IreUnd),  C 


1M9 


WABRXV9  Right  Hod.   R.   R.   (Attoroej 

Genertl  for    Ireland),  Dublin    Uni* 

verriiy 
Bankraptoy  (Ireland),  831 
EtUblUhed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1640  ; 

Res.  1005,  1027 
Grand  Jury  GeM  (Ireland),  2R.  2U 
Ireland — Tower  of  Ardfert  —  Kerry  Grand 
Jury,  200 
Impriaonment    of    Meian.     Snllifan    and 
Pigott,  448 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl  67,  325 
Petit  juries  (Ireland),  268 

WATEnr,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Stockport 
Boundary,  706 
Ceylon— Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

071,076,077,082 
Edinburgh,  Duke  of.  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 

1336 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  1330 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  100 ;  cL  2,  203 
Metropolis — Thames  Embankment,  Steamboat 

Piers,  1332 
Private  Bill  Legislation — Standing  Order  131 

Repeal,  145 
Supply — ^British  Embassy  Houses,  006 

Ways  and  Means 

Resolution  [Mareh  23]  reported,  and  agreed  to 
Consolidated    Fund    (£6,000,000)  ;     Bill    or- 1 

dered  ;  read  1«  *  Mar  24 
Considered  in  Committee  April  23 
Financial  Statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  moving  the  First  Resolution, ' 
That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to 
Her  Majesty,   the    Doty  of  Customs  now  ' 
charged  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  .levied 
and  charged  on  and  after  the  Ist  day  of  August 
1868  until  the  1st  day  of  August  1860,  on  the 
importation  thereof  into  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland:  vis.— Tea,  the  lb.— Of.  ed.,   1140; 
after    long    debate,   Resolution  agreed  to ; 
Resolution  reported 

Considered  in  Committee  Mm  4,  1746 

Property  and  Income  Tax  ;  Kiisolution,  1746 
£1,000,000,  Ezcheooer  Bonds  May  4, 1773 

Resolutions  reported  May  6 

Considered  in  Committee — £600,000,   Exche- 
quer Bonds  May  7,  2062 

Resolutions  reported  May  8 

Weightt  and  Measure$t  Report  of  Com- 
mUiion  on  False 
Question,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Qmthome  Hardy  Mar  30,  467 


Weights  and  MeasnreB  (Scotlani)  Bill 

{Mr.  Crau/urd,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  ^  May  8  [Bill  100] 

Westbubt,  Lord 

Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  10 
United  Sutes— The  "Alabama"  olaims,  Motion 
for  Papers,  346,  350 

WHi^LLBT,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Feierborouph 
Army — Military  Education,  Res.  1838 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1554 
Established  Churoh  (Ireland),   708;    Comm. 
1424;    Res.  1,  1533;    Res.  2,  1807,1007, 
1026 ;  Motion  for  AdjoummeDt,  1040 
Ireland — Maynooth  Grant,  836 
Libel,  2R.  664 

Mauritius,  Fever  at  the,  661, 1460,  1461 
Ministerial  Statement,  1818 
Navy^Sehool  and  Training  Ships,  1785 
Turnpike  Tmsts,  833 ;  Motion  for  an  Address, 
2016 

Whitbbsad,  Mr.  8.»  Bedford 
Army  Estimates-^Land  Forces,  81 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praiotiees  at 

Elections,  Comm.  208 
Established   Church  (Ireland),  Comm.   1421 ; 

Ues.  Amendt.  1023,  1031 
Ministerial  Statement,  1810 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1681 

White,  Hon.  Capt.  C.  W.,  Tipperwry  Co. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  687 

White,  Mr.  J.,  Brighton 
Army — Officers    holding  Civil    Appointments, 

1333 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  1180 

Wtld,  Mr.  J.y  Bodmin 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  68 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1542,  1558 
Metropolis  Gas.  2R.  708 
Minos  Assessment,  2K.  1871 

Wtndhaic,  Hon.  P.  S.,  Cumberland,  W.    • 

Army,  Administration  of  the,  Res.  2003,  2004 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  1547 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1013 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  1864,  1872 

ToBK,  Archbishop  of 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2 R,  1120 

YoRKE,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Tewkesbury 
EsUblished  Chareh  (Ireland),  706 

Youwo,  Mr.  0.,  Wigton,  ^e. 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 
1627 


ERRATA. 

P«£e  853,  line  28  from  bottom, /or  "cautionary"  read  "  reactionary." 
„      „    line  27    „  „      /or  "substantia  amor"  rMif" substantive  onion." 

END  OF  VOLUME  CXCI.,  AND  SECOND  YOLUME  OF   SESSION  1867-8. 


lokbok:  co&nsltus  buck,  fbxmeb,  23,  paixknoster  eow. 


